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Abstract

W einvestigatepossibleparaferm ionicstatesin rapidly rotating ultracold bosonicatom icgasesat

lowestLandau level� lling factor� = k=2.W estudy how thesystem sizeand interactionsactupon

the overlap between the true ground state and a candidate Read-Rezayistate. W e also consider

thequasiholestateswhich areexpected to display non-Abelian statistics.W enum erically evaluate

the degeneracy ofthese states and show agreem ent with a form ula given by E.Ardonne. W e

com pute the overlapsbetween low-lying exacteigenstatesand quasihole candidate wavefunctions.

W e discussthe validity ofthe paraferm ion description asa function ofthe � lling factor.

PACS num bers:03.75.Lm ,03.75.K k,73.43.Cd,73.43.Nq
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Rotating Bose-Einstein condensatesdisplay a wealth ofinteresting physics. One ofthe

m oststriking achievem ents in this�eld isthe observation ofthe Abrikosov lattice ofvor-

tices1,2.W ith increasing rotation speed,ithasbeen predicted thatthislatticewillm eltand

isreplaced by m oreexoticquantum phases.W hen therotation frequency isclosetothehar-

m onictrappingfrequency and strongcon�nem entisapplied alongtherotation axis,strongly

correlated statesbelonging to thefam ily ofquantum Hallliquid statesshould appear3,4,5,6.

Here we study bosonic atom s with only one hyper�ne species (i.e. spinless bosons) in

such regim e.W eassum ethatthetem peratureislow and theinteractionsareweak enough

so thatthelowestLandau level(LLL)approxim ation isvalid.Thesystem m ay then display

thefractionalquantum Halle�ect(FQHE)asin two dim ensionalelectron system s(2DES)

understrong m agnetic �eld.The Coulom b interaction isreplaced by thes-wave scattering

between the ultracold atom s. An analog ofthe �lling factor� for2DES can be de�ned :

indeed � = N =N� isthe ratio between the num berofatom sN and the num berofvortices

N � that would be present in the system ifit was a Bose condensate. The quantity N �

is the equivalent ofthe num ber ofux quanta in 2DES system s. In this regim e,several

fractions have been predicted. The m ost prom inent one3 appears at � = 1=2,for which

the Laughlin state isthe exactground state7. Evidencesforotherfractionsfrom the Jain

principalsequence� = p=(p+ 1)such as� = 2=3 and � = 3=4 havebeen pointed out6,8 and

can beunderstood within thecom positeferm ion theory9.

Hierarchicalquantum Hallstatesarenottheonly interesting statesthathavebeen pre-

dicted below thecritical�lling factorwherethelatticeofvorticesm elt5.Dueto thebosonic

statistics,ifweassum ethattheequivalentcyclotron gap islargeenough,wecan have�lling

factors greater than one and stillstay entirely in the LLL.W ithin this hypothesis,even

m ore exotic states should appearforfractions � = k=2. The �rst one is the M oore-Read

(M R)state10 (orPfa�an state)thatshould occur4 at� = 1 (k = 2). Thisstate was�rst

introduced to explain the ferm ionic fraction � = 5=2 in 2DES.Higherk valuesare associ-

ated to the so-called Read-Rezayi(RR)states5,11. Because ofthe paraferm ionic behavior

ofthesestates,theirexcitationshavesurprising non-Abelian statistics.So far,thereareno

well-established physicalsituation wherethesestatesplay arole.Theoriginalsuggestion by

Read and Rezayiisthatthey m ay explain theincom pressible statesobserved in thesecond
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Landau levelon theanksoftheelusive � = 5=2 state.

TheRR states(orclustered states)in ultracold rotating atom icgaseshavebeen already

thefocusofseveralworks.Num ericallyexactdiagonalizationsofsm allsystem shaveprovided

som e hints ofthe presence ofRR states. In the sem inalwork by Cooper, W ilkin and

Gunn5,spectrain thetorusgeom etry exhibitthespecialground statedegeneracy associated

with the topology ofthe RR statesand have excellent overlaps with the explicitRR trial

wavefunctions. In the sphericalgeom etry there is also a setofincom pressible states with

the specialrelationship between the ux and the num ber ofparticles ofthe RR states6.

Extrapolation ofthe gap points to a non-zero value for the M R � = 1 case,whereas the

� = 3=2 and � = 2 resultsdo notshow clearevidence fora sm ooth therm odynam ic lim it.

On the sphere geom etry,the overlap is excellent forthe M R state and tend to a nonzero

value asthe system size increases8. A m ore recent work12 hasbeen done on the � = 3=2

case. It shows that the overlap can be im proved by adding a longer range dipole-dipole

interaction

Our purpose is to go beyond existing studies and look at size e�ects for fractions

� = 3=2;2;5=2 using exactdiagonalizationson the sphere. W e also check ifthe quasihole

ground states are present atthese �lling factors by evaluating overlap between subspaces

spanned by thesestatesand thelowestenergy excitationsofthedelta function interaction,

s-wave scattering system .Appearanceofsuch quantum stateswith thecorrectdegeneracy

predicted by conform al�eld theory argum entsisastronghintofthevalidity oftheRR state

hypothesis.

