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Abstract
W e investigate possible paraferm ionic states n rapidly rotating ultracold bosonic atom ic gases at
lowest Landau level 1ling factor = k=2.W e study how the system size and interactions act upon
the overlap between the true ground state and a candidate Read-Rezayi state. W e also consider
the quasihole states which are expected to display non-Abelian statistics. W e num erically evaliate
the degeneracy of these states and show agreement wih a formula given by E.Ardonne. W e
com pute the overlaps between low -lying exact eigenstates and quasiholk candidate wavefunctions.

W e discuss the validity of the paraferm ion description as a function ofthe 1ling factor.
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I. NTRODUCTION

R otating BoseE Instein condensates display a wealth of interesting physics. O ne of the
m ost striking achievem ents In this eld is the observation of the Abrikosov lattice of vor-
ticestZ . W ith increasing rotation speed, it has been predicted that this lattice w illm elt and
is replaced by m ore exotic quantum phases. W hen the rotation frequency is close to the har-
m onic trapping frequency and strong con nem ent is applied along the rotation axis, strongly
correlated states belonging to the fam ily of quantum H all liquid states should appear’@2<€,

Here we study bosonic atom s with only one hyper ne soecies (ie. soinless bosons) in
such regin e. W e assum e that the tem perature is low and the interactions are weak enough
o that the Jowest Landau kevel (LLL) approxin ation isvalid. T he system m ay then display
the fractionalquantum Halle ect FQHE) as In two din ensional electron system s 2DES)
under strong m agnetic eld. The Coulomb interaction is replaced by the s-wave scattering
between the ultracold atom s. An analog of the ling factor for2DES can be de ned :
Indeed = N=N isthe ratio between the number of atom sN and the number of vortices
N that would be present In the systam if i was a Bose condensate. The quantity N
is the equivalent of the number of ux quanta In 2DES system s. In this regin e, several
fractions have been predicted. The m ost prom fnent one® appears at = 1=2, for which
the Laughlin state is the exact ground state’. Evidences for other fractions from the Jain
principal sequence = p=@+ 1) suchas = 2=3and = 3=4 have been pointed ou#? and
can be understood w ithin the com posite farm ion theory? .

H jerarchical quantum H all states are not the only Interesting states that have been pre—
dicted below the critical lling factor w here the lattice of vorticesm elt2. D ue to the bosonic
statistics, ifwe assum e that the equivalent cyclotron gap is lJarge enough, we can have 1ling
factors greater than one and still stay entirely In the LLL. W ithin this hypothesis, even

m ore exotic states should appear for fractions = k=2. The rst one is the M coreRead
MR) state!® (orPfa an state) that should occur? at = 1 (k = 2). This state was rst
Introduced to explain the ferm ionic fraction = 5=2 In 2DES. H igher k values are associ-

ated to the so-called ReadRezayi RR) states??l. Because of the paraferm ionic behavior
of these states, their excitations have surprising non-A belian statistics. So far, there are no
w eltestablished physical situation w here these statesplay a roke. T he origihal suggestion by

Read and R ezayi is that they m ay explain the Incom pressible states observed in the second



Landau kevelon the anksofthe elisive = 5=2 state.

The RR states (or clustered states) n ultracold rotating atom ic gases have been already
the focusof severalw orks. N um erically exact diagonalizationsofan allsystem shave provided
som e hints of the presence of RR states. In the sam inal work by Cooper, W ikin and
G unn?, spectra in the torus geom etry exhibit the special ground state degeneracy associated
w ith the topology of the RR states and have excellent overlaps w ith the explicit RR trial
wavefiinctions. In the spherical geom etry there is also a set of incom pressble states w ith
the special relationship between the ux and the number of particles of the RR states®.
E xtrapolation of the gap points to a non-zero value for the M R = 1 case, whereas the

= 3=2 and = 2 results do not show clear evidence for a an ooth them odynam ic lim it.
On the sphere geom etry, the overlap is excellent for the M R state and tend to a nonzero
value as the system size ncreases®. A m ore recent work? has been done on the = 3=2
case. It shows that the overbp can be inproved by adding a longer range dipolk-dipolk
Interaction

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

= 3=2;2;5=2 using exact diagonalizations on the sphere. W e also check if the quasholk
ground states are present at these 1lling factors by evaluating overlap between subspaces
goanned by these states and the lowest energy excitations of the delta fnction interaction,
swave scattering system . A ppearance of such quantum states w ith the correct degeneracy
predicted by conformm al eld theory argum ents is a strong hint ofthe validity ofthe RR state
hypothesis.

