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Abstract

W e study the transition between sharp and sm ooth density distributionsat

the edges ofQ uantum HallLiquidsin the presence ofinteractions. W e �nd

that,for strong con�ning potentials,the edge ofa � = 1 liquid is described

by the ZF = 1 Ferm iLiquid theory,even in the presence ofinteractions,a

consequence ofthe chiralnature ofthe system . W hen the edge con�ning

potentialis decreased beyond a point,the edge undergoes a reconstruction

and electrons start to deposit a distance � 2 m agnetic lengths away from

the initialQ H Liquid. W ithin the Hartree-Fock approxim ation,a new pair

ofbranchesofgaplessedge excitations isgenerated afterthe transition. W e

show thatthe transition iscontrolled by the balance between a long-ranged

repulsive Hartree term and a short-ranged attractive exchange term . Such

transition also occursfor Q uantum Dots in the Q uantum HallRegim e,and

should be observable in resonanttunneling experim ents. Electron tunneling

into the reconstructed edge isalso discussed.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

In FractionalQuantum Hall(FQH)statesthereareno bulk gaplessexcitations;theonly

gapless m odes are edge states,which are responsible for non-trivialtransport properties

at low tem peratures. Edge states arise naturally in realsam ples,as the two dim ensional

electron gas(2DEG)iscon�ned ina�niteregion.Them annerin which the2DEG iscon�ned

determ ines the structure ofthe electronic density on the borders ofthe sam ple,and rich

structuresm ay appear. Forsm ooth edges,stripsofcom pressible and incom pressible FQH

statesm aybeform ed [1,2].Thestructureofthesesm ooth edgeshavebeen studied m ainlyby

focusing on theelectronic density distribution atlargelength scales,where itisreasonable

to usea sem i-classicalapproach [2{4].Thisapproach consistsin assum ing thattheelectron

density n variesslowly enough,so thatonecan usebulk valuesfortheinternalenergy u(n),

which hascusps forn corresponding to fractional�lling factors. An im proved calculation

using Hartree-Fock approxim ation wasdone in Ref.[5]at�nite tem perature,which agrees

very wellwith theelectrostaticcalculation [4].

In the opposite extrem e,the electron density varies sharply at the edge,and there is

no room forthe form ation ofincom pressible strips. The sharp edge ofthe � = 1 state is

described by a 1D (chiral)Ferm iLiquid,in which the occupation in the m om entum space

has a sharp drop at the Ferm im om entum . This sharp drop in the m om entum space is

related to thefastdrop oftheelectron density neartheedge.

Onenaturally questionshow thesharp edgepictureevolvesintothesm ooth edgepicture

asthe edge potentialbecom essm oother. Asan interacting 1D system ,the Ferm iedge of

the� = 1 statem ay have thefollowing possible singularitiesdisplayed in Figure1,such as

a Ferm iLiquid singularity,with a ZF = 1 discontinuity (Fig.1a)ora renorm alized ZF < 1

discontinuity (Fig.1b),oraLuttingerLiquid singularity (Fig.1c).Onescenario isthatthe

sharp edgeand thesm ooth edgeareconnected by thedistributionsin Fig.1b orFig.1c.As

the edge potentialbecom essm oother,the occupation distributionsin Fig. 1b and Fig. 1c

alsogetsm oother.Accordingtothispicture,thesm ooth edgeofthe� = 1statecontainsone
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branch ofgaplessedgeexcitationswhich isdescribed by a renorm alized Ferm iLiquid.The

sm ootherthe edge,the strongerthe renorm alization. However,the calculationspresented

in thispapersuggesta new scenario forsom enaturalcon�ning potentials.W e�nd thatthe

chiralnatureofthisonedim ensionalsystem play an im portantrolein determ ining theform

ofthe singularity. Due to the chirality,the ZF = 1 edge isvery stable. Fig. 1a correctly

describes the edge structure for a range ofedge potentials even for interacting electrons.

However,asthe edge potentialissm oothened beyond a certain point,the edge undergoes

a reconstruction. A pairofedge branchesm oving in opposite directionsisgenerated,and

theoccupation distribution in Fig.1a changesinto theonein Fig.2,which containsthree

Ferm ipoints. The occupation hnkihasalgebraic singularitiesatthese Ferm ipoints. This

new scenario hasreceived som esupportfrom exactcalculationson sm allsystem s.

In thispaperwefocuson thestructureoftheelectronicoccupation density distribution

atthe boundary ofa � = 1 liquid in the presence ofinteractions. W e work with a Hilbert

spacerestricted to the�rstLandau level,and in them ain partofthepaperweassum ethat

the spinsare fully polarized. The dropletiscon�ned by itsinteraction with an underlying

positivebackground (oneway tointroduceacon�ning potential).Thepaperisorganized as

follows. In section IIwe introduce the 1D interacting version forthe problem ,and discuss

the im portance ofchirality in determ ining the structure ofthe edge singularity. In section

IIIwe present exact num ericalresults for sm allsystem s,which support the picture that,

beforea discontinuoustransition occurs,thechiraledgesystem isreasonably welldescribed

within theHartree-Fock approxim ation.In section IV westudy thee�ectsofthistransition

forQuantum Dots,including possible experim entally observable e�ects.Finally,in section

V weinvestigatetheconsequencesofthetransition on thedynam icsofedgeexcitations,and

in section VItheconsequencesto electron tunneling into thereconstructed edges.
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II.T H E 1D IN T ER A C T IN G M O D EL A N D C O N SEQ U EN C ES O F C H IR A LIT Y

A system ofinteracting particlesin a 2-D QH dropletcan bem apped into a onedim en-

sionalproblem by enum erating the single particle wavefunctions ofthe �rstLandau level.

TheHam iltonian oftheinteracting theory is

H =
X

�;�0

��;�0 c
y

�c�0 +
X

�1;�2;�3;�4

V�1;�2;�3;�4 c
y

�1
c�2c

y

�3
c�4 ; (1)

where

��;�0 =

Z

dx
2

1
dx

2

2
�(~x1)V (j~x1 � ~x2j)�

�
�(~x2)��0(~x2)

V�1;�2;�3;�4 =
1

2

Z

dx
2

1dx
2

2�
�
�1
(~x1)��2(~x1)V (j~x1 � ~x2j)�

�
�3
(~x2)��4(~x2) :

Thedispersion ��;�0 isdeterm ined by a background charge�(~x),which weuseto controlthe

con�ning potential.The��’sarethesingleparticlewavefunctions,labeled by thequantum

num ber �. For exam ple, in the sym m etric gauge,� stands for the angular m om entum

quantum num ber m ,with �m (x;y) =
1p
�

zmp
m !
e� jzj

2=2 and z =
x+ iy
p
2
(throughout the paper

we work in unitsofm agnetic length lB = 1). The wavepacket�m iscentered in a circle of

radiusR =
p
2m .In theLandau gauge,� denotesthelinearm om entum in thex direction

kx,with �kx(x;y)=
1

(
p
�L)1=2

eikxxe� (y� kx)
2=2,and the wavepacket �kx iscentered aty = kx

(L isthesizeofa system subjectto periodicboundary conditions).

