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Pair description ofthe FQ H E w ith application to edge waves
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Abstract

Pairsofparticlesofde�nitetotaland relative angularm om entum providea

naturaldescription for a two dim ensionalelectron gas in a strong m agnetic

�eld. Two body operators take a sim ple form when expressed in term s of

paircreation and destruction operators.Thepairform alism isapplied to the

study ofedge waves excitations. For � = 1 the operatorswhich create edge

excitations are identi�ed and the role the interaction potentialplays in the

longwavelength lim itisclari�ed.Thispictureisclaim ed to describealso edge

excitationson the� = 1=m Laughlin states.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Contrary to the integer quantum Halle�ect,which can be accounted for by a single

particledescription,thefractionale�ectarisesasaresultofcondensation intoam acroscopic

collectiveground state1.M uch ofthepresentunderstanding ofthefractionalquantum Hall

e�ect(FQHE)isbased on �rstquantized m any electrons wave functions2;3. The strategy

based on trial"variational" wave functionshastheadvantageofdisplaying in a very direct

way the m any body correlationsbetween electrons. These correlationsare induced by the

pairpotentialactingon theelectronsand thisnaturally leadstoconsiderpairofelectronsas

therelevantdegreesoffreedom .Indeed thenotion ofparticlepairshasbeen used by m any

authors3{7 inthestudyoftheFQH e�ect.Nosystem aticdescription ofthesystem interm sof

pairsandnodetailed analysisofthethedistribution oftheirangularm om entahasbeen given

up tonow.The�rstpartofthisworkisan attem ptin thisdirection.In thesym m etricgauge

pair creation and annihilation operators are introduced in a second quantized form alism ;

theirquantum num bers are the totalangularm om entum (TAM )and the relative angular

m om entum (RAM ).Allrelevanttwo body operatorsin the lowestLandau level(LLL)are

sim ply related tothedistribution ofpairs’TAM and RAM .In spiteofthesim pleexpression

oftheoperators,thecom plexcom m utation relationsam ongpairs,which deviatefrom perfect

boson character,preclude a sim ple description ofthe Hilbert space. The �rst section is

devoted to the derivation ofthe basic form ulas,to the discussion ofsom e sim ple exam ples

and toabriefreview ofsom ewellknown results,easily recovered within thepairdescription.

Thesecond partdealswith an application to a speci�cproblem forwhich an interesting

picture has been recently proposed on the basis ofboth analyticaland num ericalwork8.

Thisconcernsthe low lying excitationsnearincom pressible statesasthe � = 1 or� = 1=3

states usually called edge waves. The pair picture provides a sim ple description ofedge

excitations. The m ain result is an operator relation that,under som e conditions for the

incom pressible ground state,allows to identify the creation operatorsofedge excitations.

Thecase� = 1,forwhich theseconditionsaresatis�ed,istreated in detailalso relying on a
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Hartreeapproxim ation.Thesam epictureissuggested tohold alsoforthe� = 1=m Laughlin

states. The role the e� -e� interaction plays in the edge wave dispersion relation is also

clari�ed. In particularthe resultscon�rm the validity ofthe sem iclassicalapproxim ation9

foredgestatesand suggestthatthedispersion relation isasym ptotically linear.M oreoverit

isshown thatthecontribution tothevelocity ofedgewavesvanishes,in thetherm odynam ic

lim it,forany potentialthatdecaysfasterthan 1=r asr! 1 .

II.PA IR D ESC R IP T IO N O F T H E FQ H E IN T H E SY M M ET R IC G A U G E

The Hilbert space oftwo dim ensionalcharged particles in the x-y plane is split into

Landau levels by a m agnetic �eld ~B = B zẑ. In the extrem e quantum lim it (B z ! 1 )

allthe particles are con�ned in the lowest level. The kinetic energy,reduced to the zero

pointm otion,isan inessentialconstantso thattheham iltonian ofthesystem containsonly

potentialterm s.Am ongthesethedom inantroleisplayed bytheparticle-particleinteraction

potential. W ith thisgeneralm otivation in m ind we willconcentrate in thissection on the

projection oftwo body operatorson theLLL.

Let us consider a generaltwo body operatorrepresented,in �rst quantization,by the

function V(z1;z2) (zj = xj + iyj is the com plex coordinate for particle j on the com plex

plane). M agnetic units,‘=
q

�hc=eH = 1,willbe used throughout. The second quantized

form ofthisoperatorin theLLL,in thesym m etricgauge,is:

V̂ =
1

2

1X

T= 1

TX

u;s= 0

hT � u;ujVjT � s;sic+T� uc
+

u cscT� s (1)

Theoperatorc+u createsoneelectron in theLLL orbital�u(z)= (2�2uu!)
� 1=2

zue� jzj
2=4 and

cu isitsherm itian conjugate.The conservation ofTAM isexplicitin equation (1)and the

m atrix elem entisgiven by:

hT � u;ujVjT � s;si=
IV (T;s;u)

4�22T
q

(T � s)!s!(T � u)!u!
(2)

with IV (T;s;u) =
R
d2z1d

2z2 �z1
T� u �z2

uV(z1;z2)z
T� s
1 zs

2
e� (jz1j

2+ jz2j
2)=2. W e consider in what

follows only operators V(z1;z2) that are separable in the relative (� = (z1 � z2)=2) and
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centerofm ass(Z = (z1 + z2)=2)coordinates:V(Z + �;Z � �)= w(Z)� v(�)In thiscasethe

integralin them atrix elem entcan beperform ed10 asfollows:

IV (T;s;u)=

T� sX

�= 0

sX

�= 0

T� uX

= 0

uX

�= 0

 
T � s

�

!  
s

�

!  
T � u



!  
u

�

!

