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C om posite-ferm ion description ofrotating B ose gases at low angular m om enta
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W e study the com posite ferm ion construction at and below the single vortex (L = N ) state of

weakly interacting rotating Bose gases,presenting a new m ethod forhandling the large num berof

derivatives typically occurring via the Slater determ inant. Rem arkably,the CF wave function at

L = N becom esasym ptotically exactin the therm odynam ic lim it,even though thisconstruction is

not,a priori,expected to work in the low angular m om entum regim e. This im plies an interesting

m athem aticalidentity which m ay be usefulin othercontexts.

PACS num bers:03.75.Fi,05.30.Jp,73.40.H m

IN T R O D U C T IO N

Rotating atom ic Bose condensates have been subject

to ever increasing theoreticaland experim entalinterest

in recentyears[1].O n the experim entalside,substantial

progresshasbeen m adein increasingtherotation such as

toproduceeverlargeram ountsofvortices[2,3,4,5]and,

very recently,com ing closeto thepointwherethevortex

lattice is expected to m elt and the system is expected

to enter the quantum Hallregim e[6]. Theoreticalstud-

ieshaveaddressed the entirerangeofangularm om enta,

from few-vortex states(L � N where L isthe totalan-

gularm om entum and N the num berofparticles),up to

the regim eL � N 2 where the system displaysa num ber

ofclose analogies to the fractionalquantum Halle�ect

(FQ HE)[7,8,9].

A theoreticaltoolwhich has been very successfulin

describing thephysicsin thequantum Hallregim eisthe

com posite ferm ion (CF)construction[10].O riginally de-

veloped in the context of the fractionalquantum Hall

e�ect,CF wave functionshave,m ore recently,been ap-

plied to the high angular m om entum states of weakly

interacting Bose gases[9,11,12,13]. By construction,

this m ethod has been assum ed to be applicable only in

the FQ H regim e,L � N 2. However,aswaspointed out

in [11],there were som e indications that the CF wave

functions m ight do surprisingly welleven at the lowest

angularm om enta. In thiswork we thusdiscussthe CF

construction in the regim e 0 � L � N . In particular,

we presenta num ericalstudy which showsthatthe CF

wavefunction forthesinglevortex (L = N )becom esex-

actin the large N lim it. O ne ofour m ain m otivations

forstudying thiscasein m oredetailwereearliercalcula-

tions by Cooperetal[9],which revealed an increase in

the overlap asfunction ofN forup to 10 particles. W e

con�rm thatthistrend continuesin a system aticway for

higher N ,with the deviation ofthe overlap from unity

decreasing as� 1=N .Sincethe exactground statewave

function is known analytically in this case [7, 14, 15],

this result suggestsa non-trivialm athem aticalidentity,

valid asym ptotically in the lim it N ! 1 , which m ay

turn outusefulin othercontexts. O ursolution involves

a new way ofhandling the large num ber ofderivatives

typically occurring in the CF construction when going

to low angular m om enta. This large num ber ofderiva-

tives has been one ofthe m ain obstacles to taking the

CF construction to higherparticlenum bersthan,say,10

[16]. W e have com puted the overlap ofthe single vor-

tex CF wave function with the exact one for up to 43

particles, which is a far higher num ber than could be

achieved previously.Thiswasdone by taking advantage

ofthe m athem aticalproperties ofthe determ inants in-

volved,which enabled us to rewrite the wave functions

in a sim plerway,withoutderivatives,before perform ing

the num ericalcalculation ofthe overlaps.A straightfor-

ward m odi�cation ofthis m ethod allowed us to study

other angular m om enta as well,and revealed som e pe-

culiar m athem aticalproperties ofthe CF construction.

W ewould liketo em phasizethatthisism ainly a techni-

calwork in the sense thatourm ain em phasisison this

new m ethod and on the m athem aticalpropertiesofthe

CF construction. W hile ourstudy wasperform ed in an

angularm om entum regim e where exactanalyticalwave

functionsareknown,wehopethatourresultsand m eth-

odsm ay turn outusefultostudy statesbeyond thesingle

vortex,wherethisisnotthecase.Forexam ple,thesam e

approach m ay be used to study the caseL = 2N ,where

the system is expected to be close to the transition be-

tween a two-and a three-vortex state. O urprelim inary

�ndings indicate that the aforem entioned m athem atical

structuresm ay greatly sim plify theCF study ofthisand

otherfew-vortex states.

