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Stability and e�ective m assesofcom posite-ferm ionsin the�rstand second Landau Level
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W eproposea m easureofthestability ofcom positeferm ions(CF’s)ateven-denom inatorLandau-

level�lling fractions. Assum ing Landau-levelm ixing e�ects are not strong,we show that the CF

liquid at � = 2 + 1=2 in the n = 1 Landau levelcannot exist and relate this to the absence ofa

hierarchy ofincom pressiblestatesfor�lling fractions2+ 1=3 < � < 2+ 2=3.W e�nd thata polarized

CF liquid should existat� = 2+ 1=4.W e also show that,forCF states,the variation with system

size ofthe ground state energy ofinteracting electrons follows thatfor non-interacting particles in

zero m agnetic �eld.W e use thisto estim ate the CF e�ective m asses.

Two-dim ensional system s of electrons in m agnetic

�elds,correspondingtoLandau-level�llingfractionswith

even denom inator, were for a long tim e m ysterious.

Halperin,Lee and Read (HLR)partially cleared up this

m ystery [1], when they identi�ed the low-tem perature

phase offully spin-polarised electrons at �lling fraction

� = 1=2,asFerm iliquids ofcom posite ferm ions (CF’s)

[2,3].Thistheory accounted fortheavailableexperim en-

talobservations[4,5]forsystem satorclose to � = 1=2.

HLR pointed outthattheirCF form alism easily general-

izesto other�lling fractionsand to higherLandau levels

(LL’s),where,ifapplicable,it describes a Ferm iliquid

phaseforspin-polarisedelectronsatalleven-denom inator

�lling fractions.

Hereweanalysem icroscopicallythestability oftheCF

state.W e proposea de�nition ofthe ‘binding energy’of


ux quanta to electrons,which we argue putsan upper

bound on the stability ofCF’s. W e also show that,al-

though the form alism forCF generalizesto higherLL’s,

thestabilityoftheFerm iliquid statedependsstronglyon

LL index.Thisleadsustopredictthatthepolarised CF-

liquid cannotbestableat� = 5=2.W e also predictthat

at � = 9=4,the polarised CF-liquid willbe stable and

should show up clearly in experim ent. O urcalculations

suggestthatthisstateism orestronglystabilised than its

counterpartin thelowestLL at� = 1=4(although itm ay

not be m uch easier to observe,because only 1/9 ofthe

electronswould actually form the correlated state.) Fi-

nally,weusethevariation with system sizeoftheground

stateenergy to estim ate the CF e�ectivem asses.

O ur results leave open the question of what is the

nature ofthe polarized state at � = 5=2. It has been

known for som e tim e that the behaviour at �lling frac-

tions� = 5=2isanom alous,with som esam plesshowinga

plateau in theHallconductivity,�xy [6,7].Theseanom a-

liesdisappearin atilted m agnetic�eld and arethoughtto

beassociated with an incom pressiblenon-fully polarized

ground state [8,9],which isdestabilized by a su�ciently
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largeZeem an energy.O urresultsshow thatthepolarized

ground state at� = 5=2,which form sin this large Zee-

m an/high densitylim it,willnotbeasim pleCF-liquid,at

leastin theabsenceofstrong LL-m ixing.(Although pre-

lim inary surfaceacousticwavem easurem ents[5]show no

evidenceat� = 5=2 forthe‘freeferm ion-like’resonances

expected forCF’s,thism ay re
ecta non-fully polarized

incom pressibleground state.)

A trialwavefunction for the CF liquid ground state

at � = 1=2 has been written down for N electrons in

the lowest (n = 0) LL [10]. In the sym m etric gauge

A = (B =2)(y;� x;0)and using the com plex position co-

ordinateforthe j’th electron zj = xj + iyj,itis

 
n= 0
C F = Pn= 0detje

ik� rij 
(0)

2
(1)

 
(0)

2
=

NY

i< j

(zi� zj)
2 exp�

X

k

jzkj
2
=4l20: (2)

TheoperatorPn= 0 projectsthewavefunction on then =

0LL.l0 isthem agneticlength.Thefactor 
(0)

2
takescare

ofthesingulargaugetransform ation which describesthe

form ation ofthe CF’s [11],which can then be thought

ofasoccupying the N lowest-lying single-particle states

labelled by them om enta fk�g.In Jain’soriginalpicture

[2],the determ inantis just the wavefunction describing

N �lled LL’swith N ! 1 ,which isthe lim itB = 0.

