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Abstract
We investigate possible parafermionic states in rapidly rotating ultracold bosonic atomic gases at
lowest Landau level filling factor v = k/2. We study how the system size and interactions act upon
the overlap between the true ground state and a candidate Read-Rezayi state. We also consider
the quasihole states which are expected to display non-Abelian statistics. We numerically evaluate
the degeneracy of these states and show agreement with a formula given by E. Ardonne. We
compute the overlaps between low-lying exact eigenstates and quasihole candidate wavefunctions.

We discuss the validity of the parafermion description as a function of the filling factor.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Rotating Bose-Einstein condensates display a wealth of interesting physics. One of the
most striking achievements in this field is the observation of the Abrikosov lattice of vor-
tices!2. With increasing rotation speed, it has been predicted that this lattice will melt and
is replaced by more exotic quantum phases. When the rotation frequency is close to the har-
monic trapping frequency and strong confinement is applied along the rotation axis, strongly
correlated states belonging to the family of quantum Hall liquid states should appear3#:3:,

Here we study bosonic atoms with only one hyperfine species (i.e. spinless bosons) in
such regime. We assume that the temperature is low and the interactions are weak enough
so that the lowest Landau level (LLL) approximation is valid. The system may then display
the fractional quantum Hall effect (FQHE) as in two dimensional electron systems (2DES)
under strong magnetic field. The Coulomb interaction is replaced by the s-wave scattering
between the ultracold atoms. An analog of the filling factor v for 2DES can be defined :
indeed v = N/Ny is the ratio between the number of atoms N and the number of vortices
N, that would be present in the system if it was a Bose condensate. The quantity N,
is the equivalent of the number of flux quanta in 2DES systems. In this regime, several
fractions have been predicted. The most prominent one?® appears at v = 1/2, for which
the Laughlin state is the exact ground state’. Evidences for other fractions from the Jain
principal sequence v = p/(p+ 1) such as v = 2/3 and v = 3/4 have been pointed out®# and
can be understood within the composite fermion theory?.

Hierarchical quantum Hall states are not the only interesting states that have been pre-
dicted below the critical filling factor where the lattice of vortices melt2. Due to the bosonic
statistics, if we assume that the equivalent cyclotron gap is large enough, we can have filling
factors greater than one and still stay entirely in the LLL. Within this hypothesis, even
more exotic states should appear for fractions v = k/2. The first one is the Moore-Read
(MR) statel® (or Pfaffian state) that should occur? at v = 1 (k = 2). This state was first
introduced to explain the fermionic fraction v = 5/2 in 2DES. Higher k values are associ-
ated to the so-called Read-Rezayi (RR) states®!. Because of the parafermionic behavior
of these states, their excitations have surprising non-Abelian statistics. So far, there are no
well-established physical situation where these states play a role. The original suggestion by

Read and Rezayi is that they may explain the incompressible states observed in the second



Landau level on the flanks of the elusive v = 5/2 state.

The RR states (or clustered states) in ultracold rotating atomic gases have been already
the focus of several works. Numerically exact diagonalizations of small systems have provided
some hints of the presence of RR states. In the seminal work by Cooper, Wilkin and
Gunn?, spectra in the torus geometry exhibit the special ground state degeneracy associated
with the topology of the RR states and have excellent overlaps with the explicit RR trial
wavefunctions. In the spherical geometry there is also a set of incompressible states with
the special relationship between the flux and the number of particles of the RR states®.
Extrapolation of the gap points to a non-zero value for the MR v = 1 case, whereas the
v = 3/2 and v = 2 results do not show clear evidence for a smooth thermodynamic limit.
On the sphere geometry, the overlap is excellent for the MR state and tend to a nonzero

& A more recent work!2 has been done on the v = 3/2

value as the system size increases
case. It shows that the overlap can be improved by adding a longer range dipole-dipole
interaction

Our purpose is to go beyond existing studies and look at size effects for fractions
v = 3/2,2,5/2 using exact diagonalizations on the sphere. We also check if the quasihole
ground states are present at these filling factors by evaluating overlap between subspaces
spanned by these states and the lowest energy excitations of the delta function interaction,
s-wave scattering system. Appearance of such quantum states with the correct degeneracy
predicted by conformal field theory arguments is a strong hint of the validity of the RR state
hypothesis.