The paper is organized as follows: W e start by re-

viewing the construction ofCF trialwave functions in

the context ofrotating hard-core bosons,illustrated by

som e sim ple exam ples. W e then present evidence that

the overlap ofthe single vortex CF wave function with

the exactone convergestowards1 in the large N lim it.

Sincewebelievethat(m odi�ed versionsof)ourapproach

m ay provide a usefultoolfor studying other CF wave-

functionswith a high num berofderivatives,ourm ethod

ofhandlingthederivativesisexplained in som edetail.In

the following section,we discussthe region L < N .The

CF wavefunctionsare,in general,notexactherebutdo

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0602620v2
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reproduce the exactwavefunction forL = 0;2;3 which,

again,suggestssom einteresting m athem aticalidentities.

Finally,wesum m arizeourwork.

C F D ESC R IP T IO N O F R O TA T IN G B O SE

SY ST EM S

Considera system ofN spinlessbosonswith m assm

in a harm onic trap ofstrength !,rotating with angular

frequency
and interactingviaashort-range(deltafunc-

tion)potentialH I.In a rotating fram ethe Ham iltonian

can be written as

H =

NX

i= 1

�
~p2i

2m
+
1

2
m !

2
~r
2
i

�

� 
L z + H I (1)

whereLz denotestheangularm om entum around thero-

tation axis. Reshu�ing a few term s,this is straightfor-

wardly rewritten as

H =

NX

i= 1

�
1

2m

�

~pi� ~A

�2

k

+ H ho(zi)

�

+ (! � 
)L z + H I(2)

with ~A = m !(� y;x),H ho(z)denoting the z-partofthe

harm onicoscillatorHam iltonian and k denoting thepla-

nar(x;y)partofthe Ham iltonian. Thisishow the for-

m allink to the quantum Hallsystem com esabout: W e

seethattheplanarpartofH takesthe form ofparticles

m oving in an e�ective"m agnetic" �eld ~B eff = r � ~A =

2m !ẑ.Now,theinteraction isassum ed tobeweak in the

sense that it does not m ix di�erent harm onic oscillator

levels. W e willbe interested,for a given totalangular

m om entum , only in the lowest m any-body states (the

"yrast"band).In thislim it,them odelm ay berewritten

asa lowestLandau level(LLL)problem in the e�ective

"m agnetic" �eld B eff = 2m ! (and ofcourse,nz = 0 for

the harm onic oscillatorin the z-direction). The Ham il-

tonian then takesthe form

H = (! � 
)L + g
X

i< j

�
2(ri� rj) (3)

(�h = 1)wherewe now use L to denote the totalangular

m om entum ,L =
P

i
li = Lz.

The single particle states spanning our Hilbert space

(the lowestLandau level)are

�0;l=
1

p
2l+ 1�l!

z
l
e
� �zz=4 (4)

wherez =
p
2m !(x+ iy)arecom plex coordinatesdenot-

ing the particle positions in the plane,and lis the an-

gularm om entum ofthe state. A generalbosonic m any-

body wave function  (z1;:::zN ) willthen be a hom oge-

neous,sym m etric polynom ialin the zi:s,tim es the ex-

ponential factor exp(�
P

i
jzij

2=4) (which will be sup-

pressed throughoutthispaperforsim plicity).Thedegree

ofthe polynom ialgivesthe totalangularm om entum of

the state.A specialclassofsuch wavefunctionsare the

so-called com posite ferm ion (CF)wave functions. They

were�rstintroduced byJain[10]and havebeen extrem ely

successful in describing FQ H states, quantum dots in

high m agnetic �elds [17]and,m ore recently,highly ro-

tationalstates of Bose condensates[9, 11, 12, 13]. In

quantum Hallphysics,them ain idea ofthisconstruction

is,roughly speaking,to attach an even num ber ofux

quanta to each electron,thusm apping them into weakly

interactingcom positeferm ionswhichcan bethoughtofas

m ovingin areduced m agnetic�eld.Technically,"attach-

ingauxquantum "m eansm ultiplyingthewavefunction

by a Jastrow factor,

Y

i< j

(zi� zj): (5)

