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Abstract

The SO(5) Landau model is the mathematical platform of the 4D quantum Hall effect and provide a
rare opportunity for a physical realization of the fuzzy four-sphere. We present an integrated analysis of
the SO(5) Landau models and the associated matrix geometries through the Landau level projection.
With the SO(5) monopole harmonics, we explicitly derive matrix geometry of a four-sphere in any
Landau level: In the lowest Landau level the matrix coordinates are given by the generalized SO(5)

gamma matrices of the fuzzy four-sphere satisfying the quantum Nambu algebra, while in higher Landau
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levels the matrix geometry becomes a nested fuzzy structure realizing a pure quantum geometry with

no counterpart in classical geometry. The internal fuzzy geometry structure is discussed in the view of

arXiv

an SO(4) Pauli-Schrédinger model and the SO(4) Landau model, where we unveil a hidden singular
gauge transformation between their background non-Abelian field configurations. Relativistic versions
of the SO(5) Landau model are also investigated and relationship to the Berezin-Toeplitz quantization

is clarified. We finally discuss the matrix geometry of the Landau models in even higher dimensions.
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1 Introduction

More than forty years ago, Yang proposed an SU(2) generalization [I] of the Dirac’s monopole [2]. The
set-up behind the Yang’s SU(2) monopole stems from a beautiful mathematical concept of the 2nd Hopf
map associated with the generalization of complex numbers to quaternions [3}[4]. The Yang’s monopole field
configuration on S* is conformally equivalent to the BPST instanton configuration on R* [5] and possesses
the SO(5) global rotational symmetry. Yang also succeeded to construct generalized monopole harmonics
in the SU(2) monopole background [6]. This set-up was used in the context of the Zhang and Hu’s SO(5)
Landau model and 4D quantum Hall effect [7] that realize natural higher dimensional counterparts of the
Wu and Yang’s SO(3) Landau model [§] and the Haldane’s 2D quantum Hall effect on a two-sphere ME

The non-commutative geometry is the emergent geometry of the Landau models and governs the dy-
namics of the quantum Hall effect [I2] [13]. The Landau level projection truncates the whole quantum
mechanical Hilbert space to a sub-space and provides a physical set-up where the non-commutative geome-
try naturally appears. Along this line, the fuzzy four-sphere geometry has been discussed in the context of
the SO(5) Landau model [7), T4} [T5]. It is known that the fuzzy four-sphere exhibits intriguing mathematical
structure not observed in the fuzzy two-sphere: While the algebra of the fuzzy two-sphere is given by the
SU(2) algebra [16] [I7], the five coordinates of the fuzzy four-sphere [I8, [19] are not closed by themselves
within the Lie algebra but bring extra non-commutative coordinates constituting “internal” fuzzy structure
[20, 21, 22]. Such a peculiar structure makes the studies of higher dimensional non-commutative geometry
more interesting and attractive. There are two ways to represent the fuzzy four-sphere algebraically: (i)
Lie algebra [20] 2], 22]: the enlarged algebra of the fuzzy four-sphere is the SO(6) ~ SU(4) giving rise to
fuzzy fibre space (Figl):

[Xa,Xb] = iOéXab. (1)

(74) Four-Lie bracket [23] 24] : With the quantum Nambu bracket [25] 26], the fuzzy four-sphere coordinates
are closed by themselves without introducing extra fuzzy coordinates. The internal structure is implicit,
and the internal geometry reflects its existence in the degeneracy of (fuzzy) three-sphere latitudes (FiglI):

[Xava; Xc; Xd] = (I + 2)053€abcdeXe- (2)

SU(2),® SU(2)Rr

(1/2, 0)
Ipe-1, 1)

@, 1/2-1)
(0, 1/2)

Figure 1: Two geometric pictures of the fuzzy four-sphere. In the left figure, X,; (@) span the fuzzy S?-fibre
on the original fuzzy manifold “S%”. In the right figure, the internal geometric structure is accounted for
by the degeneracy of the fuzzy three-sphere latitudes on S.

In the previous studies [27, 28] 29], we demonstrated that the quantum Nambu geometry actually ap-
pear in the higher dimensional Landau models, and is elegantly intertwined with exotic ideas of differential

1For early developments of the higher dimensional Landau models and quantum Hall effects, interested readers may consult
review articles [10} [IT] and references therein.



topology, quantum anomaly, and string theory. However, the deduction of the non-commutative geometry
from the Landau models has been rather heuristic and the obtained results are justified in the thermody-
namic limit A rigorous way to derive the non-commutative geometry is accomplished by the Landau level
projection not resorting to any approximation, and the results will capture every detail of the emergent
non-commutative geometry. The Landau level projection method can also be applied to any Landau level
(not limited to the lowest Landau level) whose non-commutative geometry has rarely been investigated,
in contrast to the Berezin-Toeplitz quantization focused on zero-modes. The practical procedure of the
Landau level projection is quite straightforward: We just sandwich coordinates of interest by Landau level
basis states to derive their matrix-valued counterparts in a given Landau level. Since the total Hilbert space
of the Landau model is mathematically well-defined, the truncated subspace of the Landau level necessarily
provides a sound formulation of non-commutative geometry. Based on this observation, we derived matrix
geometries of the SO(3) Landau models [31] and the SO(4) Landau models [32]. We extend this project to
the SO(5) Landau models. Not just rendering the similar analysis, we integrate the previous results with
new SO(5) results to present a comprehensive view of the emergent fuzzy geometry of the Landau models.
We unveil hidden relations between the background topological field configurations of the Landau models,
and also discuss the matrix geometry of the Landau models in an arbitrary dimension.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec2l we review the SU(2) monopole and SO(5) Landau problem
in a modern terminology. Using the SO(5) Landau level eigenstates, we derive the matrix geometry of the
SO(5) Landau model in SecBl SecHl discusses the internal fuzzy three-sphere structure with emphasis on
its relation to the SO(4) Landau model. We also clarify relations among the background topological field
configurations in low dimensional Landau models. Relativistic version of the SO(5) Landau model and its
associated zero-modes are analyzed in Secil In Seclfl we extend the matrix geometry analysis to even
higher dimensions. Sec[llis devoted to summary and discussions.

2 Review of the Yang’s SU(2) monopole system

In this section, we review the Yang’s SU(2) monopole system [II [6] and the Zhang and Hu’s SO(5)
Landau model [7] adding some more information.

2.1 SU(2) monopole and SO(5) angular momentum operators

With stereographic coordinates of S3-latitude on S*, Yang gave an expression of the SU(2) monopole
gauge field [I]. However, the original expression is rather cumbersome to handle and we then adopt the
Zhang and Hu’s concise notation of the SU(2) (anti-)monopole gauge field [7]:

1 i
Nmn
)

Ay =——"——
r(r+xs

IHSZ (mvn: 1;273;4)7 A5 = 07 (3)

where S; (i = 1,2,3) denote the SU(2) matrix of the spin I/2 representation:

1,1
SiSi = 5(5 + Dlra, (4)
2°2
and 7, signifies the 't Hooft symbol:
nrznn = €mnida T 6m15n4 - 6m45ni7 ﬁznn = €mnid — 5mi6n4 + 5m46nz (5)

The field strength, Fop, = 0, Ap — OpAa + i[Aa, Ap) (a,b=1,2,3,4,5), is given by

1 1 1, 1

2See [30L [7, [10] also.



The non-trivial homotopy for the SU(2) monopole field configuration on S* is guaranteed by
m3(SU(2)) ~ Z, (7)
and the second Chern number associated with ([B]) is evaluated as

_ 1 2 1
v gz [ FP = I 1)U +2), )

where F' = %Fabdxa A dxyp. We construct the covariant angular momentum operators, Ay, as

Aap = —ixa Dy +ixp Dy, 9)
with
Dy = 9, + iA,, (10)
and the total SO(5) angular momentum operators as
Lab = Nap + 17 Fap. (11)
In detail,
Lyn = L%% + ﬁfnnsi; Lps = L£2)5 - ﬁﬁinnxnsi’ (12)
where Lg%) denote the SO(5) free angular momentum operators:

L((l%) = —12,0p + 170,. (13)

2.2 The SO(5) Casimir operator and SO(5) monopole harmonics

In usual textbook derivation of the spherical harmonics, the polar coordinates are adopted to represent
the SO(3) Casimir. In a similar manner, we decompose the SO(5) Casimir operator to the SO(4) part
and the remaining azimuthal angle part. We introduce the polar coordinates of a four-sphere (with unit
radius) as

r1 =sinésinxsinfcos¢p, wo =sinésinysinfsing, x3 = sinésiny cosd,
xy =sin€cosy, x5 = cosé, (14)
where
0<é<m 0<x<m 0<6<m 0<¢<2m (15)
The SO(5) Casimir is expressed by the sum of the SU(2) & SU(2)r Casimir parts and x5-part [6]

1 0 0 1 1
Lo’ = — (1= 25> —) +2 J+2 K?+ 87
a<Zb:1 b 1—$52 (91:5 (( o ) 6$5)+ 1—$5 + 1—|—£L‘5 *
1 0,.3.0 1 2 2 2
SR - Tyt K24, 16
sin?’g(?{(sm §8§)+ 1 —cosé& + 14 cos¢ * (16)
where J; and K; are the SU(2), and SU(2)g operators given by

1 .