Read has suggested that the stability ofthe CF sea

followsfrom thelow energy associated with theLaughlin

(bosonic) state, 
(0)

2
,which places allthe zeros in the

m any-body wavefunction atthepositionsoftheparticles

[12].Theprojection operatorand thefactorseik� rj m ove

one ofthe zerosin the wavefunction  
(0)

2
,considered as

a function ofthe coordinatezj,away from the positions

ofthe otherparticlesby an am ountproportionalto k�.

Filling the lowestm om entum states therefore keepsthe

zerosasclose aspossible to the particle positions in an

antisym m etric wavefunction. It is therefore naturalto

associate the energy di�erence between the true ground

stateenergy forferm ionsand the energy  
(0)

2
with a de-

generacy tem peratureforthe CF’s.

To m easurethestability ofCF againstthe‘unbinding’

oftheir
ux tubes(zerosin the wavefunction),we com -

pare the energy of 
(0)

2
to thatofa system atthe sam e

density butwith paircorrelation function corresponding

to  
(0)

1
.A statewith N particlesin thelowestLL atthe

sam e�lling fraction as 
(0)

C F
can be written asa product

 
(0)

1
PN �1 ,wherePN �1 isa sym m etricpolynom ialofor-

der(N � 1).In calculating thereferenceenergy wewrite

the polynom ialPN �1 =
Q

i;k
(zi� �k),and assum e that

the positionsofthe (N � 1)zeros,�k,arerandom ly dis-

tributed over the area ofthe system . Using Laughlin’s

plasm a analogy [13],we see that the zeros at �k act as

point charges for the electrons,so that averaging over

their positionsjust renorm alizesthe background charge

in the plasm a and leadsto the paircorrelation function
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associated with  
(0)

1
. This reference energy is also the

m ean interaction energy attem peratureslargerthan the

condensation energy fortheCF statebutstillsm allwith

respectto the Zeem an energy and the LL splitting.

The state  
(0)

C F
iseasily generalized to �lling fractions

� = 1=2m bym ultiplying 
(0)

C F
by 

(0)

2m �2
.Thisstatethen

hasthem axim um num ber,(2m � 1),ofzerosatthepar-

ticlepositionsand therem ainingzerobound asclosely as

possibleto theparticlepositionsconsistentwith ferm ion

statistics.Here,theCF statewillonly bestabilised,ifit

paysenergetically forthesystem to ‘bind’thisrem aining

zero. W e therefore test the energy ofthe CF ‘vacuum ’

state 
(0)

2m againsttheenergyofasystem atthesam eden-

sitywith paircorrelationfunction associatedwith  
(0)

2m �1
.

G eneralizing to higherLL’s(withoutaccounting forLL-

m ixing)isalso straightforward [14].W e apply the prod-

uct operator�+ =
Q

i
(a+i ),where a

+

i is the LL raising

operatorforthei’th particle,to thecorrespondingwave-

function in the lowestLL:

 
(n)

C F;m
=
�
�
+
�n
 
(0)

C F;m
(3)

Fora �lling fraction ofthen’th Landau level�n = 1=2m ,

the stability ofthe CF state should be determ ined by

whether the state  
(n)

2m o�ers a signi�cant gain in en-

ergy with respectto the state atthe sam e density with

pair correlation function from  
(n)

2m �1
. (The operation

described by �+ is in fact sim ple to im plem ent,as the

operators,a+i ,leave allthe intra-LL quantum num bers

una�ected.In particular,thereisasim plem appingasso-

ciated with �+ forthe paircorrelation function forelec-

tronsin the n’th LL on the surface ofa sphere,g(n)(�).