In section II,we give an overview ofthe clustered states and their excitations while

section IIIisdevoted to theconform al�eld theory (CFT)form ulation.Section IV isa brief

description ofthenum ericalm ethod weuse.In section V,wegivetheresultsfortheoverlap

oftheground states.W ediscusshow thesystem size,longerrangeorhigherordern-body

interaction im pact on the overlap. Section VIis devoted to the quasihole excitations. In

addition to theoverlap values,wealso givenum ericalevaluation ofquasiholedegeneracy on

sphere forfractions� = 1;3=2;2;5=2 and com pare them to a form ula due to Ardonne13 to

check thevalidity oftheconform al�eld theory approach.
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II. PA R A FER M IO N IC STAT ES

Forthe sake ofsim plicity,we use the disk geom etry in this section. In the sym m etric

gauge,theLLL one-body wave functionsaregiven by :

�m (z) =
1

p
2�2m m !

z
m
e
� jzj

2
=4
; (1)

where z = x + iy and we take the m agnetic length lB to be equalto unity. Any N -body

wave function ofparticlesin the LLL can be written asa polynom ialP in the particle zi

coordinates:

	(z 1;:::;zN ) = P (z1;:::;zN ) e
�
P

i
jzij

2
=4l2

: (2)

From now on,we drop the globalGaussian factor. The k-type RR state isthe exactzero

energy ground stateofthepure(k+ 1)-body �-function interaction ham iltonian :

H
R R
k =

X

i1< :::< ik+ 1

�
(2)(zi1 � zi2):::�

(2)
�
zik � zik+ 1

�
: (3)

Thecorresponding wavefunction can bewritten14 :

	 R R
k =

0X

�

Y

0� r< s< N =k

�(z�(kr+ 1);:::;z�(kr+ k);

z�(ks+ 1);:::;z�(ks+ k)); (4)

where

� (z1;:::;zk;zk+ 1;:::;z2k)= (z1 � zk+ 1)

(z1 � zk+ 2)(z2 � zk+ 2)(z2 � zk+ 3)

:::(zk � z2k)(zk � zk+ 1): (5)

Thesum isoverallperm utations� ofN elem entssuch that�(1)< �(k)< :::< �(N � k+ 1).

Thenum berofparticlesN m ustbea m ultipleofk.

Thesestatesarealsoreferred toasclustered statesbecausethewavefunction (4)vanishes

when k+ 1orm oreparticlesareatthesam eposition.Thek-typeRR stateisassociated to
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the�llingfactor� = k=2.Each RR stateisthezero-energyground stateofitscorresponding

Ham iltonian with thesm allesttotalangularm om entum .

Thesim plestcasek = 1 correspondsto theusualLaughlin wavefunction :

	 Laughlin =
Y

i< j

(zi� zj)
2

(6)

and istheexactground state forrotating bosonswith s-wave scattering at� = 1=2 whose

e�ective Ham iltonian isgiven by :

H LLL = gl
2

B

X

i< j

�
(2)(ri� rj) and g =

p
8� ~!c

as

lz
: (7)

whereas isthes-wavescatteringlength,lz isthecharacteristiclength ofthe ẑaxisoscillator

which isused for2d con�nem ent,and !c isthecyclotron rotation frequency.

Thecasek = 2 istheso called M R/Pfa�an state.Itcan berewritten as:

	 P faffian = Pf

�
1

zi� zj

�
Y

i< j

(zi� zj); (8)

wherePfstandsforthepfa�an de�ned as:

Pf(A) =
X

�

��A �(1)�(2)A �(3)�(4):::A �(N � 1)�(N ); (9)

where A isa skew-sym m etric N � N m atrix (N even),the sum runsoverallperm utations

oftheindex with N valuesand �� isthesignatureoftheperm utation.

Ifwedeviatefrom theclustered stateat�lling factork=2 by adding �� vortices(orux

quanta in the2DES analog),quasiholeexcitationsaregenerated.Foreach added vortex,k

quasiholesarenucleated.FortheLaughlin state,quasiholeground statewavefunctionscan

easily beobtained.Any function oftheform :

	
qh

Laughlin
= P (z1;:::;zN )	 Laughlin; (10)

where P is a sym m etric polynom ial,corresponds to a zero-energy m any quasihole state.