(� 1)
�+ � �

�

Z

d
2
Z �Z

T� � �
w(Z)Z

T� �� �
e
� jZ j2 � 2

Z

d
2
� bar�

+ �
v(�)�

�+ �
e
� j�j2

:

The integrals vanish whenever � + � 6=  + �. Using a di�erentialrepresentation ofthe

discrete delta function �i;j = @ixx
j=i!jx= 0 and introducing the integervariable q = � + � =

 + � thesum son �,�, and � can becarried outand

IV (T;s;u)=

TX

q= 0

@qx

q!
(1+ x)

T� u
(1� x)

u

�
�
�
�
�
x= 0

@qy

q!
(1+ y)

T� s
(1� y)

s

�
�
�
�
�
y= 0

I�(q)IZ(T;q)

with I�(q)= 2

Z

d
2
� v(�)j�j2qe� j�j

2

, IZ(T;q)=

Z

d
2
Z w(Z)jZj2(T� q)e� jZ j

2

It is now possible to sum independently on u and s in equation (1),so that the second

quantized form oftheoperator V̂ becom es:

V̂ =

1X

T= 1

TX

q= 0

VT(q)f
+

T (q)fT(q): (3)

Thesum on u in equation (1),which involvesthe�rstintegraland thepairofoperators

c
+

T� uc
+
u ,de�nesthepaircreation operator

f
+

T (q)=

TX

u= 0

bT(u;q)c
+

T� uc
+

u (4)

Sim ilarly thesum on syieldstheherm itian conjugatefT(q).Requiring norm alization ofthe

statef
+

T (q)j0i,som eelem entary algebra yields:

bT(u;q)=

v
u
u
u
t

�
T

u

�

�
T

q

�

2T+ 1

"
@qz

q!
(1+ z)

T� u
(1� z)

u

#

z= 0

(5)

and

VT(q)=
IZ(T;q)� I�(q)

2�2(T � q)!q!
(6)

An orthogonality relation can beeasily derived from equation (5):
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2

TX

u= 0

bT(u;q)bT(u;p)= �q;p (7)

since bT(u;q) = bT(q;u) an analogous relation holds for sum s on q. This relation is of

frequentuse when q runsonly on even (odd)values.In thiscase the sum can beextended

to allq by inserting (1� (� 1)q)=2 in thesum .Thisyields

4
X

q

bT(u;q)bT(s;q)= �u;s � �u;T� s (8)

theupper(lower)sign refersto even (odd)q.

In thelim itT ! 1 thecoe�cientsb T(u;q)aresim ply related to Herm ite orthonorm al

functions�q(x)= �� 1=4(q!2q)� 1=2H q(x)e
� x2=2 (H q(x)areHerm itepolynom ials):

bT

�q

2=Tx +
q

T=2;q
�

= (2T)
�

1

4

�

�q(x)+ O

�
q

T

��

: (9)

Note thatbT(T � u;q)= (� 1)qbT(u;q)so that,using the com m utation relationsofthe

operators cu and c+u ,we realize that for ferm ions fT(q) � 0 for q even. Sim ilarly,as a

consequenceofstatistics,only even valuesofqoccurifboseparticlesareconcerned.Thisis

con�rm ed by thesym m etry ofthe�rstquantized wavefunction  T;q(Z;�)ofthepair(T;q)

undertheexchange � ! � �:

 T;q(Z;�)=
p
2

TX

u= 0

bT(u;q)�u(Z + �)�T� u(Z � �)=

=
Z T� q�q

2�
q

(T � q)!q!
e
� jZ j2=2� j�j2=2

Thisequation explicitly showsthatthepairquantum num bersq and T representtheRAM

and theTAM ofthepairrespectively.In aclassicalpicturethepair’scenterofm assrevolves

round thecenterofthedisk ata radius
q

hZ 2i=
p
T � q+ 1 whilethetwo particlesrotate

around the center ofm ass Z on a circum ference ofradius
q

h�2i =
p
q+ 1. The average

distance from the center ofthe disk ofone ofthe two electrons is
q

hZ 2 + �2i =
p
T + 2.

Thisconsideration isusefulto identify thedegreesoffreedom relevantforthebehaviourof

thesystem in thebulk an attheboundary.A generalization to higherLandau levelsofthe

expansion in pairwave functionsin RAM and TAM wasused by A.H.M acDonald etal.7.
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Let us now turn to the discussion ofequation (6). In the case w(Z) = 1,IZ(T;q) =

�(T � q)!and VT(q)= �q isindependentofT so that:

�q =
I�(q)

2�q!
=

Z 1

0

v
�p

x
� xq

q!
e
� x
dx (10)

Note in particular that�q � v
�p

q
�

forq ! 1 . The decom position ofpair operatorsin

com ponents ofdi�erent RAM has already been introduced by Haldane5 for the spherical

geom etry. In the disk geom etry the sam e decom position was studied by Trugm an and

Kivelson6 where a short range pair potentialwas expanded in powers ofits range. An

inversion form ula forv(�)asa function of�q isobtained by m ultiplying equation (10)by

(� 1)q
�
n

q

�

and sum m ing overq:

v(r)=

1X

n= 0

2

42

nX

q= 0

(� 1)
q

 
n

q

!

�q

3

5 Ln(r
2
): (11)

whereLn(x)isthenorm alized Laguerrepolynom ialofordern.

Exam plesoftwo body operatorswhich can beexpressed in theform (3)are:

i) theCoulom b interaction V(z1;z2)= 1=jz1 � z2j:

VT(q)= �
c
q =

p
�

2

(2q)!