Here � m easures the sphericalangle between two par-

ticles. Ifwe write g(n)(�) =
P 2S

�= 0
g
(n)

�
Y�0(�;�),where

2S isthe 
ux through the sphere and Y�m are spherical

harm onics,then g
(1)

�
= g

(0)

�
(1� �(� + 1)=2S)[7].)

W ehavecalculated theenergy ofelectronson a sphere

described by the wavefunctions  
(n)

2
and  

(n)

4
for both

n = 0 and n = 1 using M onte Carlo sim ulationswith up

to 24 particles,butignoring LL-m ixing e�ects.W ecom -

pare these with the energy ofsystem sdescribed by  
(n)

1

and  
(n)

3
atthe sam e density in Table 1.Both  

(0)

2
and

 
(0)

4
describe system s with signi�cant energy gain with

respectto thereferencestates 
(0)

1
and  

(0)

3
.Thegain is

lessfor 
(0)

4
than for 

(0)

2
re
ecting the slow decay with

angularm om entum ofthe pseudopotentialscharacteriz-

ing the Coulom b interaction [15]. Taking the dielectric

constant� = 13 forG aAs,the gain for 
(0)

2
isequivalent

to a tem perature4.6K forthedensity � � 0:6� 1015m �2

ofthesam plesused in [5].Thiswould beconsistentwith

theobservation ofCF-associated conductivity anom alies

up to tem peratures> 4K in thosesam ples.

Table1 showsthatthepicturein then = 1 LL isvery

di�erent. The energy ofa system ofparticlesdescribed

by  
(1)

2
isin facthigherfortheCoulom b interaction than

3



a system described by  
(1)

1
atthe sam e density. O n the

otherhand  
(1)

4
hasa signi�cantly lowerenergy than the

reference state  
(1)

3
. These results suggestthat the CF

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

�lling fraction �1 = 1=2. Thiswould be in line with ex-

perim ents[16]which show evidence forthe hierarchy of

incom pressible polarized states atodd denom inator�ll-

ing fractions1=5< �1 < 1=3,butnotat1=3< �1 < 2=3.

(Theseincom pressiblestatescorrespond to �lled Landau

levelsforCF’s[1,17].) The high energy associated with

 
(1)

2
would also m akeunlikely theform ation ofthen = 1

counterpartsofthespin-singletincom pressible
uids,like

the so-called ‘332’state at �0 = 2=5. The stability of

these statesisdue basically to the low Coulom b energy

associated with the factor 
(0)

2
[18].

W ecan testtheclaim thata CF liquid statewillform

at �1 = 1=4 but not at �1 = 1=2 by considering the

ground stateangularm om entum .Rezayiand Read (RR)

[10]have shown that, if the CF state is form ed for a

system ofN particleson a spherepierced by 2S = 2(N �

1) 
ux units on a sphere,then the angular m om entum

oftheground stateshould bethe sam easthatexpected

on the basis ofHund’s second rule for electrons in zero

m agnetic 
ux [19].W e havecalculated the ground state

energy and angular m om entum for system s with up to

nine particlesat�n = 1=4,(2S = 4(N � n � 1)),and up

to twelveparticlesat�n = 1=2,(2S = 2(N � n � 1)),for

n = 0 and n = 1 (again ignoring LL-m ixing). At �0 =

1=2,�0 = 1=4 and �1 = 1=4,the angularm om entum of

theground stateoftheinteracting system ofN particles

followsthe RR prediction,L:

N 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

L 0 2 3 3 2 0 3 5 6

L
0

2 0 1 1 2 0 1 3 0

However,at �1 = 1=2 there is no correlation between

the ground state angular m om entum L0 and the value

predicted by RR.Taken together with the high energy

associated with  
(1)

2
,thisrulesoutthe CF stateat�1 =

1=2,when LL-m ixing e�ectsareweak.