Forone quasihole atposition w1,the polynom ialP isjust
Q

i
(zi� w1). Read and Rezayi

have also obtained an explicitform ula in the case ofthe M R state15 fortwo quasiholesat

positionsw1 and w2 :

	
2qh

P faffian
= Pf

�
f(zi;zj;w1;w2)

zi� zj

�
Y

i< j

(zi� zj); (11)

with f(zi;zj;w1;w2) = (zi� w1)(zj � w2)+ (zi� w2)(zj � w1). In the generalcase,the

quasihole ground statescan be written down using the CFT form ulation. Thisform alism

also revealstheirnon-Abelian statistics.
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III. C FT A P P R O A C H

There isan elegantway to introduce RR states involving CFT11. The key idea10 isto

expressthe wave function asa correlatorusing the algebra ofthe Zk paraferm ions
16. This

algebra is de�ned a set of�eld f	 1(z);:::;	 k� 1g obeying the following operator product

expansion (OPE):

 l(z) l0(z
0) � dl;l0(z� z

0)
�(� l+ � l0

� �
l+ l0)

� l+ l0(z
0)+ � � � (l+ l

0
< k); (12)

 l(z) 
y

l0
(z0) � dl;k� l0(z� z

0)
�(� l+ � l0

� �
l� l0)

� l� l0(z
0)+ � � � (l0

< l); (13)

 l(z) 
y

l
(z0) � (z� z

0)
� 2� l

�

�

I+
2� l

c
(z� z

0)
2
T(z0)+ � � �

�

; (14)

T(z) l(z
0) �

� l

(z� z0)
2
 l(z

0)

+
1

z� z0
@ l(z

0)+ � � � : (15)

where  
y

l
=  k� l,T(z)isthe stress-energy tensor,� l isthe conform alweight ofthe �eld

 l,c is the theory centralcharge and dl;l0 are num ericalcoe�cients. The algebra ofZ k

paraferm ionscorresponds to the choice � l = l(k � l)=k leading to the centralcharge c =

2(k� 1)=(k+ 2)and to uniquely determ ined dl;l0 coe�cients.

Read and Rezayihaveshown thatthefollowing wavefunction :

	
R R ;C F T

k
= h 1(z1)� � �  1(zN )i

Y

i< j

(zi� zj)
2=k

; (16)

isequivalentto expression (4).Onecan easily show thatthisexpression vanishesquadrati-

cally ask+ 1 particlesgoto thesam epointusing theOPE rulesabove(12-15).W ithin this

form alism ,ithasbeen argued thatthezeroenergy quasiholestatescan bebuiltby inserting

a spin �eld for each quasihole into the correlator of(16). For k = 2,this spin �eld � is

equivalent to the m agnetization operatorofthe Ising m odel. In the Ising case,the fusion

rulesaregiven by :

�(z) 1(z
0) =

1

(z� z0)
1=2

 1(z
0); (17)

�(z)�(z0) =
1

(z� z0)
1=8

I+ (z� z
0)
3=8

 1(z
0): (18)
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Forn = 2�� quasiholes,thecandidatestateisthen :

	
n qh

P faffian
= h 1(z1)::: 1(zN )� (w1):::� (wn)i

�
Y

i< j

(zi� zj)
Y

i

nY

p= 1

(zi� wp)
1=2

: (19)

The fusion rule (18) leads to a non-trivialdegeneracy ofthe quasihole states : there are

2n=2� 1 waysto fusethespin operatorsleading to a non zero correlator,thusgiving asm any

di�erentwavefunctions.Thisso-called intrinsicdegeneracy isthekey ofnon-Abelian statis-

tics:exchanging two quasiholecoordinatesofa given quasihole statewillresultin a linear

com bination ofstatesofthesam efam ily instead ofan overallm ultiplicativephasefactor.In

thecaseofthesphericalgeom etry thatwewilldiscusslater,an additional(extrinsic)degen-

eracy arisefrom theLaughlin-likepartofEq.(20).Determ iningthem ultipletdecom position

ofquasihole states in such a case is a challenging task13,15,17 and constitutes a non-trivial

check oftheCFT approach when com pared to num ericalcalculations.M oredetailswillbe

given in section VI.

Fork > 2,thespin �eld thatwehaveintroduced hastobereplaced by oneoftheprim ary

�eld operators ofthe Zk paraferm ion algebra. The guess is to use the operator�1 which

m inim izesthechargeofthequasiholes.Thewavefunction (19)can then begeneralized to :

	
n qh

k
= h 1(z1)::: 1(zN )�1(w1):::�1(wn)i

�
Y

i< j

(zi� zj)
2=k

Y

i

nY

p= 1

(zi� wp)
1=k

: (20)

The fusion rulesinvolving �1 are m orecom plex
16,18 butthe sam e rem arksasforthe k = 2

case apply,m eaning they lead to non-Abelian statistics.Notice thatfork � 3,such states

havebeen proposed to bea robustway to im plem entquantum com putation19.