In section [, we give an overview of the clustered states and their excitations while
section [[Ilis devoted to the conformal field theory (CFT) formulation. Section [Vis a brief
description of the numerical method we use. In section [Vl we give the results for the overlap
of the ground states. We discuss how the system size, longer range or higher order n-body
interaction impact on the overlap. Section [Vl is devoted to the quasihole excitations. In
addition to the overlap values, we also give numerical evaluation of quasihole degeneracy on
sphere for fractions v = 1,3/2,2,5/2 and compare them to a formula due to Ardonne!? to

check the validity of the conformal field theory approach.



II. PARAFERMIONIC STATES

For the sake of simplicity, we use the disk geometry in this section. In the symmetric

gauge, the LLL one-body wave functions are given by :

1 2
- = m—|z[7/4
ém(2) 27r2mm!Z ‘ 7 (1)

where z = x + iy and we take the magnetic length [z to be equal to unity. Any N-body
wave function of particles in the LLL can be written as a polynomial P in the particle z;

coordinates :

2
U (21, 2y) = Pz, zy) e Sl (2)

From now on, we drop the global Gaussian factor. The k-type RR state is the exact zero

energy ground state of the pure (k + 1)-body d-function interaction hamiltonian :

M = T 6 () 0 (s — 7). (3)

i1<"‘<ik+1
The corresponding wave function can be writtent? :

/

o 0<r<s<N/k

Ro(ks+1)s -+ Zcr(ks—l—k))a (4)

where

X (215 ooy 285 20 15 -0s 22) = (21 — Z341)

(21 = 2k42) (22 = Zk42) (22 — 243)

(Zk — ng) (Zk - Zk+1) . (5)
The sum is over all permutations o of N elements such that o(1) < o(k) < ... < o(N—k+1).
The number of particles N must be a multiple of k.

These states are also referred to as clustered states because the wavefunction (Hl) vanishes

when k + 1 or more particles are at the same position. The k-type RR state is associated to
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the filling factor v = k/2. Each RR state is the zero-energy ground state of its corresponding
Hamiltonian with the smallest total angular momentum.

The simplest case k = 1 corresponds to the usual Laughlin wave function :

2
\IlLaughlin = H (ZZ - Zj) (6)
i<j
and is the exact ground state for rotating bosons with s-wave scattering at v = 1/2 whose
effective Hamiltonian is given by :
Qs

Hypp = gl 25(2) (ri —r;) and g = V8~ hwcl .

i<j

(7)

where a, is the s-wave scattering length, [, is the characteristic length of the Z axis oscillator
which is used for 2d confinement, and w, is the cyclotron rotation frequency.

The case k = 2 is the so called MR/Pfaffian state. It can be rewritten as :

Ergoan = P (=) [L G~ 2), )

Zi—Zj

where Pf stands for the pfaffian defined as :

Pf(A) = ZEoAa(l)U(Z)AU(3)0(4)---AU(N—l)J(N)7 (9)

o

where A is a skew-symmetric N x N matrix (N even), the sum runs over all permutations
of the index with N values and ¢, is the signature of the permutation.

If we deviate from the clustered state at filling factor k/2 by adding A® vortices (or flux
quanta in the 2DES analog), quasihole excitations are generated. For each added vortex, k
quasiholes are nucleated. For the Laughlin state, quasihole ground state wave functions can

easily be obtained. Any function of the form :

\Ij%}:wghlin =r (Zla ) ZN) \IILaughlin> (10)

where P is a symmetric polynomial, corresponds to a zero-energy many quasihole state.
For one quasihole at position wy, the polynomial P is just [[,(z; — wi). Read and Rezayi
have also obtained an explicit formula in the case of the MR state® for two quasiholes at

positions w; and ws :

Ziy 24y W1, W
\I!?D";Lafﬁm:Pf<f( 7> 1 2))H(zi—zj), (11)

S i<j

with f(z;, zj;w1, w) = (2 —w1) (25 — we) + (2; — w2) (2 —wy). In the general case, the
quasihole ground states can be written down using the CFT formulation. This formalism

also reveals their non-Abelian statistics.