In section [[0, we give an overview of the clistered states and their excitations while
section [T is devoted to the conform al eld theory (CFT) m ulation. Section [Vl is a brief
description of the num ericalm ethod we use. Tn section [V], we give the results for the overlap
of the ground states. W e discuss how the system size, Jonger range or higher order n-body
interaction in pact on the overlap. Section V7 is devoted to the quashole excitations. In
addition to the overlap values, we also give num erical evaluation of quasihole degeneracy on
sohere for fractions = 1;3=2;2;5=2 and com pare them to a ©mul due to A rdonne? to
check the validiy ofthe conform al eld theory approach.



ITI. PARAFERM IONIC STATES

For the sake of sin plicity, we use the disk geom etry in this section. In the symm etric

gauge, the LLL onebody wave functions are given by :

n @) = p1:z“‘e w4, @)
2 22m!

where z = x + iy and we take the m agnetic length k to be equal to uniy. Any N -body
wave function of particlkes In the LLL can be wrtten as a polynom ialP 1n the particle z;

coordinates :
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From now on, we drop the global G aussian factor. The k-type RR state is the exact zero

energy ground state ofthe pure k + 1)-body -function interaction ham iltonian :

X
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T he corresponding wave fiinction can be w rittent? :
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Thesum isoverallpem utations ofN elementssuchthat (1)< (k)< :::< N k+1).
T he num ber of particles N must be amultiple ofk.
T hese states are also referred to as clustered states because the wavefuinction [) vanishes

when k+ 1 orm ore particles are at the sam e position. The k-type RR state is associated to



the lling factor = k=2.Each RR state isthe zero-energy ground state of its corresponding
Ham iltonian w ith the an allest totalangularm om entum .

The sin plest case k = 1 corresponds to the usual Laughlin wave function :

¥ 2
Laughlin = (z1 Zj) ©)
i< j
and is the exact ground state for rotating bosons w ith s-wave scattering at = 1=2 whose
e ective H am iltonian is given by :
2 X @) p— as
Hiin = gk (r1 1ry) and g= 8 ~!CZ: (7)

i<j
where a isthe s-wave scattering length, 1, is the characteristic length ofthe 2 axis oscillator
which isused for 2d con nement, and ! . is the cyclotron rotation frequency.

Thecaze k= 2 isthe so caled M R /P fa an state. It can be rew ritten as :

1 Y
P faffian — Pf (Zl Zj); (8)
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where P f stands for the pfa an de ned as :
X
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where A is a skew-symm etric N N matrix N even), the sum runs over all pem utations
ofthe index with N valuesand  is the signature of the pem utation.

Ifwe deviate from the clustered state at 1lling factor k=2 by adding  vortices (or ux
quanta In the 2D ES analog), quasihole excitations are generated. For each added vortex, k
quasiholes are nuckated. For the Laughlin state, quashole ground state wave functions can
easily be obtained. A ny function of the fom

E};ughljn = P (2172520 ) Laughlins (10)
where P is a symm etric polynom ial, corresoonds to a zero-energy m any quasiholk state.
For one quasihok at position w;, the polynom ialP is just 0 ;(z  wip). Read and Rezayi
have also obtained an explicit formula in the case of the M R state!® for two quasiholes at

positionsw; and w, :

f (Z;z5W;wWy) Y
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with £ (zy;z5wiwe) = @i wi) (23 wy)+ 2z wy) (zy wp). In the general case, the

quasihole ground states can be written down using the CFT formulation. This form alism
also reveals their non-Abelian statistics.