Let us consider for now backgrounds �(~x) that are invariant under certain sym m etry

transform ations,such asrotations(ifwearestudyingacirculardroplet,usingthesym m etric

gauge)ortranslationsalongthex direction (ifwearestudyingalongstrip,usingtheLandau

gauge). In thiscase we have ��;�0 = �� ��;�0. Im puritiesbreak such sym m etries,and their

e�ectwillbe considered laterin the paper. Because the interaction V (j~x1 � ~x2j)depends

only on the distance between ~x1 and ~x1,it is also invariant under these sym m etries,and

thuswecan rewritetheHam iltonian as

H =
X

�

��c
y

�c� +
X

�;�;�0

V (�;�;�0)c
y

�+ �c�c
y

�0c�0+ � : (2)
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Itisthis1D interacting m odelthatwillbethebasisofourstudy ofthe� = 1 droplet.The

question wewanttoaddressishow todeterm inetheground stateoccupation num berhc
y

�c�i

forthistheory.

W ithout loss ofgenerality,let us focus now on the problem ofa strip with length L

and periodic boundary conditions (equivalently,a cylinder ofcircum ference L),using the

Landau gauge. The QH Fluid lieson the surface ofthe cylinder,between itsleft(L)and

right(R)boundaries(seeFig.3).

In a typical1D interacting theory wehavenon-Ferm iLiquid behavior;theFerm idiscon-

tinuity isdestroyed by the interactions,and the system isbetterdescribed asa Luttinger

Liquid. Notice,however,that the Ham iltonian in Eq. (2) has a peculiar di�erence from

theusual1D Ham iltonian ofan interacting system in thesensethatthee�ectivescattering

potentialV depends notonly in the m om entum transfered �,but also in the m om entum

con�guration (i.e.,� and �0)ofthe scattered particles. The Luttinger Liquid behavior is

caused by the coupling between particle-hole excitationsin the two distinctFerm ipoints.

Now,foroursystem described in Eq. (2),the two Ferm ipointscorrespond to �L and �R,

at the two boundaries ofour droplet. These two points are spatially separated,and the

m atrix elem entsforcoupled particle-holeexcitationsnearthesepointsshould go to zero as

thedistancebetween theboundariesisincreased.In thelim itofin�niteseparation,thetwo

edges are decoupled,and we can describe the system as containing two di�erent types of

ferm ions,R and L,with oneFerm ipointeach.M oreprecisely,wecan describetheparticles

asbeing in a Diracsea thatis�lled aswe m ove inwardsto thebulk.Indeed,in topologies

such asa sim ply connected droplet,like a disk,we only have one boundary,and the Dirac

sea description isexact.Such theoriesfallwithin whatwecall\ChiralLuttingerLiquids".

The1D chiraltheoryhasaspecialpropertythattheoccupationdistributionoftheground

statecan havea Ferm idiscontinuity (Ferm iLiquid)even in the presenceofinteractions.In

fact,for certain values ofinteraction strength and single particle dispersion,the ground

state m ay have a perfectFerm idistribution with ZF = 1! Thisisbecause the m om entum

occupation with ZF = 1 isalways an eigenstate ofthe interacting Ham iltonian (2)in the
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lim itofin�nitely separated edges. Thisiseasierseen in the �lled Dirac sea description of

the L and R ferm ions. Take,forexam ple,the R branch,forwhich the unique m inim um

totalm om entum eigenstateistheonethathasallsingleparticlelevelstotheleftoftheedge

occupied. Because totalm om entum com m uteswith the Ham iltonian,and thisstate isthe

only onewith m inim um totalm om entum ,itm ustalso be an eigenstate ofenergy,possibly

the ground state forsom e edge potential. Notice thatthe occupation distribution ofthis

state correspondsexactly to a ZF = 1 Ferm iLiquid occupation. One should contrastthis

case with a non-chiral1D system ,where clearly theFerm igasdistribution isan eigenstate

ofzero totalm om entum ,butitisnotthe only one,and thusnotnecessarily an eigenstate

ofenergy.Again,chirality playsa key role.

Thenextstep isto understand how theoccupation distribution evolvesaswesm oothen

the con�ning potential. One way to assem ble a sharp distribution isby sim ply laying the

electron gason top ofa sim ilarly sharp positively charged background,and oneway to try

to destroy thissharp distribution isto sm oothen the positive background. Notice thatthe

perturbation we include by changing the background is not in the form ofan additional

interaction between the particles,but ofa change in the one particle dispersion ��. W e

willshow that the occupation distribution has the tendency to rem ain sharp, due to a

balance between a repulsive long range Hartree term and an attractive short range Fock

term ,and also due to the specialstability ofthe ZF = 1 chiralFerm iLiquid. The sharp

distribution eventually becom esunstable,and the Ferm isurface isdestroyed,asa lum p of

particles detach and form two m ore edges which destroy the chirality. W e willshow that

the Hartree-Fock approxim ation seem s to contain the relevantingredientsto describe this

transition.

III.EX A C T R ESU LT S FO R SM A LL SY ST EM S

In the Landau gauge,the dispersion due to the background charge, and the m atrix

elem entsV in Eq.(2)fortheCoulom b interaction aregiven,respectively,by:
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�k =
e2

�

Z 1

� 1

dy
0
�(y0)

Z 1

� 1

dy
e� (y� k+ y

0)2

p
�

ln y
2 (3)

and

V (q;�k)=
e2

�

1

L

e� q
2=2

p
2�

Z
1

� 1

dy e
� (y� �k) 2=2

K 0(qy) (4)

where e isthe electron charge,� isthe dielectric constant,q isthe m om entum transfer(�

in Eq.(2)),�k = k� k0,� isthepositivebackground density,and K 0 isa m odi�ed Bessel

function.Noticethate2=�lB (ore2=�,asweuseunitsoflB = 1)isthenaturalenergy scale

in the problem . In particular,the Hartree-Fock e�ective two body potentialbetween two

particleswith m om enta k1 and k2 isgiven by

VH F (k1;k2)= VH (jk1 � k2j)+ Vex(jk1 � k2j) (5)

where the Hartree and exchange term sare obtained from Eq. (4)by setting q ! 0,�k =

k1 � k2 and q= k1 � k2,�k = 0 respectively (with a factorof� 1 fortheexchange):

VH (jk1 � k2j)= �
1

2L

e2

�

Z 1

� 1

dy
e� (y� k1+ k2)

2=2

p
2�

lny2 (6)

Vex(jk1 � k2j)= �
1

2L

e2

�
e
� (

k1� k2
2

)2

K 0

 

(
k1 � k2

2
)2
!

:

W e have subtract a logarithm ic divergence from the Hartree term (� lnqjq! 0), that is

independent ofk1 and k2,and thus sim ply contributes to a constant in the energy. The

Hartree contribution to the e�ective two body potential,VH ,isrepulsive and long-ranged,

whereastheonefrom exchange,Vex,isattractiveand short-ranged.W ewillshow thatitisa

balancebetween thesetwoe�ectiveinteractionsthatcontrolstheshortlength scalebehavior

ofthedensity distribution.

W ewillproceed by �rstpresenting exactnum ericalresultsfora sm allsystem ,and then

using these results to justify a picture thatthe shortlength scale behavior ofthe density

distribution iscontrolled by theHartree-Fock term s.