W e see that the Jastrow factor has the e�ect ofkeep-

ing the particles apart { it goes to zero ifany two co-

ordinates zi and zj approach each other. Therefore,it

"takescareof"m uch oftherepulsiveinteraction between

the particles. In the sim plest approach, the so-called

non-interactingcom positeferm ion (NICF)approach,the

wavefunction isthen sim ply constructed asa Slaterde-

term inantof(non-interacting)com positeferm ionsin the

reduced m agnetic �eld,tim es an even powerofJastrow

factors.In thecaseofbosons,whosewavefunction hasto

besym m etricratherthan antisym m etric,oneinstead ab-

sorbsan oddpowerofux quanta,m appingthebosonsto

weakly interacting com posite ferm ions. In other words,

bosonic trialwave functionswith angularm om entum L

are constructed asnon-interacting ferm ionic wave func-

tionswith angularm om entum L � m N (N � 1)=2,m ul-

tiplied by an odd num ber m ofJastrow factors (m = 1

throughoutthispaper),and projected onto the LLL,

 L = P

0

@ fS(zi;�zi)
Y

i< j

(zi� zj)
m

1

A : (6)

Here, fS denotes a Slater determ inant consisting of

single-particle wave functions �nl(z;�z) / zlLl
n(z�z=2)

where n is the (CF) Landau levelindex (l� � n) and

Ll
n a generalized Laguerre polynom ial. The LLL pro-

jection P am ounts to the replacem ent �zi ! 2@=@zi in

the polynom ialpartofthe wavefunction { the recipe is

to replaceall�z:swith derivativesin the�nalpolynom ial,

afterm ultiplying outtheSlaterdeterm inantand theJas-

trow factorsand m oving all�z:s to the left. Ithas been

shown[10]that with this projection m ethod,the single-

particlewavefunctionsin theCF Slaterdeterm inantm ay

be written as

�nl= z
n+ l

@
n
; l� � n (7)

with all derivatives acting only to the right. As this

m ethod tendsto getcom putationally heavy in num erical
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calculationswith m any particles and a large num ber of

derivatives,slightly di�erent m ethods ofobtaining LLL

wavefunctions have been em ployed in m ost of the CF

literature[10].These,too,areoften referred to asprojec-

tion. Nevertheless,in thispaper,"projection" willrefer

to the abovebruteforceprocedure.

Beforem ovingon to low angularm om enta,letusillus-

tratethem ethod on twosim pleand well-known exam ples

in theQ H regim e:First,considerthecaseL = N (N � 1).

Taking m = 1,the Slater determ inant fS has to con-

tribute an angularm om entum N (N � 1)=2 and isgiven

by putting allCFsinto thelowestCF Landau level,from

l= 0 to l= N � 1,

fS =

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

1 1 ::: 1

z1 z2 ::: zN

z21 z22 ::: z2N
::: ::: ::: :::

z
N � 1

1
z
N � 1

2
::: z

N � 1

N

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

�
Y

i< j

(zi� zj): (8)

W eim m ediately seefrom Eq.(6)thatthefullwavefunc-

tion issim ply the bosonicLaughlin wavefunction

 L =
Y

i< j

(zi� zj)
2 (9)

with angularm om entum L = N (N � 1).Thisisthe ex-

actground stateforthedelta function interaction.Next,

consider the angular m om entum N (N � 1)� N ,corre-

sponding to a bosonic quantum Hall"quasiparticle" (as

opposed to quasihole). In orderto decrease the angular

m om entum by N ascom pared to theLaughlin state,we

need to m ove one CF to the second Landau level,i.e.