ITT. CFT APPROACH

There is an elegant way to introduce RR states involving CFT2. The key ideat® is to
express the wave fiinction as a correlator using the algebra of the Z, parafem ionst®. This
algebra isde ned a sest of eld £ ;(z);:u5 x 19 obeying the follow ing operator product
expansion OPE) :
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w here f = 1, T (z) is the stressenergy tensor, ; is the conform alweight of the eld
1, C is the theory central charge and dyp are num erical coe cients. The algebra of Z
paraferm ions corresoonds to the choice ;= 1lk 1=k lading to the central charge c =
2k 1)=k+ 2) and to uniquely determ ined dy;p coe cients.
Read and Rezayihave shown that the follow ng wave fuinction :
RR,CFT . Y
K = h ; (z) 1 (&)1 (zi  z9)" 75 (1e)
i< 5

is equivalent to expression [@). O ne can easily show that this expression vanishes quadrati-
cally ask + 1 partickes go to the sam e point using the OPE rules above [[2HH). W ithin this
form alism , it hasbeen argued that the zero energy quasihol states can be built by inserting
a soin el for each quasholk into the correlator of (Id). Fork = 2, this pin ed is
equivalent to the m agnetization operator of the Ising m odel. In the Ising cass, the fusion

rules are given by :

1
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Forn= 2 quasholks, the candidate state is then :
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The fusion rule [[8) lads to a non-trivial degeneracy of the quashole states : there are
2772 1 ways to fiise the spin operators leading to a non zero correlator, thus giving asm any
di erent wavefiinctions. T his so-called intrinsic degeneracy is the key of non-A belian statis-
tics : exchanging two quasihol coordinates of a given quashole state w ill result in a linear
com bination of states ofthe sam e fam ily instead ofan overallm ulijplicative phase factor. In
the case of the spherical geom etry that we w ill discuss Jater, an additional (extrinsic) degen—
eracy arise from the Laughlin-lke part ofEq.[20) . D eterm ining the m ultiplet decom position
of quashole states in such a case is a challenging task3£24? and constitutes a non-trivial
check ofthe CFT approach when com pared to num erical calculations. M ore details w illbe
given in section /3.
Fork > 2,the spin eld that we have introduced has to be replaced by one ofthe prin ary
eld operators of the Z parafemm ion algebra. The guess is to use the operator | which

m inin izes the charge of the quasholes. T he wavefunction [[3) can then be generalized to :

PR = ho () ) 1 Gg) g G
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The fiusion rules nvolving ; are m ore com plext®48 but the sam e rem arks as forthe k = 2
case apply, m eaning they lead to non-Abelian statistics. Notice that fork 3, such states

have been proposed to be a robust way to in plem ent quantum com putation®?.

IV. NUMERICALMETHOD

W e use exact diagonalizations to study ifthe RR states are relevant to the physics of the
fast rotating boson gases at 1ling factor = k=2. Num erical calculations can be done on
various geom etry such as the disk, the torus or the sphere. The disk geom etry is plagued
by edge e ects and thus closed geom etries are preferred when dealing w ith bulk properties.
In this paper, all calculations are done on the spherical geom etry?®. Due to the SU ()



symm etry, states can be classi ed w ith respect to their total angularm om entum L and its
progction along one axis L, . Solutions of the onedbody problem are given by the m onopole
ham onics?? (a generalization of the spherical ham onics), which take the ollow ing om in

the LLL :

I
Y, @;v) = @S+ 1) usrtnyt (1)
4 S m)!SG+m)!

where m ~ is the progction of the angular momentum, S m +S, u and v are the

Soinor com ponents in spherical coordnates :
u=cos( =2)e %; v=sh(=2)e’?: @2)

The radiusR ofthe sohere is related to the num ber of vortices (or ux quanta in the 2DES
language) N that pierce it :
q__

R=1% N =2: 23)
The one particke angular momentum S is such that 2S5 = N . Due to sphere topology,
the relation between the number of particles N and N for a given fraction is linear w ih
a non—zero shift. For each trial wavefunction for a given fraction, there is a unigue shift,
which is a characteristic of the quantum H all state. In the case of parafemm ionic states, the

relation between the m agnetic ux and the num ber of particles is given by :

N =32N 2 24)

This can be deduced from the expression ofthe [4) on the sphere by applying a stereographic

progction. Fom ally, we Just have to drop the gaussian factor and m ake the substiution :
(Zi Zj) ! ('l,'llVj ujvl) . (25)