W estudy theedgestructureofasystem thatwedivideinto \edge"and \bulk" electrons

(SeeFig.4).W econsiderjustoneedge,say,theR edge,and assum ethe\bulk" extendsto
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in�nity in theoppositedirection.Theoccupation ofthe\bulk"levelsis�xed tobe1.Doing

so,wecan concentrateallthecom putationson the\edge",asthee�ectof\bulk" electrons

issim ply reduced to a contribution to the one particle dispersion ofthe \edge" electrons.

Such division presentsno harm ,aslong astheedgeexcitationsunderconsideration do not

changethe\bulk" occupation.

Considera strip geom etry with L = 20 lB and periodicboundary conditions(cylinder).

The \edge" iscom posed of10 electronsin 20 single particle states. W e startwith a sharp

background,and sm oothen itby changing thewidth w in which thedensity dropsfrom the

bulk value (� = 1=2�,for� = 1)to zero (see Fig. 5). The \bulk" electronscontribute to

an additionalterm in thedispersion.Thee�ectofadding a variation in thepositivecharge

density over a length scale w can be thought ofas sim ply superim posing a dipole to the

e�ective edgepotentialfora sharp edge,asshown in Fig.5.

Fig. 6 displaysthe energy levelsfordi�erenttotalm om entum K ofthe edge electrons

(thesites,num bered from 1 to 20,areassigned k = 0 to 19).Forw < 8 lB theground state

hasK = 45,i.e.,allthe electronsare packed up to one side and the edge isdescribed by

theZF = 1 Ferm iliquid.Forw = 9 lB theground stateisno longerthesharp con�guration

with m inim um K = 45,buthasm oved to a con�guration with K = 60 (see Fig. 7). The

occupation num berdistribution isshown in Fig.8forw = 9and 10lB .Noticetheform ation

ofa lum p ofelectronsdistant� 2 lB from the bulk (forL = 20,�k = 1 correspondsto a

distance2�=L � 0:314 lB ).

Theexactcalculation fora sm allsystem seem sto indicatethatthesharp edgeisrobust

againstthesm oothening ofthebackground charge,up toapointwherethereisatransition,

and the density redistributes. W e willshow that the robustness ofthe sharp edge is a

consequence ofthe attractive exchange,thattentsto keep the edgepacked. Eventually,as

the strength ofthe dipole resulting from the sm oothening ofthe background isincreased,

theshortrangeattraction duetoexchangecan nolongersustain theedgesharp,and alum p

oftheelectronssplitsand form sa\puddle"nearthem inim um ofthee�ectivepotentialseen

by theQH Liquid.Let’sillustratethepointaboveby calculatingthee�ectivesingleparticle
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energy within theHartree-Fock approxim ation forthedistribution thathasoccupied levels

forallnegative m om enta,i.e.,a sharp R edge (we have centered thecoordinatesystem on

theedge).

�(k)= �k + �H (k)+ �ex(k); (7)

where

�k =
e2

�

Z 1

� 1

dy
0
�(y0)

Z 1

� 1

dy
e� (y� k+ y

0)2

p
�

ln y
2

�H (k)= �
e2

�

Z
0

� 1

dk0

2�

Z 1

� 1

dy
e� (y� k+ k

0)2=2

p
2�

ln y
2

�ex(k)= �
e2

�

Z
0

� 1

dk0

2�
e
� (

k� k
0

2
)2

K 0

 

(
k� k0

2
)2
!

:

Oneshould notice thatthe electronic occupation num bernk = hc
y

kckidi�ersfrom the elec-

tronic charge density n(y)= hcy(y)c(y)i. The laterisobtained from the form erby a con-

volution with a Gaussian ofvariance �2 = 1=2 (the single levelcharge distribution). W ith

thisin m ind,one can show thatthe background density thatcancelsthe electronic charge

density is exactly the one that m akes �k + �H (k) = 0,as it should be expect. A sharp

background charge distribution as shown in Fig. 5 m akes a sharp electronic occupation

distribution even m orestable,aswehavean extra dipoleterm ,resulting from thedi�erence

between a sharp positive charge background and the electronic charge density ofa sharp

occupation distribution,and which favorsthelevelswith negativek to rem ain occupied.

As we change the background con�guration, we alter the one particle dispersion �k.

Forthe stability ofthisedge itisnecessary thatthe e�ective single particle energy ofany

unoccupied levelbe higherthan the one ofany occupied level. Fig. 9 shows the e�ective

single particle energy forunoccupied levels fordi�erentvalues ofthe param eterw,which

m easuresthe width which ittakesthe background to decrease from itsbulk value to zero.

Thepotentialobtained forw = 0 lB isprim arily dueto theexchangeterm ,which stabilizes

a sharp edge. The exchange potentialisshortranged,reaching zero within � 1:5� 2 lB ;

the overshootforw = 0 lB isdue to the dipole which resultsfrom the di�erence between
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a sharp positivechargebackground and theelectronicchargedensity ofa sharp occupation

distribution,asm entioned previously,whosecontribution decaystozeroas1=jkjforlargejkj.

Forw � 11 lB thecondition forstability isviolated (thehighervalueforthew thatm arks

thetransition,ascom pared tothesm allsystem result,can beregarded asduetoa�nitesize

e�ect,totheHartree-Fockapproxim ation,ortoboth).Itisthen m oreadvantageoustom ove

electronsto the m inim um �(k)locations. A sim ple picture isthatparticlesstartto escape

from thesharp edgeand startto depositata distanceoforder� 2 lB away from theinitial

boundary.Thisseparated lum p bringsin two new boundariesinto theproblem .Thesenew

boundariesbreak ourpreviouschiralgeom etry,aswe now have three Ferm ipoints�nitely

separated.ThethreeFerm ipointsdescribetwo right-m oving branchesand oneleft-m oving

branch ofedgeexcitations.From thispointon oneshould expectthattheinteractionswill

destroy theFerm iLiquid singularities,and wewillhavethreeLuttingersingularities.

Notice thatwe said the necessary condition forthe stability ofthe sharp edge is that

�(k)belargerforunoccupied statesthan foroccupied states.Butwehavenotyetargued it

issu�cient.Itispossiblethateven ifthiscondition issatis�ed onecan havea ground state

forthe interacting problem di�erent than the sharp edge,asthe energy could be lowered

by rearranging m any particles. W orse,itispossible thatthe hopping term s,which couple

di�erent states in con�guration space (and are not included within Hartree-Fock),would

com pletely m odify the picture. In particular,the Hartree-Fock approxim ation does not

allow the distributionsin Fig. 1b and Fig.1c. Therefore,we cannotuse the Hartree-Fock

calculation alone to judge which ofthe distributionsin Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 isrealized after

the transition. However,the exact diagonalization results forsm allsystem s thatwe have

presented support the picture described in Fig. 2. This suggests the transition ism ainly

controlled by Hartree-Fock term s,and thattheconclusionsdepicted from thesingleparticle

potentialobtained within Hartree-Fockseem tobequalitativelycorrect.Certainlywecannot

ruleoutthepossibility thatFig.1b and Fig.1cm ightberealized forsom eotherinteraction

and edgepotential.

