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Stability and e ective m asses of com posite-ferm ions in the rst and second Landau Level
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W e propose a m easure of the stability of com posite ferm ions (CF’s) at even-denom inator Landau—
level lling fractions. A ssum ing Landau-levelm ixing e ects are not strong, we show that the CF
Jiquid at = 2+ 1=2 In then = 1 Landau lvel cannot exist and relate this to the absence of a
hierarchy of incom pressble states for 1ling fractions2+ 1=3< < 2+ 2=3.W e nd that a polarized
CF liguid should exist at = 2+ 1=4. W e also show that, or CF states, the variation w ith system
size of the ground state energy of interacting electrons follow s that for non-interacting particles in
zero m agnetic eld. W e use this to estin ate the CF e ective m asses.

Two-dim ensional system s of electrons in m agnetic
elds, corresponding to Landau—level lling fractionsw ith
even denom nator, were for a long time m ysterious.
Halperin, Lee and Read HLR) partially cleared up this
m ystery ], when they identi ed the low -tem perature
phase of fully spinpolarised electrons at 1ling fraction
= 1=2, as Fem i liquids of com posite ferm ions (CF’s)
E,B]. T his theory accounted for the available experin en—
tal observations E,E] orsystamsatorclose to = 1=2.
HLR pointed out that their CF form alism easily general-
izes to other 1ling fractions and to higher Landau levels
(LL’s), where, if applicable, i describes a Fem 1 liquid
phase for spin-polarised electronsat alleven-denom inator
1ling fractions.

Herewe analysem icroscopically the stability ofthe CF
state. W e propose a de nition ofthe binding energy’ of

ux quanta to electrons, which we argue puts an upper
bound on the stability of CF'’s. W e also show that, alk
though the form alisn for CF generalizes to higher LL’s,
the stability ofthe Ferm iliquid state depends strongly on
LL Index. T his leads us to predict that the polarised CF -
liuid cannot be stablk at = 5=2. W e also predict that
at = 9=4, the polarised CF -liquid will be stable and
should show up clarly In experim ent. O ur calculations
suggest that this state ism ore strongly stabilised than is
counterpart in the owest LL at = 1=4 (@lthough it m ay
not be much easier to observe, because only 1/9 of the
electrons would actually form the correlated state.) Fi-
nally, we use the variation w ith system size ofthe ground
state energy to estin ate the CF e ective m asses.

Our results lave open the question of what is the
nature of the polarized state at = 5=2. It has been
known for som e tin e that the behaviour at 1ling frac—
tions = 5=2 isanom alous, w ith som e sam ples show ing a
plateau in the Hallconductivity, xy @,ﬂ] T hese anom a—
liesdisappearin a tilted m agnetic eld and are thought to
be associated w ith an incom pressible non-fuilly polarized
ground state [{fd], which is destabilized by a su ciently
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large Zeem an energy. O ur results show that the polarized
ground state at = 5=2, which form s in this large Zee-
m an/high density 1im i, w illnotbe a sin ple CF -liquid, at
Jeast In the absence of strong LL-m ixing. @A though pre-
lim nary surface acoustic wavem easurem ents E] show no
evidence at = 5=2 for the Yree ferm Jon-like’ resonances
expected for CF'’s, thism ay re ect a non-fully polarized
Incom pressible ground state.)

A trial wavefunction for the CF liquid ground state
at = 1=2 has been written down f©or N elctrons in
the owest m = 0) LL E]. In the symm etric gauge
A = B=2)(; x;0) and using the com plex position co—
ordinate for the j'th electron z5 = x4 + iy;, it is

220 = P odet™ Ty [0 1)
0) ¥ 2 X . 2
2 = (@ zy) exp =48 @)
i< j k

T he operator P - ¢ pro fcts the wavefunction on then =
0LL.L isthem agnetic kength. The factor ,  takes care
ofthe singular gauge transfom ation which describes the
form ation of the CF'’s E], which can then be thought
of as occupying the N lowest-lying single-particle states
labelled by them om enta fk g. In Jain’s origihalpicture
E], the determ inant is just the wavefunction describing
N lIledLL’swith N ! 1 ,which isthelmiB = 0.
Read has suggested that the stability of the CF sea
follow s from the low energy associated w ith the Laughlin
(bosonic) state, 2(0), which places all the zeros in the
m any-body wavefiinction at the positions of the particles

@]. T he pro fction operatorand the factorse™® ™ m ove

. . 0 )
one of the zeros in the wavefunction 2( ), considered as

a function of the coordinate zj, away from the positions
of the other particles by an am ount proportional to k
F illing the lowest m om entum states therefore keeps the
zeros as close as possible to the particle positions in an
antisym m etric wavefunction. It is therefore natural to
associate the energy di erence between the true ground
state energy for ferm ions and the energy 2(0) wih a de-
generacy tem perature for the CF'’s.

