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A bstract

W e study the hierarchical wave functions on a sphere and on a
torus. W e sim plify som e wave functions on a sphere or a torus using
the analytic properties of wave functions. The open question, the
construction of the wave function for quasielectron excitations on a
torus, is also solved In this paper.
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1 Introduction

The tral wave function of the fractional quantum Halle ect FQHE) on
adik at Iling = 1=m wih m an old Integer is given by the fam ous
Laughlin wave finction {I]. Laughlin wave finction had been constructed on
a spheric or a toric surface Iater in refs. [, 3]. W hen 6 1=m, there are
several proposals for constructing the trialwave function, notably H alperin’s
hierarchical wave finction {4, d] and Jain’s com posite form ion (CF) wave
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function []. In this paper, we will only discuss the construction of the
hierarchical wave fiinction (for a review of FQHE, see ref. [)).

Halperin’stheory fortheFQHE atahierarchical 1ling isbased on thepic—
ture ofhierarchical condensations of quasiparticles. T he charge and statistics
of quasiparticles are both fractional, and those quasiparticles were recently
observed in experin ents [71.

For exam pl, there are quasiparticle excitations in the case of Laughlin’s
state ( = 1=m ). If those quasiparticlkes condense and form a Laughlin
state them -self, a new fractional quantum Hall FQH) state appears w ih

=1=m p)or = 1= + p) @ isan even Integer), where them nus sign
is due to the condensation of quasielkctrons QE s), and the plus sign is due
to the condensation of quasiholes (Q H s). T he condensation of quasiparticles
at = 1=m p)or = 1=m + p) will lrad to a higher hierarchical state.
T he process can continue and w i1l form m ore com plicated states.

Halperin also constructed the wave function at the hierarchical Iling.
The hierarchical wave function had been also further investigated in refs.
B,91. The hierarchicalwave function is sin ply equal to them ultiplication of
those Laughlin wave functions in allhierarchical levels w ith all quasiparticle
coordinates Integrated out (it w illbecom e clear in the next section).

To construct the hierarchical wave function, we need to construct the
Laughlin wave function with quasiparticle excitations. The Laughlin wave
function In the presence of Q H excitations is easy to construct, so does the
hierarchical wave function due to the condensation of QHs (however the
constructed wave function can not be analytically integrated). O n the other
hand, the Laughlin wave function in the presence of Q E excitations is quite
com plicated and nvolves derivative operators In the case of a plane or a
sohere. Thus the hierarchical wave function due to QE condensations is
quite com plicated and intractabl in is old form . W e also note that, the
Laughlin wave function w ith Q E excitations on a torus is stillunknown, and
thus the hierarchical wave function on a torus due to the condensation of
QEs has not been obtained yet. W e comm ent that, although refs. {i(, 11
had constructed a hierarchical wave function at a hierarchical lling on a
torus due to the condensation of QEs (such wave function on a sphere was

rst proposed I ref. B)), the constructed wave finction contains poles (or
sihgularities) which are di cul to control.

R ecently, som e progresses in constructing the hierarchical wave function
had been m ade In ref. [I2]. In ref. [12], it was discovered that the Laughlin

2



wave function In the presence ofQ E s can be obtained by procting a rather
sin ple wave function to the lowest Landau kvel. Using this fact and the
analytic properties of the wave functions of quasiparticles at all hierarchical
Jevels, the hierarchical wave function due to the condensations of QE s can
be greatly sin pli ed (the wave function can be Integrated analytically). W e
note that m ost of cbserved states In experin ents are due to the condensation
ofQEs, only very few cbserved states involves the condensation of Q H s.

In this paper, we w ill generalize the construction to the case when the
surface is a torus. How to construct a Laughlin wave function wih QE ex—
citations on a torus is an open problm as noted in ref. 3]. W e will solve
this problem by proposing explicitly a Laughlin wave function wih QE ex—
citations on a torus which satis es all required properties. Based on this
construction, a hierarchicalwave function due to the condensation ofQ E son
a torus can be constructed. N o shgularty exists In the wave function, and
the wave function is analytically com putable.

In ref. {13], the hierarchical wave finction due to condensations of QH s
was constructed. The wave finction of Q Hs on a torus is m ulti-com ponent
and the m ulticom ponent nature of the QH wave function m anifests clearly
In the hierarchical wave function of electrons on a torus.

In refs. {10,11], a hierarchical wave function on a torus due to condensa—
tions of Q E s is constructed, although this particular wave finction contains
poles. In the contrary to the case of QH s [13], the m ulti-com ponent nature
of the wave function of Q E s does not show In the wave finction. The wave
functions of Q Es or Q H sm ust be m ulticom ponent as any fractional statis—
tics particles on a torus do {14, 15]. So i is a paradox. W e will solve this
paradox in this paper.

W e organize the paper as follow s: In the next section, we present a de-
tailed discussion about constructing various hierarchical wave functions on
a sphere (a brief discussion can be found in ref. f[2]). D i erent hierarchical
wave functionsw illbe constructed and sin pli ed. In section 3, we w illreview

rst what we have known about the hierarchical wave functions on a torus.
Then we w illpresent som e new resuls, which nclude solving the puzzling of
the m ulticom ponent nature of the wave fiinction of QE s and the construc—
tion ofa hierarchicalwave function w ithout any singulariy on a torus due to
the condensation ofQEs. O f course In studying the above m entioned prob-
lem s, the open problem noted in ref. 3], the construction ofa Laughlin wave
function with QEs, would be addressed and solved.



