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Abstract

Pairs of particles of de nite total and relative angularm om entum provide a
natural description for a two dim ensional electron gas In a strong m agnetic

eld. Two body operators take a sin ple form when expressed In temm s of
pair creation and destruction operators. T he pair form alism is applied to the
study of edge waves excitations. For = 1 the operators which create edge
excitations are identi ed and the rol the interaction potential plays in the
long wavelength lim it isclari ed. Thispicture is clain ed to describe also edge

excitations on the = 1=m Laughlin states.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Contrary to the integer quantum Hall e ect, which can be accounted for by a sihgle
particle description, the fractionale ect arises asa result of condensation into a m acroscopic
collective ground stateﬂ . M uch ofthe present understanding of the fractional quantum Hall
e ect FQHE) isbased on st quantized m any electrons wave ﬁmctjonsﬂﬂ. T he strategy
based on trial "variational" wave functions has the advantage of displaying in a very direct
way the m any body correlations between electrons. These correlations are Induced by the
pairpotential acting on the electrons and this naturally leads to consider pair ofelectrons as
the relevant degrees of freedom . Indeed the notion of partick pairs has been used by m any
author.sE i in the study ofthe FQ H e ect. N o system atic description ofthe system in temm sof
pairs and no detailed analysis ofthe the distrdbution oftheirangularm om enta hasbeen given
up tonow . The rstpartofthiswork isan attem pt in thisdirection. In the sym m etric gauge
pair creation and annihilation operators are Introduced In a second quantized form alism ;
their quantum num bers are the total angularmom entum (TAM ) and the relative angular
momentum (RAM ).A 1l rkvant two body operators in the lowest Landau lkevel (LLL) are
sin ply related to the distribution ofpairs’ TAM and RAM .In spite ofthe sin ple expression
ofthe operators, the com plex com m utation relationsam ong pairs, which deviate from perfect
boson character, preclude a sin ple description of the H ibert space. The 1rst section is
devoted to the derivation of the basic form ulas, to the discussion of som e sin ple exam ples
and to a briefreview of som e wellknown resuls, easily recovered w ithin the pair description.

T he second part deals w ith an application to a soeci ¢ problem for which an interesting
picture has been recently proposed on the basis of both analytical and num erical woﬂ<H .
This concems the low lying excitations near incom pressble statesasthe = lor = 1=3
states usually called edge waves. The pair picture provides a sin ple description of edge
excitations. The main result is an operator relation that, under som e conditions for the
Incom pressble ground state, allow s to identify the creation operators of edge excitations.

Thecase = 1, Prwhich these conditions are satis ed, is treated in detailalso relying on a



H artree approxin ation. T he sam e picture is suggested to hold also forthe = 1=m Laughlin
states. The ok the e —e interaction plays in the edge wave digpersion relation is also
clar ed. In particular the results con m the validity of the sam iclassical approxin atjonE
for edge states and suggest that the dispersion relation is asym ptotically linear. M oreover it
is show n that the contrioution to the velocity of edge waves vanishes, in the them odynam ic

lin it, for any potential that decays faster than 1=rasr! 1 .

IT.PAIR DESCRIPTION OF THE FOQOHE IN THE SYMMETRIC GAUGE

The Hibert space of two dim ensional charged particles in the x-y plane is solit nto
Landau lkvels by a magnetic ed B = B,2. In the extreme quantum lmi B, ! 1)
all the particles are con ned in the lowest kvel. The kinetic energy, reduced to the zero
point m otion, is an inessential constant so that the ham iltonian of the system contains only
potentialtemm s. Am ong these the dom inant rol is played by the particle-particle interaction
potential. W ith this generalm otivation In m ind we w ill concentrate in this section on the
proection of two body operators on the LLL.

Let us consider a general two body operator represented, in  rst quantization, by the
function V (z:;z) (z3 = X3+ ly; is the complex coordinate for particle j on the complex

q
plane). M agnetic unis, ‘= hceH = 1, willbe used throughout. T he second quantized

form of this operator n the LLL, in the symm etric gauge, is:
4 1 X -+ +
V = — HT  u;uyVI  s;sig Q GC o @)
2 T=1u;s=0
T he operator ¢, creates one ekctron in the LLL orbital , (z) = @ 2"ul) 72 zue ¥¥% and
G, is its hemm itian conjigate. The conservation of TAM is explicit in equation {1]) and the

m atrix elem ent is given by:

T ;S;u
HT  u;uyV T s;si= G @isiu) @)
4 22T (T s) sI(T u) !
R o
with T, T;s;u) = Fadzz’ "z W (@;2%)z °Ze #F+ %292 W e consider in what
follow s only operators V (z;;2z;) that are ssparabl in the wehtive ( = (» 3)=2) and



centerofmass (Z = (z; + z)=2) coordinates: V Z + ;Z y=w Z) v( ) In thiscase the

Integral in the m atrix elem ent can be perform edE as follow s:

| | | |
Rexs kux T s s T u u .
Iy, (T;s;u) = (1

=0 =0 =0 =0
Z Z
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The integrals vanich whenever + 6 + . Using a di erential representation of the
discrete delta function 5 = @ixI=ilj_, and introducing the integer varizble g= + =

+ thesuimson , , and can be carred out and

X @2 k!
L Tisiu)= —=0+x)" Q@ =} Z0+y) Q¢ vy I@%T;9
ag=0 qd: 7 x=0 g9 7 y=0

with IT@=2 & v()j¥e?, L T;9= Fz2w@)gF® e *7

It is now possbl to sum independently on u and s in equation (), so that the second

quantized form ofthe operator\? becom es:

., 2 X .
vV = Vr @f; @f; @: 3)
T=1g=0

The sum on u in equation {l]), which involves the rst integraland the pair of operators

¢ ,C., de nes the pair creation cperator

XT
f; @= br (W;ac ,q @)
u=_0

Sim ilarly the sum on s yilds the hemn itian conjugate £, (@) . R equiring nom alization ofthe

state £7 (@)1, som e elem entary algebra yields:

X T " #
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An orthogonality relation can be easily derived from equation ():



XT
2 br @b @ip) = gp )
u=_0
since by (U;q) = by (Q;u) an analogous relation holds for sum s on g. This rlation is of
frequent use when g runs only on even (odd) values. In this case the sum can be extended
to allgby nnserting (1 ( 19)=2 in the sum . This yields
X
4 br ;b (s;9) = ujs u; T s @8)
q

the upper (lower) sign refers to even (odd) g.

Inthelmi T ! 1 theooe cientsb: (U;9) are sin ply related to Hem ite orthonom al

functions &)= @R H,&)e x'=2 # 4 (x) are Hem ite polynom ials):
Qg  a_ . q
br 2=Tx+ T=2;9 = 2QT) * 4&x)+ O T 9)
N ote that by (T u;q) = ( 19b @;q) so that, using the com m utation relations of the

operators ¢, and ¢, we realize that for fem ions fr (@) 0 for g even. Similarly, as a
consequence of statistics, only even values of g occur ifbose particles are concemed. This is
con m ed by the symm etry ofthe rst quantized wave function 1,4 ; ) ofthepair (T;q)

under the exchange !

p_x
T;q(Z; )= 2 br(u;q) u(Z+ ) T u(Z ) =
u=0
= qZT ce e PF=2 33=2
2 T 94

T his equation explicitly show s that the pair quantum numbers gand T represent the RAM

and the TAM ofthe pair regpectively. In a classical picture the pair's center ofm ass revolves

q _
round the center of the disk at a radius hz?i= P T g+ 1 whil the two particles rotate
q__
around the center of mass Z on a circum ference of radius h 21 = P g+ 1. The average

d—— p
distance from the center of the disk of one of the two ekectrons is hZ 2+ 2i= T + 2.

T his consideration is usefiil to identify the degrees of freedom relevant for the behaviour of
the system in the bulk an at the boundary. A generalization to higher Landau lkevels of the

expansion In pairwave functions in RAM and TAM wasused by A H M adD onald et alﬂ .



Let us now tum to the discussion ofequation (). hthecasew Z) = 1, I; (T;qQ =

(T gland %t (@ = 4 is ndependent of T so that:

Z
I 1
= ﬁ = v & x —e *dx (10)

4 q! 0 q!

2
Note In particular that 4 v P q forg! 1 . The decom position of pair operators In
com ponents of di erent RAM has already been introduced by H a]daneﬂ for the soherical
geom etry. In the disk geom etry the sam e decom position was studied by Trugm an and
K jye]sonla where a short range pair potential was expanded In powers of its range. An
nversion formula for v( ) as a function of 4 is obtained by m ultiplying equation €J) by

( 1)32{ and summ ing over q:
2 ;3

2 oox
v = 420 (1p " ¢ Ly () 1)
q

n=0 =0

where L, x) is the nom alized Laguerre polynom ialofordern.

E xam ples of two body operators which can be expressed i the form @) are:

i) the Coulomb interaction V (z;;2) = 1= 27

j .
. @a)!
Vi@= 4= 2 @) 12)

note that forg 1 4/ l=p<_:1asjnthe classical case.

i) The hard core HC) potentialV (z;;z,) = 2 r? (g 3):

iii) The pair correlation function g (r) correspondsto V (z1;2) = (& z+ Z):
= ERE 13
Ve @ = g4 = @e : 13)

Oncethenumberofpairswih ade nteRAM and TAM N @) = hf; @f; @iisknown

on a given state forallT and gwe are in a position to evaluate all relevant quantities.