Tom easure the stability of CF against the unbinding’

of their ux tubes (zeros In the wavefuinction), we com —

pare the energy of 2(0) to that of a system at the same

density but w ith pair correlation function corresponding

to VA statewith N particlkes in the owest LL at the

sam e lling fraction as C(OF) can be w ritten as a product

1(0)PN 1 ,where Py ; isa symm etric polynom ialofor-
der N 1). In calculating the reference energy we w rite
the polynom &alPy ; = ik (z1 k), and assum e that
the positions ofthe N 1) zeros, x,are random ly dis—
tribbuted over the area of the system . Using Laughlin’s
plasn a analogy E], we see that the zeros at  act as
point charges for the elctrons, so that averaging over
their positions jist renomm alizes the background charge
In the plasn a and leads to the pair correlation function



associated w ith 1(0) . This reference energy is also the

m ean interaction energy at tem peratures larger than the
condensation energy forthe CF state but still sm allw ith
regpect to the Zeem an energy and the LL splitting.

T he state C(OF) is easily generalized to 1ling fractions

= 1=2m bymultplying (2 by .o , .Thisstatethen

has them axin um num ber, @2m 1), of zeros at the par-
ticle positions and the rem aining zero bound as closely as
possble to the particle positions consistent w ith ferm ion
statistics. Here, the CF state w illonly be stabilised, if
pays energetically forthe system to bind’ this rem aining
zero. W e therefore test the energy of the CF Vvacuum ’
state 2(21) against the energy ofa system at the sam e den—
sity w ith pair correlation function associated w ith 2(? 1 -
G eneralizing to higher LL’s (w ithout accounting for LL—
m ixing) is also st_taJ%htﬁ)m ard E]. W e apply the prod—
uct operator * = = (@), where a] is the LL raising
operator for the i'th particle, to the corresponding w ave—
function in the lowest LL:

@) _ + 0 (0)
CFm CFm

3)

Fora ling fraction ofthen’th Landau kevel , = 1=2m,
the stability of the CF state should be detem ined by

w hether the state 2(?“) o ers a signi cant gain in en-

ergy w ih respect to the state at the sam e densiy wih
pair correlation function from 2(:;) 1 - (The operation
described by ' is in fact sinple to inplem ent, as the
operators, aJir , leave all the Intra-1.L. quantum num bers
una ected. In particular, there isa sin plem apping asso—
ciated with * forthe pair correlation finction for elec—
trons -n the n’th LL on the surface of a sphere, g®) ().
Here measures the spherical angle between two par-

tickes. Ifwewrite g ()= %, g™y ¢(; ), where

2S is the ux through the sphere and Y , are spherical
ham onics, then g = g® @ ( + 1)=2s) fi1)
W e have calculated the energy ofelectronson a sphere

described by the wavefinctions . and ) for both
n= 0andn= 1usihgM onte Carlb sin ulations w ith up

to 24 particles, but ignoring LL-m ixing e ects. W e com —

pare these w ith the energy of system s described by 1(n)

and 3(n) at the sam e density in Tabl 1. Both 2(0) and

4(0) describe system s w ith signi cant energy gain with

respect to the reference states 1(0) and 3(0) .Thegam is

kss or ) than or ° re ecting the sow decay w ith

angularm om entum of the pseudopotentials characteriz—

ing the Coulomb interaction @]. Taking the dielectric

constant = 13 for GaA s, the gain for 2(0) is equivalent

to a tem perature 4 .6K for the density 06 10m 2
ofthe sam plesused in [{]. Thiswould be consistent w ith
the observation of CF -associated conductivity anom alies
up to tem peratures > 4K In those sam ples.

