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Abstract

Q uasielectrons and quasihols In the fractional quantum Hall liquids
obey fractional (including nontrivial mutual) exclusion statistics. T heir
statistics m atrix can be determ ined from several possbl state-counting
schem e, nvolving di erent assum ptions on statistical correlations. T her-
m al activation of quasiparticle pairs and them odynam ic properties of the
fractional quantum Hall iquids near Ilings1=m @m odd) at low tem pera—
ture are studied In the approxim ation ofgeneralized idealgas. T he existence
of hierarchical states In the fractional quantum Hall e ect is shown to be
a m anifestation of the exclusonic nature of the relevant quasiparticles. For
m agnetic properties, a param agnetisn -diam agnetisn transition appears to

be possbl at nite tam perature.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Tt isweltknown that quantum statistics of a particle (or elem entary excitation) plays a
fundam entalrole in determ ining statisticalorthemm odynam ic properties ofa quantum m any—
body system . BoseE instein and Ferm D irac statistics are two well established ones, which
are central to m any fam iliar or novel phenom ena involring m any particles. For exam pl,
super uidity or superconductivity is essentially due to BossE nstein condensation; and the
stability ofm acroscopic m atter is known to depend crucially on the Fem iD irac statistics of
electrons. Since early daysofquantum m echanics, an outstanding problem hasbeen to search
for a generalization of or even an interpolation between these two statistics. M athem atically,
of course, there exist m any possibilities. But as physicists we are Interested In what are
physically relevant, n the sense that the new statistics m ust be realized In physical system s
existing In nature (or at least, In m odels which describe som e interesting aspects of real
physics) .

In the Jast two decades or o, the interest in this search hasbecom e stronger and stronger
in the study of lower din ensional condensed m atter system s. For quite a while, it has been
recognized that situations which interpolate between bosons and ferm ions m ay appear in
one- [;2] and two-din ensional 3] m any-ody system s, though no discussion of relevant
statistical distriboutions until recently.

By now there have been (at least) two distinct ways to de ne fractional statistics:

1) by exam ining the change in phase of a m ultiparticle wave fiinction due to the exchange
of two identical particlks,

2) by counting the number of independent m ultiparticle quantum states to fomulate a
generalization of Pauli exclusion principle.

For the usual quantum statistics, ie. for bosons and fem ions, the above two m ethods are
equivalent to each other, In spite of their concsptual di erence. For fractional statistics,
however, they are generally inequivalent and we distinguish between the two de nitions

by calling them as \exchange statistics" and \exclusion statistics" respectively, and the



oorresponding particles as \anyons" and \exclisons" . Fractional exchange statistics or
anyons Blhave been rstexplored in the study of quasiparticles in two (space) din ensional
system s, such as fractional quantum Hall FQH) liquids and anyon superconductivity.

Recently Haldane B]has form ulated, by counting m any-body states, a generalized Pauli
exclusion principle in arbitrary spatial din ensions. Based on this iea, one ofus (Y SW ) []
have de ned generalized ideal gas for particles cbeying such fractional (ncliding m utual)
exclusion statistics, and have form ulated its quantum statistical m echanics and themm ody-—
nam ics. These new de nitions are not m erely m athem atical construction; they have been
shown to be realized as the exotic statistics obeyed by elem entary excitations in certain one,
two or higher dim ensional strongly correlated system s f}- {{1]. In this paper, we discuss an
In portant case: quasiarticles in the fractionalquantum Hall FQH) e ect.

By now it is wellknown that the ground state of the two-din ensional electron gas In a
strong perpendicularm agnetic eld w ith electron 1ling factor = 1=m m odd integer) isan
incom pressble quantum Iiquid [1Z], and that it has two species of quasiparticle excitations,
both ofwhich are fractionally charged {[2] € = 1=m ) anyons [I3,14]. H owever, the anyon
approach is not very suitable for calculating low —tem perature them odynam ic properties of
the FQH liquids, since them al activation of quasiparticle pairs is directly govemed by the
counting law form any-body states rather than the lJaw for exchange phases. This iswhere
the conoept of exclusion statistics com es into play. The FQ H quasiparticles are known to be
strongly correlated. The key issue here is to clarify how strong correlation between quasi—
particles m anifests itself in the state-counting. Is possible not only fractional exclusion of
singleparticle states for identical quasiparticles, but also m utualexclusion of statesbetween
quasihole and quasielectron, which cannot be deal w ith In the anyon approadc.

The m any-body state counting orFQ H quasiparticles is a subtle problem , whose study
started w ith Haldane's paper in 1983 {I5]. Now we still do not have a full answer yet, ex—
cept for the low —-lying excited states of the FQH liquids, which however should be enough
to account for low -tem perature them odynam ic properties. There are several possbl as-

signm ents for the statistics m atrix of FQH quasiparticles, involving di erent assum ptions



conceming the nature ofthe quasiparticles and their statistical correlations. (See below , Sec.
11T, for details.) Fortunately, these assignm ents of statistics m atrix can be tested by num eri-
calsim ulation on an all system s. In addition, one would also like to put these assignm ents to
experin ental tests, which needs com paring theoretical predictions w ith experin ental data.
Asa rststep towardsthis, we have calculated thermm odynam ic properties ofthe FQ H liquids
at low tem peratures, based on the dilute gas approxin ation for them ally activated quasi-
particles: W hen the quasiparticles are dilute, we m ay ignore C oulom b interactions between
them , and apply the statistical them odynam ic form alisn for generalized idealgas given in
ref. ], which incorporates m utual statistics between di erent species of quasiparticles. Tt
ishoped that this approxin ation could be in proved in the future by including the e ects of
Coulomb Interactions between quasiparticles. O ur them odynam ic calculation is done w ith
three di erent assignm ents of statisticsm atrix, w ith the hope that one day the experin ental
m easuram ents of thermm odynam ic properties of FQ H liquidsm ight distinguish between them ,
providing Inform ation about the statistical correlations between FQ H quasiparticles.
Thispaper isorganized as follows. W e rst review in Sec. ITthe state counting de nitions
of exclusion statistics, Including m utual statistics between non-identical (quasi)particls.
Then iIn Sec. I it is shown that quasielectrons and quasholes In the FQH liquids w ith
Ilings1=m fm odd) obey such fractionalexclision statistics, and the determm ination oftheir
statistics m atrix from various physical argum ents or working hypotheses is reviewed, w ith
several som ew hat di erent outcom es. U sing the statistical distroution [] for generalized
dealgas, we study In Sec. IV and V, w ith analytic and num erical m ethods, them al acti-
vation of quasiparticke pairs near 1lling 1=m (m odd). Then we show In Sec. VI that the
occurrence of new (hierarchical) incom pressible states, corresoonding to divergent pressure,
at appropriate 1llings at T = 0 is a m anifestation of fractional excluision statistics, whilke
at nite tem perature the pressure of the system can never becom e divergent. In Sec. VII
we com pute low —tem perature thermm odynam ic properties of FQ H liquids, including m agnetic

properties. The nalsection V ITT is devoted to conclusions and discussions.