2 H ierarchicalwave functions on a sphere

In this section, we will discuss the construction of the hierarchical wave
finction on a sphere P]. The quasiparticles satisfy fractional statistics ],
and the condensation of quasiparticles w ill give rise to the FQH state w ith

= ; @

where p; isan old positive Integer, and p;;i6 1 are even integers (their signs
are depend on the types of the quasiparticks, ie., QH orQE excitations).

W e use progctive coordinates on the sphere (details of notations can be
fund in ref. [2]). The profctive coordinates are given by z = 2R cot;e”
and its com plex conjigate z. W ewilltake R = 1=2 for sim plicity.

2.1 Quasiparticle excitations of a Laughlin state
The Laughln wave function at lling = 1=m is

¥
n = d@;z)"; @)
i< j

where
Zi Zj

3)

diziz;) = P 1+ ziziy 1+ zyz4 )
Themagnetic ux quanta out ofthe surface isequaltom (N 1) for the
Laughlin state.

The Laughlin wave function with the presence of quasiarticle excia—
tions is given by acting the quasiparticle excitation operators on the original
Laughlin wave function. In the propctive coordinates, the operators of the
QH excitations and the quasilctron excitations are given in the follow Ing
form ,
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where !y ;!¢ are the coordinates of the quasiparticke. The ux in the
presence of Ng QEs QHs)ism W 1) Ny m N 1)+ Ng),andP ( ) isan
operatorw hich profcts a state to the lowest Landau levelw ith the m agnetic

ux quanta equalto f12]. Ref. [12] showed that the QE excitations given
by eq. @) is the sam e as that in ref. Z].

2.2 Laughlin wave function for quasiparticles

To construct a hierarchical wave fiinction, we shall construct the wave func—
tion of quasiparticles.

First we consider a Laughlin state of electrons and its quasiparticles.
W hen the quasiparticles condense, the wave function isof Jastrow (or Laugh-—
Iin) type. The chargeofa QH is e=m where e is the charge of an electron.
A saQH hasan opposite charge w ith respect to an electron, the wave finction
is antiholom orphic w ith the coordinates of Q H s. Because Q H s satisfy frac—
tional statistics w ith statistical param eter equal to 1=m , the wave function
for Q H s of Laughlin type is found to be:

[ ()P (6)
where ; isde ned as

L) = dlG s 7)
k<1

T he notation here is consistent with our de nition of the Laughlin wave

function.

Q E s obey the sam e statistics asQ Hs. But as the charge ofa QE ise=m,
the wave function ofQ E s isholom orphic w ith the coordinates ofQ E s. From
these facts, one can deduce that the wave function of Q E s of Laughlin type
is

[L(OF ®)
W e have constructed the wave function for quasiparticles of a Laughlin
state at lling = 1=m . The condensation of those quasiparticles lead to

Iling = 1=m 1=p)or = 1l=m + 1=p). Letusde nethe Laughln state



at = 1=m isa rst kevelhierarchicalstate. T he quasipparticles ofa Laughlin
state can form a new Laughlin state oftheir own, and thisw ill lead a second
level hierarchical state as just discussed. The new Laughlin state then can
have their own quasiparticles. If the new quasiparticles condense, it w ill lead
to a third level hierarchical state. T his process can continue, and the m ore
com plicated hierarchical states can be form ed.

Suppose we have a Laughlin state form ed by the quasiparticls at the nth
levelwih , as the statistical param eter. O ur convention of the de nition
of , here is: when we exchange the coordinates of two particles, we w ill get
the sam e phase as we exchange two coordinates of the function [ ; (z])] .

n Can be a positive or a negative rational num ber, but j, jis generally lss
or equal than one.

If the charge of a quasiparticle is negative (Wwe assum e that the charge of
an electron is negative), the wave function w ill take the follow Ing fom ,

[L@E@)F " ©)

where z is the coordinates of those quasiparticles. If the charge of the
quasiparticlk is positive, then the wave function w ill take the follow Ing fom ,

[ 1@)FP" e 10)

Pn is a positive even integer.

2.3 The excitations for the Laughlin state of quasipar—
ticles

In order to construct the wave function ofthe quasiparticles at then+ 1th
level, we need to know how to construct the wave function of quasiparticles
of the nth levelw ith their own quasiparticle excitations. W e shall study the
excitation ofthose states in the previous subsection. For the Q H excitations
ofeq. @) and eq. {10), the wave finctions in the presence of those QHswill

becom e
?n NYx+l
[L@)F » d@iz )i 1)

=1 k=1



and

¥n NY.+ 1

[ 1E)P" - iz h); (12)

=1 k=1
where N ,, is the num ber of quasiparticles at nth level, and z are the coordi-
nates of those quasiparticles, z{" ! are the coordinates of new quasiparticles
(we w ill denote the electron coordinates as zil in this notation) and N 4, ; is
the num ber of the new quasiparticles (N ; is the num ber of electrons).