Ji = Ll Lonn = Jn L = T, (172)
1 . 1_.

Note that the SU(2) (anti-)monopole gauge field does not act to the SU(2) operators but acts to the
SU(2)r operators only (I7h)), as if the right SU(2) angular momentum acquires additional SU(2) spin
degrees of freedom.



2.2.1 The differential equation for the S3-latitude

Let us first analyze the eigenvalue problem of the SO(4) Casimir operator. The SO(4) Casimir eigen-
states that satisfy

J2ij7mj; k,my (93) = .7(] + 1)}/}7mj; k,my (93)7 JZYY]}mj; k,my (93) = mj}/}7mj; k,my (93)7 (188‘)
szj,mj; k,my (QS) = k(k + 1)Yj,mj; k,my (93)7 szj,mj; k,my (93) = mky‘,mj; k,my (93)7 (18b)

with Q3 = (x, 6, ¢) are given by the SO(4) spinor spherical harmonics:

1/2
k m
Y77mj7 k mk Q3 Z Z ]7m;, 1/2,s. (I)j7mj; Jsmr (93) ® |I/27 SZ>' (19)
mpr=—js,=—1/2
Here Cf;n; 1/2,5. Yepresent the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients, and ®;, p;; jme(Q3) ( =0,1/2,1,3/2,--+)
are the SO(4) spherical harmonics in the following form [32]
P
(I)J mr; ng QB = Z Z Op SML; _ MR plm(QS) ) (20)
1=0 m=—1 p=2j

where Y1, (£23) are the usual SO(4) spherical harmonics HBZ{IE

2(p+L(p—1)!
m(p+1+1)

(1=0,1,2,--- ,pand m=—1,—1l+1,---,1)

Yoim (Q3) = 2'0! sin’ () Cfoﬂ (cosx) - Yim(0,d). (23)

Czl)'j denote the Gegenbauer polynomials, and Y}, (6, ¢) stand for the SO(3) spherical harmonics:

20 +1(1— |m])!

4 (14 |m|)!

Yim (0, ¢) = (—=1)™ P (cos §)e™?. (25)

Since the (anti-)monopole gauge field only contributes to the SU(2)r angular momentum operator, in (20)
the original SU(2)g index j of the SO(4) spherical harmonics is contracted with the gauge spin index I,/2
to form the SU(2)r composite spin k in ([[9) just as in the case of the usual SU(2) angular momentum
composition rule. Therefore, k takes

I I I
k=j+—-, j4+=-1, -+, j—= 26
R TR Sl SR (26)
o I 1 I
=j—k==, ——1,- ——. 27
S J 27 2 ) ) 2 ( )
3The SO(4) spherical harmonics ([23) satisfy
IOV, () = KO*Yyim (23) = 2 (2 + 1Y, (20). (21)
The dimension of the SO(4) spherical harmonics is given by
P
D@D =+ =2+ 1) g (22)



s signifies the difference between the left and right SU(2) quantum numbers, and hence the name the
chirality parameter [28, 29]. Though k and j are two independent SU(2) group indices, in the Yang’s
SU(2) monopole system the range of k is not arbitrary but restricted as (28) with a given j. With (I 4 1)-
component vector-like notation of |1/2,s,) in ([Id), the SO(4) spinor spherical harmonics can be expressed
as

Ol_c,mk‘ I I ®j7mj; jﬁmR(Q3)

JsMR; 353

i chme B (D)
s D 5,5 —1 J.mjz5 J,MR
Yjﬂ”j? k,my (QS) = Z MRS 353 ' ' (28)
mpr=—J :
k,
Cmm: 2.1 ®igamgs jma(§3)

From two indices j and k, we introduce the SO(4) Landau level index n:

I
n essentially denotes the sum of two SU(2) quantum numbers. With n and s, j and k are inversely

represented as
(J: k)sow) = (g + i + %’ g + i - %)50(4)- (30)
Notice that while the (anti-)monopole only acts to the SU(2) operator, with a given n j and k are totally
equivalent in the sense that either of j and k starts from n/2 and ends at I/2 + n/2, and the intervals of
n, j and k are An =1 and Aj = Ak = % (see Fig2).
In the view of the SO(5) representation theory, the SO(5) irreducible representation is specified by two
integers
(p, Q)SO(5) = (I +N, N)SO(5)' (N=0,1,2,--+) (31)

The SO(4) decomposition generally tells that, with a given N, n takes

n=01,2---,N, (32)
and the SO(4) decomposition is
N I/2
(I +N,N)soe) = Z@< Z ® (4, k)50(4)), (33)
n=0 s=—1/2

where j and k are given by @B0). Therefore, the dimension of the SO(5) irreducible representation is
obtained as

N
D(I,N) =Y d(I,n)= %(N+ DI +1)(I+ N +2)(I+2N +3), (34)
n=0
where 1 1
dI,n)= Y (2j+1)@2k+1)= s+ (I + (6n 4 5)I 4+ 6(n +1)?). (35)
s=—1/2

4See Appendix [AT] for the SO(5) representation theory and the SO(4) decomposition.
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Figure 2: Decomposition of the SO(5) irreducible representation (p, ¢)so(s) = (I+N, N)so(s) to the SO(4)
irreducible representation (j, k)so(sy. The oblique lines with fixed j 4k = n + % are called the SO(4) lines
in the present paper.

2.2.2 Azimuthal part eigenvalue problem

The SO(5) Casimir operator was decomposed to the azimuthal part ¢ and the hyper-latitude S® part
(@@). To solve the differential equation of the SO(5) Casimir operator, Yang adopted the method of
separation of variables [6]:

W;k(€,2) = G(§) - Yk (Qs). (36)
Here, Y 1 (23) denote the SO(4) monopole harmonics (I9) with the constraint
) I
The SO(5) eigenvalue problem
5
Z Lab2 \11(6793) =A \11(6793)7 (38)

a<b=1
is reduced to the eigenvalue equation for G(§):

1 d
sin® & d¢

| SGen|a@=rae. @9

d
.3
(sin® ¢ 5

%)+%

— i +1)+2
_wms§]0‘+ )+

1
—k(k+1
1+ cosé (k+1)+

Yang showed that the difference of two Casimir indices is exactly equal to the SU(2) monopole index I [@]:
p—q=1I (40)

Therefore, when we identify ¢ with the SO(5) Landau level index N (= 0,1,2,---), the SO(5) monopole
harmonics] ([B6) are specified by the SO(5) indices [BI]). The SO(5) Casimir eigenvalues are readily obtained
as (see Appendix [AT))

1, 1 1
Ay = 30"+ 50 + 20+ q = N*+ NI +3) + SI(I+4), (41)

5In [6], Yang called the eigenstates (B6) the SU(2) monopole harmonics, but in the present paper we refer to them as the
SO(5) monopole harmonics emphasizing their SO(5) covariance.




and the corresponding degeneracy is

DULN) = 20+ D@+ 1)+ q+3)p—q+1) = SN+ )T+ )T+ N+2)(I +2N+3),  (42)

6 6

which is equal to (34). B3] implies that Nth SO(5) Landau level consists of the inner SO(4) Landau levels
(n2071527"' 7N):

N n,s
H(so)(fs = Z Z H(so 21) (43)
The normalized SO(5) monopole harmonics are derived as
W gm;homi () = GN k(€)Y jomyikomi (23), (R4 = (€ X, 0, 9)) (44)
where [14]
I 3 1
Gnje(§) =/ N + 272 e Anyiyrjn—j—r-1(8)
I 3 , N+Lfpj—k+1)! (N+L—j+Ek+1)
—4/N+ = _.(_1)2J+1 ( ? J )( 21]' )
| SO €\ ok_1 p2j+l—(2k+1)
Y (sin 5) (cos 5) PN+%+1_j+k (cos&). (45)

Here dj m, (&) denotes the Wigner’s small d-functior] and its three indices are identified with (l,m,g) =
(N + é +1,8,—n — % — 1) as in ([45). Note that the two magnetic indices, m and g, generally take (half-
)integer values between —! and [, while in the present case m = s and the range of s ([21)) is restricted to
|s| < £ which is smaller than | = N 4+ £ 4+ 1 (except for N = 0). We thus find that a subset of d-function
is utilized in (@H). The orthonormal relation for ({4 is given by