II.EXCLUSION STATISTICS

The de nition of fractionalexclision statistics is directly based on state-counting, a basic
conospt In quantum  statistical m echanics. It is wellknown that bosons and ferm ions have
di erent counting for m any-body states, or di erent statistical weight W : The number of
quantum statesofN identicalparticles occupying a group ofG states, forbosons or ferm ions
respectively, is given by

G+N I)! G!
= ———; orWg= ———— @.1)
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A sin ple generalization and interpolation is

. G+ N 1)@ )]!,_ 22)
N![G N 1 )1

wih = 0 coresgpponding to bosons and = 1 fam ions. The physical m eaning of this
equation is the follow ing: By assum ption, the statistical weight rem ains to be a singke
com binatoric num ker, so one can count the states by thinking of the particles e ectively as
bosons, w ith the e ective num ber of available singleparticle states being linearly dependent

on the particle num ber:

¢l =c w 1: 23)

O bviously, for genuine bosons , G ;‘?f is Independent of the particle num ber. In all other
cases, G f;)f is linearly dependent on the particle number. This is the de ning feature of
the fractional exclusion statistics. T he statistics param eter tells us, on the average, how
m any sihgle-particle states that a particle can exclude others to occupy. For €& 1, this
generalizes the P auli exclusion principle for one species.

Tt is easy to generalize this state counting to m ore than one species:

P
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Here G; is the number of states when the system oonsists of only a singlke particle. By

de nition, the diagonal 4 is the \selfexclusion" statistics of species i, whilke the non-

diagonal ;; (ori6 Jj) is the mutualexclusion statistics. Note that 5, which Haldane [4]
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called statistical interactions, m ay be asymm etric in i and j. The interpretation is sin ilar
to the one species case. The num ber of available sihgleparticke states for soecies i, in the

presence of other particls, is again lnearly dependent on particle num bers of all species:

© X
Gerrsi = G 5Ny g 25)

3

W e note that as a generalized Pauli exclusion principle, eq. 2.4) or £.4) in plies strong
correlations betw een the particles, and does not give rise to the sam e state counting as the
ol generalization suggested in ref. [1§], in which particles independently 1la xed number
of sihgle-particle states w ith the constraint that at m ost n particles are allowed In one and
the sam e state.

Som e rem arks on exclision statistics are In order:

1) This de nition of exclision statistics is independent of spatial dim ensionality of the
system , in contrast to the exchange statistics of anyons w hich has a connection to the braid
group, m aking sense only in two spatialdin ensions [17].

2) In contrast to anyons, there is no periodicity in exclision statistics param eter , so it
m akes sense to consider the casesswih > loreven > 2.

3) The state-counting de nition of exclusion statistics naturally allow s m utual statistics
from the beginning, In plying that exclusion m ay occur between states of di erent soecies,

a com pktely new situation we have not been faced before In statisticalm echanics.

ITT.EXCLUSION STATISTICS FOR FQH QUASIPARTICLES

T here are two kinds of quasiparticles In the Laughlin 1=m -liquid: quasiholes labeled by
and quasiparticles labeled by + . In this paper we treat them as two distinct species
and dem onstrate that their m any-body states cbey the counting law given by €.5), wih
an appropriate 2 2 statisticsmatrix i with i;j= +; . The statistics m atrix depends
on the nature of FQH quasiparticles and their correlations. Several scenarios are possible

In this regard. In this section, we are going to discuss four possibble scenarios for FQH



quasiparticles that have appeared in the literature: 1) anyons in the lowest Landau lvel,
2) bosonic vortices, 3) com posite ferm ions, 4) correlated vortices or com posite ferm ions.
They di er In the assum ption ofwhether certain correlations, such ashard-core constraints,
exist between the quasiparticles or not, lkeading to subtle di erence in statisticsm atrix. Ik is
rem arkable that the statistics m atrix can be sub et to num erical test for an all system s on
a sphere. W e are not going to tak about the details, but willbrie y summ arize the status

of such num erical tests and quote relevant references when appropriate.

A .Anyons in the lowest Landau level

In determ ning exclusion statistics of FQH quasiparticles, Jet us rst try to explore the
fact that they are fractionally charged anyons. (T hough later we w ill see that the picture of
non-interacting anyons is not very suiabl for calculating themm alactivation of quasiparticle
pairs.)

G ood trial electron wave functions for states w ith quasiparticles in the 1=m FQH lig-
uid were rst proposed by Laughlin f12]. In these wave finctions the coordinates of the
quasiparticles appear as param eters (or collective coordinates). Iff onem oves very slow Iy the
coordinates of one quasiparticle, say a quasihole, around a closed loop In the FQH liquid,
the electron wave function acquires a Berry phase, which can be interpreted as the phase
due to the m otion of the quasiparticle traveling along the loop. As shown in ref. [14], the
Berry phase is always proportional to the num ber of electrons enclosed In the loop. If the
loop encloses none of other quasiparticlks, the Berry phase is the sam e as that for a charge
n a magnetic eld, with electrons acting as quantized sources of \ ux". Thus, a quast
particle sees the electrons just lke an electron sees the extemalm agnetic eld. W hen the
Jloop encloses another quasiparticle, say a quashole, the change In the Berry phase is due
to a de cit in the number of enclosed electrons caused by the enclosed quashole, and it is
attrbuted to the exchange phase of the two quasiholes, show Ing that they are anyons w ith