IV . N U M ER IC A L M ET H O D

W euseexactdiagonalizationsto study iftheRR statesarerelevantto thephysicsofthe

fastrotating boson gasesat�lling factor� = k=2. Num ericalcalculationscan be done on

variousgeom etry such asthe disk,the torusorthe sphere. The disk geom etry isplagued

by edgee�ectsand thusclosed geom etriesarepreferred when dealing with bulk properties.

In this paper,allcalculations are done on the sphericalgeom etry20. Due to the SU(2)
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sym m etry,statescan beclassi�ed with respectto theirtotalangularm om entum L and its

projection along oneaxisLz.Solutionsoftheone-body problem aregiven by them onopole

harm onics21 (a generalization ofthesphericalharm onics),which takethefollowing form in

theLLL :

Ym (u;v) =

s

(2S + 1)!

4� (S � m )!(S + m )!
u
S+ m

v
S� m

; (21)

where m ~ is the projection ofthe angular m om entum ,�S � m � +S,u and v are the

spinorcom ponentsin sphericalcoordinates:

u = cos(�=2)ei�=2; v = sin(�=2)e� i�=2: (22)

TheradiusR ofthesphereisrelated to thenum berofvortices(orux quanta in the2DES

language)N � thatpierceit:

R = lB

q

N �=2: (23)

The one particle angular m om entum S is such that 2S = N �. Due to sphere topology,

the relation between the num berofparticlesN and N � fora given fraction islinearwith

a non-zero shift. Foreach trialwavefunction fora given fraction,there is a unique shift,

which isa characteristicofthequantum Hallstate.In thecaseofparaferm ionicstates,the

relation between them agneticux and thenum berofparticlesisgiven by :

N � = 2

k
N � 2 (24)

Thiscan bededuced from theexpression ofthe(4)on thespherebyapplyingastereographic

projection.Form ally,wejusthaveto drop thegaussian factorand m akethesubstitution :

(zi� zj) �! (uivj � ujvi): (25)

The two-body interaction iscom pletely characterized by a setof2S + 1 num bersfVm g

called thepseudo-potentials22.Theintegerm istherelative angularm om entum between the

two particles. Forspinless bosons,only even-m potentialsare relevant. s-wave scattering

interaction corresponds to the case where allpseudo-potentials are equalto zero except

V0.Longerrangeinteractionsinvolve additionalpseudopotentials,thenextoneforspinless

bosonsbeing V2.Thus,adding som eV2 com ponentallowsto testthee�ectoflongerrange

interactions.Com parison between theRR statesortheirquasiholeexcitationswith thetrue
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ground statesisachieved by com puting overlaps.Fortwo statesj	iand j�i,theoverlap is

de�ned asO = jh�j	ij
2
. Thisde�nition can be extended to the case ofsubspacesofsam e

dim ension N and spanned by vectorsetsfj�iig and fj	 jig :

O =
1

N

NX

i;j= 1

jh�ij	 jij
2
: (26)

Both exact ground statesand RR/quasihole candidate ground states are evaluated us-

ing exact diagonalizations ofthe associated Ham iltonian. Num ericaldiagonalizations are

achieved using L�anczos-like algorithm orfulldiagonalization algorithm in a given Lz sub-

space. In the case ofk + 1-body hardcore interaction,the m atrix are being less and less

sparse with increasing k value,requiring m orem em ory and CPU tim e and m aking conver-

gencehardertoreach.M oreoverduetotheLz-only restriction on theHilbertspace,looking

atthequasiholeground statesrequiretheevaluation ofhighly degenerateeigenstates.Thus

wecan reach lowersystem sizescom pared to theground state.

V . G R O U N D STAT E O V ER LA P S

W elook attheoverlap between theRR ground stateand theexactground state.Tables

Ito IV display the overlaps forvariousfractionsbetween the RR state and the two-body

hardcore interaction ham iltonian ground state fordi�erentsizes. W e also include overlaps

with otherground statessuch asCoulom b interaction orn � 2-body hardcoreinteractions.

In theparticularcasewhereN = 4�,theoverlap isequaltoone.Thisisduetothedim ension

oftheHilbertsubspace in theL = 0 sectorwhen S = 1 which isequalto one.

Som e ofthe resultspresented in table Ihave already been published8. They show that

the Pfa�an state isa good description ofthe physicsat� = 1.Asalready noticed,longer

rangeinteractionstend to im provetheoverlap.