(q!2q)2
(12)

notethatforq� 1 �q / 1=
p
q asin theclassicalcase.

ii) Thehard core(HC)potentialV(z1;z2)= 2�r 2�(z1 � z2):

VT(q)= �
h
q = �q;1:

iii) Thepaircorrelation function g(r)correspondsto V(z1;z2)= �(r� z1 + z2):

VT(q)= gq(r)=
r2q

q!4q
e
� r2=4

: (13)

Oncethenum berofpairswith ade�niteRAM and TAM N T(q)= hf+T (q)fT(q)iisknown

on a given stateforallT and q wearein a position to evaluateallrelevantquantities.
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The operatorsf
+

T (q)do notrepresent true bosonic particles. In factthe com m utation

rulesforf
+

T (q)hasa residualterm which containsa density excitation:

h

fT(q);f
+

R (p)
i

= �T;R �q;p � (14)

� 4
X

u

bT(u;q)bR(u;p)c
+

R � ucT� u

The occurrence ofsuch weird com m utation relationsm akes the description ofthe Hilbert

space in term s ofpairs problem atic. W hile only n=2 pairs are necessary to build a state,

thiscontainsm uch m orepairs.Indeed itiseasy to check that

1X

T= 1

X

q

N̂ T(q)=

1X

T= 1

TX

u= 0

c
+

u cuc
+

T� ucT� u =
1

2
n(n � 1): (15)

Thistrivialsum rulesim ply statesthatn(n � 1)=2 pairscan bem adeoutofn particles.

Asan exam pleofthepair’sm om entum distribution function itiseasy to check thatfor

the� = 1 state(allorbitalsoccupied up to n� 1)allpairstatesareoccupied forT < n,i.e.

N T(q)= 1 8q,while

N T(q)= 2

n� 1X

u= T� n+ 1

b
2

T(u;q) forT � n (16)

Figure1 showsthedistribution ofRAM N (q)=
P

T N T(q)for� = 1=3and 6 electrons.Full

dotsrefersto the true ground state ofthe Coulom b interaction while open squaresto the

state m ade ofthree paircreation operatorswith T = q = 15 acting on the vacuum . The

latterstatecontainsa lotofpairswith sm allRAM ,including angularm om entum one.The

true ground state isinstead characterized by a m inim alnum berofpairswith the sm allest

value ofq,since these give the largest contribution to the repulsive energy. In particular

theLaughlin state(open dots)doesnotcontain any pairwith q= 1 so thatitisthe exact

ground state forthe HC interaction10;6. The dependence ofN (q)on q hasbeen analyzed

num erically forsystem ofn � 8electrons.A fairlygood scalingoftheform N (q)= Aqn� Bq

hasbeen observed with A 3 = 0:7965,A 5 = 0:5856,A 7 = 0:4659 and B q ’ 1 forallq.

Equation (13) expresses a connection between the coe�cients ofdi�erent powers ofr

in g(r)and thenum berofpairswith a de�nite RAM .These coe�cientshave been studied
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extensively by Yoshioka11,in rectangulargeom etry (Landau gauge),whohasfound thatthe

coe�cientofr 2 and ofr4 (which isnon zero in thisgauge)decreasesby decreasing � and

vanishesfor� � 1=3.Thesam ehappenstothecoe�cientofr6 and r8 for� ’ 1=5.A sim ilar

resultwasderived by Trugm an and Kivelson6 in thesym m etricgauge.In thepairlanguage

the quantization in the FQHE occursasa consequence ofthe successive elim ination ofall

thepairswith thesm allestRAM .

III.ED G E W AV ES IN T H E Q U A N T U M H A LL EFFEC T

W e consider,in this section,the spectrum oflow lying excitations on incom pressible

quantum Hallstatesin disk geom etry.Theseexcitationshavebeen called edgewaves(EW )

becausetheyinvolvedensityuctuationsofthetwodim ensionalelectron gasattheboundary

ofthesystem .A review on the subjectcan befound in a recentpaperofX.G.W en9 where

a generaltheory foredge excitationsisdiscussed. The starting pointofW en’stheory isa

classicalhydrodynam icalapproach where coordinatesand canonicalm om enta yield,upon

quantization,the creation operatorsofthe edge m odes. The outcom e ofthis approach is

a free phonon theory. This is obvious ifonly the one body con�ning potential,com ing

from electron-background interaction,isconsidered.Thispicturehoweverholdseven in the

presence ofthe e� -e� interaction. A strong evidence ofthis has been given by M .Stone

et al.8 which have analyzed the energy spectrum due to the pair interaction using exact

diagonalization for system s ofup to 400 particles near � = 1. The ground state j 0(n)i

for � = 1 and n electrons is in �rst quantization (apart from the gaussian factors) the

Vanderm ondedeterm inant	 o(z1;:::;zn)=
Q

i< j(zi� zj)whosetotalangularm om entum is

Lo =
1

2
n(n� 1).In thesectoroftotalangularm om entum L = Lo+ M theenergy spectrum

reduces,with excellentaccuracy8,to

E = E o �
X

k

nk
k (17)

where nk are (integer) bosonic occupation num bers such that
P

k nkk = M and 
k � 0

are single particle energies. Note that,since only the interaction potentialis considered,
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the contribution to the EW spectrum is negative as a consequence ofa loss ofrepulsive

energy.Ifstrictly only theLLL orbitalsareconsidered,theHilbertspaceofthesystem with

L = Lo+ M isspanned,in �rstquantization,by thewavefunctionsobtained by m ultiplying

	 o by sym m etric polynom ials ofdegree M . These in turn can be expressed in a unique

way12 as polynom ials ofpower sum s Sk(z1;:::;zn) =
P n

i= 1z
k
i. In their work M .Stone et

al.conjecture thatthese polynom ialscorrespond to the bosonic creation operatorsofedge

m odes.