fractional exchange statistics [14]. C om bining the two results, one is led to a sin ple picture



that the FQH quasiparticles are anyons In the lowest Landau kevel ofa ctitious m agnetic
eld, whose strength is determm ined by the density of electrons. Indeed, the wave function
for the FQH quasiparticles suggested by Halperin [18] are such as if the quasiparticles are
In the lowest Landau lkevel
Now Jt us ocount the states of N non-interacting anyons (of one soecies) in the lowest
Landau kevel. T hough not for all levels and all states, a num ber of exact solutions for anyons
in a magnetic eld have been known [[9]. Am ong them , rtunately, are the com plte set
of solutions for all anyons In the lowest Landau lkevel (if the num ber of anyons is less than
the Landau degeneracy). The total (ground state) energy tums out to be the sum of the

cyclotron energy of individual particlks, lndependent of the exchange statistics of anyons:
E=N"/2: 32)

To count the states, we consider anyons In a circular disk with a xed size. In the
sym m etric gauge, besides the usualG aussian factor, them any-anyon wave fiinction isknown

to be of the form W ith z; the com plex coordinates of electrons) :

= (zi  zy) Zi::2n )7 B2)

w ith anyon statistics 0 < 2 .Butnow In the lowest Landau kve], the function isa

the symm etricpolynom ial (counting asbosons). H owever, the xed-size condition requires

a xed highest angularm om entum , or a xed highest power of a singlke variabl z; In the
wave function . On the other hand, the Jastrow type prefactor <5z 2z3) - , inplying
non-vanishing relative angular m om enta between anyons, takes away som e pow ers of z; and
reduces the degree ofthe polynom ial . A tematively, an anyon can see the statistical ux of

other anyons, which In the present case is opposite to the extemalm agnetic ux. T herefore,
in the boson counting, with size and extermal ux xed, the e ective Landau degeneracy is
determm ned by the extemalm agnetic ux N Iless the anyon statistical ux ( = )N 1):

0]



N
G;‘;’f=? N 1): (33)

Hence eg. {2J) applies, with the single anyon Landau degeneracy G = N =m, and the

exclusion statistics for anyons in the lowest Landau level can be read o from eq. @3):

= = (34)

In Ref. [14], the exchange statistics hasbeen shown tobe = =m for quasholks, and
= =m for quasielectrons. Thus, eq. (3.4) kads to the follow ng diagonal exclusion

+

statistics for quasiparticles:

1 ( 1=m (soft  core);
_ - L= 35)
m 2 1=m (hard core):

For the case of quasielectron, we note that there are two possibilities: Since conceptually

exchange statistics is an angular param eter, de ned only up to a perdod of2 , = =m is
equivalentto = (@2 1=m) .However, exclusion statistics is always unam biguously de ned
and non-periodic at all; ie. the exclusion e ectswith = 1=m andwih = 2 1=m

are very di erent. So when one wants to apply eq. B4), he or she has to choose between
the possble two values of . One may notice that the wave function (32) with = =m
is singular at z; = z;. Based on the braid group, one may argue that the m any-anyon
wave finction @.1) should vanish astwo anyons approach each other, thus preferring = =
2 1=m over 1=m in the Jastrow-type prefactorand therefore = 2 1=m over 1l=m for
the exclusion statistics for quasielectrons. O bviously, the form ervalue of Ileads to stronger
exclusion between quasielctrons, as if they have "hard-core".

W hether the quasielectrons really satisfy the "hard-core constraint" can be tested by
num erical experin ents. Such num erical experin ents have been done by three groups, U],
R1land P2], forekctronsw ith Coulomb interactions on a sohere in the eld ofa m onopolk
at its center. Their results unambiguously support the exclusion statistics (3.5) with the

"hard-core" value for quasielectrons.



B .Bosonic Vortex Schem e

T he above scenario for FQH quasiparticles as anyons in the lowest Jandau kvel has the
disadvantage that it tells us nothing about the m utual (or non-diagonal) statistics between
quasihole and quasielkctron, which is in portant for studying them al activation of quasi-
particle pairs. So we need other, m ore direct ways to count states for quasiparticles in the
Laughlin 1=m —liquid.

A fundam ental relation which will play a key rolk in state-counting is the \total- ux"

constraint
N eBV=hc= mN_ .+ N N, ; (3.6)

between the electron numbers N, and quasiparticle numbers N and N, . The basic idea
behind this relation is the Hllow ing observation [12]: To generate a quasiparticle in the
Incom pressible Laughlin liquid, onem ay pierce the droplt by an in nitely thin solenoid and
slow Iy tum on m agnetic ux inside it. W hen the ux reachesa ux quantum , a quasiparticle
w il be form ed around the solenoid; whether it is a quasiholk or quasielectron depends on
the direction of the solenoid ux (parallel or antiparalle]l to the extermalm agnetic eld).

Further state counting relies on the assum ptions on statistical correlations of quasiparti-
cles. There aredi erent counting schem esbased on the bosonic vortex picture, the com posite
ferm ion picture and varation ofboth. Let us consider them in tum.

T he bosonic vortex schem e is based on the picture that the FQHE quasiparticles are
vortex-like excitations In the lncom pressble planar quantum liquid, and fora xed number
of excitations we count their states as if they are bosons. A ssum ing only the m ininal
(quantized) circulation, there are two possible orentations for vortex circulation on the
plane, corresponding to quasihol and quasielectron respectively. So what is essential to this
counting schem e is to detem ine the num ber of available states for each species of vortices.