The operators f; (@) do not represent true bosonic particles. In fact the com m utation
rules for £] (@) has a residual term which contains a density excitation:

h i
fT (q);f;: (P) = TR ap (14)

X
4 br WPk WiP)G S

u
T he occurrence of such weird comm utation relations m akes the description of the H ibert
Soace In tem s of pairs problem atic. W hilke only n=2 pairs are necessary to build a state,
this contains m uch m ore pairs. Indeed it is easy to check that

® x & 1

N7 (@ = GGG oG u = En(n 1): (15)

T=1 9 T=1u=0
Thistrivial sum rule sinply statesthatn(h  1)=2 pairs can be m ade out of n particlks.

A s an exam ple of the pair'sm om entum distribution fiinction it is easy to check that for
the = 1 state @llordbitalsoccupied up ton 1) allpair states are occupied forT < n, ie.
N: (@ = 1 8g,whike

¢ 1

N: @ =2 o (u;q rT n (16)

u=T n+1
FjgureE] show s the distribution ofRAM N (Q) = F ¢ Nt (@ or = 1=3 and 6 electrons. Full
dots refers to the true ground state of the Coulomb interaction whilke open squares to the
state m ade of three pair creation operatorswih T = g= 15 acting on the vacuum . The
latter state contains a ot of pairsw ith snallRAM , including angularm om entum one. The
true ground state is instead characterized by a m Inin al num ber of pairs w ith the an allest
value of g, sihoe these give the largest contribution to the repulsive energy. In particular
the Laughlin state (open dots) does not contain any pairw ith g= 1 so that it is the exact
ground state for the HC jnteractjon@E . The dependence of N (q) on g has been analyzed
num erically for system ofn 8 electrons. A fairly good scaling ofthe form N (@) = A;n Bg
hasbeen observed with A3 = 0:7965,A5 = 0:5856,A; = 0:4659and B, ’ 1 forallqg.
Equation ([3J) expresses a connection between the coe cients of di erent powers of r

In g(r) and the number of pairs w ith a de nite RAM . These coe cients have been studied



extensively by Yoshjoka@, In rectangular geom etry (Landau gauge), who has found that the

ooe cient of r 2

and of r* (which is non zero in this gauge) decreases by decreasing and
vanishes or 1=3. The sam e happensto the coe cient ofr® and r® or ' 1=5.A sinilar
result was derived by Trugm an and K jye]sonla In the symm etric gauge. In the pair language
the quantization in the FQHE occurs as a consequence of the successive elim ination of all

the pairs w ith the sn allest RAM .

IIT.EDGE WAVES IN THE QUANTUM HALL EFFECT

W e consider, in this section, the spectrum of low lying excitations on ncom pressble
quantum H all states in disk geom etry. T hese excitations have been called edge waves EW )
because they nvolve density uctuationsofthe two dim ensionalelectron gasattheboundary
ofthe system . A review on the sub ct can be found In a recent paper of X G W enﬂ w here
a general theory for edge excitations is discussed. The starting point of W en’s theory is a
classical hydrodynam ical approach where coordinates and canonicalm cm enta yield, upon
quantization, the creation operators of the edge m odes. T he outcom e of this approach is
a free phonon theory. This is cbvious if only the one body con ning potential, com ing
from electron-background Interaction, is considered. T his picture however holds even in the
presence of the e —e interaction. A strong evidence of this has been given by M Stone

et alE which have analyzed the energy spectrum due to the pair interaction using exact

diagonalization for system s of up to 400 particks near = 1. The ground state j, )i
for = 1 and n ekctrons is In st quantization (apart from the gaussian factors) the
Vandem onde determ nant (z1;:::;2,) = © icy@  7) whose totalangularm om entum  is

L,= %n(n 1). In the sector oftotalangularmomentum L = I, + M the energy soectrum

reduces, w ith excellent accumcyﬁ , to
EFE=E ° ny (17)

P
where n, are (integer) bosonic occupation numbers such that ,nyk = M and 0

are singke partick energies. Note that, since only the interaction potential is considered,



the contrlbution to the EW goectrum is negative as a consequence of a loss of repulsive
energy. If strictly only the LLL orbitals are considered, the H ibert space of the system w ith
L=L,+M isspanned, n rst quantization, by the wave flinctions obtained by m ultipling

o by symm etric polynom ials of degree M . These In tum can be expressed In a unigue
way@ as polynom ials of power sum s Sy (Z1;:::;2Zn) = F o z}i‘. In their work M Stone et
al. conecture that these polynom ials corresoond to the bosonic creation operators of edge
m odes.