III. CFT APPROACH

There is an elegant way to introduce RR states involving CFT2L. The key ideal? is to
express the wave function as a correlator using the algebra of the Z; parafermions®. This
algebra is defined a set of field {Wy(2),..., Ux_1} obeying the following operator product
expansion (OPE) :

Uy (2)p(2') ~ dpy (2 — Z/)—(A1+Al,—AM,)

X¢l+l’(zl> + - (l + I < ]{7), (12)
D2 () ~ digr (2 — Zl)_(AlJFA”_AM)

Xiﬂl_l/(zl) + - (l/ < l), (13)
() () ~ (2 =27

X (11 + QTAl (z—2)T() + - ) : (14)
TEH(E) ~ ()

b+ (15

where %T = Yx_y, T(z) is the stress-energy tensor, /; is the conformal weight of the field
Yy, ¢ is the theory central charge and d;; are numerical coefficients. The algebra of Z
parafermions corresponds to the choice A; = I(k — [)/k leading to the central charge ¢ =
2(k—1)/(k +2) and to uniquely determined d; coefficients.
Read and Rezayi have shown that the following wave function :
TP — (g (21) - () [ (26— 29)7", (16)
i<j

is equivalent to expression (). One can easily show that this expression vanishes quadrati-
cally as k+ 1 particles go to the same point using the OPE rules above ([2ZHIH). Within this
formalism, it has been argued that the zero energy quasihole states can be built by inserting
a spin field for each quasihole into the correlator of ([@). For & = 2, this spin field o is
equivalent to the magnetization operator of the Ising model. In the Ising case, the fusion

rules are given by :

P = ) (1)
o(2)o () = ml%—(z—z')?’m@bl(z'). (18)
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For n = 2A® quasiholes, the candidate state is then :

UL i = (W1 (21) b1 (2v) 0 (W) ..o (wy))
< [[Gi—=) []IIG—w)" (19)
i<j i p=1

The fusion rule ([8) leads to a non-trivial degeneracy of the quasihole states : there are

27/2=1 ways to fuse the spin operators leading to a non zero correlator, thus giving as many

different wavefunctions. This so-called intrinsic degeneracy is the key of non-Abelian statis-

tics : exchanging two quasihole coordinates of a given quasihole state will result in a linear

combination of states of the same family instead of an overall multiplicative phase factor. In

the case of the spherical geometry that we will discuss later, an additional (extrinsic) degen-

eracy arise from the Laughlin-like part of Eq.([20). Determining the multiplet decomposition

of quasihole states in such a case is a challenging task34217 and constitutes a non-trivial

check of the CFT approach when compared to numerical calculations. More details will be
given in section VIl

For k > 2, the spin field that we have introduced has to be replaced by one of the primary

field operators of the Z; parafermion algebra. The guess is to use the operator o; which

minimizes the charge of the quasiholes. The wavefunction ([[d) can then be generalized to :

‘I’th = <¢1 (21) Ay (ZN) 01 (wl) .01 (wn)>
2/k 1/k
X H(zi—zj)/ HH(zi—wp)/ . (20)
i<j i p=1
The fusion rules involving o; are more complexi®8 but the same remarks as for the k = 2
case apply, meaning they lead to non-Abelian statistics. Notice that for k& > 3, such states

have been proposed to be a robust way to implement quantum computationi?.

IV. NUMERICAL METHOD

We use exact diagonalizations to study if the RR states are relevant to the physics of the
fast rotating boson gases at filling factor v = k/2. Numerical calculations can be done on
various geometry such as the disk, the torus or the sphere. The disk geometry is plagued
by edge effects and thus closed geometries are preferred when dealing with bulk properties.

In this paper, all calculations are done on the spherical geometry2?. Due to the SU(2)
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symmetry, states can be classified with respect to their total angular momentum L and its
projection along one axis L,. Solutions of the one-body problem are given by the monopole
harmonics?! (a generalization of the spherical harmonics), which take the following form in

the LLL :

- (28 + 1) s
Ym(u,0) = \/47r(5—m)!(5+m)! uS (21)

where mh is the projection of the angular momentum, —S < m < +S5, v and v are the

spinor components in spherical coordinates :
u=cos (0/2) % v =sin(0/2)e "2 (22)

The radius R of the sphere is related to the number of vortices (or flux quanta in the 2DES
language) N, that pierce it :

R = Ig\/Ny/2. (23)

The one particle angular momentum S is such that 25 = Ny4. Due to sphere topology,
the relation between the number of particles N and N, for a given fraction is linear with
a non-zero shift. For each trial wavefunction for a given fraction, there is a unique shift,
which is a characteristic of the quantum Hall state. In the case of parafermionic states, the

relation between the magnetic flux and the number of particles is given by :
Ny =2N -2 (24)