This can be nferred from an observation by Haldane and W u 3] that for vortices in a

planar quantum liquid, their core X —and Y -coordinates do not comm ute w ith each other,
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as if they were the guiding-center coordinates for a charged particle In a m agnetic eld,
with uild particles (ie. electrons in the present case) as sources of quantized ux. Thus,
the num ber of availabl states for vortex-lke excitations is essentially determm ned by the

\Landau degeneracy" of this ctitiousm agnetic eld, or the num ber of electrons:

o) ©)
Gerr; = Nej Geeye = Net 3.7

To derive the exclusion statistics for FQH quasiparticles, one needs to x the extemal
ux N . So ket us express G¢rr; I term s of N by elin nating N, from these equations

w ith the help of the constraint (3.8). Then we cbtain

o) 1 1 1
Geff; = HN EN + HN.'_ ’

1 1 1
Gaen = N N (N (38)

The rsttem on the right side gives the sihglequasiparticle degeneracy in tem s of the

extemal ux:

Gy, =G = (I=m )N ; (3.9)

so the proportionality constant 1=m is identi ed as the fractional charge (@bsolute value) of

the quasiparticles. And the coe cients of N give the statistics m atrix:

++ = 1=m; . = I1=m;
(3.10)
s = 1=m ; = 1=m
This resul was rst derived by Haldane @].
Comparing wih eg. B.5), we note that ., = 1=m here corresponds to soft-core
quasielectrons. For hard-core quasielectrons, eq. (3.4) should be replaced by
Gugr, =Nei Gley =Ne 20, 1); 311)

w ith the second tem in Gf;)fl~+ representing the exclusion e ects due to the hard core of

quasielectrons. In the presence of an extermalm agnetic eld, the two ordentations of vortex

11



circulation are not equivalent, so there is an asym m etry between quasiholes and quasielec—
trons. Physically, the hard-core nature of quasielectrons m ay be due to electron number

surplus In the core of quasielectrons. This kads to P4]

o 1 1 1
Geff; = EN ;N + EN+;

1 1 1
Gfé)m = HN HN @ H)N+ ; (312)

resulting In a statistics m atrix som ewhat di erent from eg. @10):

++ = 2 1=m; . 1=m ;
(313)

+ = 1=m ; 1=m

W e note that now the diagonal statistics ., i eq. B.13) agree w ith that of hard-core
quasiekectrons in egq. 3.5). However, here it has been possblk to dem onstrate nontrivial
m utual statistics between quasiholk and quasielectron. Thismeansthat with N xed, the
presence of quasielectrons w illa ect the num ber of \available" states for quasiholes and vice

versa.

C .Com posite Ferm ion Schem e

The central idea of the com posite ferm ion approach is that the FQH state of electrons
iIn a physicalm agnetic eld can be explained as the D H state of com posite ferm ions In an
e ectivem agnetic eld [5]. In agine an adiabatic process in which we som ehow collect 2p (o
an Integer) ux quanta to each electron to form an electron— ux com posite. T he additional
Aharonov-Bohm phase, due to the attached ux, associated with m oving one com posite
around another is e®® = 1. So the statistics of the com posite rem ains to be the sam e as
the electron, m otivating the nam e of com posite ferm ion. These com posites are now m oving
In arrducedmagnetic eldBssr=B 2 (@p ),where isthe density of electrons, which
is the sam e as the density of com posite form ions. Recall that In our convention, the uni
of ux is2 . The Ilng factor for com posite fermm ions then Increases to  <rr, given by

wr=® 4p)=2 = ! 2p.For .4¢=n (@ an integer), we have

12



p— n .
2pn + 1°

(314)
Thus, fractionalHallsystemswih = n=@pn + 1) may be adiabatically changed into an
Integer Hall system wih 1ling factor n, as was also em phasized by G reiter and W ilczek
R6]. N ote that this argum ent gives usm ore than we had hoped for. The case we wanted to
understand, with  '= odd, is obtained forn = 1.

Let us do state counting for the statewith n = 1, or = 1=@p+ 1). The Landau
degeneracy for the com posite ferm ion in the residue m agnetic eld is given by the e ective

ux
N e =N 2PN ¢ ; 315)
w hile the num ber of excitations are determm ined by
N eff =N+ N N, ; (3.16)

Elin natihg N ¢ from these two equations, we recover the sam e constraint 8.6) asbefore
wihm = 2p+ 1.
T he num ber of available singleparticle states for uni-charged com posite-ferm ion exci-

tations is cbviously
Geff; =N eff (N l): (3.17)

Here we have assum ed that them agnetic eld is so strong that we can ignore the possibility
for quasielectron to 1l Landau lkevels higher than the lowest available one.
T o derdve the true charge and statistics ofthe quasiparticle excitations, we need to express

N e negq. @17 in tem s of the extemalN , resulting in 4]

©) 1 1 1
Geff; = EN HN @ E)N*—;
1 1 1
Gfé)m = HN + H)N @ H)N+ : (3.18)

Here we have used egs. (.15) and 3.16). The coe cient of N  recovers the fractional
charge (dbsolute value) 1=m for the quasiparticles; see eq. (3.9). From the coe cient ofthe

other temm s one reads o the exclusion statistics:
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vy = 2 1=m,; , = 1+ 1=m;
(319)

1 1=m; 1=m

D . Correlated Vortex or P ro cted C om posite Ferm ion Schem e

Comparing eq. (3.19) with eq. $.13), we see that the com posite form ion schem e Jeads
to the sam e diagonal statistics both for quasholes and for quasielectrons as the bosonic
vortex schem e, w ith quasielectrons being autom atically hard-core. Thus it is not suyprising
that the two schem es give the sam e prediction about the occurrence ofhierarchical states at
T = 0, sihce only one species of quasiparticles exist at T = 0 when the 1ling factor deviates
from them agic 1=m , so that only diagonal statistics is relevant.

However, mutual statistics n eq. B19) and eq. (3.13) obtained from the above two
schem es are obviously di erent. W hich is correct? O r neither is correct? To decide, one
needs to study situations in which both species of quasiparticles coexist at the sam e tin e.
This problm has been num erically studied In ref. 7] (see also R9]). I tums out that
neither of the m utual statistics given in eq. 3.13) and eq. .19) is correct. The correct

statistics m atrix, for low -lying excitations, tums out to be

vy = 2 1=m,; , = 2+ 1=m;
(320)

+ 2 1=m; = 1=m
In the bosonic vortex schem e, this can be cbtained by ncorporating certain am ount of

mutualexclusion (or inclusion) between vortices and antivortices in eq. 3.11) as ollows:

G, =N. 2N, ;
GO, =No+2N 2N, 1): (321)

W e call this schem e as the correlated vortex scheme, since in ref. 7] i has been shown
that thism odi cation is due to the necessity of inserting som e "hard-core" Jastrow factor
between quashol and quasilectron in the quasiparticlke wave functions, which represents

correlations of a new type between the vortex and the antivortex.
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To reproduce the statistics 320) In the com posite ferm jon schem e, one needs to m odify

eq. G171 to ALY

Gerr; = N e 1) N, ;

Gergsr = N org + N Ny 1): 322)

Themutualexclusion added in these equationsbetween com posite ferm ionic holes and com —
posite ferm ionic electrons can be interpreted as a consequence of the profcted com posite
ferm ion schem e: In the com posite ferm ion transform ation quasielectron states involve wave
functions in the second Landau kevel, so it is necessary to progct the wave functions down
to the lowest Landau kevel to obtain the correct m any-elkctron wave functions. or details,
see ref. 30].) Indeed, the state counting resulting from the above equation hasbeen checked
28,291 to be ndeed in agreem ent w ith the num erical data given i ref. §0], which veri es
the necessity for the profcted com posite ferm ion schem e.