In this section the problam is reform ulated in the lJanguage of second quantization and
the second quantized counterpart of Sy are shown to describe edge excitations as free bosons
Inthelmitn ! 1 . Nextthe digoersion relation due to the Interaction potential is dis-
cussed also relying on a Hartree approxin ation. W e shall, as In the work of Stone et al,
assum e no con ning potential so that the H am iltonian consistsonly ofthee —e mnteraction
energy. T he com petition between the con ning potentialand the pair interaction n the EW
Soectrum  is discussed e]sewher@ . W hik buk excitation involre the snall g part N¢ @)
we expect that edge excitations depend on the Jarge T behaviour of this distrdbution, since
electrons on the edge of the quantum dot belong to pairswith T 2n. On the scale of the
totalangularmomentum L = L + M , a sin ple hydrodynam ical argum emJg show s that edge
excitations nvolve changes L = M P n (contrary to quasiparticle excitations for which

L=M n). In the them odynam ic lim it typicalvalues of M and k are ofthe orderp n.

N ote also that the size of the H ibert space dependsonly on M as longasM < n.

Sy is, In second quantized fom , the single particle ladder operator

S

, % m + k)!,
Sy = T GG (18)

The conjigate operators S, are easily de ned. In general these do not satisfy com m utation
relations typical of bosonic creation and destruction operators. H owever M .StoneE showed,
using polynom ialalgebra, that, nthelmin ! 1 andfor ' 1,they do form abosonicsst
of creation operators in the sense that the overlap between states w ith di erent occupation

numbers (ie. wih di erent combinations of S, ) vanishes. The sam e can be shown to hold



In the fram ew ork of second quantization for the operators S; LIEki= Ay (n)S}:j o h)iand
¥iji= Ay, 0)S SI J o )iare nom alized states, a straightforward caloulation show s that
Aym)/ n 2 andhk;jk+ Ji/ n . Thegeneralm bosons state, in the sectorL = L+ M ,

is
Kiitiiike 1= Ay @Sy 5:::iS, J o @)1 @9)

p
where ki = M and Ay ,.g. @) / n ™72, The overlap between states with di erent

occupation num bers vanishes at Jeast asn *. The state j ; ()i is the vacuum state for the
bosons created by S, sihce it is annihilated by S, forany k.

h i
If these were free bosons we would have H ;S; = «Sy . This comm utator, if the

Ham iltonian H has the form E), can be w ritten as:

h i & x n h i
H;s, = Verx @, @ fr., @iSy +

h i o

+ Vi@ ff @iSy £ @

T=1 g

IfC,,,(T;q isde ned such that

fr.. @Sy = CT;af@ D: (20)
1

i

h
P . .
then £ @;S, = 1CxaTiEr, @+ 1. The coe cients C 4 (T ;q) are easily evalu-

ated w ith the help of equation {J):

s |
g (w+ k)! k
Con@i@ =4 br i@ — bt kigt 1= 2 1y L

u=0

[=tety

T+k g Dlg+ D!
2@ 94!

@1)

clearly 1 k othemw ise C ., (T;q) 0. Since only even values of 1 occur, we w ill neglect

factors ( 1} and in plicitly assum e, from now on, that F ; runs only on even valies. The
nal outocom e reads:

i x

Sy = Chu@id Vrrx@+t D v @lff,, @+ Df @ 22)

T il

10



that is: S, prom otesa pair in the state (T ;q) to statesoflarger TAM and RAM (T + k;g+ 1).
Cxn(T;9) descrbes how k additional units of angular m om entum are distributed am ong
the relative and the center of m ass m otion of the pair £;,, (@+ 1). The energy, for any
such transition, changes by an amount Vo, @+ 1) % @. Sihee C 12T 59) /10, if
Vr @ = 4 does not depend on T, we nd hI—f;SIl 0. This is a known resulEEm
S] create zero energy excitations because these concem translations of the center of m ass.
A nother consequence ofequation §3) is that in the case ofthe HC potentialthe com m utator
tums out to be proportionalto f7,, (1 + )£, (1) so that it annihilates the ground state for
1=3 thus yielding 0 orallk. Note nally that the EW soectrum isuna ected by

a constant shift of the pair potentialVy (@) ! Vo + Vi @).
T he operator form ofequation §7) strongly resem bles the action ofa ladder cperator in

the reltive and center of m ass coordinates. Indeed the sam e procedure of section I leads,

forthe rst quantized operatorA i1 (z;;%) = Z* ' %, to the Hllow iIng expression:
v

u
X u + k g+ D!
Pl q)]él,(q 4 @ 15 @

This is easily expressed In S, operators by expanding z* ' ! in the idividual particke

coordinates z; and z, . T he second quantization procedure applied to the resulting expression

reads
n #
AY =2 = @—3(1+ ¥ la xS o st+
kil g X X k g°g
g=0 x=0
2*% 1S 23)