To �nalize this section,we present in Fig. 10 the spectrum and occupation num bers

10



calculated forthe sm allsystem with w = 10 lB ,butnow within the Hartree-Fock approx-

im ation (the hopping or o�-diagonalelem ents were suppressed). Com pare the spectrum

to the exact diagonalization for w = 10lB displayed in Fig. 7. The occupation num bers

in the Hartree-Fock approxim ation suggest the separation ofpartofthe density from the

m ain uid,and theappearanceoftwo m oresingularities.Thehopping elem entswould take

chargein redistributing thedensity,m odifying theform ofthesingularity.

IV .T H E ED G E R EC O N ST R U C T IO N FO R Q U A N T U M D O T S

The e�ect we describe in this paper is not particular to large system s. In fact,the

exactresultsforsm allsystem s,which weused to supporttheHartree-Fock picture,directly

indicate thatthe transition occursfor�nite system s. The edge density redistribution isa

consequenceofthebalancebetween thecon�ning potential,therepulsiveHartreeterm ,and

theshort-ranged exchange,allofthesepresentregardlessofthesizeofthesystem .

Quantum Dotsare innately interesting system sforobserving thistransition. To begin

with,because thenum berofelectronsissm all,theredistribution willinvolve a substantial

partofthe totalnum berofparticlesin the dot,which can then be considered notsim ply

an edge e�ect,but,in a way,a bulk e�ect as well. Secondly, experim ents on resonant

tunnelingintoQuantum Dotsin theFQH regim eshould besensitivetoatransition involving

a redistribution oftheparticledensity,both because theenergiesofadding oneelectron to

thedoton both sidesofthetransition should di�er(which can bem easured by theposition

oftheresonantpeaks),and becausea changein thesizeofthedotwillchangethecoupling

to the probe leads as well. Third,the transition can be driven by altering the con�ning

potential,eitherchanging thevoltageon a back-gate,orchanging them agnetic�eld (which

variestheradiioftheorbits,and consequently thepotentialseen by each orbit).

In thissection westudysom eoftheconsequencesofthetransition asapplied toQuantum

Dots. W e study system s with totalnum ber of particles up to N p = 70. W e willuse

only the Hartree-Fock m atrix elem ents,because both the system is not sm allenough for
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exactdiagonalization,and theHartree-Fock approxim ation seem ed to contain theessential

elem entsto describethetransition.

The energy eigenstatesofthe Ham iltonian in Eq. (2)are also eigenstatesoftotalm o-

m entum .Thetrueground stateisa superposition ofdi�erentoccupation num berstatesin

Fock space,allofthem with thesam etotalm om entum .W ewillcallhopping elem entsthe

term sin theHam iltonian thatcoupledi�erentstatesin Fock space.TheHartreeand Fock

term scouple a con�guration in Fock space to itself. W ithin Hartree-Fock,i.e.,neglecting

thehoppingterm sin theHam iltonian,any occupation num berstateisan energy eigenstate.

Finding the ground state is then equivalent to determ ining the con�guration ofparticles

thatm inim izes a classicalenergy function. Notice thatwithin Hartree-Fock allhc
y

�c�iare

equalto either0 or1.

W e focus on a disk geom etry, which is m ore appropriate for describing a dot. The

singleparticlestatesarelabelled by theangularm om entum quantum num ber.Them atrix

elem entsaregiven by

Vm 1;m 2;m 3;m 4 = hm 1 m 3ĵV jm 2 m 4i; (8)

where the state jm m 0istandsfora particle in the levellabelled by m ,and anotherin the

levelm 0 (hz1;z2jm m 0i= �m ;m 0(z1;z2)=
1p
�

zm
1
zm

0

2p
m ! m 0!

e�
jz1j

2
+ jz2j

2

2 ,with z1;2 =
x1;2+ iy1;2p

2
). The

m atrix elem entsin the classicalenergy function thatcouple statesm and m 0 are obtained

from theHartreeand Fock term s:

V
H F
m ;m 0 = Vm ;m ;m 0;m 0 � Vm 0;m ;m ;m 0 : (9)

To obtain these coe�cients it is easier to work in a basis in which V̂ is diagonal. The

jl;ni basis, in which hz1;z2jl;ni = 1p
�

zn
+
zl
�p

n! l!
e�

jz+ j
2
+ jz� j

2

2 , where z� = z1� z2p
2
, is such that

hl;nĵV jl0;n0i= V (l)�l;l0 �n;n0.FortheCoulom b interaction wehave

V (l)=
1

2

e2

� lB

Z
dz2

+
dz2�

�2

1

2jz� j

jz+ j
2njz� j

2l

n!l!
e
� jz+ j

2

e
� jz� j

2

(10)

=
e2

� lB

1

4

�(l+ 1=2)

�(l+ 1)
:
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TheHartreeand exchangeterm sareobtained,respectively,using

hm m
0ĵV jm m

0i=
X

l;n

V (l)jhm m
0jl;nij2 (11)

and

hm m
0ĵV jm 0

m i=
X

l;n

(� 1)l V (l)jhm m
0jl;nij2 : (12)

The con�ning potentialisassum ed to be parabolic,�(r)= 1

2
kr2,with r the distance from

thecenterofthedot,and k thestrength ofthecon�ning potential.Itisconvenientto write

k = �0
e2

�lB
l
� 2
B ,so that�0 isa dim ensionless param eter,m aintaining e

2=�lB and lB asour,

respectively,energy and length units.Thesingleparticledispersion isgiven by

�m =
1

2
�0

e2

� lB

Z
dz2

�
2jzj2

jzj2m

m !
e
� jzj2 (13)

= �0
e2

� lB

�(m + 2)

�(m + 1)
= �0

e2

� lB
(m + 1):

Theenergy function thatm ustbem inim ized is

E =
X

m

�m nm +
X

m ;m 0

V
H F
m ;m 0 nm n

0
m ; (14)

where the nm ’s are 0 or1,constrained to
P
nm = N p,the totalnum ber ofparticles. W e

obtained num erically V H F
m ;m 0 forthe �rst 80 levels (0 � m ;m0 � 79),and searched forthe

m inim um ofE fordi�erentvaluesofN p and�0.W e�ndthat,dependingontheseparam eters,

them inim um energy con�guration switchesfrom a com pacted to a separated droplet.

In Fig.11wedisplay theoccupation oftheorbitsasfunction of�0 forN p = 60(occupied

orbitsare displayed in black,and unoccupied onesin white). Forstrong con�ning poten-

tialsthe occupied levelsare the oneswith m inim um angularm om entum . Asthe con�ning

strength is decreased,there is a transition,and unoccupied levels inside the dot appear.