constructthe Slaterdeterm inant

fS =

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

�z1 �z2 ::: �zN
1 1 ::: 1

z1 z2 ::: zN

z21 z22 ::: z2N
::: ::: ::: :::

z
N � 2

1
z
N � 2

2
::: z

N � 2

N

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

: (10)

Thisgivesthefulltrialwavefunction (again,apartfrom

the exponentialfactor)

 qp =

NX

i= 1

(� 1)i@i

Y

k< l;k;l6= i

(zk � zl)

NY

m < n

(zm � zn)

/

NX

i= 1

X

j6= i

1

zi� zj

Y

k6= i

(zi� zk)
� 1

 L (11)

with  L denotingtheLaughlin state(9).Thiswavefunc-

tion hasvery high overlap with the exactone (e.g.,99.7

% for4 bosons[11]).Itsferm ionic counterparthasbeen

proven to capture correctly both the fractionalcharge

and theanyonicstatisticsoftheQ H quasielectron[18,19],

and the sam e isexpected to be the case forthisbosonic

version.

Trialwave functions for other yrast states are con-

structed in sim ilarways.Thelowertheangularm om en-

tum ,the largerthe num berofderivatives.

SIN G LE V O R T EX ,L = N

In the exam ples above, we considered angular m o-

m enta L � N 2. Letus now turn to the regim e L � N

which,for large system s,corresponds to m uch sm aller

angularm om enta.Note thatsince the Jastrow factorin

Eq.(6)hasitselfan angularm om entum ofm N (N � 1)=2,

we need to act with O (N 2) derivatives in order to get

down to L � N . O ne would expect that these deriva-

tives acting on the Jastrow factor destroy m ost ofthe

good correlationswhich are atthe very heartofthe CF

construction,which would thusfailin thisregim e. Sur-

prisingly,however,we shallsee thatthisisnotthe case.

Asshown in [11],the Slaterdeterm inantforthe ground

statetrialwavefunction atL = N isconstructed by oc-

cupying the single-particle states �n;� n for n = N � 2

through n = 0,and the state�0;1,

fS =

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

z1 z2 ::: zN

1 1 ::: 1

�z1 �z2 ::: �zN
�z21 �z22 ::: �z2N
::: ::: ::: :::

�z
N � 2

1 �z
N � 2

2 ::: �z
N � 2

N

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

(12)

where,again,the �z:s are to be replaced by derivatives

acting on the Jastrow factor.Thus,the trialwavefunc-

tion m ay be written as[11]

 (L = N ) =

NX

n= 1

(� 1)nzn

Y

k< l;k;l6= n

(@k � @l)
Y

i< j

(zi� zj)(13)

O n theotherhand,ithasbeen shown[7,14,15]thatthe

exactwavefunction forL = N ,thesinglevortex,isgiven

by

 
ex
(L = N ) =

NY

i= 1

(zi� Z) (14)

where Z =
P

i
zi=N isthe centerofm ass.Itwasshown

in Ref. [9]that,surprisingly,the overlap between (13)

and (14) appeared to increase with increasing particle

num ber(butonly resultsup to N = 10 wereavailableat

thetim e).Herewehavestudied thispointsystem atically

and com puted the overlaps for up to 43 particles. The

m athem aticalapproach which enabled usto handlesuch

large num bers ofderivatives,willbe described shortly.

First,however,let us state the result: The overlap be-

tween the CF trialwave function (13)and the exactone

(14)converges towards 1 in the large N lim it,see�g.1.

Theoverlap equals98:64% already atN = 5 and 99:47%
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for N = 10. For N = 43 it equals 99:90% . W e have

checked thatthisisnota trivialresultin the sense that

thetwowavefunctionsm ightsim plysharethesam elead-

ing term and allotherterm sbecom e irrelevantforlarge

N . Rather,we found that the leading term ofthe two

wave functions,
Q

i
zi,only corresponds to a weight of

about50% ofthe totalwavefunction,and thatthe sub-

leadingterm softhetwowavefunctionsconvergetowards

each otheraswell.Thissuggeststhatthe functions(13)

and (14) are identically equalto each other in the lim it

N ! 1 . This is a non-trivialm athem aticalidentity

which wehaveso farnotbeen ableto proveanalytically;

however,wenoticed by sim plecurve-�tting,thatthede-

viation ofthe overlap from unity decreases as � 1=N .