Equation @3) can be expressed in tem s of operators Ay, provided that Vi, @+ 1)
Vr (@ is Independent of T and g. Actually this is only ful lled by V: (@) = g which
corresoonds, In real space (see eq.)), to an ham onic potential v(x) = 2 (1 ) in
the Interparticke distance r. This potential has been studJeoEE In rst quantization and
is a mather unphysical pair interaction being unbounded from below asr ! 1 . It has
been pointed out reoen‘dyE that this ham onic Interaction lads to the disappearance ofthe

FOQHE . In the present context the stability of the FQH ground state, that depends on the

11



com petition between the pair interaction and the con ning potential, isassum ed. G ven the

ham onic potential = g, equation [2R) is readily translated into
|
h i . X k.
H;s;y = Z: 11A;;l=
1
(1 8 X t 9
% k< X 1 k =
= 2 4 It 2 ¥ 1o ;9) S, .S
B g : l ; g-g
g=0 1

here the sum on 1runsonly on even values. The second term of £3) does not contrbute
r

j .
(this istruewhenever V; (@ = o). Sihoe2l % 2 * 1= kb (L0)+ kh (1), ushg (@) the

sum In bracesgivesk ( g0 + gx) k(ga+t gx 1) and nally
;Sy = 2 kns S's; 4)

N ote that this is an exact result (Sg n). W hen evalnating the H am iltonian forL = I,+ M
using the basis set {{3) the rst tem will contrbute to diagonal elem ents while the second
to o -diagonalones. The larger o diagonal elem ent is the one between states Jj:::;k;::d
and j:::;k 1;1;::4. The magnitude of the latter will be of order n ! with respect to
diagonal elem ents because of the explicit factor ofn in equation @4). Other o diagonal
elem ents, being proportional to the overlap of statesw ith di erent occupation num bers, w i1l
be at Jeast ofordern 2 with respect to diagonalelem ents.
In the language of standard perturbation theory the rsttem ofequation @4) may be

regarded as com ing from the unperturdoed ham iltonian H ., the second from a perturbation

V . The validity ofperturbation theory depends on the ratio between and the ssparation

E between unperturbed eigen-energies (diagonal ekm ents). Equation (4] inm ediately
yields =E ’ k=n. First order perturbation theory is then exact asn ! 1 even Por
physical wave vectors r which k / Pa. S, create free edge excitationswith = 2n k.
T he generalization to m ore physical pair potentials Insists on this sam e argum ent. Before
tuming to the generalcase it isuseflilto ram ark that fork = 1 the corect result -1 = 0O is
recovered and that the resulting EW dispersion is linear. T he spectrum is then degenerate
since x4m = xt w.If > 0theboson energy is an increasing function ofk. In general

if 4> 0 ismonotonically decreasing  ism onotonically ncreasing in k.

12



An approxin ation schem e has to be introduced at this point to dealw ith m ore physical
Interaction potentials. T he approxin ation essentially consists in taking out ofthe sum on T
and gan e ective value ;M) ofVr @) Vix @+ 1).TheT dependence ofVr (), together
w ith the second tem ofequation 23), w illbe dropped from now on. In practice the e ective
value of ;M) may be evaluated by evaluating the I tem of equation £3) on the ground

state:

1 X X
k) = Z—hkj Ck,-l(T;q)(q q+1)f;+k(q+ Df; @3 on)i= Pk,-l(q,'n)(q q+l)
k;l T;q q

@5)

where Zy, is such that ¥ ¢Px;l@n) = 1. The evaluation of Py (gin) is a tedious task of
algebra that is om itted here since it leads to a com plex and lengthy expression from which
it is hard to extract the Interesting propatje@ .

W ith this approxin ation equation @7) can be expanded in A;;l operators and nally In

+
Sgq operators

h/\ +i X k + 1xk + +
H ;Sk = 2 1 k;l(n)Ak;l= % k;g (H)Sk gSg (26)
1 | c':{=0 "
X k i@) @
where ;@)= 4n S 27)
Lz 9! x=0

T he sam e considerations follow ing equation @4) show that only the g= 0;k tem s are dom —
nantasn ! 1 .M oreover in this lin it also the approxin ation ¢ w1 xn0) becomes
exact for sn ooth m onotonic potentials. Here am ooth means that ;4 4 1 Introduces a neg-
Iigble dependence on g com pared to the dependence ofCy,; (T ;q) on the sam e variable. If
the scale of g values is proportionalto n this condition is satis ed by very generalpotentials.