Afterthetransition,hopping elem entsbecom eim portant,and takechargein redistributing

theoccupation,which can then havepartially �lled levels.Fig.12displaystheorbitaloccu-

pation for�xed �0,with N p varying from 70to30electrons,wherethereisalsoatransition,

with a separated dropletforsm allersystem s.
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W ewould liketo pointoutthattheexchangeterm isofkey im portancein orderto have

a com pacted dotsolution. Notice thatwe have assum ed thatoccupation isnon-zero only

forthe�rstLandau level,and thatthespinsarefully polarized.Onecould arguethatthese

assum ptions alone can lead to a com pacted drop,as a strong enough con�ning potential

can alwaysbechosen such thattheground stateisthem inim um totalangularm om entum

solution even ifone take only the repulsive Hartree term . Thiswould be possible because

theparticleswould besqueezed to thecenter,withoutbeing ableto occupy higherLandau

levels,or ip spin (see Fig. 13,where we repeat the calculation for Fig. 11 without the

exchangeterm ).In reality,asweincreasethecon�ning potential,therearetwo m echanism s

which tend to lowerthetotalenergy ofthedot,oneby com pacting theparticlesto thelow

angularm om entum orbitsin the �rstLandau level,with polarized spins,and the otherby

m oving particlesto a higherLandau leveloroppositespin polarization state.By increasing

thecon�ning potentialweenhanceboth ofthesee�ects.Therefore,in orderto havea � = 1

com pacted dotwem usthavea window of�0 thatallowstotally packed dotswith no higher

Landau leveloccupation. It is here that exchange com es in play,providing an attractive

interaction thatlowersthebound on �0 tohaveacom pacted dot,which opensthatwindow.

Theideasabovecan beexpressed quantitatively.Thelowerbound on �0,i.e.,them in-

im um con�ning strength necessary to keep an N p-particle dotcom pacted,can be obtained

as follows. W ithin the Hartree approxim ation,�m in
0

is obtained from the condition that

the netelectric �eld on the edge ofthedotdue to the electronsjustbalancesthe �eld due

to the con�ning potential. The radial�eld due to the electrons diverges logarithm icaly,

E r /
e

�l2
B

ln(R=�c),where R is the radius ofthe droplet,and �c is an ultraviolet cut-o�

length scale. The �eld due to the con�ning potentialisE r = � e

�l2
B

�0R=lB ,so we �nd that

�m in
0

/ N � 1=2
p ln(

N p

�2c=2l
2

B

). Indeed,thisdependence of�0 on N p �tsvery wellthe num erical

resultsobtained when theexchangeterm isom itted (Hartreeapproxim ation),wherewe�nd

�m in
0 � 0:118N� 1=2

p ln(
N p

0:16
)(see Fig. 14a). W e �nd thata sim ilarfunction dependance on

N p reasonably �tstheresultsobtained within Hartree-Fock,with �
m in
0

� 0:083N� 1=2
p ln(

N p

0:21
)

forourrangeofN p (Fig.14b).Notice thattheattractive exchange term hasthetendency
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to keep thedotcom pated,lowering thevalueof�m in
0

.

The upperbound on �0 can be obtained by estim ating the energy decrease ofm oving

one particle from the edge to the center. The electrostatic energy ofa disk ofradius R

and density �0 =
e

2� l2
B

isEdisk =
e2

�lB

2

3�
(R=lB )

3,which givesan estim atefortheelectrostatic

energy ofadding one electron to the edge ofthe dotof�Eedge =
e2

�lB

2
p
2

�

q

N p. The electro-

static energy costofadding an electron to the center ofthe disk is�Ecenter =
e2

�lB

p
2
q

N p.

The total decrease in energy of m oving one particle from the edge to the center is

�E = e2

�lB

�

�0N p �
�� 2

�

p
2
q

N p

�

, which has to be < �h!c (or < EZ eem an) if we want to

have occupation solely in the �rst Landau level (or with polarized spins). So we �nd

�m ax
0

� �� 2

�

p
2N � 1=2

p + �h!c
e2=�lB

(or EZ eem an

e2=�lB
)N � 1

p . The last term contains the ratio between

the cyclotron (or Zeem an) and Coulom b energies. The condition for a com pacted dot is

�m in
0 < �0 < �m ax

0 . For GaAs �h!c
e2=�lB

� 0:4
p
B ,with B the m agnetic �eld in Tesla. So

forreasonable valuesofB and N p in a dot,the term N � 1=2
p in �m ax

0 isthe dom inantone,

which constrains the m axim um possible N p to the one that m akes �m in
0

� �m ax
0

,which

gives N m ax
p � 106. Ifwe use the value for�m in

0
given by the Hartree term alone we �nd

N m ax
p � 12.Although these valuesarerough estim ates,they should m ake itclearthatthe

attractive exchange term playsa m ajorrole in opening up a window in �0 forwhich there

isa com pacted dotsolution.

W ehavealsoperform ed theHartree-Fock calculation forspin 1/2electronswith Zeem an

energy EZ eem an ! 0+ (sim ply to break thedegeneracy between thetwo spin polarized con-

�gurations).Forlargecon�ning potentials,both spin up and down electronsform com pact

dropletsof�lling fraction � = 1.Howeverthedropletof,say,spin down electronsissm aller,

and theelectronsneartheedgeform a ferrom agneticstateaspointed outin Ref.[6].Aswe

decrease�0,theseparation between thespin-up edgeand thespin-down edgeincreases.At

even sm aller�0 thespin-down electronsnon-longerform a com pactdropletwhich m aybea

sign ofFQH states.As�0 decreasesbelow �s � 0:53N� 1=2
p + 0:49N � 1

p ,alltheelectronsare

spin polarized (thecoe�cientin N � 1=2
p isapproxim atly thesam eobtained from theelectro-
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static consideration,and the one in N � 1
p showsthe tendency ofexchange to align spinsas

an e�ective Zeem an energy).Thusfor�m in
0

< �0 < �s,the electronsform a spin polarized

com pactdroplet.Theexchangeterm tendsto align thespins,increasing furtherthesizeof

thewindow of�0’ssuch thatthedrop iscom pact.

The nextquestion ishow to experim entally obtain a value for�0 thatfallswithin the

window above. In order to m ake the connection to realsam ples, we use the parabolic

con�ning potentialin Ref.[7]. There they use Vext(r) =
1

2
m �!2r2,with m � the e�ective

electron m assin GaAs,and �h! = 1:6m eV forthe particulardevice. The relation between

ourdim ensionless�0 (oralternatively,given in unitsof
e2

�lB
= 1 and lB = 1)tothiscon�ning

potentialisobtained by equating �0
e2

�lB
l
� 2
B to m �!2,which gives�0 =

(�h!)2

(e2=�lB )(�h!c)
,or�0 �

0:376 B � 3=2,B in Tesla.ForN p = 40,forexam ple,we�nd thatB = 2:5T willyield a value

of�0 in the allowed window,so that the dot occupation willbe the one ofa com pacted

� = 1 droplet.AsweincreaseB beyond 3.1T theedgewillundergo a reconstruction.

W e now turn into the possibility ofprobing experim entally the transition between a

com pacted and an expanded dot.In ordertom akeaclearconnection between thisexpansion

e�ectand experim entally observable quantities,we describe below the im plications ofthe

e�ectto tunneling experim entsinto Quantum Dots.In resonanttunneling experim ents,the

energy di�erencebetween theground statesofan N + 1 and N electron system ,�(N ),can

beprobed by tunnelingin and outofthedotasingleelectron atatim e,when theFerm ilevel

ofthe electrodesbecom e resonantwith the quantum levelofthe dot[8{10]. By following

a peak,the dependence ofthe chem icalpotentialon the m agnetic �eld can be observed.