Tabl 1 show s that the picture n then = 1 LL isvery
di erent. The energy of a system of particles described

by s isin fact higher for the C oulom b interaction than



a system described by 1(1) at the sam e density. On the

other hand f) hasa signi cantly lower energy than the

reference state 3(1) . These resuls suggest that the CF

state is stabilized at | = 1=4 but should not form for

Iling fraction ; = 1=2. This would be In line w ith ex-—
perin ents [[] which show evidence for the hierarchy of
Incom pressible polarized states at odd denom inator 1
Ing fractions 1=5< 1 < 1=3,butnotat1=3< ; < 2=3.
(T hese Incom pressible states correspond to lled Landau

evels or CF’s fJl]]1) The high energy associated w ith

2(1) would also m ake unlkely the form ation ofthen = 1

counterparts ofthe spin-singlet lncom pressbble uids, lke
the socalled 832’ state at ( = 2=5. The stability of
these states is due basically to the low Coulomb energy
associated w ith the factor ' [ig].

W e can test the clain that a CF liquid state w ill form
at 1 = 1=4 but not at ; = 1=2 by considering the
ground state angularm om entum . Rezayiand Read RR)
fid] have shown that, if the CF state is omed for a
system ofN particleson a sophere pierced by 25 = 2 (N
1) ux unis on a sohere, then the angular m om entum
of the ground state should be the sam e as that expected
on the basis of Hund’s second rule for electrons in zero
m agnetic ux @]. W e have calculated the ground state
energy and angular m om entum for system s wih up to
nine particlesat , = 1=4, 2S5 = 4N n 1)),and up
to twelve partickesat , = 1=2, RS = 2 n 1)), for
n= 0andn = 1 (agaln ignoring LL-m ixing). At o =
1=2, o = 1=4 and ;1 = 1=4, the angularm om entum of
the ground state of the interacting system ofN particles
follow s the RR prediction, L:

N 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
L 0 2 3 3 2 0 3 5 6
L° 2 0 1 1 2 0 1 3 0
However, at ; = 1=2 there is no correlation between

the ground state angular m om entum L° and the value

predicted by RR . Taken together w ith the high energy

associated w ith 2(1),thjsru1esouttheCF stateat | =

1=2,when LL-m ixing e ects are weak.

W e have also checked the validity of the m apping E)
between CF ground states in di erent LL's. W e evalu—
ate the overlap, < M3+ @ > wherethe ©) arethe
exact ground states In the n’th LL for the Coulomb in—
teraction with 1 = (. Forthe CF trial states ), E)
this overlap is one while, for the exact ground states for
a Coulom b interaction, one would expect it to be large.
W e nd that, for ; = 1=4, the overlap is larger than
0.975 for 4 N 9 particles, while for ; = 1=2 i is
either zero, when L6 L, or very am all

T he origin ofthe high energy ofa system described by

2(1) can be seen in the sm allr 1im it ofthe pair correlation
function, g (x), ﬂ]. In Figurel @), we show g () for 2(1)
and 1(1) . The Figure shows that, whereas g() ! 0

1(1) (@as it must on account of the Pauli

principl), g(0) is non-zero and large for 2(1) . At the

asr ! 0 Pr



sam e tin e we see In Figure 1 ) that, for the state ;1),

the probability of nding two particles close together is
reduced w ith respect to that for the state ..

T he pair correlation function for a m any-body wave—
function is determ ined by the am plitudes it ascribes to
states of relative angular m om entum foro pairs of par-
ticles. In the wavefunctions, r;‘”, all con gurations in
w hich pairs of particles have relative angularm om entum
lessthanm areexclided. T he reason why, in higherLL's,
this does not lead to a amn all probability that particles
com e close together, is In plicit in work on incom press—
ble states B@] but can be adapted to our analysis of
the CF states fairly easily.

T he wavefuinction for any pair ofelectrons can be w rit—
ten in temn s of their relative and centre of mass CoM )
coordinates, z and Z . If both electrons are in the low—
est LL then so is their relative and CoM m otion, and (in
a rotationally invariant system ) the pair wavefunctions
would be of the form

Sz = e e @)

where j(.o) and L(TO) describem otion in then = 0LL w ith
relative and CoM angularm om enta, j and J. W hen the
tw o electrons are both in the n’th LL, the corresponding
pair wavefinction is found by acting with (@] a; )" on
the w avefunction j(g) . In tem s of the raising operators

forCoM and relativemotion,A* and a* ,we nd

;3)(21;22)= A" a C@) 5 @); (5)

so that the wavefunction for relative m otion can be in
any ofthe 0, 2, 4, :::2n"th LL'’s. For all j < 2n wih

j even, at least one of these @ (z) is non-zero when
3! 0. Thus for even m , excuiding relative angular

momentum less than m In a many-body wavefunction

(@as in r;“’ ), does not suppress con gurations in which
pairs of particles com e close together unlessm > 2n.