T he Jatter condition is veri ed ifPy; (g;n) depends on g only through the ratio g=n:

(=Y

Pral@n) = — xal=n) (28)

o]

The reason for this is that the dependence on n comes ito Py, (g;n) through the pair
distrdoution finctions Nt (@) which has this property. A Iso one can argue that the typical

value of g for a pair of electrons on the edge of the sam ple is of order n since the Interpair

13



distance, P g, should be of the order of the disk radiusR () P n.Equation @§) hasbeen

veri ed num erically. Figure ] show s a very good collapse ofnPy; xn;n) forn = 30;40 and
k= 8,1= 2;4;6;8.

The condition on m onotonicity is relevant because othemwise 41  would change sign
for some q. The operator structure of hI—f iSy ’ could in this case be di erent from that
of S; gs; . Another source of troubles if ; is not monotonic is that the sign of ;1 ()
m ay change for di erent 1 and thism ay eventually cause cancellation in the g= 0;k tem .
Instead, for m onotonic potentials 43 qr and thus ; @), has always the sam e sign, so
thattheg= 0Oand g= k tetmn s .n 7)) are always at least of the sam e order ofm agnitude of
the other ones. For exam pl tablk [[ lists the overlap between the state hkjand the ground
state In the sector L = L, + k and n = 30, for the Coulomb, the HC potential and for the
potential I = =( + 16). The latter is not m onotonic and hasamaxinum atg= 4.We
see that In the fom er cases the overlap is very close to unity, whilke for 7 this isnot true for
k> 5. Atk = 6 the state hkjis between the ground state and the rst excited state whik
fork = 7 it is very close to the second excited state. A nother evidence of the correctness of

the approxin ation is that the overlap depends weakly on the potential.

W e can safely conclude that S; are the creation operators of the edge m odes

hA i
H;s, = o @)S, asn! 1
where , = (x Is given by @). In the case k 1, a rough estinate of () is

obtained observing that in £7) org= 0;k a binom ial average is perform ed of ;M) and
then " 2n yxx— 0).

Let us analyze In m ore detail the EW spectrum resulting from a general potential. O £
particular interest is the behaviourof y,0 (n) Pra xedkasn ! 1 .Thisisrlted to the
behaviour ofthe disgpersion relation of EW in the long wavelength lin i. In fact the physical
w ave vector jsproportjonaﬂ to k=p n. T he hydrodynam jcalpjcwr& assum es a digpersion
relation Iinearin for ! 0. The velociy c ofEW is given by

P P n yxo@)

c= lim = im ——— 29)
1o nt 1 k




As Iong as the potential 4 ismonotonic, ;M) willalways contain a linear term In 1 so
that the Inear term In k of ;0 will always be present. The evaluation of the explicit k
dependence of ; () is com plicated by the dependence Introduced by Py, (@;n) which is
di cul to analyse. T he scaling property ofP y; (g;n), equation £§), allow s however to draw
conclusion on thedependenceonn of ;) M) . These conclusionsw illbe furthercon m ed by
an H artree approxin ation for = 1 that willalso give som e indication on the k dependence
of the dispersion relation.
Them ethod isbased on the segparation ofthe dependence on land gof g 1. If 4
s1= O @then ,u0)= () i) where ()= ,Pea(@n) (@ .The dependence

onn of ,, M) can be extracted using equation 29), ie.
z
k)= dx xa&) (Ox): 30)
In the caseofa nite rangepotentialofthe orm 4= e T® wemaytake (D=1 e*®
and (@ = e T% that in equation @) m eans that the behaviour of ;) asn ! 1 is
related to thebehaviourof ;) asx ! 0 asoould be expected since only pairsw ith an all
RAM contribute to the energy. A lso note that or 17 k=2 / P n all the dependence on k
and n isin ;M) shce &=2)’ 1. However the analysis of ;&) asx ! 0 isa very
di cultask. W ew illcircum vent thisdi culy introducing the H artree approxin ation in the
ollow Ing. A point worth ofm ention here isthat thebehaviour nn of ; M) for short range
potentials depends on the properties of the ground state, ie. on ,;&). No assum ption
on the form of ; (x) is Instead necessary to extract the n dependence of ; ) in the
case of a ong range potentialofthe form ;= g ¢ (here a = 1=2 would correspond to the
Coulom b potential). T he ssparation of the 1 dependence from the g dependence is possible
n this case using power expansion. The term I willhave a coe cient , @ / g2 ™
that in equation () willgive a term of the order ofn * ™ . In the them odynam ic lin it
them = 1 tem is dom inant and all the others can be neglected even when 1 / pﬁ.

The situation is then very similar to that of the ham onic potential since 4 o1 can

P
be replaced by 1 Pxa(@in)ag @ 1, The resulting spectrum x0 willbe Inear n k n a
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rst approxin ation. H owever, due to the additional dependence on 1 and k introduced by
Pxa@n), the EW frequency could contain also higher powers of k. The coe cient of the
Ineartemm in , (W) willbe ofthe orderofn ¢ that in equation @) yields a sound velocity
c 172 @ that vanishes fora > 1=2. In real space this m eans that for potential vanishing
fasterthan 1=r, that is faster than the C oulom b potential, the contribution ofthe interaction
energy to the EW velocity is zero.