Forthe QE excitations of state () and state f10), the wave finctionsw ill

be In the ollow Ing fom s;

8 9
< ¥o Nypeo =
[1@)] "P(n Nupp1) [ 1@)F deiz' ) i (13)
’ =1 k=1 !
and 8 9
< ?n NYI+1 =
[ 1@)I"P (o Nawq) [ 1P d@fiz "), (14)
) =1 k=1 ’

where , isequaltoN,p, N,,andP (, N,;1) is an operator which
proects the states to the lowest Landau lvels w ith the m agnetic ux ,
N,s: (aspreviously de ned). The construction of QEs in eq. 13 and eq.14
is a natural generalization of the construction of Q E s of the Laughlin state
(seeeq. @).

24 The nom alizations of the wave functions

W e need to nom alize those states in the previous subsection for constructing

the hierarchical wave function. The nom alized states of eq. (I1), eq. {@2),
eg. {13) and eg. {14) willbe

1 L ¥ Ty +1
[1E)P [ 1@ )F = d@ iz ); 15)
=1%k=1
+ +1 1 ¥e Ty +1
[1@)P" " [ 1@ )P s Az )i (16)
=1 k=1
[2ED] "1 L@ P - .
< y‘n NYL+1 =
P(n Npp) [1E)FP aeiz" Y, a7
=1 k=1 !
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=1 k=1

T he am plitudes of nom alization factors can be detemm ined by plasn a ana—
logue or by the rotational properties of the wave functions, and the phase
of nom alization factors are detem ined by the statistics of quasjpartjc]es
T he statistical param eters of ,,; Porthe quas:partjc]es zf(” ' eq. a1,
12),eq. 13) and eq. {4) arerespectjye]y ’ pn+n pnln,and ot
W ih those param eters, we can build the Laugh]Jn states for the new s quasi
particles w ith coordinates z]i1+ ! again, thus we can obtain the hierarchical

wave function of any level.

l

2.5 Constructions of hierarchical wave functions on a
sphere

W e nally com e to construct hierarchical wave functions. W e rst consider

when isgiven by
1
19)

b1

&) 1

Pn
w ith p; being positive Integers. T his state is cbtained when the quasiparticles
In any kevelare of QE type. M ost of cbserved 1lings In experin ents can be
given by eq. {19).
Take n = 3, then the wave function is given as

dz*]1 dz°1 ' ? 3 0)

wherewe de nethat dz']isequalto %, and ! asthenom alized wave
fiinction of electrons w th quasielectron excitations, 2 as the nom alized

wave finction of quasiparticles of the electron state, etc.. By using form ulas



previously obtained in the last subsection, we can write the wave function
explicitly,

Z ¥ ¥

3
= dz’] Hz2’P @N: P Nyjz)
=1 -1
h J_p ¥i1 ¥ h ilzp
V@) d@z;z?) &)
. o1 =1
1 l:p
1(212) p N, p2 N3;Ziz)
h :I_p Y2 ¥s h i 1
L&) d@;z’) (@) =
=1 =1
h i 1 h iy
V@) T @) 1)

and which can sin plify to

? ?2 2 ¥3 3 1
= bdz®] dz'P ©N; p1 Ny;z)
=1 =1
h i, Y1 ¥e
1(zi>lp dz;z°)P N, p, Ns;zi)
=1 =1
h i, ¥2 ¥s h i
1(zi2>lp d@t;z°) 1(z§>lp : @2)

=1 =1
W e can further sim plify the wave function. T he key observation is that the
follow Ing equation holds
< 1PJ2>=< 132> 23)

where | is a state in the lowest Landau lvel, and P is an operator which
progcts , to the lowest Landau Level. In eq. £2). W e consider only the
part of function which depends on z?,

Z yo ¥ ¥e
[z*] d(z;z’)

h ipzyz ¥s
PN, p Ns;z) 1@&) d@;z°); 4)



which is equal to the inner product of two bosonic wave fiinctions as In eg.
©3), when

¥i1 ¥
= d(z;7°)
=1 =1
and
h i, ¥2 ¥s3
1(Zi2)1? dz;2°):
=1 =1

Thuswe can sinply omi P @N, p, N3;z7) n eq. @4) and also in eq.
©2). Thus we can w rite the wave finction in a sin ple om ,

Z . ¥s
= P (;z)) bz’]  ©gz’]
=1 =1
h lplh lPZh j‘p3
1 (Z3) 1 (Z) 1(Z)
i1 ¥ P2 P3
d(z;z%) d@t;z°) @5)

=1 =1 =1 =1
where = pN; p; N, isthemagnetic ux out ofthe sphere (note again
that z are actually the coordinates of electrons) .

W e can oconstruct the n evelhierarchicalwave function with 1ling given
by eq. 19), and then sim plify it ©llow Ing previous discussions about the case
ofn = 3. The wave function is

Z .
v ¥ ¥ h i,
P(;z}) bzl @)
=2k=1 =1
ny 1P Ngie1
dziizs ') (26)

E1i=1 3=1
T he hierarchical wave function due to the condensations of quasielectrons is
am azingly sin ple, and i could be calculated analytically.