/dQ4 \IJNU}mj;kqu (Q4>T ‘IIN/;j’,m;.;k’,m;C (94)

=/ dgsin® € G jk(€)" Gy (€) - / A3 Y jmyikmi (23)1 Y sk g (23)
0 53
= 5NN/5jj’5kk/5mjm; (ankm;C (48)

For instance, the SO(5) spinor representation (N, I) = (0, 1) is obtained as

3 . & (cosy—isinycosf 1 T4 — 173
T, 0.0(Q) = )/~ sin > . =
0:1/2.1/20,0(24) 4nz M ( —i sin y sin fe’? < % 2(1 + a5) \—iz1+a2)’

3 . & ( —isinysin fe~i® 1 —iT] — X
Wo.1/9 —1/2:00(24) = — = = — 49
0:1/2,-1/2;0,0(¢4) \ 272 5 g (cosx +isiny cosd x ¥ 21+ 25) \ =4 +izz )’ (492)
/3 5 [1+2s + x5 (1
‘1’0;0,0;1/2,1/2(94) = - el 5 (0> X Py = ° (O)
3 0 14+z5 (0
‘1’0;0,0;1/2,—1/2(94) = - ) COS% <1> x P, = \/ TS <1> . (49b)

6The small d-function can also be expressed as

_es®
dl,m g( ) (6 z{S ) m,g (46)
where Sél) denotes y-component of the SU(2) spin matrix with spin magnitude I:
S®.8W =11 41) 1g141. (47)



From

5N+%+1—j+k

i ke 2j+1,—(2k+1 I
Givgur(ws) = (1= @5)? (1 +a5) +71 PUT D (0g) gVt (50)
and )
Yiu(Qs) ~ 4 ~ e, ¥ (51)

(1—:1752)3 neoo

the behavior of Wy,; 1 can be read off as
WN;j7k ~ xaNJré- (52)

At I =0, @) is reduced to the SO(5) spherical harmonics as expected (see Appendix [B]).

2.3 The SO(5) Landau model

The SO(5) Landau model [7] is a Landau model on a four-sphere in the SU(2) monopole background.
With the covariant derivatives D, ([IQ)), the SO(5) Landau Hamiltonian is given by

5

1 1
H=-—— W2 =— 9 A, 53
2M _, 2M 2 Aa (53)
a=1 r= a<b
which can be rewritten as 1
H=—> (La? - Fu?), 54
i Kb( b b)) (54)

where we used AgpFup = FapAapy = 0. From (@), we can readily derive

) 1
Do Fa’ =) (nSi)? =297 = S +2), (55)

a<b m<n
and the SO(5) Landau Hamiltonian is diagonalized as
1
EITA
with the Landau level degeneracy ([@2). The Landau level eigenstates are given by the SO(5) monopole

harmonics ([@4]).
The lowest Landau level degeneracy is given by

En(I) N2+ NI +3)+1), (56)

Do) = D(I,N = 0) = %(1 (T +2)(T+3), (57)

which is simply understood as the number of the fully symmetric representation [7],

1

Vma! ma! ms! my!

P12 apg M B ahy ™ (58)
where mq, ms, m3, m4 are non-negative integers subject to
mi+mo+m3+my=1 (59)

and s denote the components of the 2nd Hopf spinorﬁ

(G

Yo | 1 (334 - iIiUz‘*) (¢1> (60)
Vs | VIdas \(L+as)la ) \¢2/)

Yy

"We will discuss the 2nd Hopf map in Sec[3:2

10



We can see equivalence between the fully symmetric representation (G8]) and the N = 0 SO(5) monopole
harmonics as follows. With the higher spin basis

ell/2) _ ! TG TA (A=T1/2,1/2—1,---,—1/2) (61)
\/(g + A)(L - Ay

[©]) can be expanded as

1/2
1 m m m m M1,M2,ms,m
" =) e (72, (62)
malmalmglimy! A=—1/2

From the expansion coefficients, we can construct a (I 4+ 1)-component “vector” as

,(/)(ml M2, M3,m4)
I

/2
(m1,ma,ms,ma)
T+2)(IT+3) | Yip22a
lI’N:O;jﬂnj;k,wuc = _T . ) (63)
gl )
which is exactly equal to the N = 0 SO(5) monopole harmonics ([@4]) under the identification
1 1 1 1
J= §(m1 +ma), my; = §(m1 —mse), k= §(m3 +my), myp = §(m3 —my). (64)

3 Four-sphere matrix geometry

In this section, we investigate the matrix geometry of the SO(5) Landau model. First, we discuss a
general structure of the matrix geometry deduced from the SO(5) irreducible decomposition rule. Next,
we discuss the lowest Landau level matrix geometry at the quantum limit I = 1 and at the classical limit
I >> 1. Finally, through the Landau level projection, we explicitly derive the matrix geometry interpolating
between these two limits and applicable in any Landau level.

3.1 General form of matrix coordinates

In this section, we utilize the notation [[N, I]] to specify the SO(5) irreducible representation instead
of (p,q)sos) = (N + I, N). First, let us see a general structure of the matrix elements of the four-sphere

coordinates: I

2
Here |N, %) is the abbreviation of the Nth Landau level eigenstates (@), and the SO(5) vector z, carries
the SO(5) index [[1,0]], and hence the SO(5) index of z4|N, £) is given by

[[1, 0] & [V, 1]], (66)

which is irreducibly decomposed as [34] [35] [36]

I
(N, 5laal N, (65)

[LO]| @ [N, I =[N+ 1L, I[N - LIa[NI]e[[N+1,1-2]|a [N —-1,I+2], (67)

wher@
[N+ 1,-2]] = —[[N,0]], (72a)
[N, =1]] = [[-1,1]] = ¢ (empty set). (72b)

8([X2a) is a special case of more general formula
(IN+I1+1,—1—-2]]=—[[N,I]] (68)

11



See Appendix for several examples of (67). The corresponding dimension-counting is given by
5@ Dyv,1) = Dyv,1) © Dywva,0) © Dypv,1-21) © Dyv—1,142)) © Dinv—1,1)- (73)

With an SU(2) monopole background fixed I, (€1) implies that the Landau level transition, if occurred,
only takes place between the adjacent Landau levels:

1 z I I I
N, — - N+1, - N—-1,=) |[N,=). 74
| a2> — | +a2>7 | a2>| 72> ( )

Consequently, the matrix elements only have finite values between the adjacent inter Landau levels and
intra Landau levels: 7 7
<N’,§|xa|N,§>5£O only for AN=N —N'=0,+1, (75)

as depicted in Fig[3l

LL L Jowest 1st  2nd 3rd h
lowest | |N=0]
1st N=1
<5U a> = 2nd N=2
3rd N=3

Figure 3: The matrix elements of four-sphere coordinates. The shaded regions stand for non-zero blocks:
The red shaded squares denote the matrix elements in intra Landau levels, while the blue shaded rectangles
represent the matrix elements between inter Landau levels.

3.2 The 2nd Hopf map and Bloch four-sphere (quantum limit: / = 1)

The Yang’s SU(2) monopole is closely related to the 2nd Hopf map [3, [, [7]. Using quaternions g,
3
(m =1,2,3,4), the 2nd Hopf map, S” 5, 5%, is realized as

v = Py =2, (a=1,2,3,4,5) (76)
where v, are
0 qm -1 0
= = T
Ym (qm 0 y )5 0 1) ( )
or
DiNt141,-1-2)) = =Dy, 17 (69)
([68)) is verified by the fact that the [[IV, I]] irreducible representation is specified by the polynomial [35]
N4I+2 N+1 N+1 N4I+2
_ _N+I+2, N+1_ _N+1, N+I+2 , Y Y 1 B 1 x oz
£ y)va =2 Y Ty By s wliey o s NFIHZyN+T  NF1,NF1+2 + yN+I+2 ~ TN+
(70)
which has the property
@, y)(NI41,—1-2]) = =&, 9N, 1) (71)
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with Gm = {—¢i,qa}. ¥ which we refer to as the 2nd Hopf spinor is a two-component quaternionic spinor
1 = (11 o)t (11 and vy are quaternions) subject to

iy =1, (78)

and signifies the total manifold S7. x, (78] satisfy the normalization condition 22:1 .2 = (Wiy)? =1
and are regarded as the coordinates of the base-manifold S*, while the S3-fibre part of S7 is projected out
in the map (Z6). The four-sphere associated with the 2nd Hopf map can be considered as a 4D version of
the Bloch sphere [37]. The algebras of the quaternions implies that v, satisfy