In thissection the problem isreform ulated in the language ofsecond quantization and

thesecond quantized counterpartofSk areshown todescribeedgeexcitationsasfreebosons

in the lim it n ! 1 . Next the dispersion relation due to the interaction potentialis dis-

cussed also relying on a Hartree approxim ation. W e shall,asin the work ofStone etal.,

assum enocon�ningpotentialsothattheHam iltonian consistsonly ofthee� -e� interaction

energy.Thecom petition between thecon�ningpotentialand thepairinteraction in theEW

spectrum is discussed elsewhere13. W hile bulk excitation involve the sm allq part N T(q)

weexpectthatedgeexcitationsdepend on thelargeT behaviourofthisdistribution,since

electronson theedgeofthequantum dotbelong to pairswith T � 2n.On thescaleofthe

totalangularm om entum L = Lo+ M ,asim plehydrodynam icalargum ent9 showsthatedge

excitationsinvolvechanges�L = M �
p
n (contrary to quasiparticleexcitationsforwhich

�L = M � n).In thetherm odynam iclim ittypicalvaluesofM and k areoftheorder
p
n.

Notealso thatthesizeoftheHilbertspacedependsonly on M aslong asM < n.

Sk is,in second quantized form ,thesingleparticleladderoperator

S
+

k =

1X

m = 0

s

(m + k)!

m !
c
+

m + kcm (18)

TheconjugateoperatorsS
�
k areeasily de�ned.In generalthesedo notsatisfy com m utation

relationstypicalofbosoniccreation and destruction operators.HoweverM .Stone12 showed,

usingpolynom ialalgebra,that,in thelim itn ! 1 and for� ’ 1,they doform abosonicset

ofcreation operatorsin thesensethattheoverlap between stateswith di�erentoccupation

num bers(i.e.with di�erentcom binationsofS
+

k )vanishes.Thesam ecan beshown to hold
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in thefram ework ofsecond quantization fortheoperatorsS
+

k .Ifjki= A k(n)S
+

k j 0(n)iand

jk;ji= A k;j(n)S
+

k S
+

j j 0(n)iarenorm alized states,astraightforward calculation showsthat

A k(n)/ n� k=2 and hk;jjk+ ji/ n� 1.Thegeneralm bosonsstate,in thesectorL = Lo+ M ,

is

jk1;:::;km i= A k1;:::;km (n)S
+

k1
;:::;S

+

km
j 0(n)i (19)

where
P

iki = M and A k1;:::;km (n) / n� M =2. The overlap between states with di�erent

occupation num bersvanishesatleastasn� 1.Thestatej 0(n)iisthevacuum stateforthe

bosonscreated by S
+

k sinceitisannihilated by S
�
k forany k.

Ifthese were free bosons we would have
h

Ĥ ;S
+

k

i

= � 
kS
+

k . This com m utator,ifthe

Ham iltonian Ĥ hastheform (3),can bewritten as:

h

Ĥ ;S
+

k

i

=

1X

T= 1

X

q

n

VT+ k(q)f
+

T+ k(q)
h

fT+ k(q);S
+

k

i

+

+ VT(q)
h

f
+

T (q);S
+

k

i

fT(q)
o

IfCk;l(T;q)isde�ned such that

h

fT+ k(q);S
+

k

i

=
X

l

Ck;l(T;q)fT(q� l): (20)

then14
h

f
+

T (q);S
+

k

i

= �
P

lCk;l(T;q)f
+

T+ k(q+ l).The coe�cientsC k;l(T;q)areeasily evalu-

ated with thehelp ofequation (7):

Ck;l(T;q)= 4

TX

u= 0

bT(u;q)

s

(u + k)!

u!
bT+ k(u+ k;q+ l)= 2(� 1)

l

 
k

l

! vu
u
t (T + k� q� l)!(q+ l)!

2k(T � q)!q!

(21)

clearly l� k otherwise Ck;l(T;q) � 0. Since only even values ofloccur,we willneglect

factors(� 1)l and im plicitly assum e,from now on,that
P

l runsonly on even values. The

�naloutcom ereads:

h

Ĥ ;S
+

k

i

=
X

T;q;l

Ck;l(T;q)[VT+ k(q+ l)� VT(q)]f
+

T+ k(q+ l)fT(q) (22)
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thatis:S
+

k prom otesapairin thestate(T;q)tostatesoflargerTAM and RAM (T+ k;q+ l).

Ck;l(T;q) describes how k additionalunits ofangular m om entum are distributed am ong

the relative and the center ofm ass m otion ofthe pair f
+

T+ k(q+ l). The energy,for any

such transition,changes by an am ount VT+ k(q+ l)� VT(q). Since Ck= 1;l(T;q) / �l;0,if

VT(q) = �q does not depend on T,we �nd
h

Ĥ ;S
+

1

i

� 0. This is a known result6;8;10:

S
+

1 createzero energy excitationsbecause these concern translationsofthe centerofm ass.

Anotherconsequenceofequation (22)isthatin thecaseoftheHC potentialthecom m utator

turnsoutto beproportionalto f
+

T+ k(1+ l)fT(1)so thatitannihilatestheground statefor

� � 1=3 thusyielding 
k � 0 forallk.Note�nally thattheEW spectrum isuna�ected by

a constantshiftofthepairpotentialVT(q)! V0 + VT(q).