For the � = 3=2;2;5=2 fractions,the situation is not so clear. Fewer values can be

obtainedandtheoverlapisnon-m onotonicwithrespecttothesizeofsystem ,m akingdubious

convergencetothetherm odynam iclim it.Ifweconsiderlong-rangeinteraction likeCoulom b

interaction,overlapsareim proved,butwe stillgetthesam e non-m onotonicbehavior.The

sam e rem arksare valid forthe com parison with the n-body hardcore interaction (2 � n �

k):theoverlapsarecloserto unity asn tendstowardsk+ 1.
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Toascertaintheroleoflonger-rangeinteraction,wefollow them ethodproposedinref.(12)

for� = 3=2.W eadd aV2 contribution tothetwo-body hardcoreinteraction.Figure1shows

theoverlapsasa function oftheratio V2=V0 forthefour�lling factors� = 1;3=2;2and 5=2.

Theconclusionswecan draw aresim ilartoref.(12):long-rangeinteractionshelp tostabilize

theparaferm ionicground state.Notethatthedrop oftheoverlap forlargevaluesofV2=V0

iscorrelated to a sim ilare�ectin thegap value(see�gure 2)and isthusrelated to theloss

ofincom pressibility.

V I. Q U A SIH O LE EX C ITAT IO N S

Ifwebelievethattheparaferm ionicdescription isrelevantforthefractions� = k=2,then

quasihole excitations should also be present. Studying quasihole excitation on the sphere

geom etry isinteresting on itsown.Indeed,non-Abelian statisticsisrelated to thequasihole

ground state degeneracy. W e can sort these states by their orbitalquantum num bers L

and Lz. Evaluating the degeneracy ofeach sectorisalready a non trivialtask. A form ula

wasfound forthe Pfa�an case by Read and Rezayi15. Gurarie and Rezayi17 have also an

algorithm to com pute the degeneracy in the � = 3=2 case. Finally,Ardonne hasproposed

an expression for the degeneracy valid for any � = k=2 value. W e briey describe how

we extractthe m ultipletdecom position ofthe quasihole degenerate statesfrom Ardonne’s

form ulain anAppendix.Com parison ofdegeneracyvaluesobtained usingtheCFT approach

with theresultsofnum ericalexactdiagonalizationsisa way to validatetheCFT approach.

Num ericalcom putationshavebeen perform ed forthePfa�an 15 at� = 1 and also17 forthe

� = 3=2 case.W egivehereadditionalvaluesforthesetwo fractions(tablesV and VI).W e

also com putedegeneraciesfor� = 2 and � = 5=2 which haven’tbeen published before(see

tablesVIIand VIII).Theresultsweobtain arein agreem entwith Ardonne’sform ula.

Totestthevalidityofthequasiholehypothesis,wecom putetheoverlap atagiven fraction

� = k=2 and fork quasiholesbetween the subspace spanned by the quasihole statesofthe

k+ 1-bodyhardcoreHam iltonian (3)and thelowestenergy statesoftheshort-rangeproblem

ateach L value.In each (L;Lz)sector,wethusconsidertheN
k;q

L
lowestenergy eigenstates

where N
k;q

L
is the degeneracy forq quasihole ground states at �lling factor � = k=2 with

angularm om entum L (N
k;q

L
isLz independent)ascandidatesforthenon-Abelian quasihole

states. The corresponding overlap O
k;q

L
is evaluated using de�nition Eq.(26). In order to

10



easily characterizetheagreem entwith thewholesetofquasiholestatesforallL values,we

introducea totaloverlap de�ned as:

O
k;q =

P

L
N

k;q

L
(2L + 1)O

k;q

L
P

L
N

k;q

L
(2L + 1)

; (27)

which isjustanotherway to write the totaloverlap with respectto the subspace spanned

by allquasiholestates.

Ourresultsaregiven in tablesIX,X,XIand XIIforfractions� = 1;3=2;2 and 5=2 and

q = k quasiholes. The success ofthe quasihole description is quite im pressive at � = 1.

Howevertheagreem entbecom esincreasingly worsewith higherk values.Noticethatfora

given system with �xed k and N values,the sm allestoverlap isobtained forthe largestL

totalm om entum .Dueto itshigh Lz degeneracy,itplaguesthetotaloverlap.Thiscertainly

m eans thatfewer quasihole excitation with non-Abelian statistics are present in the pure

hard-core m odelthan in the k + 1-body system . W e can also add m ore quasiholes. Table

XIII displays the results for q = 2k at � = 1. Considering the high degeneracy we are

looking at(up to 336 forN = 12),the overlapsarequite good especially ifwe do nottake

into accounttheonesassociated to thelargesttotalm om entum .Thee�ectoflongerrange

interaction issim ilartotheground statecase:addingsom eV2 com ponenttendstoim prove

theoverlap.In �gure3,wehaveplotted thetotaloverlap asafunction ofV2=V0 forfractions

� = 1;3=2;2.Thereisnow am axim um oftheoverlap foram oderateam ountoflonger-range

interactions.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N

Existenceofquasiparticleswith non-Abelian statisticsisan exciting question ofm odern

physics. The possible appearance ofsuch quasiparticles in rotating ultracold boson gases

isa strong m otivation to experim entally reach the corresponding regim e. At�lling factor