By matching the variation wih system size of the
ground state energy to that expected fora CF liquid, we
can estin ate the CF e ective m asses @]. T he ground
state energy perparticlke o non-interacting ferm ionson
a sphere is 2h®=m a®N ?) hl] L+ 1). Here a isthe ion
disc radius for the particles ofm assm , and the L are the
angularm om enta of the N lowest energy single-particle
states. This energy can be written (h?=m a?) (0 ),
where N )= 1=N , Pr lled shells,and 0 N )< 1=N
otherw ise. T he variation w ih system size in a sequence
of L, = 0 ground states at xed ling fraction is also
known to be proportional to 1=N @], where the 1=N
corrections for particles on a sphere relate to its curva-
ture and depend on the precise de niion of the inter—
particle separation E]. W e would like to elim inate such
background corrections to obtain a best estin ate of the
system atic variation ofthe ground state energy w ith an—
gular mom entum . W e therefore subtract a " lled shell’



equivalent energy, E¢s N ) = g e;=N , from the ground
state energy foreach N , and com pare the result w ith the
corresponding resul, h*=ma?)( N) 1=N ), expected
for free ferm ions. W eusethe N = 4 and N = 9 particle
ground state energies to determm ine the coe cientse ( and
e . Theresultsat o= 1=2 and ; = 1=4 are shown in
Figure 2.

T he close agream ent between the energiesat (= 1=2
and those of the non-interacting ferm ions apparent from
Figure2 allow susto estin atee ectivem assesoftheCF's.
W e nd that, in the relation E]:

- s ©)

where ®) is the number density of electrons in the
n’th LL and is the dielectric constant, the constant
C =020 0:202. Thisdi ers from the resul, C 031,
quoted In ]. However, thism ay relate to the enhance—
ment expected form as ! 1=2. QOur resuls are for
system sat = 1=2,whereasthe estin ate ofﬂ]wasbased
on the scaling ofgap energiesw ith 1ling fraction for in—
com pressible statesaway from = 1=2.) Sin ihranalyses
give C 01 002at o= 1=4andC 018 002 at

1 = 1=4, although these gures ignore the low ground
state energies for six and seven particles which we nd
forbothn= 0andn= 1.
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FIG.1l. The pair correlation function, g(r), for system s
of nine particles. The upper panel shows g(r) for system s
described by 1(1), 2(1) (see E) and by the exact (Coulomb)
ground state wavefunction at 1 = 1=2. The lower panel

show s g (r) for 3(1) ’ 4(1) and for the exact ground state w ave-

function at ; = 1=4. The hrgevalieofg(r) asr! 0 for 2(1)
Jeads to a high energy per particle (Table ﬂ), and m akes the
form ation of CF’s energetically unfavourable. H owever, 4(1)
has signi cantly m ore weight at am all r than the reference
state 3(1) . This leads to a large energy gain for the bind-
ing of the additional zero In the wavefunction and In plies a

wellstabilised CF -liquid state at | = 1=4.

FIG. 2. The ground state energy m inus the respec—
tive " lled shell! equivalent energies for non-interacting free
ferm ions and for interacting electrons at ¢ = 1=2 and
at 1 = 1=4 on the surface of a sphere. The con-
stant C in ) is taken as 02 at o = 1=2 and 048 at
1 = 1=4. (In units of &= a®™’, the Ilkd shell equivalent
energies or electrons are E¢s N ) = 0:9321 0:0830=N at
0= 1=2,E¢s M) = 1:0205 00028N at o = 1=4 and
Efs®™N )= 08825+ 0:0047N at ;= 1=4))



TABLE I. The energy per particle of a system of
(n)

particles described by o . The energy di erence,
ES ) =E () E( 4 ) isameasure of the sta-
bility ofa CF state. The positive gure for ; = 1=2 suggests
that the CF state will not form at this 1lling fraction. A1l
energies are :n units of €= a®) where a®) = 1=( ©®))¥=2
is the ion disc radius for the electrons In the n’th LL wih
dens:'rty (n).

(n) (n) (n) 1 (n) (n) (n) 1
1 2 Ee ) 3 4 B ()

-0886 -0.970 -0.084 -1.004 -1.022 -0.018
-0.664 0502 +0.162 -0.799 -0.889 -0.090
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