Theoperatorform ofequation (22)strongly resem blestheaction ofa ladderoperatorin

the relative and centerofm asscoordinates. Indeed the sam e procedure ofsection Ileads,

forthe�rstquantized operatorA k;l(z1;z2)= Z k� l�l,to thefollowing expression:

A
+

k;l =
1

2

X

T;q

v
u
u
t (T + k� q� l)!(q+ l)!

(T � q)!q!
f
+

T+ k(q+ l)fT(q)

This is easily expressed in S
+

k operators by expanding Z k� l�l in the individualparticle

coordinatesz1 and z2.Thesecond quantization procedureapplied totheresultingexpression

reads

A
+

k;l= 2
�

k

2

kX

g= 0

"
@gx

g!
(1+ x)

k� l
(1� x)

l

#

x= 0

S
+

k� gS
+

g +

� 2
1+

k

2�l;0S
+

k : (23)

Equation (22)can be expressed in term sofoperatorsA
+

k;l provided thatVT+ k(q+ l)�

VT(q) is independent ofT and q. Actually this is only ful�lled by VT(q) = � q which

corresponds, in realspace (see eq.(11)),to an harm onic potentialv(r) = 2(1 � r2) in

the inter-particle distance r. Thispotentialhasbeen studied15;16 in �rstquantization and

is a rather unphysicalpair interaction being unbounded from below as r ! 1 . It has

been pointed outrecently16 thatthisharm onicinteraction leadsto thedisappearanceofthe

FQHE.In the presentcontextthe stability ofthe FQH ground state,thatdependson the
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com petition between thepairinteraction and thecon�ning potential,isassum ed.Given the

harm onicpotential�q = � q,equation (22)isreadily translated into

h

Ĥ ;S
+

k

i

= � 2
2�

k

2
X

l

l

 
k

l

!

A
+

k;l=

= � 2

kX

g= 0

 
k

g

! 1

2

8
<

:
4
X

l

l

v
u
u
t

 
k

l

!

2� k� 1bk(l;g)

9
=

;
S
+

k� gS
+

g

here the sum on lrunsonly on even values. The second term of(23)doesnotcontribute

(thisistruewheneverVT(q)= �q).Since2l

r �
k

l

�

2� k� 1 = kbk(l;0)+
p
kbk(l;1),using (8)the

sum in bracesgivesk(�g;0 + �g;k)�
p
k(�g;1 + �g;k� 1)and �nally

h

Ĥ ;S
+

k

i

= � 2k
�

nS
+

k � S
+

1
S
+

k� 1

�

(24)

Notethatthisisan exactresult(S
+

0 � n).W hen evaluatingtheHam iltonian forL = Lo+ M

using thebasisset(19)the�rstterm willcontributeto diagonalelem entswhilethesecond

to o�-diagonalones. The largero� diagonalelem entisthe one between statesj:::;k;:::i

and j:::;k � 1;1;:::i. The m agnitude ofthe latter willbe oforder n� 1 with respect to

diagonalelem ents because ofthe explicit factorofn in equation (24). Othero� diagonal

elem ents,beingproportionaltotheoverlap ofstateswith di�erentoccupation num bers,will

beatleastofordern� 2 with respectto diagonalelem ents.

In the languageofstandard perturbation theory the�rstterm ofequation (24)m ay be

regarded ascom ing from theunperturbed ham iltonian H o,thesecond from a perturbation

�V .Thevalidity ofperturbation theory dependson theratio between � and theseparation

�E between unperturbed eigen-energies (diagonalelem ents). Equation (24) im m ediately

yields �=�E ’ k=n. First order perturbation theory is then exact as n ! 1 even for

physicalwave vectorsforwhich k /
p
n:S

+

k create free edge excitationswith 
k = 2nk.

The generalization to m ore physicalpairpotentialsinsistson thissam e argum ent. Before

turningtothegeneralcaseitisusefultorem ark thatfork = 1thecorrectresult
k= 1 = 0is

recovered and thattheresulting EW dispersion islinear.The spectrum isthen degenerate

since
k+ m = 
k + 
m .If > 0 theboson energy isan increasing function ofk.In general

if�q > 0 ism onotonically decreasing 
k ism onotonically increasing in k.

12



An approxim ation schem ehasto beintroduced atthispointto dealwith m orephysical

interaction potentials.Theapproxim ation essentially consistsin taking outofthesum on T

and qan e�ectivevaluek;l(n)ofVT(q)� VT+ k(q+ l).TheT dependenceofVT(q),together

with thesecond term ofequation (23),willbedropped from now on.In practicethee�ective

valueofk;l(n)m ay beevaluated by evaluating thel
th term ofequation (22)on theground

state:

k;l(n)=
1

Zk;l

hkj
X

T;q

Ck;l(T;q)(�q � �q+ l)f
+

T+ k(q+ l)fT(q)j 0(n)i=
X

q

Pk;l(q;n)(�q � �q+ l)

(25)

where Zk;l is such that
P

qPk;l(q;n)= 1. The evaluation ofPk;l(q;n)is a tedious task of

algebra thatisom itted heresince itleadsto a com plex and lengthy expression from which

itishard to extracttheinteresting properties17.

W ith thisapproxim ation equation (22)can beexpanded in A
+

k;loperatorsand �nally in

S+
g operators

h

Ĥ ;S
+

k

i

= � 2
X

l

 
k

l

!

k;l(n)A
+

k;l=
� 1

2n

kX

g= 0


k;g(n)S
+

k� gS
+

g (26)

where 
k;g(n)= 4n
X

l

 
k

l

!
k;l(n)

2k

"
@gx

g!
(1+ x)

k� l
(1� x)

l

#

x= 0

: (27)

Thesam econsiderationsfollowingequation (24)show thatonly theg = 0;k term saredom -

inantasn ! 1 .M oreoverin thislim italso theapproxim ation �q � �q+ l’ k;l(n)becom es

exactforsm ooth m onotonicpotentials.Heresm ooth m eansthat�q� �q+ lintroducesa neg-

ligible dependence on q com pared to the dependence ofCk;l(T;q)on the sam e variable. If

thescaleofqvaluesisproportionalton thiscondition issatis�ed by very generalpotentials.