� = 1,wehaveshown thatthepairing schem eofM ooreand Read extendsto thequasihole

excitations.Thedegeneracy weobserveisexactly thatpredicted by theCFT approach and

the overlap ofthe subspaces spanned by the quasiholes shows that they are likely to be

relevantatthisfraction. Concerning the RR statesforlarger�lling factorstheiroverlaps

with the ground state ofthe pure hard-core m odelare m uch less im pressive and the size

dependence isirregular,aswasalready observed in thegap values.W ehave found a setof
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degenerate states with the quantum num bers predicted forquasiholes generated from the

RR statesby addition ofux quanta. they have also the featuresexpected from the CFT

approach.Again theoverlaps(now forsubspacestaken asawhole)arem uch lessim pressive.

Itishighly unlikely thatthe RR statesare relevantforlarge k values. Adding long-range

interactionslikea second pseudopotentialV2 certainly strengthen theseRR statesand their

quasiholes states. So to construct in practice a RR state one m ay have to �ne-tune the

interaction potentialbetween ultracold atom s.Itislikely howeverthatthePfa�an at� = 1

isthem ostconveniently im plem ented stateform anipulation ofnon-Abelian statistics(but

itdoesnotsupportuniversalquantum com putation19).

V III. A C K N O W LED G M EN T
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IX . A P P P EN D IX

Ourpurposeisto show how wecan getthem ultipletdegeneracy forthequasiholestates

from Ardonne’sform ula.Theform ula givesaccesstotheintrinsicdegeneracy and isderived

from thetruncated charactersoftheZk algebra(orsu(2)k=u(1)).Thesetruncated characters

can bewritten as:

Yn (x;q;k) =
X

ai

q
1

2
a:Ck� 1:ax

P
k� 1

i= 1
iai

�

k� 1Y

i= 1

2

4
in

k
+ ((Ik� 1 � C k� 1):a)i

ai

3

5 ; (28)

wheretheq-deform ed binom ialisde�ned asfollow :
2

4
m

p

3

5 =

Q
m

i= 1
(1� qi)

Q p

i= 1
(1� qi)

Q m � p

i= 1
(1� qi)

; (29)

and is equalto zero ifp > m or m ;p < 0. n is the num ber ofquasiholes. It is linked

to the num berofadded quantum uxes�� by the relation n = k��. I k� 1 isthe identity

dim ensionalm atrixand C k� 1 = 2A � 1

k� 1
whereA k� 1 istheCartanm atrixofthesu(k)algebra:
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(A k� 1)i;j = 2�i;j � �ji� jj;1: (30)

a = (a1;:::;ak� 1)isa vectorofk � 1 non-negative integersuch that
P

i
iai = F where

F isa m ultiple ofk.W hen we look ata system ofN bosons,we areonly interested in the

values F = 0;k;2k;:::;N . F has to be understood as the num ber ofunclustered bosons.

In the sim plestcase k = 2,N � F correspondsto the num berofparaferm ionic �eldsthat

appearwhen using OPE.Each q-polynom ialin frontofgiven xF m onom ial,isassociated to

them ultipletdecom position oftheintrinsicdegeneracy ofa given F value.Itwillbeofthe

form :

P

L
nL

P
L

Lz= � L
q�+ L z; (31)

where � isa globalshiftofthe q powerand nl isthe num berofm ultipletofm om entum l.

Thusthem ultipletdecom position oftheintrinsicdegeneracy can bedirectly read-outfrom

thepolynom ialexpression.

Forexam ple,letevaluate(28)fork = 3;n = 6,FortheN = 6 bosonscase,weonly need

thepartialdevelopm entgiven in (32)up to x6 :

Y6(x;q;3) = 1+ x
3
�
q
4 + q

3 + q
2
�
+ x

6
q
6 + ::: (32)

Thusthem ultipletdecom position fortheintrinsicdegeneracy isonesingletL = 0forF = 0,

one m ultipletL = 1 forF = 3 and one singletL = 0 forF = 6. The extrinsic partgives

the following m ultiplet: one singletL = 0 forF = 6,one m ultipletL = 3 forF = 3,one

m ultipletforL = 0;2;3;4;6 forF = 0. Using the standard m om entum addition rules,we

gettheresultdisplay in tableVI.
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Figure 1: From left to right and top to bottom : overlap between the RR state and the ground

state oflongerrange interaction Ham iltonian asa function ofV2=V0 at� lling factors� = 1;3=2;2

and 5=2.
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Figure2:G ap ofthelongerrangeinteraction Ham iltonian asa function ofV2=V0 at� lling factors

� = 1 (a)and � = 3=2 (b).