This can be deduced from the expression of the (Hl) on the sphere by applying a stereographic

projection. Formally, we just have to drop the gaussian factor and make the substitution :
(zi — 2j) — (wv; —ujv;). (25)

The two-body interaction is completely characterized by a set of 25 + 1 numbers {V},}
called the pseudo-potentials?2. The integer m is the relative angular momentum between the
two particles. For spinless bosons, only even-m potentials are relevant. s-wave scattering
interaction corresponds to the case where all pseudo-potentials are equal to zero except
Vh. Longer range interactions involve additional pseudopotentials, the next one for spinless
bosons being V5. Thus, adding some V5, component allows to test the effect of longer range

interactions. Comparison between the RR states or their quasihole excitations with the true



ground states is achieved by computing overlaps. For two states |¥) and |®), the overlap is
defined as @ = |(®|W)|*. This definition can be extended to the case of subspaces of same

dimension N and spanned by vector sets {|®;)} and {|\¥;)} :

1 & )
0= > @i, (26)

ij=1

Both exact ground states and RR/quasihole candidate ground states are evaluated us-
ing exact diagonalizations of the associated Hamiltonian. Numerical diagonalizations are
achieved using Lanczos-like algorithm or full diagonalization algorithm in a given L, sub-
space. In the case of k + 1-body hardcore interaction, the matrix are being less and less
sparse with increasing k£ value, requiring more memory and CPU time and making conver-
gence harder to reach. Moreover due to the L.-only restriction on the Hilbert space, looking
at the quasihole ground states require the evaluation of highly degenerate eigenstates. Thus

we can reach lower system sizes compared to the ground state.

V. GROUND STATE OVERLAPS

We look at the overlap between the RR ground state and the exact ground state. Tables
[ to MV] display the overlaps for various fractions between the RR state and the two-body
hardcore interaction hamiltonian ground state for different sizes. We also include overlaps
with other ground states such as Coulomb interaction or n > 2-body hardcore interactions.
In the particular case where N = 4v, the overlap is equal to one. This is due to the dimension
of the Hilbert subspace in the L = 0 sector when S = 1 which is equal to one.

Some of the results presented in table [l have already been published®. They show that
the Pfaffian state is a good description of the physics at v = 1. As already noticed, longer
range interactions tend to improve the overlap.

For the v = 3/2,2,5/2 fractions, the situation is not so clear. Fewer values can be
obtained and the overlap is non-monotonic with respect to the size of system, making dubious
convergence to the thermodynamic limit. If we consider long-range interaction like Coulomb
interaction, overlaps are improved, but we still get the same non-monotonic behavior. The
same remarks are valid for the comparison with the n-body hardcore interaction (2 < n <

k) : the overlaps are closer to unity as n tends towards k + 1.



To ascertain the role of longer-range interaction, we follow the method proposed in ref. (12)
for v = 3/2. We add a V, contribution to the two-body hardcore interaction. Figure [l shows
the overlaps as a function of the ratio V4 /Vj for the four filling factors v = 1,3/2,2 and 5/2.
The conclusions we can draw are similar to ref.(12) : long-range interactions help to stabilize
the parafermionic ground state. Note that the drop of the overlap for large values of V5/V}
is correlated to a similar effect in the gap value (see figure Bl) and is thus related to the loss

of incompressibility.

VI. QUASIHOLE EXCITATIONS

If we believe that the parafermionic description is relevant for the fractions v = k/2, then
quasihole excitations should also be present. Studying quasihole excitation on the sphere
geometry is interesting on its own. Indeed, non-Abelian statistics is related to the quasihole
ground state degeneracy. We can sort these states by their orbital quantum numbers L
and L,. Evaluating the degeneracy of each sector is already a non trivial task. A formula
was found for the Pfaffian case by Read and Rezayi®. Gurarie and Rezayit’ have also an
algorithm to compute the degeneracy in the v = 3/2 case. Finally, Ardonne has proposed
an expression for the degeneracy valid for any v = k/2 value. We briefly describe how
we extract the multiplet decomposition of the quasihole degenerate states from Ardonne’s
formula in an Appendix. Comparison of degeneracy values obtained using the CFT approach
with the results of numerical exact diagonalizations is a way to validate the CF'T approach.
Numerical computations have been performed for the Pfaffian!® at v = 1 and also!” for the
v = 3/2 case. We give here additional values for these two fractions (tables [Vl and [VIl). We
also compute degeneracies for v = 2 and v = 5/2 which haven’t been published before (see
tables [VTIl and [VITIl). The results we obtain are in agreement with Ardonne’s formula.