Thelattercondition isveri�ed ifPk;l(q;n)dependson q only through theratio q=n:

Pk;l(q;n)=
1

n
�k;l(q=n) (28)

The reason for this is that the dependence on n com es into Pk;l(q;n) through the pair

distribution functionsN T(q)which hasthisproperty. Also one can argue thatthe typical

valueofq fora pairofelectronson theedgeofthesam pleisofordern sincetheinter-pair

13



distance,
p
q,should beoftheorderofthedisk radiusR(n)�

p
n.Equation (28)hasbeen

veri�ed num erically.Figure2 showsa very good collapseofnPk;l(xn;n)forn = 30;40 and

k = 8,l= 2;4;6;8.

Thecondition on m onotonicity isrelevantbecauseotherwise�q+ l� �q would changesign

for som e q. The operator structure of
h

Ĥ ;S
+

k

i

could in this case be di�erent from that

ofS
+

k� gS
+
g . Another source oftroubles if�q is not m onotonic is that the sign ofk;l(n)

m ay change fordi�erentland thism ay eventually cause cancellation in the g = 0;k term .

Instead,form onotonic potentials�q+ l� �q,and thusk;l(n),hasalwaysthe sam e sign,so

thattheg = 0and g = k term sin (27)arealwaysatleastofthesam eorderofm agnitudeof

the otherones. Forexam ple table Iliststhe overlap between the state hkjand the ground

state in the sectorL = Lo + k and n = 30,forthe Coulom b,the HC potentialand forthe

potential�xq = q=(q2 + 16).The latterisnotm onotonic and hasa m axim um atq = 4.W e

seethatin theform ercasestheoverlap isvery closeto unity,whilefor�xq thisisnottruefor

k > 5.Atk = 6 the state hkjisbetween the ground state and the �rstexcited state while

fork = 7 itisvery closeto thesecond excited state.Anotherevidenceofthecorrectnessof

theapproxim ation isthattheoverlap dependsweakly on thepotential.

W ecan safely concludethatS
+

k arethecreation operatorsoftheedgem odes

h

Ĥ ;S
+

k

i

= � 
k;0(n)S
+

k asn ! 1

where 
k;0 = 
k;k is given by (27). In the case k � 1,a rough estim ate of
k;0(n) is

obtained observing thatin (27)forg = 0;k a binom ialaverage isperform ed ofk;l(n)and

then 
k;0 ’ 2nk;k=2(n).

Letusanalyze in m ore detailthe EW spectrum resulting from a generalpotential. Of

particularinterestisthebehaviourof
k;0(n)fora �xed k asn ! 1 .Thisisrelated to the

behaviourofthedispersion relation ofEW in thelongwavelength lim it.In factthephysical

wavevector� isproportional9 to k=
p
n.Thehydrodynam icalpicture9 assum esa dispersion

relation linearin � for� ! 0.Thevelocity cofEW isgiven by

c= lim
�! 0


�
p
n;0

�
= lim

n! 1

p
n
k;0(n)

k
(29)
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As long as the potential�q is m onotonic,k;l(n) willalways contain a linear term in lso

that the linear term in k of
k;0 willalways be present. The evaluation ofthe explicit k

dependence of
k;0(n)is com plicated by the dependence introduced by Pk;l(q;n)which is

di�culttoanalyse.Thescaling property ofP k;l(q;n),equation (28),allowshowevertodraw

conclusion onthedependenceon n of
k;0(n).Theseconclusionswillbefurthercon�rm ed by

an Hartreeapproxim ation for� = 1 thatwillalso givesom eindication on thek dependence

ofthedispersion relation.

Them ethod isbased on theseparation ofthedependenceon land q of�q� �q+ l.If�q�

�q+ l= �(l)�(q)then k;l(n)= �(l)�k;l(n)where�k;l(n)=
P

qPk;l(q;n)�(q).Thedependence

on n of�k;l(n)can beextracted using equation (28),i.e.

�k;l(n)=

Z

dx�k;l(x)�(nx): (30)

In thecaseofa�niterangepotentialoftheform �q = e� q=qo wem aytake�(l)= 1� e� l=q0

and �(q)= e� q=qo thatin equation (30)m eansthatthe behaviourof�k;l(n)asn ! 1 is

related tothebehaviourof�k;l(x)asx ! 0 ascould beexpected sinceonly pairswith sm all

RAM contribute to the energy. Also note thatforl’ k=2 /
p
n allthe dependence on k

and n is in �k;l(n) since �(k=2) ’ 1. However the analysis of�k;l(x) as x ! 0 is a very

di�culttask.W ewillcircum ventthisdi�cultyintroducingtheHartreeapproxim ation inthe

following.A pointworth ofm ention hereisthatthebehaviourin n of
k;0(n)forshortrange

potentials depends on the properties ofthe ground state,i.e. on �k;l(x). No assum ption

on the form of�k;l(x) is instead necessary to extract the n dependence of
k;0(n) in the

case ofa long range potentialofthe form �q = q� a (here a = 1=2 would correspond to the

Coulom b potential).The separation oftheldependence from theq dependence ispossible

in this case using power expansion. The term lm willhave a coe�cient � m (q) / q� a� m

thatin equation (30)willgive a term ofthe orderofn� a� m . In the therm odynam ic lim it

the m = 1 term is dom inant and allthe others can be neglected even when l /
p
n.