W e note that In either schem e, the m utual statistics between quasihole and quasiparticle
are anti-sym m etric rather than sym m etric.

In summ ary, the bosonic vortex scheme (3.11) and the unprojcted com posite ferm ion
scheme @B.I7%) lad to di erent mutual statistics BI3) and (319 respectively. But the

correlated vortex schem e (321) and the procted com posite form ion schem e (322) lead to
the sam e statistics m atrix (3.2G). Num erical data favor the latter. But we feel that there is
no ham to lave these possibilities open to experin entaltests. In the follow ing, we calculate
them odynam ic properties of FQ H liquids w ith the three statistics m atrices, w ith the hope

that som eday experin ents m ight be able to distinguish between them .

IV.THERMALACTIVATION OF FQH QUASIPARTICLE PAIRS

&t is weltknown that the low -tem perature them odynam ics of a m any-body system is
determm ined by its low lying excited states above the ground state. For FQH liquids at

hand, our fundam ental assum ption is that their ow-ling excited states are dom inated by
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weakly couplked quasiparticles. Thus their low -tem perature them odynam ic properties are
determ ined by therm al activation of FQH quasiparticke pairs. At low tem peratures, when
the activated pairs are not very dense, one m ay ignore their interaction energies. T hen the
densities  ofthe excitations should be detem ined by the law s for generalized idealgas []
w ith two species, in which the follow ing two conditions are satis ed:
1) The state-counting (2.4) for statisticalweight W is applicable.
2) The total energy (eigenvalue) is always of the form of a sinple sum, in which the i-th
term is linear In the particle numberN ;:
X
E = N;"; 1)
wih "; identi ed as the energy of a quasihok (1= ) ora quasilkctron (1= +). Though
this condition {@.1) is very natural for weakly interacting FQH quasiparticlkes, we note it
is not com patible with non-interacting anyons, except for only one soecies of anyons all
in the Iowest Landau kvel (see eg. (.1)). This problem does not exist in the theoretical
fram ework of exclusion statistics: The condition @.1) is com patible with free exclusons,
as exempli ed Bl 1] in one-din ensional exactly solvabl m any-body m odels such as the
—finction repulsive boson gas if1] and the Calegero-Sutherland m odel 2]. This is one of
the m ain theoretical advantages of exclusion statistics over exchange (or anyon) statistics
In dealing w ith statisticalm echanics. (M oreover, the anyon picture can not dealw ith m ore
than one species, so it is not suitabl for studying them al activation, which involves both
quasielectrons and quasioles and is expected to be a good place to look for the e ects of
m utual statistics, w ith increasing density of activated pairs.)
W ith theses assum ptions, now we are abl to derive quantum statistical m echanics of
FQH quasiparticles. C onsider a grand canonicalensam bl at tem perature T and w ith chem -
ical potential ; for species 1 = +; , whose partition function is given by With k the

Bolzm ann constant)

Z = W (fN;g) expf N;(; ")=kTg: “42)



A s usual, we expect that for very large N ;, the summ and has a very sharp peak around
the set of m ostprobable (orm ean) particle num bers fN ;g. U sing the Stirling form ula and
Introducihg the average \occupation number per state" de ned by n; N ;=G;, from the

m axinum ocondition

@ X
ey fogWw + Gsny (5 "y)=kT]=0; 43)

J=+;

one obtains the equations determm ining the m ost-probabl distribution ofn;

X
(ws@T)+ y5)ny(T)=1; “44)

=+

w ith w; (T ) being detem ined by the functional equations

W + " =
W, ¥+ (l+ W, )1 o+ — e(+ + )=kT ;
1+ w
W + " =
W L+ w )t s = & KT 4 5)
1+ wy

From egs. @4) and @5),n areexpressed in tem sofw  as

+(T)_ w o+ +

ne )= 0 - Wy + i)W + ) + + g
(T) Wity +

n (T)= = ; 4.6)
0 (W++ ++)(w + ) + +

where | G =V,and , (T) and (T) are the density of quasielkctrons and quasiholes

respectively. The ratio R (T ) of the num bers of quasielectrons and quasiholes is given by

1’1+(T)_W + +
R@ n (T)_ Wiy t ot + ’ “@.n

A coording to charge conservation, only quasielectron-quasiholk pairs are them ally ac—
tivated, since they have opposite charges. Thus, N, N is ilndependent of tem perature.

Then the total- ux constraint (3.6) in plies that

n,(T) n T)=m ; 4.38)

where = m ( 0); (o= 1=m ). Thus =m gives the deviation of the Iling from 1=m .