In Fig. 15 we calculated,within the Hartree-Fock approxim ation,this dependence ofthe

chem icalpotential(in m eV)on B (in T)fordotswith N p from 35 to 38 .The \sawtooth"

forB < 2:5T correspondsto spin down electronsbeing ipped and m oved from the center

to theedgeofthedot.Theregion between roughly 2.5T and 3T isthewindow ofm agnetic

�eldsforwhich theelectronsform a com pact� = 1droplet.The\dislocation" nearB = 3T

correspondstothereconstruction oftheelectron num beroccupation,m arkingthetransition

from thecom pacted to theexpanded con�guration.
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In addition to this anom aly in the peak position vs. B ,the expansion ofthe size of

the dot willalso increase its coupling to the probing leads,as this coupling depends on

the distance between leadsand island. The tunneling currentshould then increase foran

expanded dot. In Fig. 16 we show the dependence ofthe size ofthe droplet(m easured as

theradiusoftheorbitoftheoutm ostelectron)on �0 and on thenum berofparticlesN p in

the dot. In Fig. 16a we show the size ofa 60 electron dropletasa function of�0,and in

Fig. 16b we �xed the value of�0 and varied the num berofelectronsfrom 40 to 70. The

e�ecton theam plituteoftheresonantpeak,togetherwith theanom alyin thepeakposition,

should bea signaturethata transition isindeed occurring in theoccupation density ofthe

Quantum Dot.

V .T H E ED G E M O D ES A FT ER T H E T R A N SIT IO N

Aswehaveseen in theprevioussections,aftersm oothening theedgepotentialenough,a

transition takesplace,and theFerm iLiquid occupation density givesway toam orecom plex

state.In term softheelectronicoccupation distribution,thenew statelooksasifelectrons

startto deposita certain distanceaway from thebulk oftheQH Liquid.TheQH \puddle"

thatisform ed,asm entioned above,bringsin two m ore boundariesforeach edge,and we

then have three singularities. The interactionstake charge in destroying the Ferm iLiquid

discontinuity,asthethreesingularitiesare�nitely separated.

Thesethreesingularitiescan berelated to threebranchesofgaplessm odes,which corre-

spond to particle-holeexcitationsneareach ofthesingularities.An intuitiveway to visual-

ize the three branchesisby considering the occupation num berafterthe transition sim ply

within Hartree-Fock,which would look as in Fig. 17. There,the three edges are clearly

identi�ed. Correlations destroy the Ferm idiscontinuities,but we willstillhave the three

LuttingerLiquid singularities atthe three Ferm ipoints. Notice thatthe pairofbranches

that is added always have opposite chirality. An edge that had one right-m oving branch

beforethetransition,forexam ple,willhavetwo right-m oving branchesand oneleft-m oving
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branch.Allthesethreebranchesarestrongly coupled.Oneclearexperim entalconsequence

ofnow having one branch m oving in the opposite direction (the one left-m oving branch

in the originally right-m oving edge,forexam ple)isthatone could probe such excitations,

where originally there was none. W e willshow,however,that the presence ofim purities

localize two ofthe three branches,and such back-propagating m odes cannot be observed

beyond thelocalization length.

W ewillusethebosonized description oftheedgestatesin theFQH regim epresented in

Ref.[11],and which we sum m arize below forourparticularcase of� = 1.Let�R ;L betwo

�elds,described by theLagrangian density

LR ;L =
1

4�
@x�R ;L (� @t� v@x)�R ;L (15)

(v isthevelocity oftheexcitations)and theequal-tim ecom m utation relations

[�R ;L(t;x);�R ;L(t;y)]= � i� sgn(x� y): (16)

Leftand rightm oving electron operatorscan bewritten as	 R ;L(x;t)=:e
� i�R ;L (x;t) :,which

can beshown to satisfy thecorrectanticom m utation relations[12].Theelectron density is

given by �R ;L = @x�R ;L,and theHam iltonian is

H R ;L =
v

4�

Z

dx �
2

R ;L : (17)

Consider three edge branches as depicted in Fig. 18,labelled by i= 1;2;3. W e can

generalizethedescription abovetoincludeseveralbranches,writingthefollowingLagrangian

density:

L =
1

4�

X

i;j

[K ij @t�i@x�j � Vij @x�i@x�j]; (18)

wherethem atricesK and V contain,respectively,inform ation on thedirection ofpropaga-

tion (chirality)ofeach branch,and interactionsbetween thebranches(including a diagonal

term containing the velocities). Forthisanalysisletusassum e two R branches (1 and 3)

and oneL branch (2),such that
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K =

0

B
B
B
B
@

1 0 0

0 � 1 0

0 0 1

1

C
C
C
C
A

: (19)

Electron operatorscan bewritten as

	 L / e
i
P

i
li�i (20)

li=
X

j

K ijLj ;

(21)

where the Li’s are integers satisfying
P

iLi = 1. The Lagrangian in (18)is notthe m ost

generalone. W e leftoutfourferm ion term sthatcannotbe written asthe productoftwo

densities.W eknow thatitistheinteractionsbetween thedensitiesthatareresponsiblefor

changing theFerm iedgesingularity,and herewewillconcentrateon thisparticulare�ectof

interactions. W e have also assum ed a localinteraction in the densities. However,the long

rangeinteraction can beeasily included by allowing Vij to havem om entum dependence.In

particular,thelongrangeCoulom binteractioncontributestoaterm
P

k �k(
P

i�k;i)(
P

i�� k;i),

where �k / lnk isthe Fouriertransform ation ofthe 1=r Coulom b interaction and �k;i the

Fourier com ponent ofthe density ofthe ith branch. W e see at long distances the m ost

im portantinteraction term istheonethatinvolvesonly thetotalchargedensity
P
�i.This

contribution is

�

4�

Z

dx

 
X

i

�i

! 2

=
�

4�

Z

dx
X

i;j

�i�j ; (22)

which,when sum m ed to thevelocity term s,givesthetotalV m atrix

V =

0

B
B
B
B
@

v1 + � � �

� v2 + � �

� � v3 + �

1

C
C
C
C
A

: (23)

Here,forsim plicity,wehaveassum ed that� isa largeconstantindependentofm om entum .

ThiswillbethecaseiftheCoulom b interaction isscreened ata long distance(e.g.by gates

nearby).W ewillfocusprim arily in thecasewhere� � v’s,i.e.,strongly coupled branches.
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Also,ifthe system has particle-hole sym m etry,then v1 = v3. W e start by rewriting the

Lagrangian (18)in term s ofnew �elds ~�i =
P

jUij �j that sim ultaneously diagonalize K

and V .Furtherm ore,wewould liketo keep,forconvenience,

~K = (U T)� 1K U
� 1 = K (24)

so that the com m utation relations ofthe ~�’s are the sam e as the ones for the �’s. The

transform ation m atrix U for� � v’sis

U v

�
! 0 =

0

B
B
B
B
@

1 1 1

1p
2

p
2 1p

2

� 1p
2

0 1p
2

1

C
C
C
C
A

: (25)

Them odein the�rstlineofU, ~�1 = �1 + �2 + �3,issim ply thetotalchargedensity m ode

(equivalently,~�1 = �1 + �2 + �3,as� = @x�). W hatwe show nextisthat,once we add to

the Lagrangian (18)electron scattering term sdue to the presence ofim purities,thistotal

chargem odeisleftunperturbed,and theothertwo willlocalize.