The situation is then very sim ilar to that ofthe harm onic potentialsince �q � �q+ l can

be replaced by l
P

qPk;l(q;n)aq
� a� 1. The resulting spectrum 
k;0 willbe linear in k in a
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�rstapproxim ation. However,due to the additionaldependence on land k introduced by

Pk;l(q;n),the EW frequency could contain also higherpowersofk. The coe�cient ofthe

linearterm in 
k;0(n)willbeoftheorderofn
� a thatin equation (29)yieldsasound velocity

c� n1=2� a thatvanishesfora > 1=2.In realspace thism eansthatforpotentialvanishing

fasterthan 1=r,thatisfasterthan theCoulom b potential,thecontribution oftheinteraction

energy to theEW velocity iszero.

Letusnow turn to the Hartree approxim ation to the EW frequency. The derivation of

this approxim ation is presented in the appendix. Here we briey com m ent on its nature

beforeturning to thediscussion oftheresults.The�nalform ula can also beobtained from

equation (22) by replacing the pair ofoperators f
+

T+ k(q+ l)fT(q) with their com m utator

thathasa form sim ilarto S
+

k (see (15))ofa density excitation. The justi�cation forthis

isthatthe neglected term ,fT(q)f
+

T+ k(q+ l),triesto create pairswith TAM T + k on the

�lled Landau leveland thisisofcourse notpossible ifT + k � 2(n � 1). Since the term s

with T > 2(n � 1)ofequation (22)vanish on the � = 1 state (since fT(q)j 0(n)i� 0)the

neglected exchange term actsonly on the "Ferm isurface".Apartfrom this,thederivation

also m akesuse ofequation (9)and then the condition q � n isassum ed. The �nalresult

reads



H

k (n)=

1X

j= 1

 
k

n

! j
X

q

�q�
(j)
(q=n) (31)

The �rsttwo term s j = 1 and 2 term s were worked outexplicitly and their expansion in

powersof
q

q=n were found to contain only odd powers.Thedependence on q through the

ratio q=n stresses once again thatedge wave excitationsinvolve pairsofRAM ofordern.

Note that,fork /
p
n,the linearterm in k dom inateson allthe othersand thissuggests

thatthe asym ptotic spectrum islinear. Thism eansthatthe harm onic approxim ation for

theHartreepotentialisa good one18.

Since �(1)(y) /
p
y + O (y3=2), it is straightforward that for a �nite range potential



H

k (n)� kn� 3=2.Thisresultcoincideswith thepowerlaw behaviourfound by Stoneet.al.8

num erically.Ifcom bined with equation (30),itsuggeststhat�k;l(x)� x3=2 forx � 1.Note
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thatfora shortrange interaction also the possibility ofa �nite dispersion relation with a

long wavelength behaviourofthe type (k=
p
n)3 isruled outby equation (31). The above

m entioned resultsforalongrangepotentialarenicely recovered togetherwith thenum erical

result8 
k(n)� kn� 1=2 fortheCoulom b potential.M oreoverequation (31)providesafurther

indication forthe asym ptotic linearity ofthe dispersion relation forlong range potentials.

Finally thecoe�cientofthek 2 term ,thatrem ovesthedegeneration ofthelinearterm ,were

found to bepositiveso that,asconjectured by Stoneetal.8,theground statein thesector

L = Lo + M isactually S
+

M j 0(n)i.

In sum m ary ithasbeen shown thatform onotonicpotentialsedgewaveexcitationsnear

� = 1 are free bosonsasn ! 1 . The creation operatorsofedge excitationsare S
+

k . This

result is in som e sense a consequence ofthe com pleteness ofthe basis set created by S
+

k .

Every operatorthatraisesthe totalangularm om entum ofthe system can be expressed as

a sum ofcom binations ofS
+

k . This has been explicitly done forthe com m utator [Ĥ ;S
+

k ]

which turn outto havea dom inantcontribution,asn ! 1 ,proportionalto S
+

k .

ThebehaviouroftheEW spectrum hasbeen discussed forgeneralclassesofpotentials.

In particularthelong wavelength lim it,thatisrelated to then ! 1 lim itfork �
p
n,has

been explored in ageneralway using thefactthatpairswith aRAM ofordern areinvolved

in edge excitations. Thisstatem ent,thatrefersto the di�erence in the RAM distribution

oftheexcited statewith respectto thatoftheground state,isalso displayed in theresults

ofthe Hartree approxim ation,where again the dependence on the RAM q com esthrough

theratio q=n.Thefactthatm acroscopicquantum num bersareinvolved in edgeexcitations

supportsthe validity ofthe classicalhydrodynam icalpicture9. The specialrole played by

the harm onic �q = � q interaction and the result,from the Hartree approxim ation,that

theasym ptoticdispersion islinearin k,isalso rem iniscentofa classicalelasticresponse.In

som e sense thispotentialcom esoutnaturally in dealing with edge excitationsforany pair

interaction �q;the e�ective (n) being som e average of@q�q. The reason why this com es

out is essentially the sam e for which the single particle con�ning potential,com ing from

Coulom b interaction with nuclei,isusually m odeled by a harm onicone13;15;16;19;18.
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A �nalconsideration concerns the extension ofthese results to � = 1=m . Note that

equation (24) for the potential�q = � q is an exact result for any �. This form ula,as

equation (26),isa statem entaboutoperators.

Therearetwo basicconditionson theground statej 0(n)ithathavebeen used:

i) S
+

k provide an orthonorm albasis ofthe Hilbert space for L = Lo + M . The overlap

between di�erentstateshj1;:::;jm jk1;:::;kpivanishesasn
� 1.

ii) S
�

k annihilatetheground stateforany k:S
�

k j 0(n)i� 0.