The twobody interaction is com plktely characterized by a sst 0of2S + 1 numbers £V, g
called the pseudo-potentials?? . The integerm isthe relative angularm om entum between the
tw o particles. For spinless bosons, only even-m potentials are relevant. s-wave scattering
Interaction corresponds to the case where all pssudopotentials are equal to zero except
Vo . Longer range Interactions involve additional pssudopotentials, the next one for soinless
bosons being V, . Thus, adding som e V, com ponent allow s to test the e ect of longer range

Interactions. C om parison between the RR states or their quasihole excitations w ith the true



ground states is achieved by com puting overlaps. Fortwo states j i and j i, the overlap is
de nedasO = Hh jij ?. This de nition can be extended to the case of subspaces of sam e
dim ension N and spanned by vector sets £ ;ig and £ sig :
1 X o
0 = — hiJ i (26)

N
ij=1

Both exact ground states and RR /quasihole candidate ground states are evaluated us-
Ing exact diagonalizations of the associated Ham iltonian. Num erical diagonalizations are
achieved using Lanczoslke algorithm or fiill diagonalization algorithm in a given L, sub-
goace. In the case of k + 1-body hardoore interaction, the m atrix are being less and less
soarse w ith Increasing k value, requiring m ore m em ory and CPU tin e and m aking conver-
gence harder to reach . M oreover due to the L ,-only restriction on the H ibert space, looking
at the quasiol ground states require the evaluation ofhighly degenerate eigenstates. T hus

we can reach lower system sizes com pared to the ground state.

V. GROUND STATE OVERLAPS

W e ook at the overlap between the RR ground state and the exact ground state. Tables
[ to [l display the overlaps for various fractions between the RR state and the two-body
hardcore Interaction ham iltonian ground state for di erent sizes. W e also include overlaps
w ith other ground states such as Coulomb interaction orn  2-body hardcore interactions.
In theparticularcasewhereN = 4 ,theoverlap isequalto one. T his isdue to the din ension
of the H ibert subspace In the L = 0 sectorwhen S = 1 which is equalto one.

Som e of the results presented in tabl[I have already been published®. They show that
the Pfa an state is a good description of the physicsat = 1. A s already noticed, Ionger
range Interactions tend to In prove the overlap.

For the = 3=2;2;5=2 fractions, the situation is not so clar. Fewer values can be
cbtained and the overlap isnon-m onotonicw ith respect to the size of system , m aking dubious
convergence to the themm odynam ic 1im it. Iffwe consider Iong-range interaction like Coulomb
Interaction, overlaps are in proved, but we still get the sam e non-m onotonic behavior. The
sam e rem arks are valid for the com parison w ith the nody hardocore Interaction 2 n

k) : the overlaps are closer to uniy asn tendstowards k + 1.



T o ascertan the rok of longer+ange interaction, we ollow them ethod proposed in ref.{14)
for = 3=2.W eadd aV, contribution to the twobody hardcore interaction. F igurelll show s
the overlaps as a function of the ratio V,=V, for the four lling factors = 1;3=2;2 and 5=2.
T he conclusionswe can draw are sim ilarto ref.{14) : Jongrange interactions help to stabilize
the parafermm ionic ground state. N ote that the drop of the overlap for large values of V,=V,,
is correlated to a sin ilar e ect In the gap value (see gure [d) and is thus related to the loss
of ncom pressibility.

VI. QUASIHOLE EXCITATIONS

Ifwe believe that the paraferm ionic description is relevant forthe fractions = k=2, then
quasihole excitations should also be present. Studying quasihol excitation on the sohere
geom etry is interesting on its own. Indeed, non-A belian statistics is related to the quasihole
ground state degeneracy. W e can sort these states by their orbital quantum numbers L
and L, . Evaluating the degeneracy of each sector is already a non trivialtask. A formula
was found for the Pfa an case by Read and Rezayit?. Gurarie and Rezayi’! have also an
algorithm to com pute the degeneracy n the = 3=2 case. Finally, A rdonne has proposed
an expression for the degeneracy valid for any = k=2 value. W e brie y describbe how
we extract the m ultiplet decom position of the quashole degenerate states from A rdonne’s
form ula in an A ppendix. C om parison ofdegeneracy values obtained using the CF T approach
w ith the results of num erical exact diagonalizations is a way to validate the CFT approach.
N um erical com putations have been perform ed rthePfa an?2 at = 1 and alse frthe

= 3=2 case. W e give here additional values for these two fractions (tablesiV] and 1) . W e
also com pute degeneracies for = 2 and = 5=2 which haven’t been published before (see
tablesfV 11 and L 111) . The results we obtain are in agreem ent w ith A rdonne’s ormula.