{’Yavp)/b} = 26&57 (79)

and act as the SO(5) gamma matrices. This will be more transparent when we introduce a matrix realization
of the quaternions:

Gm = {—i0i=1,2,3, 12}, Gm = {ioi=1,2,3, 12}. (80)
Substituting (&) to ([T0), v, now become the familiar SO(5) 4 x 4 gamma matrices, and the corresponding

SO(5) generators are obtained as
1

Oab = —ZZ[%,%], (81)

mn — & mn —g ) mb — 13 82
G G A [P ®

with the 't Hooft symbols (). The 2nd Hopf spinor ¢ is also promoted to a 4 x 2 matrix ¥ subject to

where

Uiy = 1,. (83)
The S3-fibre part represents the SU(2) gauge degrees of freedom that acts to ¥ as
U — U.g. (geSU((2)) (84)

A possible choice of VU is

I (xm(jm) _ 2(; <3:412 + m:a) | )

2(1 +x5) \1+zs5 T4+as5) \ (1+a5)l2
Interestingly, (B3] consists of the N = 0 SO(5) spinor multiplet for I =1 ([{9):
V)T = (1 ¥y s ). (86)

This implies that the 2nd Hopf map encodes information of the lowest Landau level of the minimum
SU(2) monopole index I = 1, which we call the quantum limit. For the SO(5) spinors, the SU(2) gauge
transformation ([B4)) acts as

v, — ¢ v, (@=1,234) (87)

and the gauge field is given by

1

4
A= —iWa¥ = =i} o dYl =~

a=1

TpoidTy,, (88)

which is exactly equal to the Yang’s monopole gauge field [B]) for I = 1. Under the gauge transformation
&), the gauge field is transformed as expected:

4 4
A=—iy dodpl, — =iy g, (dl g+l -dg) = 9" Ag —igldg. (89)
a=1

a=1
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Including the SU(2) gauge degrees of freedom, the 2nd Hopf spinor is generally given by

¢1(94=G)
(G | $1(G)
w0 0) = | 08 | = v (210) (50)
1/}4(Q4aG)
o(Q, G Zwm Q) ¢i(G). (@=1,2,3,4) (91)

Here W()y,) signifies the base-manifold S* and (¢1 ¢2)! denotes a normalized SU(2) spinor taking its value
on the S®-fibre. With some appropriate inner product, we orthonormalize ¢; (i = 1,2) as

(9ilds) = dij, (92)

and the normalization condition of 1 is restated as
W(Q) () = Zw Pl = 1a. (93)

With such a simple set-up, we discuss the SU(2) gauge invariance and the SO(5) covariance of the
matrix geometry. The SU(2) gauge transformation (84]) can be reinterpreted as the transformation of the
¢-part:

bi = 9ij 9, (94)
while the SO(5) global transformation acts to U-part ad]

v - Uy, (97)

where
U = ¢t 2oa<y Wardar (98)

with the transformation parameter wy,. We define the matrix elements of observable O(Q4) as

2
(o |Otpg) = i) /dQ4 Vo O W5 (¢)]i) = 54 Z/dm U, O W5, = A(S4) /dQ4 DeRT

(100)
Thus the evaluation of the matrix elements is boiled down to the integration of the operator sandwiched
by the SO(5) spinors. In particular, the matrix elements of z, are given by

2
2 . 2 ;
(Xa)ap = 5T ;/d94 To Uoi Ul = YD) dQ x4 P, P, (101)
9 Pp—1,23.4 @I constitute the lowest Landau level eigenstates
Lab‘]:l"pa - (Uab)ﬁa'lpB: (95)
and under the SO(5) transformation generalized by L,p, they behave as
Yo — YgUsa, (96)
or (@7).
10The factor in front of the integration is introduced for the normalization
dQ et =1 99
A(S4 / 4 - (99)
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or

2
Xa = m /dQ4 Tq P, (102)

where P denotes a 4 x 4 projection matrix
1 5
_ T =
P=97' = 2(1 + 321 ZaYa)- (103)

From [@3) P? = P, and P is invariant under the SU(2) gauge transformation ([84)). Therefore, X, (I02)
are obviously gauge invariant as they should be. From the 2nd Hopf map z, = ¥y, ¥, X, = i AV, Ut
can also be represented as

2
Xo=—~ [ dQ2y P ~, P. 104
o 0 P (104)
Using the formulas
1 1, .
Py P=—x.(1+ xpvm), dQy zo =0, dQy oy = —A(S*)0ab, (105)
2 g4 g4 5
we can easily evaluate (I04]) adl]
1
Xa = 2% (106)

Thus in the quantum limit, the lowest Landau level matrix geometry is given by the SO(5) gamma matrices
(7)) up to a proportional factor. Under the SO(5) global transformation (@1), X, are transformed as

2 2
__ 2 i 2 gt U U U —
Xo = 2757 /dQ4 va WU s U /dQ4 2o DU U = UTX,U = Ry Xy, (107)

where we used the SO(5) covariance of the gamma matrices
UlnaU = Rayy (R = e/ Zaoar ™l S = —i5,.8,0 + i6aadbe). (108)

([I07) indicates that the matrix coordinates transform as an SO(5) vector as expected.

3.3 Heuristic derivation of the fuzzy geometry (classical limit: [ >> 1)

Next, we consider the opposite limit I >> 1, which we refer to as the classical limit by the analogy
of quantum spin model S >> 1. Refining the heuristic discussions of [27], we will show how the non-
commutative geometry takes place in this limit.

At T >> 1, the field strength term becomes dominant in L, (II):

Lab — ’I”2Fab. (109)

The coordinates z,, can be extracted from the SU(2) field strength (@) as [27]

1 2
—+da = abedetT(Fpe Fae). 110
5T 4!02(1)6 pedet0(FoeFae) (110)

Here co(I) denotes the 2nd Chern number (8]):

eo(I) = —%I(I+1)(I+2) =—D(I—1,0). (111)

11 Alternatively, we can obtain (I06) by performing the integration (IOL) with (@3).
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Using (I09), we replace Fop with Ly, in (II0) to have

2r

Xy ~ ——=
4'02(1)

6abcdeLbCLde tr(lintcrnal spacc)- (112)

Since Lgp are the SO(5) operators, the coordinates now become the operators. tr in ([I0) is taken in the
“internal” fuzzy space S% with dimension [ + 1 [27, [I5], and so in ([12)

tI‘(]-intcrnal Spacc) =1 + 1. (113)

In the lowest Landau level, we may replace the SO(5) operators Ly, with the SO(5) matrices X, of the
fully symmetric irreducible representation:

Loy — X, (114)

and ([[I2) turns into

271+1
:_—acezcxe:_
4!02(I)€bd bed

Since in the fully symmetric representation X, satisf

1
(ZCEE CE e 115
AL (T + 2) Cabedebe=d (115)

6abcdezbczde = _2(I+ 2)Fa7 (118)

([IIH) is greatly simplified as
1
X, =7 T (119)

Therefore in the classical limit, the lowest Landau level matrix coordinates are given by the SO(5) gamma

matrices in the fully symmetric representation.
From (II9), we have

[Xa, Xp] = i(%)@ab’ (120)

and around the north-pole X5 = 1T'5 ~ — 11+1 ([I20) is reduced to

2 2
[Xnan] = Z(T)2 Emn ~ Z(T)2 nmnsﬁ (121)

which realizes the non-commutative algebra of Zhang and Hu [7].

3.4 Landau level projection and matrix geometry (arbitrary I and N)

We have obtained the matrix geometry either at the quantum limit and at the classical limit. Here, we
apply the Landau level projection to derive more general results. The explicit form of the SO(5) monopole
harmonics is crucial in the analysis.