W ewilldiscussother,sim ilaridentitiesin thesection on

L < N .

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
0.975

0.98

0.985

0.99

0.995

1

Number of particles

O
v
e
rl

a
p

FIG .1:The overlap between the L = N CF trialwave func-

tion (13)and theexactone(14)asfunction ofthenum berof

particles.

C om binatorics and num ericalm ethod

Forthe sakeofclarity,we willillustrate ourapproach

tothesinglevortexwavefunction forthesim plecaseN =

4. The generalization to arbitrary N isstraightforward,

and the generalresult willbe stated at the end. After

projection,theCF Slaterdeterm inant(12)takestheform

fS =

z1 z2 z3 z4

1 1 1 1

@1 @2 @3 @4

@21 @22 @23 @24

: (15)

This determ inant m ay be rewritten as a perm utation

sum ,

fS =
X

�

�(�)z1�(1)z
0

�(2)@
1

�(3)@
2

�(4) (16)

with � denoting allperm utations over the particle in-

dices (1,2,3,4),and �(�) = � 1 for even/odd perm uta-

tions.Sim ilarly,werewritethe Jastrow factoras

J =

1 1 1 1

z1 z2 z3 z4

z21 z22 z23 z24
z31 z32 z33 z34

=
X

�

�(�)z0�(1)z
1

�(2)z
2

�(3)z
3

�(4): (17)

Now,the �rst crucialobservation is that an equivalent

way ofwriting theperm utation sum (17)isby �xing the

particleindicesand sum m ingoverallperm utationsofthe

exponentsinstead,

J =
X

�

�(�)z
�(1)� 1

1 z
�(2)� 1

2 z
�(3)� 1

3 z
�(4)� 1

4 : (18)

M oreover,since reordering the term swillleave the sum

unchanged,we m ay apply any perm utation � to allthe

indicesaslong aswe m ake sure to change the signsac-

cordingly:

J =
X

�

�(��)z
�(1)� 1

�(1)
z
�(2)� 1

�(2)
z
�(3)� 1

�(3)
z
�(4)� 1

�(4)
: (19)

Noting that�(�)�(��)= �(�),we can now com bine the

Slaterdeterm inantfS and the Jastrow factorJ to give

the following expression for the (unnorm alized) single

vortex wavefunction,

 (L = N ) =
X

�

X

�

�(�)z1�(1)z
0

�(2)@
1

�(3)@
2

�(4)

� z
�(1)� 1

�(1)
z
�(2)� 1

�(2)
z
�(3)� 1

�(3)
z
�(4)� 1

�(4)
: (20)

W enotethattheoutersum issim ply a (sym m etric)sum

overallperm utations � ofthe particles indices. There-

fore,it is su�cient to study one term ,denoted as f U ,

in this perm utation sum and perform the sym m etriza-

tion only at the very end. Choosing this term to be

� = (1;2;3;4),weget

fU =
X

�

�(�)z1 @3 @
2
4 � z

�(1)� 1

1 z
�(2)� 1

2 z
�(3)� 1

3 z
�(4)� 1

4

=
X

�

�(�)z
�(1)

1 z
�(2)� 1

2 (�(3)� 1)z
�(3)� 2

3

� (�(4)� 1)(�(4)� 2)z
�(4)� 3

4 : (21)

The next im portant observation is that the above sum

m ay again be expressed asa determ inant,

fU =

z1 1 0 0

z21 z2 1 0

z31 z22 2z3 2

z41 z32 3z23 6z4

: (22)

Thus,to sum m arize,we have expressed both the Slater

determ inantand theJastrow factorin (6)asperm utation

sum s,com bined these,perform ed allderivatives,and cast
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the �nalexpression in the form ofa new determ inant.