Ifthesetwo conditionsaresatis�ed also by theLaughlin statethen thewholedescription of

EW presented for� = 1canbeapplied at� = 1=m .Actuallyifconditioni)holds,thesecond

one followsby a sim ple argum ent. Thisisbecause ifitwere notso also S
�
k would provide

low lying excitationsso thatthe ground state energy would nothave a cusp at� = 1=m .

Evidences forthe validity ofcondition i) for� = 1=m com e from the parton construction

ofthe Laughlin states2;9;12 and also from the result
h

Ĥ ;S
+

k

i

= 0 for the HC interaction.

These strongly suggestthatthe sam e picture outlined for� = 1 holdsfor� = 1=m . This

supports the idea19 that edge states at � = 1=m are in a 1 to 1 correspondence to edge

statesat� = 1.Anotherconsequence ofthisisthat,whiletheasym ptoticbehaviourofthe

EW spectrum isexpected to changefor�niterangepotentials,asitdoeschangefortheHC

potential,going from � = 1 to � = 1=m (here 
k � 0),the sam e behaviour is expected

forlong rangepotentials.Thisisbecausethepowerlaw behaviourof
k;0(n)on n depends

explicitly on thestructureoftheground stateonly in theform ercase.Theconclusion that

the Coulom b interaction gives contribution to the EW velocity while potentials vanishing

fasterasr! 1 do not,can then beextended to � = 1=m .
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A P P EN D IX :T H E H A RT R EE A P P R O X IM AT IO N

Thepairinteraction ham iltonian can beapproxim ated by a single particlepotentialfor

� = 1 using f
+

T (q)fT(q)= fT(q)f
+

T (q)�
h

fT(q);f
+

T (q)
i

.Ifonly thepartoff
+

T (q)fT(q)acting

on thelowestn � 1 orbitalsisconsidered the�rstterm can beneglected.Theham iltonian

then becom es V̂
H

=
P

u< n eu(n)c
+
u cu wheretheenergy oftheorbitalu isgiven by

eu(n)=
X

T;q

�q2b
2

T(u;q)

thesum son T and qrun on allthevaluesconsistentwith u < n and T � u < n fortheabove

m entioned restriction. This single particle potentialyields indeed the exact value (16)of

the� = 1 interaction energy.Thecom m utatorwith S
+

k iseasily carried outwith theresult

h

V̂
H

;S
+

k

i

= �
X

m

[em (n)� em + k(n)]

s

(m + k)!

m !
c
+

m + kcm :

This can be approxim ated by � 

H

k (n)S
+

k by taking out ofthe sum the value ofem (n)�

em + k(n)form = n � 1 on the"Ferm isurface".In otherwords

H

k (n)isthegain in energy

ifone electron on the outerorbitalisraised by k unitsofangularm om entum . The result

can becastin theform 

H

k (n)=
P

q�q�k(q;n)where

�k(q;n)= 2

2(n� 1)X

T= q

h

b
2

T(n � 1;q)� b
2

T+ k(n � 1+ k;q)
i

:

This expression can be evaluated using the variable x = (n � 1 � T=2)=

q

T=2 and the

asym ptoticform ofbT(u;q)equation (9).Thesum on T can bechanged into an integralin

dx whose upperlim itcan be taken to by 1 forq � T / n (thisisalso the condition for

thevalidity of(9)).Aftersom ealgebra �k(q;n)takestheform

r
n

�

Z 1

0

J(y)
h

�
2

q(
p
ny)� A(y;g)�

2

q

�p
nC(y;g)

�i

dy
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where J(y)dy,A(y;g) and C(y;g) are the expressions of
q

2=(nT)dT,
q

T=(T + k) and

(n� 1+ k=2� T=2)=
q

n(T + k)=2respectively in thevariablesy = x=
p
n and g = k=n.Note

thatA(y;0)= 1 and C(y;0)= y. Nextthe integrand isexpanded in powersofg and the

term scontaining derivatives of�2q(x)are integrated by parts. The �nalresultisequation

(31)where

�
(j)
(q=n)=

Z
1

0

Fj

 
x
p
n

!

�
2

q(x)dx:

The dependence on q=n ofthe above expression com es from the fact that �2q(x) falls o�

rapidly for x >
p
q. The cases j = 1 and 2 were worked out explicitly with the result

F1(y)= y� 3

8
y3 + 15

128
y5 � 35

1024
y7 + :::and F2(y)=

3

4
y� 15

32
y3 + 105

1024
y5 � 315

4096
y7 + :::.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Plot ofthe distribution ofrelative angular m om entum ,N (q) =
P

T N T(q),for a 6

ferm ion system ate�ective �lling 1=3. Ltot is the totalangular m om entum ,m m ax isthe highest

Landau orbitalconsidered. Linesare drawn only forguiding eyes. The fulldots(�)refersto the

exactground state,open dots(�)to the m = 3 Laughlin state while the squares(2)refersto the

state builtwith three paircreation operatorsofhighestrelative angularm om entum .

FIG .2. Plot ofthe distributions �k;l(q=n) = nPk;l(q;n) for n = 30;40,k = 8 and alleven

valuesl= 2;4;6 and 8.
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TABLES

k hkj coi hkj hoi hkj xoi

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. O verlap between the state hkjand the ground statesofthe Coulom b (j coi),ofthe

hard core (j hoi)and ofthe potential�
x
q (j 

x
oi)de�ned in thetext.In thelastline j 

x
oiisthe�rst

excited state ofthelatterpotentialfork = 7.
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