W e have also checked the validity ofthe m apping (3)

between CF ground states in di�erent LL’s. W e evalu-

atetheoverlap,<  (1)j�+  (0) > ,wherethe (n) arethe

exactground statesin the n’th LL forthe Coulom b in-

teraction with �1 = �0. Forthe CF trialstates(1),(3)

thisoverlap isone while,forthe exactground statesfor

a Coulom b interaction,one would expectitto be large.

W e �nd that,for �1 = 1=4,the overlap is larger than

0.975 for 4 � N � 9 particles,while for �1 = 1=2 it is

eitherzero,when L06= L,orvery sm all.

Theorigin ofthehigh energy ofa system described by

 
(1)

2
can beseen in thesm allrlim itofthepaircorrelation

function,g(r),[7].In Figure1(a),we show g(r)for 
(1)

2

and  
(1)

1
. The Figure shows that, whereas g(r) ! 0

as r ! 0 for  
(1)

1
(as it m ust on account ofthe Pauli

principle),g(0) is non-zero and large for  
(1)

2
. At the
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sam etim e we seein Figure 1(b)that,forthe state  
(1)

4
,

the probability of�nding two particlesclose togetheris

reduced with respectto thatforthe state  
(1)

3
.

The pair correlation function for a m any-body wave-

function is determ ined by the am plitudes it ascribes to

states ofrelative angular m om entum foro pairs ofpar-

ticles. In the wavefunctions, 
(n)
m ,allcon�gurations in

which pairsofparticleshaverelativeangularm om entum

lessthan m areexcluded.Thereasonwhy,in higherLL’s,

this does not lead to a sm allprobability that particles

com e close together,is im plicit in work on incom press-

ible states[14,20]butcan be adapted to ouranalysisof

the CF statesfairly easily.

Thewavefunction forany pairofelectronscan bewrit-

ten in term softheirrelative and centre ofm ass(CoM )

coordinates,z and Z. Ifboth electrons are in the low-

estLL then so istheirrelativeand CoM m otion,and (in

a rotationally invariant system ) the pair wavefunctions

would be ofthe form

 
(0)

jJ
(z1;z2)= �

(0)

j (z)�
(0)

J
(Z); (4)

where�
(0)

j and �
(0)

J
describem otion in then = 0LL with

relativeand CoM angularm om enta,j and J.W hen the

two electronsareboth in then’th LL,thecorresponding

pair wavefunction is found by acting with (a+
1
a
+

2
)n on

the wavefunction  
(0)

jJ
.In term softhe raising operators

forCoM and relativem otion,A + and a+ ,we�nd

 
(n)

jJ
(z1;z2)=

�

A
+

2

� a
+

2

�n

�
(0)

j (z)�
(0)

J
(Z); (5)

so that the wavefunction for relative m otion can be in

any ofthe 0,2,4,:::2n’th LL’s. For allj < 2n with

j even,at least one ofthese �
(2l)

j (z) is non-zero when

jzj! 0. Thus for even m ,excluding relative angular

m om entum less than m in a m any-body wavefunction

(as in  
(n)
m ),does not suppress con�gurations in which

pairsofparticlescom eclosetogetherunlessm > 2n.

By m atching the variation with system size of the

ground stateenergy to thatexpected fora CF liquid,we

can estim ate the CF e�ective m asses [21]. The ground

stateenergyperparticleofN non-interactingferm ionson

a sphereis(2�h
2
=m a2N 2)

P N

i
li(li+ 1).Herea istheion

discradiusfortheparticlesofm assm ,and theli arethe

angularm om enta ofthe N lowestenergy single-particle

states.Thisenergy can be written (�h
2
=m a2)(1� �(N )),

where�(N )= 1=N ,for�lled shells,and 0� �(N )< 1=N

otherwise.The variation with system size in a sequence

ofL = 0 ground states at �xed �lling fraction is also

known to be proportionalto 1=N [22],where the 1=N

correctionsfor particles on a sphere relate to its curva-

ture and depend on the precise de�nition ofthe inter-

particleseparation [23].W ewould liketo elim inatesuch

background correctionsto obtain a bestestim ate ofthe

system aticvariation oftheground stateenergy with an-

gular m om entum . W e therefore subtract a ‘�lled shell’
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equivalentenergy,E fs(N )= e0� e1=N ,from theground

stateenergy foreach N ,and com paretheresultwith the

corresponding result,(�h
2
=m a2)(�(N )� 1=N ),expected

forfree ferm ions.W e use the N = 4 and N = 9 particle

ground stateenergiestodeterm inethecoe�cientse 0 and

e1. The resultsat�0 = 1=2 and �1 = 1=4 are shown in

Figure2.