The fullwavefunction  (L = N ) isobtained by adding all

perm utation ofthe particleindicesin (22).W e haveob-

tained an explicit form ofthe CF polynom ial,without

derivatives,which m ay then be used in num ericalcalcu-

lations,to com puteoverlapsetc.

The generalization of(22) to arbitrary N is straight-

forward;one�ndsthat

fU =

z1 1 0 � � � 0

z21 z2 1 � � � 0

...
...

... � � �
...

z
N � 1

1
z
N � 2

2

�
N � 2

1

�
z
N � 3

3
� � � 1

zN1 z
N � 1

2

�
N � 1

1

�
z
N � 2

3 � � �
�
N � 1

N � 2

�
zN

: (23)

A particularly appealing property ofthis m atrix is its

near-triangularform ,which greatly reducesthe calcula-

tion cost.

Before ending this section,let us briey outline how

weused thisresultto com puteoverlapsbetween the CF

wave function and the exact one (14). The polynom ial

partof (L = N )m ayberegardedasavectorin thespaceof

sym m etricpolynom ials.A convenientbasisforthisspace

consists ofthe sym m etrized sum s ofindividualpolyno-

m ialterm s. Forexam ple,the sym m etrization ofz1z2z
2
3

is

S[z1z2z
2
3]= 2z1z2z

2
3 + 2z1z2z

2
4 + 2z1z3z

2
2 + ::: (24)

and m ay be regarded as one basis vector. (The factor

2 arises from the fact that both eg. z1z2z
2
3 and z2z1z

2
3

occur in the sum .) Since  (L = N ) = S[fU ](S denoting

sym m etrization),itisthereforestraightforward to deter-

m inetherepresentation of (L = N ) in thesym m etricbasis

by sym m etrizing each term offU individually.

Sinceoverlap integralsbetween polynom ialterm swith

non-m atchingpowersarezero,oursym m etricbasisisor-

thogonal. This m eans that ifboth  (L = N ) and  ex
(L = N )

arenorm alized and represented in a norm alized sym m et-

ricbasis,then the overlap m ay becom puted asa sim ple

dotproduct.Thisalsoim pliesthatallcalculated overlap

valuesareexact(up to num ericalprecision).To express

 ex
(L = N )

in thisbasis,letusrephrasethe product(14)as

the sum

 
ex
(L = N ) =

NX

i= 0

1

(� N )i
s
i
1 � sN � i; (25)

wheresi= si(z1;:::;zN )arethefundam entalsym m etric

polynom ialsofdegreei,

si(z1;:::;zN )= S [z1z2:::zi]: (26)

TheproductssN ;s1s(N � 1);:::;s
N
1 appearingin thissum

form another,non-orthogonal,basis. Through a change

ofbasiswecan thereforeconvert ex
(L = N )

to theorthogo-

nalsym m etrized basis,enabling usto com putetheover-

laps.

Them ethod described in thissection m ay bestraight-

forwardly m odi�ed to other values of L. In the next

section weillustratehow itm ay beused to shed lighton

som eyraststatesateven lowerangularm om enta.

B ELO W T H E SIN G LE V O R T EX ,L < N

Exactground statewavefunctionsareknown notonly

forthe single vortex (14)butforallangularm om entum

states2� L � N .Aswasshown som eyearsago[14,15],

they are sim ply given by fundam entalsym m etric poly-

nom ials sL (~zi) where ~zi = zi � Z and Z is again the

center-of-m asscoordinate:

 
ex
L =

X

p1< p2< :::< pL

(zp1 � Z)(zp2 � Z)� � � (zpL � Z):(27)

Forexam ple, L = 2 = S [(z1 � Z)(z2 � Z)],with S denot-

ing sym m etrization over allparticle coordinates. Note

that these states are translation invariant(TI),i.e. in-

variantundera sim ultaneousconstantshiftzi ! zi+ a

ofallthecoordinates[11,20].W eseethatthesinglevor-

tex (14) is m erely a specialcase ofthis series ofwave

functions. (At L = 0 the polynom ialpart ofthe exact

ground stateistrivially a constantasallparticlesarein

thel= 0 state,whiletheonly possibleway ofconstruct-

ing the ground state at L = 1 is  L = 1 =
P

i
zi,which

correspondsto a centerofm assexcitation ofthe L = 0

state.)