T o test the validity ofthe quasihole hypothesis, we com pute the overlap at a given fraction

= k=2 and for k quasihols between the subspace spanned by the quasiholk states of the
k+ 1-body hardcore H am iltonian [3) and the low est energy states ofthe short—~+ange problam
ateach L value. In each (L;L,) sector, we thus consider the N T}j’q Jow est energy eigenstates
where N I}j " is the degeneracy r q quashol ground states at 1lling factor = k=2 wih
angularmomentum L © I]j 1 is 1., independent) as candidates for the non-A belian quashol
states. T he corresponding overlap O ]E’q is evaluated using de nition Eq.{28). In order to

10



easily characterize the agreem ent w ith the whole set of quasihole states forallL values, we

Introduce a total overlap de ned as :

i LN en+ 1o
0kF = —p—L = ; en
NP QL+ 1)

L
which is jist another way to w rite the total overlhp w ith respect to the subspace spanned
by all quasihok states.

Our results are given in tables[IX], K], K3 and K11 for fractions = 1;3=2;2 and 5=2 and
g = k quasiholes. The sucoess of the quasihole description is quite inpressive at = 1.
H ow ever the agream ent becom es increasingly worse w ith higher k values. N otice that for a
given systam with xed k and N values, the an allest overlap is cbtained for the largest L
totalm om entum . D ue to itshigh L, degeneracy, it plagues the totaloverlap. T his certainly
m eans that fewer quashol excitation with non-Abelian statistics are present in the pure
hard-core m odel than in the k + 1-body system . W e can also add m ore quasholks. Tablk
displays the results or g = 2k at = 1. Considering the high degeneracy we are
looking at (up to 336 orN = 12), the overlaps are quite good especially if we do not take
iInto acoount the ones associated to the Jargest totalm om entum . The e ect of longer range
Interaction is sin ilar to the ground state case : adding som e V, com ponent tends to in prove
the overlap. In gure[3, we have plotted the totaloverlap as a function ofV,=V, for fractions
= 1;3=2;2. There isnow am axinum ofthe overlap foram oderate am ount of longerrange

interactions.

VII. CONCLUSION

E xistence of quasiparticles w th non-A belian statistics is an exciting question ofm odem
physics. The possbl appearance of such quasiparticlkes in rotating ultracold boson gases
is a strong m otivation to experin entally reach the corresponding regine. At 1ling factor

= 1, we have shown that the pairing schem e ofM oore and R ead extends to the quasihole
excitations. T he degeneracy we observe is exactly that predicted by the CFT approach and
the overlap of the subspaces spanned by the quashols show s that they are lkely to be
relevant at this fraction. Conceming the RR states for larger 1ling factors their overlaps
w ith the ground state of the pure hard-core m odel are much less In pressive and the size

dependence is irregular, as was already observed in the gap values. W e have found a set of

11



degenerate states w ith the quantum num bers predicted for quasihols generated from the
RR states by addition of ux quanta. they have also the features expected from the CFT

approach. A gain the overlaps (now for subspaces taken asa whol) arem uch less in pressive.
It is highly unlkely that the RR states are relevant for lJarge k values. A dding long-range
Interactions like a second pssudopotentialV, certainly strengthen these RR states and their
quasiholes states. So to construct In practice a RR state one may have to ne-tune the
Interaction potentialbetween ultracold atom s. It is likely howeverthatthePfa anat =1

is the m ost conveniently in plem ented state form anijpulation of non-Abelian statistics (out

it does not support universal quantum com putationt?).

VIII. ACKNOW LEDGM ENT

W e thank Chiachen Chang and Jainendra Jain for useful discussions. W e thank ID R IS—

CNRS fora com puter tin e allocation.