Ref. Blhad proposed a di erent hierarchicalwave function w ith the sam e

1ling as the hierarchicalwave finction ofeq. @6). The wave fiinction is

2y ¥ who iy
= bz, ] 1 (z)
=2k=1 =1
ny 1P Nge1 1
@7)

[N
1131 d(ziizy 7)
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However eq. () contains sihgularities and we do not know how to control
them ifwe want to carry out the calculation ofeq. @7). Ifwe do the ntegra—
tion in eq. £7), the wave function w ill not be holom orphic because of those
singularities, thus we need also to profct the wave function of eq. €1) to
the Iowest Landau kevel after the integration.
W e could derive eq. £7) by assum ing that the Laughlin wave function

with QE exciations is

8 2 3 9

< ¥ ¥« 1 =

A(lgily) m)= 4 —5 . (2) 28)
o fomixe1 d@57 ) 7

instead of eq. (), and sin ilarly eq. (3) and eg. {14) are replaced by the
follow Ing equations,

8 9
< ]p y’n NYH‘l 1 =
[1ED] " [ 1@ oIl
' =1 k=1 d@ iz )
9

5
o,
A ©

Yn NYL+1 l =

[ 1@ [ 1@)F e
) =1 k=1 d@ iz )

O foourse we know that those constructions for Q E s are not favorable as the

previous constructions given by eq. ), eq. (13) and eq. (14).

A llwave functions in the FQHE on the sohere shall be rotationally in—
variant. Apply this condition for the wave finctions ofeq. 26) and eq. £7),
we obtain 2 3

X0 . ifi= 1:
4 13N 59 = P @9)
0; othemw ise,

(s
[l
-

where

0 1
jol 1 0 0 0
B 1 p 1 0 0 &
B o}
B 0 1 p3 1 0 1::G
- B .. : : .
= B . : : g : (30)
B : :
B :
B
€ 0 0 1 p,., 1&
0 o 0 1 p
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W e willnow discuss the case when the Iling is given by eq. (1)) with p;
allpositive. W hen n = 3, the wave function is

Z ¥ ¥s h :I_p Y1 ¥ h il—l
= 6’1 Ez’) 1@) a1 @) T
-1 =1 =1 =1
h il—lh ip2*§¥2 ¥3 h i+
1 (ZJZ_) P 1 (Zf) d(zi2;23) ) (Zf) po+ 1=pq
=1 =1
h i1 h i
L&) T @) G1)

and which can be written as

¥ ¥ hdph o dph
= dz*1  ©Bz°] () 1 (Z) 1 (Z)
=1 =1
i1 Yo ¥o Y3
d(zi;7°) d@;z’)
=1 =1 =1 =1
h i h i
@) @) @) @) 32)

T he hierarchical wave function due to the condensations of quasiholes now
appearsm ore com plicated and it can not be integrated analytically. For any
n, the wave function is

7 . .
Yn ‘Pl 1 Y h 21 l)lPZl 1 Y h 21)1921

= dz" ] 1 (25 (3
=2 =1 1211n 1 2l n
Y Nyi1 ¥a1 y  NaNew:
1211 n =1 =1 1 2lni=1 =1
¥ b 1 1 1y
l(zj_) l(Zj_) 33)
=2
where ; is detem ined by the relation
1
H1= ;1= 0: (34)
Pt o1

In refs. [12,18),  was argued that eq. 83) can be approxin ated by om itting
S
1@) 1) " in the ntegration,

Z h . h .
— Yn ‘Pl ﬁzl] ¥ L (221 l):Lle 1 Y 21 lP21
1
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1 211 n =1 =1 1 2l ni=l =1

T he wave function ofeq. 35) was also fund to be a good trialwave function
com paring the exact ground state of a an all num ber of electrons. Apply the
rotational invariance condition on the wave functions ofeq. 3) and eq. 35),
one ndsagai that eq. @9) must be satis ed, however them atrix  is now
given by

1
" b 41 0 T 0 0
BE+1 p 1 0 e 0
BEo 1 p  +1 0 :
_ B . . ) ) .
- £ s (36)
B L . : .
B : : . . : : e
€0 ::: 0 (L' (1Pp. (1 X
0 0 1 0 (1" ( D™ 'py

W ehave discussed hierarchicalw ave fiinctionsdue to the Q E condensation
or due to the QH condensations. E xperin entally, hierarchical states due to
the condensation of both QEs and QHs were also cbserved, for exam ple,

=n=@4n 1)wihn 3. = n=@n 1) can bewmdtten as
! 37)
1
Pt 7
P2 1
Pa

with pp = 3, p; = 2;1i6 1. The wave function at of eg. (37) can be
constructed straight forwardly. A fter the sin pli cations, the wave fiinction
is

h iplz ¥o Y1 ¥ h ilzpl
= 1 () bz ] dz;z5) 1@) 1@)
k=1 =141
2 e ¥ 1 ¥ h 1ipl
P EN; p Nsjz) Az, ] 1 (z;)
=3k=1 =2
ty 1§ Nges
dziizs ') (38)
=21 31
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W e could approxin ate the wave function by taking out [ ;1 (z¥) (ziz)]l:pl
(note that allwave functions discussed in the paper are tralwave functions,
not the exact wave flinction), the wave flinction can be then w ritten as

h 1 j'Plz ¥2 2 ¥o ¥ 1,.2
= 1(z;) dz ] d(z;izj)
k=1 =173=1
SRR 1Ynh 1j'P1rYl?]lNYl+1 1, 11
dz ] 1(z) d(zijzy 7): 39)

=3k=1 =2 =2i=1 3=1

Now we apply the rotational Invariance conditions on the wave finctions of
eq. B8) and eq. B89). Again eq. £9) must be satis ed, and them atrix  is
now,

0 1
o +1 0 HE 0 0
§+1 o, +1 0 s 0 §
g 0 +1 ps t+1 0 :8
_E S : o (40)
B
B :
N
@0 tot 0 +1 Pn1 T+1A
0 0 it 0 +1 Pa

In this section, we construct varous hierarchical wave fiinctions. In the
case of the hierarchical wave function w ith the Iling given by eq. {19), we
greatly sin pli ed the wave function and ocbtained a very sin ple formula for
thewave fiinction. In other cases, we can also approxin ate the wave finctions
and the resulted wave finctions also appear in quite sin ple fom s.