12 The gamma matrices in the fully symmetric representation are constructed as

1 I I

——
r'P=fe@iel - T+1®7a®1--- - T+ +1®@1- - 1® Ya)sym., (116)
which satisfy
2L (D)
era Pa? =1 +4) 11141y 142)148) (117a)
D, i, 0 ) = 8(1 + 2)eapeac T (117b)

In this paper, we will drop (I) on the shoulder of Ft(ll) for brevity otherwise stated.
1375 is a D(I,0) x D(I,0) block diagonal matrix whose most upper-left/lower-right block is given by F7I- 174 .
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3.4.1 Landau level matrix elements

We perform integrations in the azimuthal part and the S3-latitude part separately. The S*-coordinates
are decomposed to the azimuthal part and the S3-latitude part:

Ty, = SINE Y, T = COSE, (122)
where x,,, are expressed by the product of the radius of S3-latitude and the (normalized) S3-coordinates:
y1 =sinysinfcosp, yz =sinysinfsing, ysz =sinxcosd, ys = cosy. (123)

The area element of S* is expressed as
dQy = dé sin® € dQs, (124)

with the S area element
dQs = sin? y sin 6 dy df do. (125)

For instance, an integration on S* is carried out as
(U N7 st i [ Ngmikegmi ) = (GNG |G Gi) = (Yo mi [ YG,mskm )

:/ df sin3§ GN,j’,k’(g)* GN,j,k(g) . /ng Yj’,m'j;k’,m; (Q3)T Yj,mj;k,mk (93) (126)
0

As discussed in Sec[Z2] the Nth SO(5) Landau level consists of inner SO(4) Landau levels with n =
0,1,2,---N. In the SO(4) language, x,, acts as a vector with the SO(4) ~ SU(2);, ® SU(2)g index
(4, k) = (1/2,1/2) and x5 acts as a scalar with (j, k) = (0,0). For the SO(4) Landau level index n (87) and
the chirality parameter s ([21), the differences are represented as An = Aj + Ak and As = Aj — Ak, and
then the SO(4) selection rule tells that the matrix coordinates have non-zero values only for the cases

(xm) = (An,As) = (£1,0), (0,£1), (127a)

(z5) : (An,As) = (0,0). (127b)
Regions of the non-zero matrix elements are depicted in FigHl that expresses fine internal structures of
Figl3l With this in mind, we shall evaluate the matrix elements of x5 and z,.

e Matrix coordinates for x5

The matrix elements of x5 are diagonalized as

(U N skt i 125 [ O N mgkm) = (G 185 |G Gk) = (Yo e g [Yiom e )

= (GNjilr5|GN k) - 05,5 Ok k' O, Oy (128)
with
I 3 T .
<GN,j7k|x5|GN7j,k> = (N + 5 + 5) 0 dé- Sln§ dN-i—%—i—l,s,—n—é—l(g) COS§ dN+%+l,s,—n—é—l(§)
2 I+2
—_— ntlt 25 (129)

CN+I1+2)2N+1+4)

where we used [{3]) and a formula for the small d-function["] The matrix coordinate [29) takes equally
spaced discrete values specified by the chiral parameter s = I/2,1/2—1,--- ,—1/2, which are regarded as

14

T 2g
df sin0 dj ,, ,(0 O0d;mqs0)=——"""T——m. 130
/O sin 1, n,g( ) cos l, n,g( ) l(l T l)(2[ T 1)m ( )
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@) = 1, oPfE
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)| ! 0
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30 O TS

Figure 4: Matrix coordinates for I = 3. There are non-zero matrix elements in the shaded color regions. The
blue, green, purple shaded regions are specified by AN = £1, (An,AN) = (£1,0) and (As,An,AN) =
(£1,0,0), respectively. The red shaded regions correspond to AN = An = As = 0. The red-framed
squares (with inner red and purple squares) denote the SO(4) Landau level subspaces. Obviously, the
matrix geometry exhibits a nesting structure.

latitudes of a fuzzy four-sphere. Such a structure is very similar to that of the fuzzy two-sphere [31], but
while the latitudes of fuzzy two-sphere are not degenerate, the latitudes of fuzzy four-sphere are degenerate
giving rise to the internal structure.

e Matrix coordinates for z,,—1.23.4

As indicated by (I27al), there are two cases in which (z,,) take finite values. The first case is (An, As) =
(£1,0) representing transition between two adjacent SO(4) Landau levels (two adjacent SO(4) lines in
Fig2) corresponding to the green shaded regions in Figld] while the second case

(An, As) = (0, +1) (131)

represents transition between the two adjacent sub-bands specified by s inside a SO(4) Landau level (two
adjacent dots on an identical SO(4) line in Fig[2) corresponding to the small purple shaded regions in Fig[l
In the following, we focus on the second case, which in the language of the SU(2); ® SU(2)r corresponds
to

j’:j—i—g, k’:k—g. (0 =+ —) (132)

Under the condition ([I32), we have

<WN;j/7m3;k/7m;€ |xm |\IJN;j,mj;k,mk>

= Z <GN1j+%1k7f2f|Sin§|GNﬁj7k> . Y,§10770)(ja k)(m;,m;c; mj,mg) 5j/,j+% 5k’,k7%a (133)

o—t,—
where

v\ =o)(j, k) s mis mymi) = Y jgml k=g mi [Ym Y jim ke me)- (134)
Y=o (J, k) are regarded as (2§ + 0 +1)(2k — o+ 1) x (25 + 1)(2k + 1) rectangular matrices with magnetic

indices (m/, mj;m;, my), and Y,,(f’fg)(j, k) and Yéfg’g)(j + %,k — %) are in the relation of Hermitian
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conjugate. We can evaluate the S3-radius part of (I33) as

. I 3 [ .
(GNjt+g k—g|sing|GN k) = (N + 3t 5)/0 dé s € dy iz iy g ot 1) dyirigg o1 (6

2 !
s'=s+o

2n+ 142
2N +T+2)2N+1+4

y2VbV+g—as+UﬁV+g+as+%.O%)

In the last equation, we used another formula of the small d—function Next, we turn to the unit-S® part
([@34). Notice first that y,, (I23)) can be expressed by the SO(4) spherical harmonics ([20):

LT s
=gy~ P y) 2= 5 (Prgg s TP gy )
LT s
Y5 =050 003+ 04434 w=5(0p 1 -0y g ) (137)

With an integration formula for the SO(4) spherical harmonics, a bit of calculation (see Appendix [D.1))

show:
(_1>n+l {]+% k_% %}
k j 1
2

Y00, k) = (=)™

N =

X (6m;,mj+%6m;€,mk+%\/(] + m; + 1)(k - mk) ( ) 6m;,mj—%5m;c,mk——\/(j —my + 1)(k + mk))

oml, s fit+E k-1 L
VIR = iy T e
2

+ my

X Oy 303 1y + D4 0) 4 (1) 030 sy (G = 1)k = ).

(139)

Y"(f U)( k) do not depend on the SO(5) Landau level N and denote the matrix coordinates of three-sphere
as we shall discuss in Secdl The matrix coordinates (I33]) are thus completely determined as (I35) and
([I39) in any Landau level.

15

T . . g
/0 df sin dy s g(0) sind dim g(0)lm=m+1 = W+ D@2+1) (IFm)(l£m+1). (136)
16 Similarly,
oml oy fi—% k+i L
VDR =~y T R
2
m
Xyt ey Ot 3 VG = M) 1) = (D78, 48,0 1G4 m) (k= mi + 1),
o L ” j—3% k+3i I
ViR = oy UE REE g

m y .
X B st 3 0mf -3V G = M)k = ik D) (<1000 38, a4 mg) (ki £ 1)), (138)

J
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3.4.2 Fuzzy four-sphere in the lowest Landau level

With the general results above, the lowest Landau level (N = n = 0) matrix coordinates are readily

obtained a

2
Xm:1,2,3,4 = <\I/N:0;j/,m;;k/,m;€|:Em|\IJN:O;j,mj;k,mk> = _m X
I I (+,=) (. I I (—+) (5
(5"’5"‘1)(5 —S+2) Ym ’ (],k) 5j/,j+%5k',k—% + (5 —S+1)(§+5+2) Ym ’ (j,k) 6j/,j—%5k/,k+% 5
(141a)
2
Xs = (Un=0ijr it g |25 N Gy ) = =727 8 05 Ok Ormy ol O m - (141Db)
(1)) is concisely expressed as
1
Xo =770 (142)

where I, denote the SO(5) gamma matrices in the fully symmetric representation (p, q) = (I,0). See Fighl
also. ([42) interpolates between the quantum limit at I = 1 ({I06]) and the classical limit at 7 >> 1 (I19).
The matrix geometry (I42) realizes the quantum Nambu geometry of the fuzzy four-sphere [23] 24]:

i Lg 11 1 sms Glady oF GR| Loy 41y dogg oo GLY oF
(j',k’)(&) G0 ¢-1h g G535 ©3) (j’m G9 G337 G- G377 (0.2)‘
(%.0) 0 O (éo) i } 141
111 111
. ) 0 ) G379 -2 } :
Xm — I+4(£*1-1) O X5 :]-|—4 (27“) =4 }S(LI)
11 1 111
G379 O 0 G277 O _I+2.§ } 4
. T —
oy | 0| ©9 ‘ - } I+1

5
I
> XaXa = Tra Lrasnueu+y) (143a)
a=1
2
[XaaXqucuXd] = (I + 2) (—)3 6u,bcde)(eu (143b)

I+4
where [-- -] of ([43D) signifies the quantum Nambu bracket [25] 26],
[017027 T 7O2l€] = €urpo-pog OHl Ouz o 'Ouzk' (144)

In the thermodynamic limit I — oo, (I43al) is reduced the condition of a four-sphere with unit radius.
Since X5 is a diagonal matrix with eigenvalues of equal spacing (I41D)), the fuzzy four-sphere geometry
can be regarded as a stacking of the matrix-valued three-spheres along xs-axis with equal spacing as

17 In the special case s = %cr7 ([[@Ta) becomes
1 (o,—0o) /.
<\IJN:0;j’:j+%,m’j;k’:k—%,mjc [2m ¥ N=0;j,m;ik,my) = T3 (I+3)Yn (4 k). (140)

Yéf’ig)(j, k) realizes the matrix for the fuzzy three-sphere [32].
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depicted in Figlll One may wonder the stacking along the zs-axis might break the SO(5) symmetry of
the four-sphere. However, this is not the case. Recall that we have adopted x5 as a special axis. If we
had chosen z7 as a special axis, we would have had the stack along the x;-axis. Therefore, the picture of
the stack along zs-axis is a kind of “gauge-artifact” by choosing z, as a special axis in R®, and the fuzzy
four-sphere certainly respects the SO(5) symmetry.