To test the validity of the quasihole hypothesis, we compute the overlap at a given fraction
v = k/2 and for k quasiholes between the subspace spanned by the quasihole states of the
k+1-body hardcore Hamiltonian (B]) and the lowest energy states of the short-range problem
at each L value. In each (L, L,) sector, we thus consider the Nf’q lowest energy eigenstates
where N]g’q is the degeneracy for ¢ quasihole ground states at filling factor v = k/2 with
angular momentum L (N’qu is L, independent) as candidates for the non-Abelian quasihole

states. The corresponding overlap O]]-i’q is evaluated using definition Eq.(28). In order to
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easily characterize the agreement with the whole set of quasihole states for all L values, we

introduce a total overlap defined as :

Ok,q _ ZL vaq (2L + 1) O]Ig;q
S, NP9(2L + 1)

, (27)

which is just another way to write the total overlap with respect to the subspace spanned
by all quasihole states.

Our results are given in tables [X] [X] [XTl and XTIl for fractions v = 1,3/2,2 and 5/2 and
q = k quasiholes. The success of the quasihole description is quite impressive at v = 1.
However the agreement becomes increasingly worse with higher k£ values. Notice that for a
given system with fixed k£ and N values, the smallest overlap is obtained for the largest L
total momentum. Due to its high L, degeneracy, it plagues the total overlap. This certainly
means that fewer quasihole excitation with non-Abelian statistics are present in the pure
hard-core model than in the k 4+ 1-body system. We can also add more quasiholes. Table
XTI displays the results for ¢ = 2k at v = 1. Considering the high degeneracy we are
looking at (up to 336 for N = 12), the overlaps are quite good especially if we do not take
into account the ones associated to the largest total momentum. The effect of longer range
interaction is similar to the ground state case : adding some V5 component tends to improve
the overlap. In figure Bl we have plotted the total overlap as a function of V5 /Vj for fractions
v =1,3/2,2. There is now a maximum of the overlap for a moderate amount of longer-range

interactions.

VII. CONCLUSION

Existence of quasiparticles with non-Abelian statistics is an exciting question of modern
physics. The possible appearance of such quasiparticles in rotating ultracold boson gases
is a strong motivation to experimentally reach the corresponding regime. At filling factor
v = 1, we have shown that the pairing scheme of Moore and Read extends to the quasihole
excitations. The degeneracy we observe is exactly that predicted by the CFT approach and
the overlap of the subspaces spanned by the quasiholes shows that they are likely to be
relevant at this fraction. Concerning the RR states for larger filling factors their overlaps
with the ground state of the pure hard-core model are much less impressive and the size

dependence is irregular, as was already observed in the gap values. We have found a set of

11



degenerate states with the quantum numbers predicted for quasiholes generated from the
RR states by addition of flux quanta. they have also the features expected from the CFT
approach. Again the overlaps (now for subspaces taken as a whole) are much less impressive.
It is highly unlikely that the RR states are relevant for large k values. Adding long-range
interactions like a second pseudopotential V5 certainly strengthen these RR states and their
quasiholes states. So to construct in practice a RR state one may have to fine-tune the
interaction potential between ultracold atoms. It is likely however that the Pfaffian at v = 1
is the most conveniently implemented state for manipulation of non-Abelian statistics (but

it does not support universal quantum computationt?).

VIII. ACKNOWLEDGMENT

We thank Chiachen Chang and Jainendra Jain for useful discussions. We thank IDRIS-

CNRS for a computer time allocation.

IX. APPPENDIX

Our purpose is to show how we can get the multiplet degeneracy for the quasihole states
from Ardonne’s formula. The formula gives access to the intrinsic degeneracy and is derived
from the truncated characters of the Zy, algebra (or su(2),/u(1)). These truncated characters

can be written as :

Vo(wig k) = D7 grncragkii

| B (@ — Cia) ),
i=1 Qa;

where the g-deformed binomial is defined as follow :

m m o1 =gt
— > H’L::’t( m_qp) - , (29)
(2 Hi:l(l_q>Hi:1 (1—4q%)
and is equal to zero if p > m or m,p < 0. n is the number of quasiholes. It is linked
to the number of added quantum fluxes A® by the relation n = kA®. I,_; is the identity

dimensional matrix and C;_; = 2A; ', where A;_, is the Cartan matrix of the su(k) algebra :
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(Ak—l)i,j = 252’,]' - 5\2‘—]’\,1' (30)

a = (ay,...,a5_1) is a vector of k — 1 non-negative integer such that ) .ia, = F' where
F' is a multiple of k. When we look at a system of N bosons, we are only interested in the
values ' = 0,k,2k,..., N. F has to be understood as the number of unclustered bosons.
In the simplest case k = 2, N — F corresponds to the number of parafermionic fields that