3 H ijerarchicalwave functions on a torus

A 11 the wave functions on the sphere constructed in the last section can be
generalized to the case when the space is a torus. H ow ever the construction
ofthe sin ilar wave functions on a torus ism uch m ore com plicated than on a
sohere. The wave function of a Laughlin wave function on a toruswith QE
excitation has been unknown and the construction of such wave functions
has ram ained as an open question. W e w ill solve this open question in this
section and discuss In detail the construction of hierarchical wave finctions
on a torus.
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3.1 Quasiparticles on a torus

The Laughlin wave function on a torus was obtained in ref. §] and was
reform ulated in refs. [13,10], which we will ollow (see also the appendix).

The (nom alized) Laughlin wave function ofelectronsw ith Q H excitations
on a torus is

P P
( WiF+ 2 )
Y(zi;7") = exp( ~ F ' (zi;2%) ;
" #X X ’ ¥1
Fl(z;z°) = Zi ( zie + Ze®; ) [s Zjl-j )T
i i< j
Ng¢N2 2 i
[s@ 2Z°3)] [ Z°3)F; 1)
i; <

where ef = p; ;e = é and a; ;b are stillgiven by eq. 80), eg. a, = ap +
Lb = Iy (@17b are determ ined by the boundary conditions), and m agnetic
ux = pN;+ N, .

Now we want to construct the QE excitations on a torus. Before give the
correct construction, we w ill construct the QE excitations on a torus w ih
singularities sin ilarto the Q E excitationson a sphere w ith singularities given
by eq. €8):

(Piﬁfi]z e i F)

Yzii7') = exp( = F ' (zi2°) ;
" # 2
a; X X . Y .
Fl(zi;zz) = bi ( Zilel 2261331; ) [3(Zil Zjl-J )T
i i< j
0 1,
@Y 1 2. \q° N 2 25 o .
[3(zi z°3)] [3(z z°3 ) 42)
i; <

w ith a;;b given by eg. @-Q) again,and = p;N; N,.

In order to construct hierarchical wave flinctions on a torus, we shall
generalize the quasiparticle wave function of Laughlin type on a sphere to
the one on a torus. o

Suppose that a wave fiinction on a sphere is qu< ;B (zi725) F? with p and
g being coprin e to each other. W e nd that, on a torus, the wave function
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wih N, QH excitations would be {13]:

ON + N wiP+a & (P

zi! ) = exp F(@zi! );
"oy q2
a X X Y -
F ;! ) = p ¢ mst Ps® ) [s@ z3)f*
v 1 v K J
(s ! 3)1 I3 P3O TFR; 43)
i; <

and the wave function with N4 QE excitations (of the type which contains
singularities) :

N N P o § ()P

zy! ) = exp F(zi! );
- jSS )
a X X Y _
Fei!) = | ( zs Ps® ) [s@ zi)f"
O 1 1 1 l<j
Y Y
€ [3@ ! JHr [s( ' IOTFR; 44)
i; <

wih s= @E=q)'?;s = (Fp)'P;e= (pql?.a=ae;b=Dbe wihe = 1=
can be detem Ined by the boundary conditions. They can be written as (of
course there are otherways to w rite out the solutionsaswe w ill see Jateron):

a =a+pi1t+tdgb=N;
1= 1; Horal HeF 45)

wih ag;ly xed by the boundary conditions. W e w ill denote the wave func—
tion as (z i;! ji1; 2). For z; particles, the wave function has , degen—
eracies and ; com ponents (the wave function is represented by a colum n,
not a single function) . For ! ; particles, the wave function has , degeneracies
and ; ocomponents. This fact represents the particlevortex duality in the
system .

The wave functions ofeg. (43) and eq. @4) satisfy the braid group rela—
tions required for anyons (particles cbeying fractional statistics) on a torus
4,231,

W e can use eq. {43) and eq. {44) to obtain quasiparticle wave finctions on
a torus. Rem ind that for the wave function with QE excitations, eq. {44),
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the wave function contains singularities and we w ill retum to thispoint later
on.

3.2 Constructions of hierarchical wave functions on a
torus

W ewilluse eq. §43) and eq. @4) to construct the hierarchical wave function
on a torus. W hen is given by eq. (1) with p all positive integers, all
quasiparticles are of QH type, the wave function was cbtained in ref. {[3],
and we w ill not repeat its derivation here.