3.4.3 Nested matrix geometry in higher Landau levels

Let us consider the matrix geometry in higher SO(5) Landau levels. With a given SO(5) Landau level
N, there are N + 1 inner SO(4) Landau levels indexed by n = 0,1,2,---, N, and further in each of the
SO(4) Landau levels there are I + 1 sub-bands indexed by the chiral parameter s. Each sub-band s realizes
the matrix-valued S3-latitude, and a stack of such (I + 1) matrix-valued S*-latitudes along the zj-axis
constitute a fuzzy 4D geometry in each of the SO(4) Landau levels. Therefore inside the Nth SO(5)
Landau level, there are N + 1 fuzzy 4D geometries that form a nested structure as a whole [Figlf]. Recall

Figure 6: The nested fuzzy structure in the SO(5) Landau level. There are N 4 1 quasi-fuzzy four-spheres
indexed by n in the Nth SO(5) Landau level. The colors of the quasi-fuzzy four-spheres correspond to the
SO(4) lines in Fig2

that the range of the chiral parameter s is restricted to |s| = é and does not cover the whole range of the
matrix size specified by j + k = n + % (except for n = 0). This implies that the corresponding matrix
geometry is not a complete fuzzy four-sphere but a fuzzy four-sphere like geometry with north and south
“caps” removed due to the uncovered parameter regions of s. We referred to such a fuzzy 4D geometry as
the quasi-fuzzy four-sphere. Each SO(4) Landau level accommodates a quasi-fuzzy four-sphere geometry,
and so Nth SO(5) Landau level realizes N +1 quasi-fuzzy four-spheres with different matrix size depending
on the SO(4) index n. In this way, N + 1 quasi-fuzzy four-spheres exhibit a concentric nested structure in
the Nth SO(5) Landau level as depicted in Figlll The lowest Landau level (N = n = 0) is exceptional,
because the nested structure no longer exists and only a fuzzy four-sphere geometry remains.

The SO(4) irreducible representations on an SO(4) line (Fig[2) constitute each quasi-fuzzy four-sphere,
which does not possess the SO(5) covariance. However as an aggregation of the quasi-fuzzy four-spheres, the
nested fuzzy geometry possesses the SO(5) covariance since its quantum states are realized by an SO(5)
irreducible representation (or the SO(5) monopole harmonics). There exist non-vanishing off-diagonal
matrix elements between the adjacent SO(4) Landau levels (as represented by the green shaded rectangular
blocks in FigHl). Borrowing the string theory interpretation that the off-diagonal parts signify interactions
between the fuzzy objects represented by the diagonal block matrices, one may say that the quasi-fuzzy
four-spheres of the adjacent SO(4) Landau levels interact and conspire to bring the SO(5) covariance to the
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nested fuzzy geometry. Furthermore, the nested fuzzy geometry has the SO(5) symmetry also. Apparently
as a classical geometry the nested structure [Figlf] does not have the SO(5) symmetry, but it does have in
a quantum mechanical sense. The reason is essentially same as of the discussion below Eq.([I44). We had
chosen x5 as a special axis, and we obtained the truncated nested structure without the north and south
caps along the zs-axis like Fig[fl but if we had chosen the x; axis, we would have had a similar structure
along the z;-axis. Actually we can adopt any axis in R®, and then the nested structure has to have the
SO(5) symmetry. Therefore, the nested fuzzy geometry is considered to be SO(5) symmetric in a quantum
mechanical sense, which does not have its counterpart in classical geometry.

4 Internal fuzzy structure and the SO(4) Landau models

We discuss a physical model that realizes the matrix-valued three-sphere geometry inside the SO(5)
Landau model. We also clarify relations among Landau models in different dimensions.

4.1 SU(2) meron gauge field and SO(4) Pauli-Schrédinger Hamiltonian

We first construct a physical model whose eigenstates are given by the SO(4) spinor spherical harmonics
([28). The expression of the SO(4) part of the SO(5) free angular momentum operators are exactly equal
to the SO(4) free angular momentum operators (see Appendix [B]):

Lg,% = —ia:ma— + ity = —Ym=—— + Yn (145)

T 0xm AYn
The SO(4) angular momentum L,,,, ([2) can also be represented only in terms of the S3-coordinates (I23):

Y

0 0 -

Ly = —1Yms— Y jnnsi. 146
W g~ + Wy = 1) (146)
Therefore, the SO(4) analysis in Sec 221 can be restated entirely in the language of S® without resorting
to any information of the original manifold S*. We then explore the SO(4) problem as an independent
problem defined on S3, and utilize the S3-coordinates only, ¥,,—12.3.4, in this section. Interestingly, (I40)
can be realized as the SO(4) angular momentum operators in the meron gauge field introduced by Alfaro,

Fubini and Furlan as a solution of pure Yang-Mills field equation [38] [39]:
1

AFF __ ) )

A = —ﬁnmnynaZ dym, (147)
where r = /YmUm. The meron gauge field with arbitrary spin magnitude is simply obtained by the
dimensional reduction of the Yang’s SU(2) monopole gauge field @):

1 —i z5—0 AFF [
=7 2,8dr, *— A = ——=0  YnSidYm - 148
(g T Side 3 TmnYnSidy (148)
Notice that the Yang’s monopole has the string-like singularity, while the meron only has the point-like
singularity at the origin. The corresponding field strength is given by@

1 1 1 .
AFF AFF AFF =
T T 2r
18The associated 2nd Chern number is evaluated
1 1
Q= /R A emnpatr (FAET AT = =2 (149)

leading to the name “meron”. For the meron field configuration with general spin 551/2)’ the 2nd Chern number is evaluated
as

1
Q=1+ 1) +2). (150)
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and the total angular momentum operator is

Lon = N, + TQFAFF —1YmOn + WnOm + ymAAFF — ynAﬁlFF + TQF,QSF

1
—1YmOn + 1YnOm + 277mn (152)
where 9 9
Apn = —iym(a—yn +iASTF) 4+ Zyn(ay—m + i AL (153)

With the replacement of £0; with higher SU(2) spin matrix S;, (I52) turns to the SO(4) angular momentum
(Id6). The SO(4) Casimir is given by

Lyn? = 4(J* + K?), (154)
where J and K are the SU(2) and SU(2)r operators (I7) :
o _ L 9 ]
J'L J’L 7’277mny’m 8yn, ( 553,)
0, g _ ;L 9 s
K=K, +8;= z2nmnym an + S5, (155b)
and the SU(2);, and SU(2)r Casimir eigenvalues are given by
JP=j(j+1), K>=k(k+1), (156)
with s I s
it k=n+- (n=0,1,2,- —jk=o,E 1,2 1
]+ n+2 (n 0’ ) Y )7 S .] 2’2 3 ) 27 ( 57)
or s I
. n s n s
j—§+1+§, k—§+1—§. (158)

Their simultaneous eigenstates are given by the SO(4) spinor spherical harmonics ([28]).
In the meron field background, we introduce an SO(4) Landau-like Hamiltonian

4
> Ama. (159)

m<n=1
As usual, (I89)) can be rewritten as
1
Hps = —— Lonn® = Foup? 2J° +2K* — §? 160
= g7 )= 52T+ ) (160)
where we used > Ay Fn = D2 oy FoonAmn =0 and > F, L = S2. ([@I59) can also be expressed
as
1 2 2 1.1
- (0) (0) (0)
Hps 2M(2J +2K" +4K S+2(2+1)) (161)

which realizes an SO(4) generalization of the original Pauli-Schrodinger Hamiltonian [40] with spin-orbit
coupling. For this reason, we refer to (I29) as the SO(4) Pauli-Schrédinger Hamiltonian in this paper.
From ([I58), the eigenvalues of the Pauli-Schrodinger Hamiltonian are readily obtained as

En(s) = n+2)+ é(2n+ 1) + s, (162)

ooz
where n denotes the SO(4) Landau levels and s denotes the sub-bands in the SO(4) Landau levels [Fig[T].
The SO(4) Landau level eigenstates are actually the SO(4) spinor spherical harmonics Y j ,; &,m, Wwith
[I57), and so the previous three-sphere matrix geometry (I34]) is considered to be realized in the SO(4)
Landau level. In this way, we can reformulate the SO(4) part of the SO(5) Landau model with the
SO(4) Pauli-Schrodinger model. In other words, the SO(5) Landau model accommodates the SO(4) Pauli-
Schrédinger model as its internal model.
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Figure 7: The SO(4) Landau levels E,(s) = 557 (n(n+2) + I(n+ 3) + s?) (left figure) and SO(5) Landau
levels Ex = 50 (N(N +3) + I(N + 1)) (right figure).