N O k= 1 O 1=r

4 1.0 1.0

6 0.9728 0.9728

8 0.9669 0.9771

10 0.9592 0.9659

12 0.8844 0.9165

14 0.8858 0.9213

16 0.8833 0.9170

TableI:O verlapsat� = 1between thePfa� an obtained astheground stateofthe3-bodyhardcore

interaction ham iltonian and the ground state ofthe 2-body hardcore interaction orthe Coulom b

interaction (1=r)ham iltonian.
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N O k= 1 O k= 2 O 1=r

6 1.0 1.0 1.0

9 0.9642 0.9891 0.9642

12 0.8647 0.9702 0.8904

15 0.9189 0.9788 0.9307

18 0.6774 0.9239 0.7226

Table II:O verlaps at� = 3=2 between the RR state obtained as the ground state ofthe 4-body

hardcore interaction ham iltonian and the ground state ofthe k + 1-body hardcore interaction or

the Coulom b interaction (1=r)ham iltonian.

N O k= 1 O k= 2 O k= 3 O 1=r

8 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0

12 0.9636 0.9811 0.9949 0.9636

16 0.7801 0.8919 0.9753 0.8037

20 0.8822 0.9499 0.9874 0.8985

Table III:O verlaps at � = 2 between the RR state obtained as the ground state ofthe 5-body

hardcore interaction ham iltonian and the ground state ofthe k + 1-body hardcore interaction or

the Coulom b interaction (1=r)ham iltonian.

N O k= 1 O k= 2 O k= 3 O k= 4 O 1=r

10 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0

15 0.9659 0.9789 0.9902 0.9975 0.9659

20 0.7455 0.8291 0.9165 0.9798 0.7644

Table IV:O verlapsat� = 5=2 between the RR state obtained asthe ground state ofthe 6-body

hardcore interaction ham iltonian and the ground state ofthe k + 1-body hardcore interaction or

the Coulom b interaction (1=r)ham iltonian.
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Figure 3: Upper part: totaloverlap for as a function ofV2=V0 at � lling factors � = 1 with two

quasiholes(a,� � = 1)and fourquasiholes(b,� � = 2). Lowerpart:totaloverlap asa function

ofV2=V0 at� lling factors� = 3=2 (c)and � = 2 (d)for� � = 1.
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N � � # L = 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20

4 1 6 1 0 1

4 2 20 1 0 2 0 1

4 3 49 1 0 2 1 2 0 1

4 4 100 2 0 2 1 3 1 2 0 1

6 1 10 0 1 0 1

6 2 50 2 0 2 1 2 0 1

6 3 168 0 3 1 4 2 3 2 2 0 1

6 4 444 3 1 5 3 7 3 6 3 4 2 2 0 1

8 1 15 1 0 1 0 1

8 2 105 2 0 3 1 3 1 2 0 1

8 3 462 3 1 5 4 7 4 6 3 4 2 2 0 1

8 4 1530 5 2 10 7 14 10 14 9 12 7 8 4 5 2 2 0 1

8 5 4191 6 5 16 14 23 20 26 21 25 19 20 14 15 9 9 5 5 2 2 0 1

10 1 21 0 1 0 1 0 1

10 2 196 2 0 4 1 4 2 3 1 2 0 1

12 1 28 1 0 1 0 1 0 1

12 2 336 3 0 4 2 5 2 5 2 3 1 2 0 1

14 1 36 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1

Table V:Num berofm ultipletsofstatesatzero energy forthe three-body Ham iltonian for� = 1

for� � added quantum  uxes.# isthetotalnum berofdegenerate states.
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N � � # L = 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18

6 1 10 0 1 0 1

6 2 50 2 0 2 1 2 0 1

6 3 165 0 2 1 4 2 3 2 2 0 1

6 4 427 3 0 4 3 6 3 6 3 4 2 2 0 1

6 5 944 0 4 2 7 5 8 7 8 5 7 4 4 2 2 0 1

6 6 1869 4 1 7 5 11 7 13 9 12 9 10 6 8 4 4 2 2 0 1

9� 1 20 0 1 1 0 1

9 2 175 0 3 1 5 2 3 2 2 0 1

9� 3 870 2 6 7 8 9 9 7 8 5 4 3 2 0 1

9 4 3122 6 5 14 14 21 17 23 18 20 16 16 10 11 6 5 3 2 0 1

12 1 35 1 0 1 1 1 0 1

12 2 490 4 1 6 4 8 4 7 3 4 2 2 0 1

15� 1 56 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1

TableVI:Num berofm ultipletsofstatesatzero energy forthefour-body Ham iltonian for� = 3=2

for� � added quantum  uxes.# isthetotalnum berofdegenerate states.L valuesforrowswith

a star,have to beunderstood asL �1=2.
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N � � # L = 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20