The scattering term sbetween electron operatorsin the three edgesthatcan be added

to the Lagrangian are bosonic couplingswith zero charge. These can be written asTL =

ei
P

i
li�i = e

i
P

ij
LiK ij�j,where now theLi’sareintegerssatisfying

P

iLi = 0 (TL isbosonic

and neutral). In term s ofthe rotated �elds ~�’s,TL = ei
P

i
~li
~�i,where ~li =

P

jljU
� 1
ji . Let

usfocuson the m ostrelevantTL’s;the naive RG dim ension can be obtained from the TL

correlations

hT
y

L(t= 0;x)TL(t= 0;x = 0)i/ e
�
P

i;j
~li
~lj h~�i(t= 0;x)

~�j(t= 0;x= 0)i (26)

/ x
�
P

i
~l2
i = x

� L ;

W riting L in term softheL’sweobtain:

L =
X

i

~l2i =
~lT~l (27)

= l
T
U
� 1(U � 1)Tl

= L
T
K U

� 1(U � 1)TK L
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= L
T
U
T(U T)� 1K U

� 1(U � 1)TK U
� 1
UL

= L
T
U
T ~K 2

UL

= L
T(U T

U)L ;

wherewe used ~K 2 = K 2 = I.Itiseasy to show thatthem inim um L,with
P

iLi= 0,are

given by:

L = �

0

B
B
B
B
@

1

� 1

0

1

C
C
C
C
A

and L = �

0

B
B
B
B
@

0

� 1

1

1

C
C
C
C
A

; (28)

which correspond to TL operatorsthattransfercharges between the center branch (L)to

thetwo sidebranches(R).In term softhe~l’s,wehave:

~l= (U � 1)TK L = K UL = �

0

B
B
B
B
@

0

1p
2

� 1p
2

1

C
C
C
C
A

and �

0

B
B
B
B
@

0

1p
2

1p
2

1

C
C
C
C
A

: (29)

TheHam iltonian density with thesem ostrelevantTL term sadded is

H = H 0 + H T (30)

where

H 0 =
~v1

4�
(@x~�1)

2 +
~v2

4�
(@x~�2)

2 +
~v3

4�
(@x~�3)

2 (31)

and

H T = �+ (x)e
i
~�2+

~�3p
2 + �� (x)e

i
~�2�

~�3p
2 + H :c: (32)

The �� describe the random tunneling coupling due to im purities, with correlations

h�� (x)�� (y)i= � � �(x� y).

Noticethat ~�1 rem ainsfree,astheadded tunneling term sdo notdepend on it.Thisone

com ponent(totalcharge,as ~�1 = �1 + �2 + �3)behavesjustlike theone branch beforethe

transition.Theothertwo,wewillarguebelow,should belocalized becauseoftheim purities.
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Let ~�� = (~�2 � ~�3)=
p
2,which obey thecom m utation relations

h
~�� (t;x); ~�� (t;y)

i

= 0 (33)

h
~�� (t;x); ~�� (t;y)

i

= � i� sgn(x� y)

W ecanidentify ~� � =
@x ~��

2�
astheconjugatem om entato ~�� .W ecanrewritetheHam iltonian

for ~�2 and ~�3 in term sof~�� :

H 2;3 =
~v

4�

h

(@x~�+ )
2 + (@x~�� )

2
i

+ �+ (x)e
i~�+ + �� (x)e

i~�� + H :c: (34)

where we assum e that ~v2 � ~v3 � ~v. Thisisa m ore com plicated version ofa Sine-Gordon

(SG)Ham iltonian density with position dependentcoupling,asitinvolvesself-interactions

in both a �eld and itsconjugatem om entum .

Ifwe had only one of�+ or �� ,we would have a Ham iltonian for a sim ple SG with

position dependentcoupling,which wecould writeas

H =
~v

4�

h

(2�~�)2 + (@x~�)
2
i

+ �(x)ei
~� + H :c:: (35)

W orking in unitsof~v = 1,and rescaling the �eldsas� 0=
p
2�~� and � 0= ~�=

p
2� (which

keep thecom m utation relationsunchanged),wehave

H =
1

2

h

� 02 + (@x�
0)2

i

+ �(x)eig�
0

+ H :c:; (36)

with g =
p
2�.Thisproblem ,equivalenttoaCoulom b gaswith position dependentchem ical

potential,wasstudied in refs.[13,14]. The im purity coupling � � isrelevantforg <
p
6�

(in the constant coupling constant or chem icalpotentialCoulom b gas, the condition is

g <
p
8�). This is indeed ourcase,and therefore the presence ofim purities localizes the

othertwo branchesofexcitationsrepresented by ~�2 and ~�3.

Notice that what we have done above is equivalent to understanding the RG ows in

the planes� + = 0 and � � = 0,and thisim plies� � are relevantin alldirectionsaround

� � = 0 ifg <
p
6�.TheRG owsto a strong �xed pointwhen both � � 6= 0.Itispossible

thatthisstrong �xed pointisa localized state,m otivated by the ow when � � = 0. The

propertiesofthisstrong �xed pointwillbethesubjectoffurtherstudies.
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V I.T U N N ELLIN G IN T O R EC O N ST R U C T ED ED G ES

The form alism in the lastsection can be used to study the electron tunneling into the

reconstructed edges.Theelectron propagatorin tim ein generalhasa form

< c
y(t)c(0)>/

1

tL

with L given in Eq. (27). Butnow the Li’ssatisfy
P

iLi = 1. In the lim it�=v � 1 U is

given by Eq.(25).Them inim um exponentisL = 1 (theFerm iliquid value)forelectrons

described by L = (1;� 1;1). This con�guration corresponds to adding two electrons on

the two side branchesand rem oving one electron from the centerbranch. Adding a single

electron to thesidebranch leadsto a exponentL = 2 and to thecenterbranch L = 3.

Letusconsidertunneling between two reconstructed edges. Atvery low tem peratures

and low voltages, the electron with the con�guration L = (1;� 1;1) willdom inate the

tunneling and leadsto a linearI� V curve [15],since I / V2L � 1 and L = 1. Athigher

voltages,depending on thesam plegeom etry,itm ay beeasierforan electron to justtunnel

intothesidebranch(withcon�gurationL = (1;0;0)).InthiscaseI / V 3 and(dI=dV)V = 0 /

T2.

The above discussion also apply the reconstructed edges ofLaughlin states of�lling

fraction 1=m . But now for the L = (1;� 1;1) electron the exponent L = m . L = 2m

for L = (1;0;0) and L = 3m for L = (0;1;0). W e see that in the lim it �=v � 1 the

m inim um exponent in the electron propagatoris nota�ected by the edge reconstruction.

Thisresultisvalid even when m ore then one pairofedge branchesare generated. Thisis

because adding electronsofcon�guration L = (1;� 1;1;� 1;:::;1)justdisplace allthe edge

branches by the sam e am ount. Thus the electron ofL = (1;� 1;1;� 1;:::;1) just couples

to the totaldensity
P
�i and do notcouple to otherneutralm odes. In the lim it�=v � 1,

the totaldensity m ode decouples from other neutralm odes. This is the reason why the

L = (1;� 1;1;� 1;:::;1)electron alwayshave theexponentL = m .W ewould like to stress

thattheaboveresultisvalid only atlow energies(energiesbelow thesm allestFerm ienergy
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ofgenerated edge branches). The high energy behavior ofthe electron propagator is not

clear.In thatcaseitisprobably betterto view theedgeregion asa com pressible gas.