F monomial, is associated to

appear when using OPE. Each ¢-polynomial in front of given x
the multiplet decomposition of the intrinsic degeneracy of a given F' value. It will be of the

form :

PO D et (31)

where « is a global shift of the ¢ power and n; is the number of multiplet of momentum /.
Thus the multiplet decomposition of the intrinsic degeneracy can be directly read-out from
the polynomial expression.

For example, let evaluate ([28) for k = 3,n = 6, For the N = 6 bosons case, we only need

the partial development given in (B2) up to x% :
Yo(2;¢,3) = 1+2° (" + ¢ + ¢*) + 2% + ... (32)

Thus the multiplet decomposition for the intrinsic degeneracy is one singlet L = 0 for F' = 0,
one multiplet L = 1 for F' = 3 and one singlet L = 0 for F' = 6. The extrinsic part gives
the following multiplet: one singlet L = 0 for F' = 6, one multiplet L = 3 for F' = 3, one
multiplet for L = 0,2,3,4,6 for F' = 0. Using the standard momentum addition rules, we
get the result display in table [V

1 K. W. Madison , F. Chevy, W. Wohlleben, and J. Dalibard, Phys.Rev. Lett. 84, 806 (2000); F.
Chevy, K. Madison, and J. Dalibard, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 2223 (2000)

2 J. R. Abo-Shaeer , C. Raman, J. M. Vogels, and W. Ketterle, Science 292, 476 (2001).

3 N. K. Wilkin, J. M. F. Gunn and R. A. Smith, Phys. Rev. Lett. 80, 2265 (1998)

4 N. K. Wilkin and J. M. F. Gunn, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 6 (2000)

® N. R. Cooper, N. K. Wilkin, and J. M. F. Gunn, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 120405 (2001).

13



6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

N. Regnault and Th. Jolicoeur, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 030402 (2003); Phys. Rev. B69, 235309
(2004).

R. B. Laughlin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 50, 1395 (1983).

C. Chang, N. Regnault, Th. Jolicoeur and J. K. Jain, Phys. Rev. A72, 013611 (2005).

J.K. Jain, Phys. Rev. Lett. 63, 199 (1989); Physics Today 53(4), 39 (2000); Physica E20, 79
(2003).

. Moore and N. Read, Nucl. Phys. B360, 362 (1991).

Read and E. H. Rezayi, Phys. Rev. B59, 8084 (1999).

H. Rezayi, N. Read and N. R. Cooper, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 160404 (2005).

Ardonne, J. Phys. A35 447 (2002).

Cappelli, L. S. Georgiev and I. T. Todorov, Nucl. Phys. B599, 499 (2001).

Read and E. H. Rezayi, Phys. Rev. B54, 16864 (1996).

B. Zamolodchikov and V. A. Fateev, Sov. Phys. JETP 62, 215 (1985).

Gurarie and E. H. Rezayi, Phys. Rev. B61, 5473 (2000).

S <> Z > B E 20

. Gepner and Z. Qiu, Nucl. Phys. B285, 423 (1987).

M. H. Freedman, A. Kitaev, M. J. Larsen, and Z. Wang, Bull. AMS, 40, 31 (2003).

. Fano, F. Ortolani, and E. Colombo, Phys. Rev. B34, 2670 (1986).

T. Wu and C. N. Yang, Nucl. Phys. B107, 365 (1976); Phys. Rev. D16, 1018 (1977).

703 Q

D. M. Haldane, Phys. Rev. Lett. 51, 605 (1983).

14



(8) v=1 ;
| | O°°;‘AA--A¢ FOPPON
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 04 0.5
VZ /VO
1.2
N:ZO —
1 [ N:16 e@-- n

.iAAA‘M‘AAAM‘AA‘A&-&AeAAM‘A
o' o '
o d '