8 1 15 1 0 1 0 1

8 2 105 2 0 3 1 3 1 2 0 1

8 3 440 2 1 4 3 6 4 6 3 4 2 2 0 1

8 4 1379 4 1 7 5 11 7 12 8 11 7 8 4 5 2 2 0 1

8 5 3591 4 3 10 9 16 14 19 16 20 16 18 13 14 9 9 5 5 2 2 0 1

12 1 35 1 0 1 1 1 0 1

12 2 490 4 1 6 4 8 4 7 3 4 2 2 0 1

12 3 3311 6 6 15 16 22 19 25 20 21 17 17 11 11 6 5 3 2 0 1

16 1 70 1 0 2 0 2 1 1 0 1

Table VII:Num berofm ultipletsofstatesatzero energy forthe � ve-body Ham iltonian for� = 2

for� � added quantum  uxes.# isthetotalnum berofdegenerate states.

N � � # L = 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

10 1 21 0 1 0 1 0 1

10 2 196 2 0 4 1 4 2 3 1 2 0 1

10 3 1001 0 4 3 7 6 9 7 9 6 7 4 4 2 2 0 1

15� 1 56 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1

15 2 1176 0 7 4 12 8 12 9 11 6 8 4 4 2 2 0 1

TableVIII:Num berofm ultipletsofstatesatzero energy forthesix-body Ham iltonian for� = 5=2

for� � added quantum  uxes.# isthetotalnum berofdegenerate states.L valuesforrowswith

a star,have to beunderstood asL �1=2.
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N O 2;2 O
2;2

0
O
2;2

1
O
2;2

2
O
2;2

3
O
2;2

4
O
2;2

5
O
2;2

6
O
2;2

7

4 1:0 1:0 1:0

6 0:8579 0:9994 0:7972

8 0:8760 0:9857 0:8884 0:8569

10 0:8661 0:9111 0:8334 0:8287

12 0:6800 0:9651 0:8007 0:8392 0:5015

14 0:6825 0:7685 0:7059 0:7417 0:611

Table IX:O verlap ofthe lowestenergy exactwavefunctionsand the Pfa� an two quasihole wave-

functionsat� = 1.

N O 3;3 O
3;3

0
O
3;3

1
O
3;3

2
O
3;3

3
O
3;3

4
O
3;3

5
O
3;3

6
O
3;3

7

6 1:0 1:0 1:0

9� 0:7933 0:9561 0:7065 0:7803

12 0:6289 0:8221 0:7317 0:8579 0:5735 0:4897

15� 0:4440 0:7965 0:5754 0:5856 0:4440 0:7572 0:0009

Table X:O verlap ofthe lowest energy exact wavefunctions and the k = 3 three quasihole wave-

functionsat� = 3=2.L valuesforrowswith a star,have to beunderstood asL �1=2.

N O 4;4 O
4;4

0
O
4;4

1
O
4;4

2
O
4;4

3
O
4;4

4
O
4;4

5
O
4;4

6
O
4;4

7
O
4;4

8

8 1:0 1:0 1:0 1:0

12 0:5282 0:9938 0:6555 0:7601 0:6714 0:2194

16 0:3697 0:6691 0:7779 0:6376 0:1112 0:2387 0:0957

Table XI:O verlap ofthe lowest energy exact wavefunctions and the k = 4 four quasihole wave-

functionsat� = 2.
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N O 5;5 O
5;5

0
O
5;5

1
O
5;5

2
O
5;5

3
O
5;5

4
O
5;5

5
O
5;5

6
O
5;5

7

10 1:0 1:0 1:0 1:0

15� 0:5507 0:6998 0:7666 0:8554 0:6399 0:8110 0:2827

Table XII:O verlap ofthe lowest energy exact wavefunctions and the k = 5 � ve quasihole wave-

functionsat� = 5=2.L valuesforrowswith a star,have to beunderstood asL �1=2.

N O 2;4 O
2;4

0
O
2;4

1
O
2;4

2
O
2;4

3
O
2;4

4
O
2;4

5
O
2;4

6
O
2;4

7
O
2;4

8
O
2;4

9
O
2;4

10
O
2;4

11
O
2;4

12

4 0:9807 1:0 1:0 0:9572

6 0:8541 0:9998 0:9741 0:9764 0:9369 0:5590

8 0:8458 0:9036 0:9407 0:9197 0:8155 0:7370 0:8620 0:8184

10 0:6692 0:8991 0:8269 0:7729 0:8281 0:7291 0:8090 0:4411 0:5091 0:2898

12 0:5788 0:7964 0:7970 0:8253 0:7832 0:7756 0:5882 0:5654 0:5572 0:4255 0:4489 0:0692

Table XIII:O verlap of the lowest energy exact wavefunctions and the Pfa� an four quasihole

wavefunctionsat� = 1.
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