G enerally, the wave function of the n kevel hierarchy on a torus can be
w ritten as

z
Y ¥ X
Bz' ] fiz'3 )
2 =1 15 nil
l(ZiliZl+lj1 17 1) "2 3 17 n) (46)

with dz']= dz'dz'.W e obtain a wave fiinction w ith a degeneracy index .
W e consider the case when  is given by eq. (19). First we take the
sin plest case, n = 2. Follow ing eq. {@6), the wave function would be:

Piryil]z)z ¥ Y

(z;) = expl bz’]  [s@ z3)HT
2 =1 i< 5
0 1
Y Y
@[3z Z3)P [5E& 2Z°3)P
i; <
X 1,1..22 2,25 .
(Zj_rz J1) (Zij 17 2) 47)
1
where
" #X X
. a .
L@z )= 0 ( Zis s ®1i )i
b
a,=at 15 1=1; 1R = by
_ 1 -
s1= @) 7is = —gie = @) (48)
1)
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and

" #
. a, X .
@315 2) = bj ( Zs%®5 )i
y=a 1z 1+ b=k
1=1; i = 1; wpe 1);
1 ._ -
=@ —)Fe=bop DI 49)

P

and

PNy Np,= 5
N; pN,= 0; (50)

with ag;by given by eq. 0). a;;b, are detem ined by the boundary condi-
tions for electrons, a,;l, are determm ined by requiring the function w ithin the
integration of eq. {47) being periodic w ith coordinates z?. Those boundary
conditions also Jead to eg. (0).
» is the degeneracy index and the degeneracy is thus equalto pip, 1,
agreed w ith the general results cbtained in ref. 17].
W e can rew rite
Yzt 3 ) @ ) (51)
1
as a theta finction on a two dim ensional lattice [1§] . One can show that a
theta function on a two din ensional Jattice would satisfy the sam e transla-
tional properties as the fiinction given by egq. (51). The theta function on a
two din ensional lattice is

" #
a . X . 2 ,
b z®; )= exp(iv+a) +2 ifv+a) (z+Db);
w ih
1 X X
e e=A= pll - JZ = zfel+ zzez,
- e 7 noe b [ -2+ t1
a= [+ —— n'e, ;b= [ — ;
2 2 Tt 2 z B
ne, —: (52)
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e; de ned here as a vector In a Jattice should not be confiised w ith e; de ned
in eq. @8) and egq. @9), we are sorry for the abuse of notations.

T he Iinear independent theta finctions appeared in eq. (2) are given by
the independent vectors In n°e, —, and the number of such Independent
vectors is sin ply detA = pip, 1.

T hus we conclude that the linear independent functions given by eq. ©1)
can be expressed by the linear independent fiinctions given by eq. 62). The
discussion of such m athem atical relations can be also found in ref. [18]. U sing
this result, the wave finction ofeq. (47) can be written as

P. 1g 2 ¥ Y
(z7) = exp( J) bz’]  [s@  z3)T
2 = i<

0 1 11 ’
Y Y
@ [5@ Z°3)P [,@& 2Z°3)P
a X X, .
p (et Zek ) (53)

w ith a;bje; given by eq. (B2).

Rem arkably, the wave fiinction of eq. (63) had been already obtained in
refs. [10,11]. Here we give a derivation ofthe wave fiinction ofeq. (63) based
on the picture of the hierarchical theory. It was quite puzzling that the wave
function ofeq. (63) does not show that the wave fiinction of quasiparticles is
a m uliocom ponent wave function, in contrary to the wave function cbtained
in ref. [3]when isgiven by eq. {1). Now the puzzle is solved because the
wave function of eq. 3) is equivalent to the wave function ofeq. 47), and
eq. ¥7) show s that the wave fiinction of quasiparticles is a m ulticom ponent
wave function.

W e can repeat the discussion for an arbitrary n, generalizing the wave
function ofegq. @1) to the one for the n level hierarchy, and then sin plifying
it by using the relations of the theta function on a n din ensional lattice, we
will get:

Polpg 2w §u
zi) = exp/l 715/1]2) dz" ]

0
w oy ny 1 N
N



a X | |
( zie® ) 54)
b
i1
w ih
0 1
o 1 0 0 0
g 1 p 1 0 0 &
e ?=A=§ . ., ;
B ..
B : : . . : :
¢
8 0 ::: O 1 p1 1A
0 0 : 0 1 p
: L, + 1 e+ X b= [ 2, + 1
a= [+ —— n°e = — ;
2 2 Tt 2 z B
n’e, —;
Aiij= il . (55)

B ecause the wave function contains sihgularities, the wave function does not
represent a state on the lowest Landau lvel and one needs to progct the
wave function to the lowest Landau kevel In the end. T he degeneracy is given
the num ber of independent vectors in n°e, — and it isequalto detA.

3.3 Quasielectrons on a torus

W e note that the QE wave function used in our construction of the wave
function of eq. (54) contains singularities. W e will construct a Laughlin
wave function with QE excitations on a torus w ithout sngularties, which
wasm entioned as an open probkm in ref. (3]) and still is an open problem
today.

The Laughln wave function wih QFE excitations on a sphere can be
w ritten as a derivative operator acts on the Laughlin wave function P]. It is
very di cult to generalize this derivative operatoron a sphere to an operators
on a torus as suggested i ref. 3]. However the Laughlin wave function w ith
QE excitationson a sohere can be also w ritten as the proction to the lowest
Landau kevelby a wave function which containshigher Landau level states as
described in eq. (B). W ewill nd that it is actually quite easy to generalize
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egq. §) to the case on a torus. W hat we need to do is to replace

0 1
Y
€ [s@ ! 3R

i

n eg. @-;') by a function, which is reqular, satis es the sam e translational
properties which must hold forany trialwave function), and isnot necessary
a holom orphic function.