12
N=18 ——

1l o, N=15 -0 | -
‘.i’i‘:°°°‘i?2”‘“3f'z°°°°°33; N=12 -
0.8 N i
0.6 |

.
0.4 ' |
0.2 |
(b) v=3/2
0 0.1 0.2 03 04 05
VZ /VO
12
NZZO —
1 700000'0()000000000000-00OO-OOO'OOQ N:15 0 b

(d) v=5/2

0.1

02 03
V2 /VO

04

0.5

Figure 1: From left to right and top to bottom: overlap between the RR state and the ground

state of longer range interaction Hamiltonian as a function of V5/V} at filling factors v = 1,3/2,2

and 5/2.
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Figure 2: Gap of the longer range interaction Hamiltonian as a function of V5/Vj at filling factors

v=1(a) and v = 3/2 (b).

N Ok=1 O1/r

4 1.0 1.0

6 0.9728 0.9728
8 0.9669 0.9771
10 0.9592 0.9659
12 0.8844 0.9165
14 0.8858 0.9213
16 0.8833 0.9170

Table I: Overlaps at v = 1 between the Pfaffian obtained as the ground state of the 3-body hardcore

interaction hamiltonian and the ground state of the 2-body hardcore interaction or the Coulomb

interaction (1/r) hamiltonian.

16



N Okzl Ok:z Ol/r

6 1.0 1.0 1.0

9 0.9642 0.9891 0.9642
12 0.8647 0.9702 0.8904
15 0.9189 0.9788 0.9307
18 0.6774 0.9239 0.7226

Table II: Overlaps at v = 3/2 between the RR state obtained as the ground state of the 4-body
hardcore interaction hamiltonian and the ground state of the k£ + 1-body hardcore interaction or

the Coulomb interaction (1/7) hamiltonian.

N Ok=1 Ok=2 Ok=3 O1yr
8 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
12 0.9636 0.9811 0.9949 0.9636
16 0.7801 0.8919 0.9753 0.8037
20 0.8822 0.9499 0.9874 0.8985

Table III: Overlaps at v = 2 between the RR state obtained as the ground state of the 5-body
hardcore interaction hamiltonian and the ground state of the k£ 4+ 1-body hardcore interaction or

the Coulomb interaction (1/7) hamiltonian.

N Ok=1 Ok=2 Ok=3 Ok=4 O1/r
10 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
15 0.9659 0.9789 0.9902 0.9975 0.9659
20 0.7455 0.8291 0.9165 0.9798 0.7644

Table IV: Overlaps at ¥ = 5/2 between the RR state obtained as the ground state of the 6-body
hardcore interaction hamiltonian and the ground state of the k£ + 1-body hardcore interaction or

the Coulomb interaction (1/7) hamiltonian.
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Figure 3: Upper part: total overlap for as a function of Vo/Vj at filling factors v = 1 with two
quasiholes (a, A® = 1) and four quasiholes (b, A® = 2). Lower part: total overlap as a function

of Vo/V} at filling factors v = 3/2 (c¢) and v = 2 (d) for AP = 1.
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8 9 10

11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20

3
4 100

—_

10

3 168
4 444
1 15
2 105
3 462
4 1530
5 4191
10 1 21
10 2 196
12 1 28
12 2 336
14 1 36

N = W O

N OO S ot W

o O = W o =

o o O

5 4 7 4 6
10 7 14 10 14
16 14 23 20 26

21

12 7 8
25 19 20

0 1
4 5 2 2 0 1
1415 9 9 5 5 2 2 0 1

Table V: Number of multiplets of states at zero energy for the three-body Hamiltonian for v = 1

for A® added quantum fluxes. # is the total number of degenerate states.
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N A # L=01 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
6 1 10 0 1 0 1

6 2 50 0 2 1 2 0 1

6 3 165 0 21 4 2 3 2 2 0 1

6 4 427 3 04 3 6 3 6 3 4 2 2 0 1

6 5 944 0 4 2 7 5 8 7 8 o5 7 4 4 2 2 0 1

6 6 189 4 1 7 5 11 7 13 9 12 9 10 6 8 4 4 2 2 0 1
9% 1 20 0 1 1 0 1

9 2 175 0 31 5 2 3 2 2 0 1

9% 3 870 2 6 7 8 9 9 7 8 5 4 3 2 0 1

9 4 3122 6 5 14 14 21 17 23 18 20 16 16 10 11 6 5 3 2 0 1
121 35 1 01 1 1 0 1

12 2 490 4 1 6 4 8 4 7 3 4 2 2 0 1
5« 1 56 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1