Then from eq. (4.6) one has

17



W w, + .+

m = : “4.9)
Wy + +1)Ww + ) + n

Charge conservation also requires that the cheam ical potentials for the two species should
satisfy ++ = 0.Multplying the two equationsin @.5), and using the above constraints,

one can derive a polynom ial equation

w, """ w ++ A+ w,)t v - Q1+ w )t = g +" )T, (4 10)

Oncew, andw are detem ined from egs. @.9) and @.10), the T -dependent densities

ofboth species , = n, gand = n , are given by egq. {4.6). The mutualstatistics—
dependent themm odynam ic potential = kT logZ and entropy S are
X n F
PV = kT Gilg—Y—tp F*i B . @11)
i=+; 0 J=+; g 3
S X o i ot i : =+; i 3°
= G; ni—— + Iog p— 7 DI, 412)
ko oy, kT 0 =+; i 3

2
Further the totalentropy iswritten as S = ;N ;s; wih

0 X 3 X 3
— 53— ] gl + (13 i3)—1]
i j i j 0
bg— (— —) log( H—): (413)
0 .

i j i j 0

Si_ [l+
k

O ther them odynam ic fiinctions, such as speci ¢ heat and m agnetization per uni area,

follow straightforwardly. For exam ple, m agnetization per unit area is given by

P
X eT + s
M = Lt Iog — U B N R 4 14)
i m hc 0 j i 3
Here = @" =@B ; and we have assum ed the Independence of . Hopefully, when T isof

order of " orhigher, the ;;-dependent second term m ay give an appreciable contribution.
N ote that the them odynam ic properties at the two sides of electron 1ling ¢ NN =

1=m are not symm etric, due to asym m etry of quasielectron and quasiholk In selfexclision

and m utualexclusion statistics.
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V.EXPLICIT SOLUTIONS NEAR = 1M

W e present som e explicit form ulas for them al activation of FQ H quasiparticle pairs for

three statistics m atrices 8.13), 8.19) and 320), which were derived from three di erent

counting schem es in Sec. ITT.

A .Bosonic Vortex P icture

From the statisticsm atrix 3.13), eg. {4.8) detemm ines the occupation num ber of quasi-

electrons and of quasiholes to be

W

n, = ; 51
Yo we+2 lmm) + 1=m)+ 1=m? oD
and
wy + 2
n = : 52)
Wy +2 1=m)@w + 1l=m)+ 1=m?
wherew, andw can be obtained by solving egs. (4.9) and {4.10), which are explicitly
m wy,w + ( + LDw + [@m 1) 1w +2+2 =0; 53)
w2 @l+w,) tQl+w )=e ¥  £(T); G.4)
where =", + " isthe pair excitation gap.

T he Jast two equations can not be solved analytically, but num erical solution ispossble.
See Fjgures:l' (@) and [2 (@) for a twodin ensional plot ofn, (T; ) and n (T; ), obtained

num erically fornear 1=m = 1=3.

B .Com posite ferm ion schem e

In this schem e, the statistics m atrix is given by eq. (3.19). Then eg. {4.6) is explicitly

w +1
n, = ; 6.5)
Wy +2 1=m)w + 1=m)+ @ 1=m)?
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wy + 1
no- : (5.6)
Wy +2 1=m)@w + 1=m)+ @ 1=m)?

wih w, and w detem Ined by

wiw =e T f£(T); 6.7)

m w,w + ( + Dw, + [@m 1) 1w +m = 0: 5.8)

In this cass, the solution in analytic form is available: W e obtain explicitly

q
W+(T)=71 m [E(T)+ 1] m? 2[ET)+ 1F 4( + 1)[@n 1) 11£(T) ;
2( + 1)
£(@T)
= : 5.9
w (T) v @) 5.9)

The upper sign is or > 0 and the ower sign or < 0.AtT = 0, eq.(59) indeed yields
ny=m ;n =0,for > 0,andsmibrlyn = O;jn = m ,for < 0,asexpected from
eq. (4.8).

N um erical results for a two-din ensional plot ofn, (T; ) andn (T; ) for Iling factors

near 1=m = 1=3 are shown i Figures'] () and?2 ().

C . Correlated Vortex or P rojcted C om posite Ferm ion P icture

For the statistics m atrix @3.13), eq. #.6) is explicitly

w + 2
n, = ; (5.10)
W, +2 1=m)Ww + l=m)+ 2 1=m)?2

n = W ; 5.11)
W, +2 1=m)Ww + l=m)+ 2 1=m )2

wih w, and w satisfying

m w,w + ( + Dw, + [@Cm 1) 1w + 2(@m 1) 2= 0; 512)
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wll+w,)Q+w ) t=£(T): (513)

A galn, analytic solution is In possible, but a num erical tw o-din ensionalplot forn, (T; )
andn (T; ) isshown, respectively, n Figures] (c) andi2 (c), or ling factorsnear 1=m =

1=3.

D .Low -Tem perature A sym ptotics

A s application of the above explicit form ulas, ket us discuss the low ~tem perature asym p—
totics of the density of activated pairs. For sim plicity, we consider the case w ith exactly
= 1=m ,or = 0. It iseasy to check that in eitherofthe schemes, wehaven T)=n (T).

At very low tem peratures, £ (T) isvery large, so we have w expf =2kTg. This keads to
(T) oexpf =2kTg; 614)

wih theprefactor ¢ G =V = (I=m )N =V, proportionalto the (fractional) quasiparticle
charge.

This is In com plete agreem ent w ith the standard Bolzm ann behavior characteristic of
them alactivation acrossa nite gap. N ote that thisbehavior is ndependent ofthe statistics
m atrix. T hus to look forthe e ects of fractional exclusion statistics, the tem perature should

be higher than this asym ptotic region.

VI.EM ERGENCE OF HIERARCHICAL STATES

From the generalequation of state (4.11), one can easily see that the pressure P willdi-
verges, when one ofthe dencm inators in the right side beocom es zero, ie. when the excitation

densities satisfy
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T his corresponds to the situation in which one ofthe G gf; vanishes (sseeq. £5)), so that
there isno available quasihole or quasielectron states for additional themm ally activated pair

to occupy. U sing eq. {4.4), the condition (6.4) is reduced to
wyn, = 0; or wn = 0: ©2)

At zero tem perature In the ground state w ith the 1ling factor nearthemagic ( = 1=m
fm odd), there is no them ally activated pair, so one of the n vanishes, depending on
whether is greater or am aller than 1=m . T here are three cases that the condition (62) is
satis ed:

) ny = n = 0: Thisisthecasewih = ¢, which is just the original Laughlin’s 1=m
ncom pressible state.
(i) n = 0andn, > 0: According to the relation @.8), thisisthe casswih > ;. Then
w, = 0,and eq. {410) requiresw = 1 . So from eq. (4.6), one cbtansn, = 1= ...
For ,, = 2 1=m, i ladsto = 2=0@m 1). This gives rise to a new inocom pressble
state In which quasihols are absent and quasielectrons 1l up all possible states. In the
bosonic vortex schem e, this new quantum Hall state is called the st hierarchical state
[548], In which the hard-core quasielectrons In the Laughlin 1=m -state are condensed to
form a new incom pressble liquid. If quasielectrons did not have hard core, they would not
be abl to ormm the new nocom pressble hierarchical state. In the com posite ferm ion schem e,
the origihal Laughlin 1=m -state corresponds ton = 1 in eq. 3.14), and is interpreted as
com pkte 1ling ofthe Iowest Landau level in the residue m agnetic eld, while the new state
corresoonds to n = 2 w ith the second Landau level com pltely lled by com posite ferm ions.
(i) ny = 0andn > 0:According to the relation (.8), thisisthe casswith < ;. Then
w = 0,and eq. @.10) requiresw, = 1 . So from eg. @.6), one obtainsn = 1= . For
= 1=m,itleadsto =1 1=m state, n con ict wih the condition < . So unlke
quasielectrons, the quasiols In the Laughlin 1=m —liquid can not condense to fom a new

incom pressible state. Num erical data presented In ref. Q] con m s this conclusion.

W e note that in the above discussions for T = 0, m utual statistics is irrelevant.
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W hat will happen at nite T? Suppose that > (. Due to them al activation of
quasiparticle pairs, both n (T) > 0, so there is an additional contrbution n eg. 6.0)
from them ally activated quasiholes, which is T dependent. O ne m ay wonder if the e ect
of m utual statistics would lead to form ation of new nocom pressble (ierarchical) states at
T -dependent 1ling factors. At nite T, the condition (62) is reduced tow, (T) = O or

w (T) = 0. It can be shown, case by case for the three statistics m atrices 3.13), G.19)
d (320), that in either schem e, the pressure can not diverge at any 1lling factor. For
exam ple, in the com posite form ion schem e, eq. G.7) with nite T inpliesthat ifw, (T)= 0,
thenw (I)= 1 ,which n tum kadston (T')= 0, in accordance to eq. (5.6). But this
is inpossbl at nie T due to them al activation. Similarly w (T') = 0 would lead to
n, (T)= 0, a contradiction too. T he sam e is true in the other two schem es.

The fact that the pressure P never diverges at nite T m eans that the quantum Hall

transitions due to a divergent P are a quantum phase transition at zero tem perature.

VII.THERMODYNAM IC OBSERVABLES

U nder the assum ption that quasiparticles dom nate the low -lying excitation spectrum
of the FQH liquids, the know ledge of them al activation of quasiparticle pairs allow s us
to calculate them odynam ic observables of the FQH liquids. In this section, we w ill show
num erical results w ith three possble statistics m atrices 3.13) @B.19) and 320).

In Figure E3, we show the tem perature dependence of the them onynam ic potential oV
for severaldi erent 1ling factors.

T he average energy density h (T ) of the quasielectron-quasihole pairs is given as
hT)="0(+(T) + O+ " I (T) 0)1: (71)

The speci cheat C, (T; ) is also evaluated num erically using the expression

@h(T) ,@n
Cy= = k (E? — 2
QT " @E 72)
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where E = =kT. In Figure {,: we have shown the curves of C ,, (T) at di erent values
of for the three statistics m atrix. At very low tem peratures, C, vanishes exponentially:
Cy(T) expf =kTg,duetoa nie activation gap. At higher tem peratures, C ,, Increases
due to quasiparticlke pair creation. W hen the tem perature approaches the order of m agni-
tude of the gap energy , the di erence between di erent m utual statistics becom es m ore
and m ore apparent. T he phenom enon that C,, (T ) decreases affer reaching amaxinum isa
m anifestation of exclusion statistics due to the saturation of the available states for quasi-
particles. T he position of the m axinum ofthe C, (T ) curve is statisticsm atrix dependent.
W hether our approxim ation is still valid at this tem perature or not is a question we cannot
ansver in our approach. W e leave it to experim ents. However, we are sure that the van-
ishing of C,, at very high tem peratures should not be trusted, since our approxin ation of
restricting quasielectrons to the lowest avaibbl Landau level certainly breaks down.

Now Jt us consider the m agnetic response of the system . T he m agnetization per unit

area due to quasiparticle excitations hasbeen given in ref. f] as

Q@ =v
M =
@B TN; 1=kT
X B kT 1+ Wi
= i i+ —:In. . (7.3)
P 30 Wi

Here = hc=e. In thederivation, wehave e ectively de ned B = @" =QB . In com parison
w ith experim ental data, the e ective magneticmoment, ®, of a single quasiparticle could
be either treated as phenom enological param eters or derived from som e m icroscopic m odel.
In the Pllow ng, we willassum e to be B -independent.

T his equation can be viewed as a generalization of the case w ith one species of anyons
in the Iowest Landau kevel. 81,8] The rst tem , corresponding to the usual de Haasvan
A Johen tem , is ofthe sam e form in the two cases. H owever, there are in portant di erences
between the one-species anyon case and the present situation: For the fom er case, the
density of anyons, , is xed either when B or T varies (nho them al activation of anyon

pairs). The resulting susceptibility has a sin ple analytic expression and vanishesasT ! 0.

24



[3] However, this is not true In the present case, where the densities of quasielectrons and
quasihols are both B —and T -dependent. Even at zero tem perature, the m agnetization has

a B dependence through that of
M T=0= " @;T=0= " B;T=0: (7.4)

(The subscript  depends on whether 1=m ispositive ornegative.) This In pliesthat the

zero-tam perature susceptibility is non-zero, In contrast to the case of anyons of one species:

@M (T = 0) B
=0)= - - -7 = X (75
@ ) @B v )

o

O ur general expression for the nitetem perature susoeptibility reads

@M
= @B = ot 1 (7.6)
T,V

’

where , isa de Haasvan A Iphin-lke tetm and ; comes from them ally activated pairs.