IX. APPPEND IX

O urpuroose is to show how we can get the m ultiplet degeneracy for the quasihol states
from A rdonne’s form ula. T he form ula gives access to the Intrinsic degeneracy and is derived
from the truncated charactersofthe 2, algebra (orsu (2)x=u(l)). T hese truncated characters

can be w ritten as :

X P, ,
Y, k) = @t 2Ex e
2 3
Y5, 24 (%1 Cx 1) a),
4 k t5; @8)
i=1 ai
w here the g-defomm ed binom ial is de ned as follow :
2 3
m “r a9
40 = o3 T E NG 29)
p i=1 (l q) i=1 (l q)

and isequalto zero ifp > m orm;p < 0. n is the number of quasihols. It is linked
to the num ber of added quantum uxes by therhtionn=k .I | ; isthe dentiy

din ensionalm atrix and Cy | = 2Akl1 where A, ; istheCartan m atrix ofthe su (k) algebra :

12



Bx i35 = 255 4 9.0 (30)

a= f(a;uya 1) isavectorofk 1 nonnegative integer such that ,ia; = F where
F isamultpl ofk. W hen we look at a system ofN bosons, we are only Interested in the
values F = 0;k;2k; 5N . F has to be understood as the number of unclistered bosons.
In the smplstcassk = 2, N F ocorresoonds to the number of paraferm ionic elds that
appear when using OPE .Each gpolynom ial in front ofgiven x* m onom ial, is associated to
the m ultiplet decom position of the intrinsic degeneracy ofa given F value. It w illbe of the
form :

S S G1)

where isa global shift of the g power and n; is the num ber of m ultiplet of m om entum 1.
T hus the m ultiplet decom position of the intrinsic degeneracy can be directly read-out from
the polynom ial expression.

Forexamplk, kt evaluate 28) fork = 3;n = 6,FortheN = 6 bosons case, we only need

the partial developm ent given in [32) up to x° :

3

Yo &;q;3) = 1+x g+ +d +x°°+ (32)

T hus them ultiplet decom position for the intrinsic degeneracy isone singkt L = 0 forF = 0,
onemultplt L = 1 forF = 3 and one singkt L = 0 orF = 6. The extrinsic part gives
the ollow ng multiplet: one shgkt L = 0 rF = 6, onemultiplt L = 3 HOrF = 3, one
multiplkt forL = 0;2;3;4;6 orF = 0. Using the standard m om entum addition ruls, we
get the result display 1 tablk 1.
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Figure 2: G ap of the longer range Interaction H am iltonian as a function ofV,=Vy at lling factors

=1 @) and =

3=2 ).

N Ox-1 O1—r
4 10 10
6 0.9728 0.9728
8 0.9669 09771
10 0.9592 0.9659
12 0.8844 0.9165
14 0.8858 0.9213
16 0.8833 0.9170

Table I: O verlaps at

= lbetween theP & an obtained asthe ground state ofthe 3-body hardcore

Interaction ham iltonian and the ground state of the 2-body hardoore interaction or the Coulomb

interaction (1=r) ham iltonian.
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6 10 10 10

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 I1: Overlaps at = 3=2 between the RR state cbtained as the ground state of the 4-body

hardocore interaction ham ittonian and the ground state of the k + 1-body hardcore Interaction or

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

N Ox=1 Ok=2 Ok=3 01—y
8 10 10 10 10
12 0.9636 0.9811 0.9949 0.9636
16 0.7801 0.8919 09753 0.8037
20 0.8822 0.9499 0.9874 0.8985
Table ITT: Overlaps at = 2 between the RR state obtained as the ground state of the 5body

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

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

N Ox=1 Ox=2 Ox=3 Oxk=1 O1=r
10 10 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

Tabl IV : Overlhps at = 5=2 between the RR state obtained as the ground state of the 6-body

hardoore interaction ham ittonian and the ground state of the k + 1-body hardcore Interaction or

the Coulom b interaction (1=r) ham iltonian.
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N # L=01 2 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
4 6 1 01