Let usnow tum to the H artree approxin ation to the EW frequency. T he derivation of
this approxin ation is presented in the appendix. Here we brie y comm ent on is nature
before tuming to the discussion of the results. The nal form ula can also be cbtained from
equation @3) by replacing the pair of cperators f; +x @+ DEf; (@ wih their commutator
that has a form sim ilar to S; (s=e )) of a density excitation. The jasti cation for this
is that the neglcted tem , £, @£;,, @+ 1), tres to create pairswith TAM T + k on the

lled Landau kevel and this is of course not possble if T + k 2n 1). Since the tem s
with T > 20 1) of equation ) vanish on the = 1 state (shee £ @J o ()1 0) the
neglkcted exchange term acts only on the "Fem isurface". Apart from this, the derivation
also m akes use of equation (§) and then the condition g n isassumed. The nalresult

reads

2k Ix
n

. Q)= 9 (=n) (31)

=1 a

The rsttwo temms j= 1 and 2 tem s were worked out explicitly and their expansion in
powers of B ; were found to contain only odd powers. T he dependence on g through the
ratio g=n stresses once again that edge wave excitations involve pairs of RAM of ordern.
N ote that, fork / P n, the linear term in k dom inates on all the others and this suggests
that the asym ptotic spectrum is linear. This m eans that the ham onic approxin ation for
the H artree potential is a good one@ .

Siee Y () / P

v+ 0 ¢°7?), it is straightrward that for a nite range potential
i M)  kn *?. This result coincides w ith the power Jaw behaviour found by Stone et.alE

num erically. If com bined w ith equation 8Q), it suggeststhat ,,(x) ¥ forx 1.Note
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that for a short range Interaction also the possbility of a nite digpersion relation wih a
long wavelength behaviour of the type (k=p n)® is ruled out by equation ). The above
m entioned results for a long range potential are nicely recovered together w ith the num erical
resultE r @) kn ' fortheCoulomb potential. M oreover equation (31)) providesa firther
iIndication for the asym ptotic linearity of the dispersion relation for long range potentials.
F inally the coe cient ofthe k 2 tem , that rem oves the degeneration ofthe linear tem , were
found to be positive so that, as con pctured by Stone et alH, the ground state In the sector
L=1L,+M isactually S, J o ()i.

In summ ary it hasbeen shown that form onotonic potentials edge wave excitations near

= 1 are freebosonsasn ! 1 . The creation operators of edge excitations are S}: . This

result is in som e sense a consequence of the com plkteness of the basis set created by S, .
Every operator that raises the total angular m om entum of the system can be expressed as
a sum of combinations of S, . This has been explicitly done for the com mutator K ;S; ]
which tum out to have a dom inant contribution, asn ! 1 , proportionalto S, .

T he behaviour of the EW spectrum has been discussed for general classes of potentials.
In particular the long wavelength lim it, that isrehted tothen ! 1 Iim i fork P n, has
been explored In a generalway using the fact that pairswih a RAM ofordern are involved
In edge excitations. T his statam ent, that refers to the di erence in the RAM distrioution
of the excited state w ith respect to that of the ground state, is also digplayed in the resuls
of the H artree approxin ation, where again the dependence on the RAM g com es through
the ratio g=n. T he fact that m acroscopic quantum num bers are involved In edge excitations
supports the validity of the classical hydrodynam ical picturEE . The special roke played by
the hamonic 4 = g interaction and the result, from the Hartree approxin ation, that
the asym ptotic digpersion is linear in k, is also ram iniscent of a classical elastic regponse. In
som e sense this potential com es out naturally in dealing w ith edge excitations for any pair
Interaction 4; the e ective (n) being som e average of @; 4. The reason why this com es
out is essentially the sam e for which the single particke con ning potential, com ing from

Coulom b interaction w ith nuclki, is usually m odeled by a ham onic OHEEE@ .
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A nal consideration concems the extension of these resutsto = 1=m . Note that
equation @4) fr the potential q = g is an exact result or any . This fomula, as
equation 2§), is a statem ent about operators.

T here are two basic conditions on the ground state J ¢ (h)i that have been used:

i) S, provide an orthonom albasis of the H ibert space for L = L, + M . The overlap

1

i) S, annihilate the ground state forany k: S, j ()i 0.