4.2 Singular gauge transformation and SO(4) matrix geometry

Curiously, the energy levels ([IG2)) are exactly equal to the Landau levels of the SO(4) Landau Hamil-
tonian proposed by Nair and Daemi [41]. This coincidence suggests a hidden relation between the SO(4)
Pauli-Schrodinger model and the SO(4) Landau model. In the following, we adopt the notation of [28] [32].
The SO(4) Landau Hamiltonian is given by

4
H=om 30 A, (163)
m<n=1
where 9 9

with the Nair-Daemi SU(2) gauge field'd

1
AND = = 0. Sy dy;. 165
r(r+y4)6]kyj k a4y ( )

Obviously, the Nair-Daemi SU(2) gauge field has a Dirac string-like singularity. The corresponding field
strength is derived as

FP = —y; AP 4y, ATP + €355k, FAP = (14 y4)ANP. (166)

9The Nari-Daemi SU(2) monopole gauge field is equivalent to the spin connection of S3.
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The eigenvalues of the SO(4) Landau Hamiltonian ([IG3]) are given by (I62) and the corresponding eigen-
states, i.e., the SO(4) monopole harmonics (in the Dirac gauge), are given by [32, II[ﬂ

@ mik,my, (x. 0, ¢)1/2

(I)j,mj;k,mk (X7 97 ¢)1/271

@ mikmi (X5 0,0) = G(0, ) , (168)

(I)j,mj;k,mk (Xa 97 ¢)71/2

wher
3(0,0) = DY/ (¢,0,0) = e=i#%= 7105 (169)

and

, _ 2+ DEE+D
®jom e (23) 4 = \/ 272(1 + 1)

J k
x> Y T2, ALl ke mi) DY (3,0, ) ms g, DU (=X, 0, 0) gy, (170)
k

m;:—j m;c:—
with the Wigner’s D-function
DO (y,0,¢) = e~ x5 ¢, =105, (171)

With these preparations, we now discuss a relation between the SO(4) Pauli-Schrodinger model and the
SO(4) Landau model.

We have seen that the meron gauge field has the point-like singularity, while the Nair-Daemi’s SU(2)
monopole has the string-like singularity. A similar situation occurs in a lower dimension. In 3D the
Wu-Yang SU(2) monopole [42] has a point-like singularity, while the Dirac monopole has the string-like
singularity. In this sense the meron is a 4D generalization of the Wu-Yang SU(2) monopole, while the
Nair-Daemi SU (2) monopole is a 4D generalization of the Dirac monopole. To find relationship between
the meron and the Nair-Daemi monopole gauge field, let us first recall the singular transformation that
relates the Wu-Yang monopole and the Dirac monopole configurations [43] 44]. With the R? coordinates

{21, 22, 23} = {rcos ¢sin b, rsin ¢psin b, r cos 0}, (172)

the Wu-Yang monopole and the Dirac monopole gauge fields are respectively expressed as

1
AVY = — — ez Spdzi, AP = ——————¢;j32;S3dz 173
7”2 ijk<j (2] T(T‘+23) 133~ RP3UW<g, ( )
and are related by the singular transformation
AVY = gTAPg —igldg, (174)
20([I68) constitutes an orthonormal set:
<§j,mj;k,mk “bj’,nj;k’,nk> = /53 dQds3 Qj,mj; k,my (QS)T (bj’,'m'j; k’,'m;c (QS) = 5j,j/6k,k'57nj,7n'j 5mk,m;c (167)

215(0, ¢) is the gauge function to relate the Dirac gauge and the Schwinger gauge in the SO(4) Landau model [32].
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wher

9(0,¢) = e 0(2282—215y) _ o—i#S: (i0Sy idS: (176)

with S'-latitude coordinates 2; = cos ¢, 22 = sin¢. A bit of consideration tells that the SU(2) monopole
field (I6H) and the meron gauge field ([I4])) are also related by the following SU(2) singular transformation:

AND = gT AT g —jgldg, (177)

where
9(x,0,9) = " XX 5 = (g, ¢) e §(9, ¢)". (178)
Here §(0, ¢) is given by ([I69), and §; are the coordinates on S%-latitude parameterized as
Ji=1,2,3 = (sin @ cos ¢, sin 0 sin ¢, cos 6). (179)

Therefore, the SO(4) Pauli-Schrodinger model is transformed to the SO(4) Landau model by the sin-
gular gauge transformation (I77). Indeed, the SO(4) monopole harmonics ([I68) and the SO(4) spinor
spherical harmonics (28)) are related as

(I)J}mﬁ k,my, (X7 97 (b) = (_1)é+s g(X7 97 ¢)T Yj,mﬁkmwc (X7 97 (b) (180)

Consequently, the matrix elements are equivalent:
<"I>j’,m’j;k’,m;C |ym|¢)j,mj;k,mk> = _<ij’,m’j;k/,m§c |ym|Yj,mj;k,mk>v (181)

where we used (—1)7+s'ts = —(—1)7+2s = _1. In Appendix [0 we rigorously evaluate both sides of (X))
and explicitly check its validity. Therefore, the matrix geometry of the SO(4) Pauli-Schrodinger model is
exactly equal to the matrix geometry of the SO(4) Landau model, and hence the SO(4) Landau model
describes the internal fuzzy geometry of the SO(5) Landau model. This demonstrates the idea of the
dimensional hierarchy [29] [T5] relating the Landau physics in different dimensions. In Fig[8 we summarize

the relations among the Landau models in various dimensions. For a better understanding of this section,
we also elucidate the case (j,k) = (1/2,0) @ (0,1/2) in Appendix [D.3]

5 Relativistic SO(5) Landau models

We explore relativistic version of the SO(5) Landau model and clarify relationship to the matrix geom-
etry of the Berezin-Toeplitz quantization [45].

5.1 Geometric quantities of S*

In the parameterization ([I4)), the metric of S* is given by

d52 = dI12 + dI22 + d$32 + d$42 + dI52
= d&? + sin? €dx? + sin® £ sin? xdh? + sin? € sin? x sin® 0dp?. (182)

22For S; = %oi, (I76) becomes

o, . ) ) ) (%) in 2e—id
g(67 ¢) — efz%(zgazleoy) — 671%02 el%"yel%"’z — C.Oseg ) sin 269
—sin 56“” cos 5
1 . .
= 7(12 — 1210z — 1220y + Zglg), (175)

2(1 + 23)

whose columns are the 1st Hopf spinors (see [10] for instance).
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Topological field configuration Landau Model NCG Embedding space
Yang SU(2) monopole
Dimensional P 1 ; Ao SO(5) Landau Fuzzy S* RS
reduction C s
(ws — 0) Alfaro-Fubini-Furlan SU(2) meron 3 4
1, SO(4) Pauli-Schrodinger Fuzzy S R
Singular gauge Am = =5 SlmnTnTi
transformation
Nair-Daemi SU(2) monopole 3
1 SO(4) Landau Fuzzy S R4
Dimensional Aj= Tor(r F ag) K%k A4 =0
reduction
(z4 — 0) Wu-Yang SU(2) monopole
1 SO(3) Pauli-Schrodinger Fuzzy S2 R3
Aj = =5 5€ikTi0k
Singular gauge T op2" kY
transformatlon -
Dirac U(1) monopole
IR S, $0(3) Landau Fuzzy 52 Rr3
Dimensional 2 tan)
reduction Nielsen-Olesen vortex 5
(z3 — 0) 1 A = 1 SO(2) Landau “Fuzzy St “ R
Az = =55y v = 5,37

Figure 8: Landau models and their background topological field configurations for the fuzzy sphere geome-
tries. There exist singular gauge transformations and dimensional ladders connecting the Landau models.