For tunneling between two reconstructed FQH edges, we expect I / V 2m � 1 and

(dI=dV)V = 0 / T2m at low voltages and low tem peratures. This is consistent with a re-

centexperim enton tunneling between (sm ooth)edgesof1=3 FQH states.[16]

V II.C O N C LU SIO N

In this paper we studied the electronic density ofQuantum HallLiquids,focusing on

short length scales that are com parable with the m agnetic length. W e found that sharp

electronicoccupation densities,corresponding toa ZF = 1Ferm iLiquid,ispossiblebecause

ofthe chiralnature ofthe system . This sharp distribution is stable against variations in

the con�ning potentialup to a certain point,beyond which itundergoesa transition and

electronsstarttoseparatefrom thebulkanddepositadistance� 2lB away.Thetransitionis

shown tobequalitatively described within theHartree-Fock approxim ation.Theseparation

generatesa pairofbranchesofedgestatesthatm ovein oppositedirections.

W ewould liketorem arkthattheseparated electronsdonotform anyfractionalquantum

Hallstate. This is because the separation between the Ferm iedges is always of order

m agnetic length forrealistic potentials.In thiscase 1=3,1=5,...statesare alldescribed by

Luttingerliquid and areindistinguishable.

W e also present results for Quantum Dots,where we predict that this e�ect ofedge

separationcanberelatedtoanexpansion ofthedot,which couldbeexperim entallyobserved.

The authors would like to thank Dm itriiChklovskii,Yong Baek Kim ,David Abusch,

OlivierKlein,PaulBelk,M arcKastner,and Ray Ashooriforusefuldiscussions.Thiswork

issupported by theNSF GrantNo.DM R-91-14553.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

Figure1.Possiblesingularitiesforthem om entum occupation distribution ofa � = 1 state:

(a)ZF = 1 Ferm iLiquid singularity,(b)ZF < 1 Ferm iLiquid singularity,and Luttinger

Liquid singularity.

Figure2.M om entum occupation distribution afterreconstruction,with threesingulari-

ties.Theaddition oftwosingularitiescorrespond totheaddition oftwobranchesofopposite

m oving edgeexcitations.

Figure3.Cylindricalgeom etry,equivalentto a strip oflength L and periodicboundary

conditions,whereitisconvenientto usetheLandau Gauge.TheQH Liquid (shaded area)

lieson thesurfaceofthecylinder,between itsleftand rightedgesat�L and �R.

Figure4.The� = 1dropletisdivideinto\bulk",whereallthestatesarefully occupied,

and \edge",in which statescan bepartially occupied.Thedivision allowsoneto focusthe

com putationssolely on the\edge"electrons,with the\bulk" sim ply contributing totheone

particledispersion.Thissortofdivision isnotunique,asonecan adjusttheposition ofthe

boundary between thetwo regions;thisboundary can bem oved aslong asthesiteson the

\edge" sideofitareallfully occupied.

Figure5.Sm oothened background chargedensity,which overa width w dropsfrom its

bulk value to zero. Such density can be written as the superposition ofa sharp density

pro�letp a dipoleterm ,which isused to tunethecon�ning potentialasfunction ofw.

Figure6.Energy eigenstatesobtained asfunction ofthetotalm om entum K oftheedge

electronsforvaluesofw ranging from 0 to 7 lB .Noticethattheground stateforthisrange

has= K = 45,them inim um m om entum con�guration for10 electrons(the20 sitesused in
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the calculation are assigned k valuesfrom 0 to 19). Also,notice thatthe energy levels of

statesofhigherK arepulled down asw increases.

Figure 7. For w � 8 lB the ground state con�guration is no longer the sharp edge

distribution. The transition occurs near w = 8 lB , and for w = 9 lB is already fully

developed,with theground statem om entum m oved to K = 60.

Figure 8. Occupation num bersforthe ground state pastthe transition,forw = 9 and

10 lB . Notice how a lum p ofdensity m oves away from the m ain body ofQH uid. This

density pro�le (which goesfrom itsbulk value to zero by �rstdecreasing,then increasing,

and �nally decreasing again)isthesignatureoftheexistenceofnow threesingularities,and

thusthreebranchesofedgeexcitations.

Figure 9. The e�ective single particle potentialcalculated within the Hartree-Fock ap-

proxim ation fordi�erentwidthsw,decreasing from 0 lB to 15 lB in stepsof1 lB . Notice

thatstartingatw � 11lB ,thecondition forstability ofasharp edgeisviolated,asthereare

locationswith sm allere�ective potentialthan the one atthe edge ofthe sharp occupation

density.

Figure 10. Energy levels and occupation num bers for w = 10lB calculated within the

Hartree-Fock approxim ation (thehoping oro�-diagonalelem entsweresuppressed).

Figure 11. Occupation num ber ofthe angular m om entum states as a function of�0

forN p = 60,calculated within the Hartree-Fock approxim ation. The occupied orbits are

represented in black,and theunoccupied onesareshown in white.

Figure12.Occupation num beroftheangularm om entum statesasa function ofN p for

�0 = 6:25� 10� 2,calculated within theHartree-Fock approxim ation.
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Figure13.Occupation num berofthe angularm om entum statesasa function of�0 for

N p = 60,calculated within theHartreeapproxim ation.

Figure14.M inim um �0 necessary to keep an N p-particledropletcom pacted,calculated

using theHartree(a)and Hartree-Fock (b)approxim ation.Thesolid lineisthebestcurve

�tconsistentwith an electrostatic(Hartree)argum ent.

Figure 15. Dependence on the m agnetic �eld B ofthe energy cost to add one m ore

particle,�,to an island with 35 (lowest curve),36,37 and 38 (highest curve) electrons.

The\sawtooth" correspondsto 1< � < 2,whereelectronsarespin ipped and taken from

the centerto the edge asthe m agnetic �eld isincreased. The \dislocations" nearB � 3T

correspond to thetransition between com pacted and separated dots.Theregion in between

(B � 2:5 to 3T)isthewindow forwhich thedotisa com pact� = 1 droplet.These results

were obtained forthe parabolic con�ning potentialofthe sam ple studied in Ref.[7],with

�0 = 0:376B � 3=2 (B in Tesla).

Figure 16. Radiusofthe QH dropletfor(a)�xed N p and varying �0,and (b)�xed �0

and varying N p.Onecan vary �0 by changing thestrength ofthecon�ning potential,orby

changing them agnetic �eld.Fortheparaboliccon�ning potentialofthesam ple studied in

Ref.[7],theparam eter�0 = 0:376B � 3=2 (B in Tesla).

Figure 17. M om entum occupation distribution after reconstruction,ifcalculated only

within theHartree-Fock approxim ation.Theaddition oftwo singularitiescorrespond to the

addition oftwo branchesofoppositem oving edgeexcitations.

Figure18.Threebranchesofedgeexcitations,two right-m oving (1 and 3,on thesides)

and oneleft-m oving (2,in thecenter).
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