4 20 1 0 2 1

4 49 1 0 2 2 0 1

4 100 2 0 2 31 2 1

6 10 0 1 0

6 50 2 0 2 2 0 1

6 168 0 31 2 3 2 0 1

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

8 15 1 01 1

8 105 2 0 3 3 1 2 1

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

8 1530 5 2 10 14 10 14 27 8 4 5 2 2 0 1

8 4191 6 516 14 23 20 26 21 25 19 20 14 15 9 9 5 5 2 2 O
10 21 0 10 0 1

10 196 2 0 4 4 2 3 2 0 1

12 28 1 01 1 0 1

12 336 3 0 4 5 2 5 31 2 0 1

14 36 0 1 0 0 1 0

Tabl V : Number of m ultiplets of states at zero energy for the threebody Ham iltonian for =

for

added quantum

uxes. # is the total num ber of degenerate states.
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N # L=01 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18

6 3 165 0 21 4 2 3 2 2 0 1

6 4 427 3 0O 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 17 5 1 7 13 9 12 9 10 ¢ 8 4 4 2 2 0 1
9 1 20 0 1 1 0 1

9 2 175 0 31 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 01 1 1 0 1

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

15 1 5% 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1

Table V I:Number ofm uliplets of states at zero energy for the fourbody H am itonian for = 3=2
for added quantum  uxes. # is the totalnum ber of degenerate states. L values for row s w ith

a star, have to be understood as L. 1=2.
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N # L=012 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20

8 2 105 2 03 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 51 7 12 8 11 7 8 4 5 2 2 0 1

8 5 3591 4 310 9 16 14 19 16 20 16 18 1314 9 9 5 5 2 2 0 1
12 1 35 1 01 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

6 1. 70 1 02 0 2 1 1 0 1

Table V II: Num ber of m ultiplets of states at zero energy for the vebody Ham ittonian for = 2

for added quantum  uxes. # is the total num ber of degenerate states.

10 2 196 2 o 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 11 1 1 1 0 1

5 2 117¢ O 7 4 12 8 12 9 1 6 8 4 4 2 2 0 1

Tabl V ITI: N um ber of m ultiplets of states at zero energy for the six-body H am ittonian for = 5=2
for added quantum  uxes. # is the totalnum ber of degenerate states. L values for row s w ith

a star, have to be understood as L. 1=2.
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2;2 2;2

N 0272 ¥ 0% 0 2% 027* 07* 02#* 0Z* 0 2%
4 10 10 10
6 08579 0:9994 0:7972
8 08760 09857 0:8884 0:8569
10 0661 0:9111 0:8334 0:8287
12 06800 09651 0:8007 0:8392 0:5015
14 0:6825 0:7685 0:7059 0:7417 0:611

Table IX : O verlap of the lowest energy exact wavefunctions and the Pfa an two quashole wave-

functionsat = 1.

N 0 3;3 0 3;3 0 f;B 0 2;3 0 §;3 0 2;3 0 2;3 0 2;3 0 3;3
6 10 10 10

9 0:7933 0:9561 0:7065 0:7803

12 0:6289 08221 0:7317 08579 0:5735 0:4897

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

Tabl X : O verlap of the lowest energy exact wavefunctions and the k = 3 three quasihol wave-

functionsat = 3=2. 1L values for row s w ith a star, have to be understood as L. 1=2.

N 04 og* of* o} o3 0, e ot o o4
8 10 10 10 10

12 05282 0:9938 06555 0:7601 06714 02194

16 0:3697 06691 057779 06376 04112 02387 0:0957

Table X I: O verlp of the lowest energy exact wavefunctions and the k = 4 four quasihole wave-

functionsat = 2.
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. 5;5 5;5 5;5 5;5 5;5 5;5 5;5 5;5
N 0°” 0, 07 0, 03 0, 0. o; 07
10 10 10 10 10
15 0:5507 0:6998  0:7666 08554 06399  0:8110 02827

Table X IT: O verlap of the lowest energy exact wavefunctions and thek = 5 ve quashole wave-

functionsat = 5=2. 1L values for row s w ith a star, have to be understood as L. 1=2.

2;4 2;4 2;4 2;4 2;4 2;4 2;4 2;4 2;4 2;4 2;4 2;4 2;4

N 0% 05" 01" 0 03 0,4 Os O 07 Og Oy O1pp O11 Op
4 09807 190 10 0:9572

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

8 0:8458 0:9036 0:9407 0:9197 08155 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 02898

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

Tabl X IIT: Overlap of the lowest energy exact wavefunctions and the Pfa an four quashol

waveflinctionsat = 1.
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