Thecloseagreem entbetween the energiesat�0 = 1=2

and thoseofthenon-interacting ferm ionsapparentfrom

Figure2allowsustoestim atee�ectivem assesoftheCFs.

W e �nd that,in the relation [1]:

�h
2

m �
=

C

(4��(n))1=2

e2

�
; (6)

where �(n) is the num ber density of electrons in the

n’th LL and � is the dielectric constant, the constant

C = 0:20� 0:02. Thisdi�ersfrom the result,C � 0:31,

quoted in [1]. However,thism ay relate to the enhance-

m entexpected form � as� ! 1=2. (O urresultsare for

system sat� = 1=2,whereastheestim ateof[1]wasbased

on thescaling ofgap energieswith �lling fraction forin-

com pressiblestatesawayfrom � = 1=2.) Sim ilaranalyses

give C � 0:1� 0:02 at�0 = 1=4 and C � 0:18� 0:02 at

�1 = 1=4,although these �gures ignore the low ground

state energies for six and seven particles which we �nd

forboth n = 0 and n = 1.
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sem inars.W ealso thank B.I.Halperin and E.Rezayifor

usefuldiscussions.
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FIG .1. The pair correlation function,g(r),for system s

of nine particles. The upper panelshows g(r) for system s

described by  
(1)

1
, 

(1)

2
(see 3) and by the exact (Coulom b)

ground state wavefunction at �1 = 1=2. The lower panel

showsg(r)for 
(1)

3
, 

(1)

4
and fortheexactground statewave-

function at�1 = 1=4.Thelargevalueofg(r)asr! 0for 
(1)

2

leads to a high energy per particle (Table I),and m akes the

form ation ofCF’s energetically unfavourable. However, 
(1)

4

has signi�cantly m ore weight at sm allr than the reference

state  
(1)

3
. This leads to a large energy gain for the bind-

ing ofthe additionalzero in the wavefunction and im plies a

well-stabilised CF-liquid state at�1 = 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 �0 = 1=2 and

at �1 = 1=4 on the surface of a sphere. The con-

stant C in (6) is taken as 0.2 at �0 = 1=2 and 0.18 at

�1 = 1=4. (In units of e
2
=�a

(n)
, the �lled shellequivalent

energies for electrons are E fs(N ) = � 0:9321 � 0:0830=N at

�0 = 1=2,E fs(N ) = � 1:0205 � 0:0028=N at �0 = 1=4 and

E fs(N )= � 0:8825+ 0:0047=N at�1 = 1=4.)
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TABLE I. The energy per particle of a system of

particles described by  
(n)

m . The energy di�erence,

E
(n)

cf
( 1

2m
) = E ( 

(n)

2m
)� E ( 

(n)

2m � 1
),is a m easure ofthe sta-

bility ofa CF state.Thepositive�gurefor�1 = 1=2 suggests

that the CF state willnot form at this �lling fraction. All

energies are in units of e
2
=�a

(n)
where a

(n)
= 1=(��

(n)
)
1=2

is the ion disc radius for the electrons in the n’th LL with

density �
(n)

.

n  
(n)

1
 
(n)

2
E

(n)

cf
(
1

2
)  

(n)

3
 
(n)

4
E

(n)

cf
(
1

4
)

0 -0.886 -0.970 -0.084 -1.004 -1.022 -0.018

1 -0.664 -0.502 + 0.162 -0.799 -0.889 -0.090
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