Table VI: Number of multiplets of states at zero energy for the four-body Hamiltonian for v = 3/2
for A® added quantum fluxes. # is the total number of degenerate states. L values for rows with

a star, have to be understood as L — 1/2.
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N A # L=012 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20

1 15 1 01 0 1

8§ 2 105 2 03 1 3 1 2 01

8 3 440 2 14 3 6 4 6 3 4 2 2 0 1

8§ 4 13v9 4 1 7 5 11 7 12 8 11 7 8 4 5 2 2 0 1
8 o5 3591 4

310 9 16 14 19 16 20 16 18 13 14 9 9 5 5 2 2 0 1
01 1 1 0 1

122 490 4 16 4 8 4 7 3 4 2 2 0 1

12 3 3311 6 6 15 16 22 19 25 20 21 17 17 11 11 6 5 3 2 0 1

6 1 70 1 02 0 2 1 1 0 1

Table VII: Number of multiplets of states at zero energy for the five-body Hamiltonian for v = 2

for A® added quantum fluxes. # is the total number of degenerate states.

N A® # L=0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

10 1 21 0 1 0 1 0 1

10 2 196 2 0o 4 1 4 2 3 1 2 0 1

10 3 1001 0 4 3 v 6 9 v 9 6 7 4 4 2 2 0 1
15* 1 56 0 11 1 1 1 0 1

15 2 1176 0 7T 4 12 8 12 9 11 6 8 4 4 2 2 0 1

Table VIII: Number of multiplets of states at zero energy for the six-body Hamiltonian for v = 5/2
for A® added quantum fluxes. # is the total number of degenerate states. L values for rows with

a star, have to be understood as L — 1/2.
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N 0?2 o? 07? 03? 03? 07? 0? 0g? 0?
4 1.0 1.0 1.0

6 0.8579 0.9994 0.7972

8 0.8760 0.9857 0.8884 0.8569

10 0.8661 0.9111 0.8334 0.8287

12 0.6800 0.9651 0.8007 0.8392 0.5015

14 0.6825 0.7685 0.7059 0.7417 0.611

Table IX: Overlap of the lowest energy exact wavefunctions and the Pfaffian two quasihole wave-

functions at v = 1.

N 033 o’ 0?3 037 0’ 033 0’ 0P’ 0’
6 1.0 1.0 1.0

9% 0.7933 0.9561  0.7065 0.7803

12 06289  0.8221 0.7317  0.8579  0.5735 0.4897

15*  0.4440 0.7965  0.5754  0.5856  0.4440  0.7572 0.0009

Table X: Overlap of the lowest energy exact wavefunctions and the & = 3 three quasihole wave-

functions at v = 3/2. L values for rows with a star, have to be understood as L — 1/2.

N O oyt ot oyt 03" ot 0" ot oyt ot
8 1.0 1.0 1.0

12 05282  0.9938 0.6555  0.7601  0.6714 0.2194

16 0.3697  0.6691 0.7779 0.6376  0.1112  0.2387 0.0957

Table XI: Overlap of the lowest energy exact wavefunctions and the k = 4 four quasihole wave-

functions at v = 2.
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55 5,5 5,5 5,5 5,5 5,5 5,5 5,5 5,5
N 0 o; o’ O3 Os o; o’ o; o:

10 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
15* 0.5507 0.6998 0.7666 0.8554 0.6399 0.8110 0.2827

Table XII: Overlap of the lowest energy exact wavefunctions and the k£ = 5 five quasihole wave-

functions at v = 5/2. L values for rows with a star, have to be understood as L — 1/2.

2.4 24 24 24 2,4 2,4 2,4 2,4 2,4 2,4 2,4 24 24 24
N O Oy O O O3 O O3 Os 07 Og Oy On 011 01

4 0.9807 1.0 1.0 0.9572

6 0.8541 0.9998 0.9741 0.9764 0.9369 0.5590

8 0.8458 0.9036 0.9407 0.9197 0.8155 0.7370 0.8620 0.8184

10 0.6692 0.8991 0.8269 0.7729 0.8281 0.7291 0.8090 0.4411 0.5091 0.2898

12 0.5788 0.7964 0.7970 0.8253 0.7832 0.7756 0.5882 0.5654 0.5572 0.4255 0.4489 0.0692

Table XIII: Overlap of the lowest energy exact wavefunctions and the Pfaffian four quasihole

wavefunctions at v = 1.
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