Asdiscussed in Refs.[11,20],the spaceofTIpolyno-

m ialsfor2 � L � N isspanned by the basisstates

jk2k3:::kN i= s
k2
2 (~zi)s

k3
3 (~zi)� � � s

kN
N
(~zi) (28)

where L =
P N

n= 2
nkn. W e thussee thatthe states(27)

are specialcases ofsuch basis states,with kL = 1,all

other kn = 0. In anticipation ofthe discussion below,

note that for L = 2;3,they are the only possible basis

states,and thus it is obvious that (27) has to be exact

forL = 2;3.(ForlargerL thisisno longerthe case;for

exam ple,thebasisforL = 4 consistsofj20000:::iaswell

asj00100:::i.)

G iven these results,letusdiscusssom e m athem atical

peculiaritiesoftheCF construction in theregim eL < N .

Firstofall,theCF construction im m ediately reproduces

the exact wave function for L = 0: In order to cancel

alltheangularm om entum oftheJastrow factor,theCF

Slater determ inantwith lowestpossible (quasi) Landau

levelenergy isuniquely given by occupying the CF Lan-
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dau levelstates�n;� n forn = 0 through N � 1,

fS =

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

1 1 ::: 1

�z1 �z2 ::: �zN
�z21 �z22 ::: �z2N
::: ::: ::: :::

�z
N � 1

1 �z
N � 1

2 ::: �z
N � 1

N

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

=
Y

i< j

(�zi� �zj): (29)

Afterprojection,thiswillgivea Jastrow factorofderiva-

tives acting on the corresponding Jastrow factor ofz:s,

thus resulting in a constant. This can be m ade explicit

using the notation ofthe previous section. Proceeding

exactly as in equations (16)-(22),again taking N = 4,

we�nd that L = 0 =
P

�
fU (�(1);�(2);�(3);�(4))with

fU =
X

�

"(�)@01@
1
2@

2
3@

3
4 � z

�(1)

1 z
�(2)

2 z
�(3)

3 z
�(4)

4 (30)

=
X

�

"(�)z
�(1)

1 � �(2)z
�(2)� 1

2 � �(3)(�(3)� 1)z
�(3)� 2

3

� �(4)(�(4)� 1)(�(4)� 2)z
�(4)� 3

4 (31)

where � now denotes all perm utations over (0,1,2,3).

Thisisidenti�ed with the determ inant
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

1 0 0 0

z1 1 0 0

z21 2z2 2 0

z31 3z22 6z3 6

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

= 12 (32)

which obviously gives the correct wave function (up to

norm alization)forL = 0 (allbosonsin the l= 0 state).

TheCF constructionreproducestheexactgroundstate

wave functions for L = 2 and 3 as well. In contrastto

the case L = N ,these identities are not asym ptotic {

they are exactforallN . Thisisnotsurprising,forthe

following reason[11]: For these angular m om enta, one

can constructcom pactCF wavefunctionswhich arethus

known to betranslation invariant(TI)[21].O n theother

hand,as discussed above,for these lowest angular m o-

m enta there only exists one basis state in the space of

TIpolynom ials.Therefore,theCF com pactstatehasto

correspond to this basis state,which is the exact wave

function.

W hat is som ewhat surprising, however, is how this

com esaboutm athem atically. Consideragain the L = 0

state discussed above.From thiswe can constructcom -

pactL = 2 statesby m oving any oftheparticles(except

theoneat(0;0))from theCF Landau levelstate(n;� n)