They are given by

E X @n;
0= ng+ ( +1y— ;
30, @
X + 1 Qw;
1= 3 ( A ; (7.7)
9e 0i=+; EWi(l+ Wj_) @
wherewehave assumed ® = B forsimplicity. Figures’§ and 6 show the susoeptibilities |
and ; asfunctionsofT and = 3 1 WihO 1=5 corresponding to 1=3 2=5),

for three di erent counting schem es for statisticsm atrix. Indeed, for1=3< < 2=5, /T

and tendsto zeroas T ! 0, so that ! o T = 0) as expected. W hen 100 mK,
e 10" an ?and B 5 (Bohr'sm agnetic m om ent), the ratio of the coe cients of o,
Aog= 2=3 y,andthatof ;,A;= =9 . 3,isAy=A;, 10°. Therefore, in a certain range

of Iling factor greater than o = 1=3, the de Haasvan A Iphin term dom hates, which is
positive at T = 0. On the otherhand, from Figure§, we seethat ; isalwaysnegative in the
range of llings at hand. AsT ncreases, them agniude of ; increases, gradually becom es

com parable to ¢ and eventually dom inates. T hen the total susceptibility w ill change sign.
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T hus, we cbserve that fora given 1ling factor, there can be a param agnetisn -diam agnetian
transition, w ith the critical tem perature generically T . The new incom pressible state
wih = 2=5atT = 0 istotally diam agnetic, becausewih ! 2=5 one hasw 0, which
causes ; divergent. Thism ight be viewed as a generalization of Landau diam agnetisn to

quasielectrons.

VIII.CONCLUSIONSAND DISCUSSIONS

Q uasielectrons and quasiholes In the FQH liquids obey fractional (ncluding nontrivial
mutual) exclusion statistics. Their statistics m atrix near the m agic electron 1ling 1=m
with m odd) can be detem ined from various state-counting schem es. These schem es In—
volre di erent assum ptions on statistical correlations between quasiparticles, resulting in
som ew hat di erent m utual statistics. A comm on feature of the schem es is that both quasi-
holes and quasielectrons In the Incom pressble FQ H liquid badkground behave like a charge
In an e ectivem agnetic eld. The comm on assum ption is that quasielectrons are in the low -
est available Landau level (with respect to the e ective m agnetic eld). Then the them al
activation of FQ H quasiparticles at low tem peratures is discussed in the dilute generalized
dealgas approxin ation. Ifthese quasiparticles dom nate the low —lying excitation spectrum ,
their contributions dom inate the low -tem perature them odynam ics. O therw ise, contriou-
tions from other low lying elm entary excitations (such as skym ions, if they exist and are
In portant) have to be added to the quasiparticle contributions we cbtain here. At higher
tam peratures, our assum ptions cbviously break down. W e hope the situation could be in -
proved In the future by hoorporating corrections. R ight now we just leave the question of
when the corrections should be im portant open to experin ents.

W e have used the approxin ation of generalized idealgas In our treatm ent of statistical
them odynam ics. Tt is good only when the them ally activated quasiparticle pairs are not
too dense. On the other hand, to look for the e ects of m utual statistics, the densities of

quasiparticlke pairs should not be too Iow . W e hope there is som e Intem ediate range for
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quasiparticlke densities n which the two con icting requirem ents could be reconciled to som e
extent. W hether this is true, only experim ents can tell.

&t is shown that the existence of hierarchical states in the FQH e ect can be viewed
as a m anifestation of the exclusonic nature of the relevant quasiparticles. The associated
FQH phase transition is shown to occur only at zero tem perature. Them al activation
of quasiparticle pairs and them odynam ic observables are num erically studied w ith three
possible statistical m atrices. At zero tem perature, they are all equivalent to each other,
but di erences show up at nite tem perature. In particular, we have dem onstrated that
fora xed Iling factorbetween 1=3 and 2=5, w ith increasing tem perature, the system m ay
possibly exhibit a transition from param agnetisn to diam agnetisnm . H owever, we should be
cautious about thispossibility : W e have assum ed that ? are ofthe sam e order ofm agnitude
as the Bohrm agneton; also the approxin ation of generalized idealgasm ight break down at
the would-be transition tem perature.

Tt isdesirable that these theoretical predictions would be put to experin entaltests, ifthe
trem endous di culties in m easuring them odynam ic quantities of a thin layer of electron

gas could be overcom e som eday.
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FIGURES

FIG.1l. The two dinensional plot of the occupation num ber of the quasielectron n; (T; ).
The Iling factor is near 1=m = 1=3. (a) for the bosonic vortex scheme, () for the com posite
ferm ion schem e, (c) for the correlated vortex or procted com posite ferm ion schem e. In all the

gures, = 0:15,0:1, 005, and 0 respectively, from above.

FIG.2. The two dim ensional plot of the occupation num ber of the quasihoken (T; ). The
Iling factor isnear 1=m = 1=3. (@) for the bosonic vortex schem e, (o) for the com posite ferm ion
schem e, (c) for the correlated vortex or procted com posite ferm ion scheme. In all the gures,

= 0,005, 01, and 0:15 respectively, from above.

FIG .3. The them odynam ic potential = pV nearthe 1ling factor 1=3. (@) or the bosonic
vortex schem e, (o) for the com posite ferm ion schem e, (c) for the correlated vortex or profcted

com posite ferm ion schem e. In allthe gqures, = 0:15, 0:1, 0:05, and 0 respectively, from above.

FIG .4. The tem perature dependence of the speci cheat Cy, (T; ) near the Iling factor 1=3.
The di erent curves are di erent ’s. From above, = 0; 0:05; 0:1; 015, (@) for the bosonic
vortex schem e, (b) for the com posite ferm ion schem e, (c) for the correlated vortex or progcted

com posite ferm ion schem e. In allthe gures, = 0,005, 0:1, and 0:15 respectively, from above.

FIG.5. Thetwodmensionalplotof ¢ (T; ) (deHaasvan A Iphin term of the susceptibility )
nearthe 1ling factor1=3. (a) forthebosonic vortex schem e, (o) for the com posite ferm ion schem g,

(c) for the correlated vortex or procted com posite ferm ion schem e.

FIG.6. The two dinensionalplot of 1 (T; ) (a pair excitation term of the susceptibility )
nearthe 1Iling factor1=3. (a) forthebosonic vortex schem e, (o) for the com posite ferm ion schem g,

(c) for the correlated vortex or profcted com posite ferm ion schem e.
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