If these two conditions are satis ed also by the Laughlin state then the whole description of
EW presented for = lcanbeappliedat = 1=m .Actually ifcondition i) holds, the second

one follow s by a sin ple argum ent. This is because if it were not so also S, would provide

low lying excitations so that the ground state energy would not have a cusp at = 1=m .
Evidences for the validiy of condiion i) for = 1=m ocome from the parton construction
h i

of the Laughlin statedld and alo fom the resut H ;S = 0 forthe HC interaction.
T hese strongly suggest that the sam e picture outlined for = 1 holdsfor = 1=m . This
supports the jdeaB that edge statesat = 1=m are In a 1 to 1 correspondence to edge
statesat = 1. Another consequence ofthis is that, whilk the asym ptotic behaviour of the
EW spectrum isexpected to change for nite range potentials, as it does change forthe HC

potential, going from = 1lto = 1l=m her 0), the sam e behaviour is expected
for Iong range potentials. T his is because the power law behaviour of ;, ) on n depends
explicitly on the structure of the ground state only in the form er case. T he conclusion that
the Coulomb interaction gives contrlbution to the EW velocity while potentials vanishing

fasterasr ! 1 donot, can then beextended to = 1=m .
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APPENDIX:THE HARTREE APPROXIM ATION

T he pair nteraction ham iltonian can be approxin ated by a single partick potential for

h i
= lushg ff @f, @ = £ @ff @ £ @;f; @ .Ifonly thepartoff; @f; (@ acting
on the owest n 1 orbitals is considered the rst temm can be neglected. T he ham iltonian

AH P
then becomesV = ., e, 0)d ¢, where the energy of the orbitalu is given by
X 2
e, M) = 20 ;9
T

thesum son T and grun on allthevaluesconsistentwith u< nand T u < n forthe above
m entioned restriction. This single particke potential yields indeed the exact value {[§) of

the = 1 interaction energy. T he com m utator w ith S]: is easily carried out w ith the result
h . s
AH * X m + k)!
VAT B ) @i @)] ——— G

m !

This can be approxin ated by i n)S, by taking out of the sum the value of g, ()

& +x ) Orm = n 1 on the "Fem isurface". In other words i (n) is the gain In energy
if one electron on the outer orbital is raised by k units of angular m om entum . The result
can be cast in the fom i n) = F ¢ q x @n) where

2@ Dn i
¢ @n) = 2 onh L9 b,o 1+kq:

T=q

q_—
This expression can be evaluated using the variable x = @ 1 T=2)=T=2 and the

asym ptotic form ofb; (u;q) equation {§). The sum on T can be changed into an integral in
dx whose upper Iim it can be taken toby 1 forg T / n (this is also the condition for

the validity of (§)). A fter som e algebra | (g;n) takes the form

"wi h,p_ P .
T aw iRy awellac w9
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q qg
where J (y)dy, A (v;9) and C (y;9) are the expressions of 2=0T)dT, T=(T + k) and
d— _
nh 1+k=2 T=2)=n(T + k)=2 respectively n the variablesy = x=p nandg= k=n.Note

that A (y;0) = 1 and C (y;0) = y. Next the integrand is expanded in powers of g and the
termm s containing derivatives of (Zq(x) are integrated by parts. The nal resul is equation
@1) where

|
Z 1

) - % 2 .
(@=n) = F p? 5 &)dx:
0
The dependence on g=n of the above expression com es from the fact that é(x) 2lls o
rrpidly or x > p?{. The cases j = 1 and 2 were worked out explicitly wih the result

_ 3.3, 15 .5 35 .7 _ 3 153 105 .5 315 .7
Fi)=vy sY T 1Y T02aY t 2irand Fp () Y RY T 1Y 2006y t i
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FIGURES

P
FIG.1. P ot of the distrbution of relative angular mom entum , N () = Nt @), Pra 6

ferm ion system at e ective 1ling 1=3. Ly is the total angular m om entum , m , 55 is the highest
Landau orbital considered. Lines are drawn only for guiding eyes. The fulldots ( ) refers to the
exact ground state, open dots ( ) to them = 3 Laughlin state whilk the squares 2 ) refers to the

state built w ith three pair creation operators of highest relative angular m om entum .

FIG.2. Plot of the distrbutions ;(@=n) = nPyxa(@n) orn = 30;40, k = 8 and all even

values 1= 2;4;6 and 8.
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TABLES

k hkj Si hkj Bi hkj %1
2 0.9995 0.9995 0.9995
3 0.9967 0.9967 0.9967
4 0.9896 0.9905 0.9885
5 0.9758 0.9795 0.9611
6 0.9525 0.9624 0.6077
7 0.9168 0.9379 0.0275
7 - - 0.9718

TABLE I. Overlap between the state hkjand the ground states of the Coulomb (j Si), ofthe
hard core (j Ei) and of the potential é (J 2i) de ned in the text. In the last Ine j Ziisthe st

excited state of the Jatter potential ork = 7.
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