to (n � 1;� n + 2). There are thusN � 1 di�erentways

ofconstructing the L = 2 CF Slaterdeterm inantwhich

are alldegenerate in CF kinetic energy. In m athem ati-

calterm s,thiscorrespondsto replacing oneofthestates

�n;� n = @n by z@n� 1 (see (7)). Itthuslooksasifthere

areN � 1 di�erentCF candidate wavefunctionsforthe

L = 2 state,whileaccording to theaboveargum ents,we

would expecttheCF wavefunction to beuniqueand ex-

act!The solution to thisapparentparadox isthatwhile

the N � 1 possible Slater determ inants are certainly not

equalto each other,theyallresultin thesam epolynom ial

afteractingon theJastrow factor.Toseehow thiscom es

about,consideragain thecaseoffourparticles.The�rst

possibleSlaterdeterm inantis

fS =

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

z1 z2 z3 z4

1 1 1 1

@21 @22 @23 @24
@31 @32 @33 @34

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

(33)

resulting in

fU =
X

�

"(�)z1z
0
2@

2
3@

3
4 � z

�(1)

1 z
�(2)

2 z
�(3)

3 z
�(4)

4 (34)

=
X

�

"(�)z
�(1)+ 1

1 � z
�(2)

2 � �(3)(�(3)� 1)z
�(3)� 2

3

� �(4)(�(4)� 1)(�(4)� 2)z
�(4)� 3

4 (35)

which equalsthe determ inant

fU =

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

z1 1 0 0

z21 z2 0 0

z31 z22 2 0

z41 z32 6z3 6

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

= 12(z1z2 � z
2
1): (36)

Proceedingin thesam ewayfortheothertwopossibilities

givesfU = 12(z23 � z2z3)and fU = 12(z24 � z3z4),respec-

tively. Thus,since the fullwave function isconstructed

from fU by sum m ing overallperm utationsoftheindices

(1,2,3,4),the�nal,sym m etrized sum willbethesam efor

allthese constructions.

Exactly the sam e thing happens for L = 3. There

are N � 2 waysofconstructing the Slaterdeterm inant,

obtained from theL = 0 oneby letting any @n ! z@n� 2.

Again, these di�erent constructions sim ply correspond

to picking out di�erent parts ofthe �nal,sym m etrized

polynom ial.

O fcourse,sim ilar things m ay happen at other angu-

lar m om enta as well. For exam ple,there are two ways

ofconstructing the Slater determ inant for L = N � 1.

Again,these result in the sam e polynom ial,though in

this case the CF construction does not give the exact

wavefunction even in the largeN lim it.

Thefactthatthewavefunctionsresultingfrom theCF

construction forL = 2;3areequaltotheverysim pleand

com pact expressions in (27),again provides non-trivial

and potentially usefulm athem aticalidentities.

SU M M A R Y A N D O U T LO O K

To sum m arize,we have shown thatthe CF construc-

tion for bosons at low angular m om enta m ay be taken

to far higher particle num bers than previously by han-

dling the derivatives ofthe CF Slater determ inant in a

new way. In particular,we used this to show that for



7

the single vortex,L = N ,the CF construction becom es

exactin thehigh N lim it,leadingtoanon-trivialand po-

tentially usefulm athem aticalidentity. ForotherL,the

CF construction does,in general,notproduce the exact

wave functions. W e have argued why it is expected to

give the exactground state for L = 2;3 (allN ). How-

ever,work rem ainsto getabetterunderstandingofwhat

m akes L = N special. M oreover,we used our m ethods

to show exam plesofotherm athem aticalpeculiaritiesof

the CF construction in the regim e L < N . O urhope is

that the results ofthis paper m ay provide new insight

into properties ofCF wave functions in the few-vortex

regim e beyond L = N ,where no exact,analyticalwave

functions are known. Forexam ple,a prelim inary study

ofthe case L = 2N suggests that while the num ber of

possible CF Slater determ inants increases linearly with

N ,thesem ay reducetojusttwodi�erentwavefunctions;

�nding theground stateasa linearcom bination ofthese

would then just be a one-param eterproblem . There is

thushopethatonem ay constructrathersim pleanalyti-

caltrialwavefunctionsin theregim eL � N ,which m ay

directly revealthevortex structuresofthesestates.The

presentpaperindicatesthatin thisregim e,the CF con-

struction m ay do farbetterthan previously assum ed in

the literature.
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