T he In portant observation is that the function
n #

. z =z)?
3(2]) )exp
2,

wih 3(z7J ) asthe complx conjigate of 3 (zj ) has the sam e translational
properties as

1 -
323 )

T hus we propose that the Laughlin wave function wih QE excitationson a
torus is

(PiB/jl_]z e iy ¥)

Y2i;2°) = P ( ;zi)exp( PL Flzi;z?);
" # 2
a, X X . Y
Flz;z") = b zie e ) [s(z z5] )T
bl i " i< j n
Y z8 Z? zil+ z?)?
32 z2] )exp
5 2,
1;
X 2 2.\
[3z" 2z°J )k ; (56)
<
whereP ( ;zj) with = p)N; N, isan operator which profcts the wave
function P L P
( sWif o v* F) L1
exp ( ) (z727) 67)

2

to the lowest Landau Jevel. A ll param eters in eq. (5§) are the sam e as those
n eq. @2).
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One can check the wave function of eq. (57}) satis es the translational
properties required forthe electronson a torusw th m agnetic ux = p;N;
N, (see the appendix). H owever the state represented by the wave function
ofeg. @-:l) does not lie purely on the lowest Landau kevel and one needs to
proct it to the Jowest Landau level In the end to obtain the Laughlin wave
function with QE excitations on a torus. W e note that eq. $§) is a direct
generalization ofeq. {§) which is a construction of the sin ilar wave fiinction
on a sphere. In the case ofeq. ), one can replace the pro jFction operatorand
function d(z;;!) by a derivative cperator. However In the case ofeq. (56),
one can not nd a sin ilar derivative operator for constructing Q E excitations
on a torus as in the case ofa sphere (at kast we do not know how to do that
now ). It seem s that the construction of Q E excitations involves ntrinsically
higher Landau k¥evels on a torus. The construction on the torus can also be
generalized to the case when the surface is a high genus R iem ann surface
or other com plicated surfaces (the Laughlin wave function on a R iem ann
surface was obtained In ref. (EL:Q]) . We nally comment that i seem s that
the construction ofthe Laughlin wave function w ith Q E excitations given by
eq. (58) isquite unigque and we do not know any otherplausile constructions.
Such construction by eg. 6§) could (and should) be checked by num erical
calculations.

W e can also construct QE excitations for the Laughlin wave function of
quasiparticles. W e w ill not discuss it here, and we comm ent that it nvolves
m ore deep understandings of the singular gauge for anyons on a torus (see
ref. PQ] for the detailed discussions of the singular gauge on a torus).

3.4 H ierarchical wave functions on a torus revisited

W e can now oconstruct the hierarchical wave function on a torus by using
the construction ofQ E excitations discussed in the previous subsection. The
part of the wave function which is dependent on the center coordinates is
the sam e as the one we obtained by using the construction ofQ E excitations
w ith singularities. W e have a trick to derive the wave fiinction w ithout doing
sim ilar caloulations done in the previous subsections. The trick is that we

z z)?

> in the wave

sin ply replace all fiinctions ke (5(z)) * by ;3 (z)exp
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function ofeq. (4), and we get

1 1 : l&i-]Z z ¥ ‘Fl 1
zi) = P(;z)exp( —) bz ]
2 =2 =1
w oy rleliNhl
[s@ z3)f 5@ ZM13)
E1i< 7 =14 4

ZF z¥t zi+ zZFP a X

2 2 i;1

w ith all param eters given by eq. €5).
Now we show an examplwhen isgiven by eg. (1) (detailed discussions

can be found 1 ref. [13]). The wave function at = —— i
p1t 1=p2

X
Kz’ ] Y2779 1) 225 2)

where '(z{;z°j ) isgiven by eq. @) witha = ap+ i,and 2(Z*31; )
is given by the follow ing equation,
P

. Z)? .
@315 2) = expl 7(Y]F2(zzj 1io2)d
" # 1 2
2 (2= a X 5 . X 2 2. \itD2
Fe@ Jqi; 2)= b, ( zZs2®i ) [3(z z°j )k ;7 (09)

where
&= biopt DI T is= b+ p—ll]l=2
a; = &k = b);
p=at 1@kt 1+ 2piib =
1= 1; i = 1; 1ppt 1;

PINi1+ N,= ;N; pN,=0: (60)
T hus the wave function is
7 0 Py 2 P 22yt
1 ¥e 5 ( iWiF+ o i F)
;) = dz* Jexp @ A
=1 2
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¥ ¥2 h : ipz

[3 z3)P 522 Z°3)
i< j <
NgiN2 2 2
[3@ 2°3)1 3:@ 2Z°3)F
i; <
X 1 1 2 2 2
@Ziiz°3 1) “@J1i 2)i (61)
1
where n #
. ap (1) X X .
L@hiz?i) = 700 ( Zde+ e d; )
by i
w ith all param eters are given by eq. {48), exoept thata; = ap+ 1, and
" #
. az (17 2) X .
2@31 = P 2 )

o,

where a, ( 1; ) isgiven by eg. {6@). W e note that
X 1 1 2 2 2
@i;2°31) “@J1i 2)
1
in eg. {61) is not equalto a theta function on a two din ensional Jattice as
Inthecaseof = ll:p2 ybecause % (2?3 ;; ,) isnow an antiholom orphic
function.

A s In the case of the corresponding wave fuinction on a sphere, the wave
function of eq. {61) also can not be integrated out analytically. Sim ilarly
as discussed in the previous section, we can approxin ate eq. (61) by a wave
function which is analytically integrable. W e can replace

¥ ) 5, 2
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4 Conclusions

W e have discussed various hierarchical wave functions on a sohere and on a
torus. Thewave functions can be sim pli ed by using the analytical properties
of the wave functions. W e also gave a derivation of the hierarchical wave
fiinction due to the condensations of Q E s on a torus proposed in ref. {10, 11].
T hewave function forquasiparticlesm ustbem ulicom ponent even in the case
ofQEs. W e also solved an open problem , the construction of the Laughlin
wave function with QE excitations on a torus.
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A Landau Levels on a torus

Consider a m agnetic eld w ith potentialA = ByR. The Ham iltonian is
H= [+ By + ©,)°]1: 62)
2m
Onatomus,weidentiff z z+m+n wih = ;+ i, and , 0. The

denti cation w ill In pose boundary conditions on the wave function
eitx — eil ,.eiltx+i2ty — eiz ; (63)

w ith
=P =p,+Bx (64)

asm agnetic translation operators and they comm ute w ith H am iltonian. T he
D irac quantization condition ,B = 2 ,wih themagnetic ux beng an
integer can be derived by requiring operators el ;e 1%*12% commutihg w ith
each other for the consistence of the boundary conditions ofeg. (63).

The wave function describbing an electron In the lowest Landau lkevel has
the fom

By2

1&®iy)=e 2 £(2); (63)
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where f (z) is the holom orphic function. H igher Landau lkevels can be ob-
tained by acting operatora® on 1, @ )¢ ,wiha" = @, + 2 (24 2 W e can
w rite any Landau level state as

x;y)= e #f(z;Z): (66)

Now fiinction £ isnot necessary to be a holom orphic finction unless the wave
function describes a Iowest Landau Jvel states.
By using the relation

i ZBXZ iZsz

ghittioty _ T SliPxtiapy 7o ; (67)
Eg. (63) can be written as
f@+ l;z+ 1)= e '£z;z);f @+ j;z+ )=éd2et @ If(z;2): (68)

In the case of Iowest landau levels, £ is a holom orphic function, and the so—
lutions ofeq. (68) are theta functions. For the m any-particle wave functions,
the condition ofeq. (68) shallbe in posed on every particle.

B Theta functions

function is de ned as
X
zj )=  exp( in® + 2 inz);n integer: (69)
n
W e will generalize the fiinction of eq. (69) to the theta finction on the
Jattice: %
¥ )= ep(iF +2 v z); (70)
P
where v is a vector on a kdim ension lattice wewillcallit ),v= L, nse,
w ith n; being integers, ¢, e= A5 and z isa vector on the lattice. A ;5 needs
to be a positive de nitem atrix In order to have a wellde ned theta function.
The function n Eq. (69) isa specialcase of the function de ned by Eq.
Q) with 1= 1;6, e= 1.Wede nealo
n #
a . X . 2 .
b (z®; )= exp( iv+ a)” + 2 ifv+ a) (z+ b)) ; (71)

nj
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where a;b are arbitrary constant vectors on the Jattice. The dual Jattice e,
isde ned as we willcallthe duallattice as )

S $T i (72)

then wehavee; e= Ai;jl . One can check that the ollow Ing relations hold:

n # n #
a , . a )
L @t e )=¢& = ¢ L @F )i
n # " #
a . . . a .
, @t e¥i )=ewl ié 2 ig E+D)] R )
" # " #
a , . a )
L, @t eF y=¢& = ¢ L, @B )i (73)
" # " #
a . . . a-+ ei .
L @t a¥i )=epl i ©° 2 i (@+D] , @® )
and " # "oy
a-+ S .. _ , a .. .
bt e 2k )=exp ia @ b z®x; ): (74)

3
In a ldimension latticewith e e= 1,a= b= 1=2,the function is
denoted as "oy

323 )= z3 ) (75)

NI N

isan odd function of z. And we have equations

s+ 13 )=e’5@));

1
32+ J)=exp[ 1 21 (25)]3(23'): (76)

C Laughlin wave function on a torus

Laughlin wave fiinction on a toruswas obtained in ref. §]. The wave finction
could be written in a more compact orm {13, 10]. we will ©llow those
constructions in refs. [13,10].
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The LaughlinJastrow wave function on the torus at the Iling mi m is
an odd positive Integer) can be w ritten as

P 2
(21) = exp( —)F ()
" # 2
a X Y
F (z) = b ( zed ) (3@ z3)T s (77)
i i< g

where fiinction ison a 1-dim ension lattice, € =m ,i= 1;2::5;N with N
being the num ber of the electronsand a= a e ;b= be . Thus

F@+1l= (1" '&°F @;
F@E+ )=exp( O 1) 2 b)exp[ imN @z+ )F (z)(78)
Com pared to Eq. (68), we get
=mN; ;= (+1)+2m+2a; ,= (+1)+2n 2 Db: (@79

Eg. {/9) has solutions

a =a+14;b=;i=0;1;::5;m 1;

L, +1 B 2, +1 ©0)
a:_ R -_— - .
2 2 2 2’

which willgvem orthogonall.aughlin-dastrow wave flinction (other solutions
are not independent on the solutions given by Eq. (), which can be seen
from Eq. (74)). So there is a m -l center-m ass degeneracy.
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