We adopt the vierbein in the Schwinger gauge

=d¢, el =sinédy, e?=sinésinydd, e =sinésiny sinfde. (184)
With w,, satisfying the Cartan structure equation, de™ + wy,ne, = 0, the spin connections
[ 1 A mn - 1 =1 mn
Wi = 5™ W = ST, (185)
are given by (see Appendix [C] for details)
wk=wl=0 o.)L:u)R:—cosfz'lqaE wézwé%:cosﬁsinxilq —cosxilqz
3 3 ? X X 9 1% o1 9 1%
1 1 1
wé = —wf = cos & sin y sin 6 quz + cos x sin 6 zsqy + cosf zsqm. (186)
The SO(4) matrix-valued spin connection is constructed as
1 (Wi g 1 4 ;
w = WL 0 = 9— wL di 0 = i—wm" nmn i . 0 s (187)
0 wgr 2 0 Wh G 4 0 Mram i
which carries the SU(2);, ® SU(2)g index:
(1/2,0) & (0,1/2). (188)

23 We choose the numbering of the vierbein as (I84) so that the SO(5) Dirac-Landau operator is reduced to the SO(4)
Dirac-Landau operator of [32] at £ =  (see [ZI2). The area of S* is calculated as

T ™ ™ 27 2
A(St = /64 Nel NeZned = / de¢sin® ¢ dxsin2x/ dGsinG/ d¢ = 8% (183)
0 0

0 0
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5.2 Spinor SO(5) Landau model
We consider a relativistic spinor particle on S*, which feels the connection of the base-manifold S* as
well as the external SU(2) monopole gauge field. In other words, the relativistic particle interacts with the
synthetic gauge field of the SO(4) connection (I87) and the SU(2) monopole field
(189)

A =we @141 + 14 @ Aq.
For the SO(4) ~ SU(2)1, ® SU(2)r gauge group, the synthetic gauge field is irreducibly decomposed as
((1/2,0)® (0,1/2))® (0,1/2) = (0,1I/2+1/2)® (0,1/2—1/2) P (1/2,1/2), (190)
and their corresponding dimensions are
2a2) e I+1)=T+2)e I (21 +2). (191)
(192)

The field strength is now constructed as
Fab = 0aAq — OpAp +i[ A, Ap] = fap @ 1141 + 14 ® Flp,

with fap = Oawp— Opwa +i[wa, wp] = e Aep (Appendix[C4). The SO(5) angular momentum in the synthetic
(193)

gauge field is
Lab = Aab + ]:aba

where A, denotes the covariant angular momentum operator
Aap = —12(0p + 1 Ap) + 125 (00 + 1A4). (194)
We introduce the spinor SO(5) Landau Hamiltonian as
1 5 1 5 4
H=_—— Ay’ = =—— Lap® — En’)- 195
S SRR T D (199
a<b=1 a<b=1 m<n=1
The decomposition ([I90) implies that, with some appropriate unitary transformation, the spinor SO(5)
Landau Hamiltonian is transformed as
HO.5+3) 0 0
H — 0 HOz=2) 0 (196)
0 HG9)

0
=) denotes an SO(5) Landau Hamiltonian in the SO(4) monopole background with the SO(4)
(197)

I I
Here H(=
matrices
B2/ =i §UD @1 4+ 1,1 @ ST
Notice that H(®2z~2) in [[30) is just a non-relativistic Landau Hamiltonian (53) with the SU(2) (anti-)

monopole index
convenient to adopt one gauge in constructing the synthetic gauge field (IR9]).

_
¥
(I=1)/2.
24([I8) is represented in the Schwinger gauge, while (@) is in the Dirac gauge (see Appendix [C] for details), so it will be
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5.3 SO(5) Dirac-Landau operator and zero-modes

The Dirac-Landau operator on S*, which we call the SO(5) Dirac-Landau operator, is given by

—iPga = —te,!' Y™ (O +iw, @141 +ily ® Ay)

= —ie, " Y™ @ D,, (198)
where Du (u=2¢&,x,0,¢) are newly introduced covariant derivatives including the contribution of the spin
connection:

- 3 - . 1 -
D£:D§+§Cot§1]+1, DX:DX—I—COtX 1741, D9:D9+§C0t9 1741, D¢:D¢ (199)
with

D, =, +iA,. (200)

The second terms on the right-hand sides of (I9J)) are attributed to the spin connections w,,. We adopt the
SU(2) gauge field in (200) as

Ay = why, SU1) 4o, SUID 4o, S, (201)
or more explicitly,

Ae =0, Ay = —cosé S§1/2), Ap = —cos&siny Sg(cl/m—cosxSéI/m,

Ay = —cossin xsinf Sélm + cos xsinf SI/? — cosf U/, (202)

which denotes the Yang’s (anti-)monopole in the Schwinger gauge (see Appendix [C)). From (98], one can
find that the Dirac-Landau operator respects the chiral “symmetry”:

{~=iPs1 , ¥ @ 1141} = 0. (203)

Therefore, the positive and negative relativistic Landau levels of the SO(5) Dirac-Landau operator are
symmetric with respect to the zero. The SO(5) Dirac-Landau operator does not have any SO(5) indices
and is invariant under the SO(5) rotations:

[~iPs1, Lap] = 0. (204)

Here L., and —iPPgs are respectively given by (I93) and (I98), and one may in principle verify (204)
by using the explicit forms of the operators. The Dirac-Landau operator eigenstates are degenerate with
respect to the SO(5) rotational symmetry and can be expanded by the eigenstates of the spinor SO(5)
Landau model. In particular, the Dirac-Landau operator zero-modes are identical to the lowest Landau
level cigenstates of the non-relativistic Landau Hamiltonian H (2 ~2) of [[36) as we shall see in Sec[5.3.2

5.3.1 Dimensional reduction to the SO(4) Dirac-Landau operator

On the equator £ = 7/2, the SU(2) gauge field ([202)) is reduced to the SU(2) gauge field of the SO(4)
Landau model [32]:

(Ay,Ap, Ay) — (0, —cosxSéI/m, cos ysin® SU/2 — cos§ SU/?), (205)

([I98) can be decomposed as

—iPg1 = —iy @ De —i

1 ~ 1 ~
5(71®DX+ —?® Dy +

5 =
D 206
sin sin y sin y sin 7 © ¢> ’ (206)
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where
D¢ = 8E+iA5+gcot§ 1741 :85+gcot§ 1741,
Dx =0, + 1Ay +cotx 1741 =0y —icos& S§1/2) +cotx 1741,
Dy =09 +1iAp + %cot@ 1741 = 0p —icosésiny SJ(CI/Q) —1Cos Y SZ(/I/Q) + %cot@ 1741,
Dy =0y +iAy = 0y —icosEsinxsing S§'/? +icosxsing S/?) —icos SI/2). (207)

With the gamma matrices ({7l

0 1 0 0 0 i0 0 io
4 2 1 z 2 x 3 Y
— = = = 208
7 (12 O) 7 (—iaz 0 ) » (—iam 0 ) » (—iay 0 ) ’ (208)

we express (200) as

) 3 O2(r41) 1 1 0 1 ~
— = 0 t — 209
Z,p54 ( (3 + = CO 5) ( 1 02(I+1) + sin§ 1 0 ®p53, ( )
where —i@sg is given by
3
—iPgs = —iPgs — cosE Z o ® 551/2). (210)
i=1

—iPgs signifies the SO(4) Dirac-Landau operator on S® [32]:

1 1
—iPgs = —io” @ (Oy +cot x 1r41) — is' o' ® (0 —icosx 5’1(/[/2) + 3 cot® 1744)

in 'y
1

—i————02 ® (dy +icos xsinh SU/P —icosh SU/P), (211)
sin x sin @

On the equator of S* (¢ = %), —iPgs is reduced to —iPgs, and so is the SO(5) Dirac-Landau operator:

—1Psile=z = —1Pss. (212)

The relativistic SO(5) Landau model thus embeds the relativistic SO(4) Landau model on the equator as
the non-relativistic SO(5) Landau model does. The fuzzy three-sphere geometry is realized in the SO(4)
relativistic Landau model [32], and then the SO(5) relativistic Landau model accommodates a fuzzy three-
sphere geometry as its sub-geometry, which suggests that the fuzzy four-sphere is realized as the whole
geometry.

5.3.2 Zero-modes and the matrix geometry

The square of the Dirac-Landau operator (I98)) and the SO(5) Casimir (93] are related as [47 27]

Z@SAL Z Eab - Z Fab + RS4: Z ‘Cab - é(

a<b=1 a<b=1 a<b=1

+1) + (213)

N |~
l\DIC»D

25The choice O8] is different from the previous one (7). We adopt (Z08) so that the SO(4) Dirac-Landau operator (ZIT))
coincides with the expression of [32].
260ne may readily check that in the absence of the SU(2) monopole gauge field, 209) is reduced the free SO(5) Dirac

operator [46].
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Here, we used Zi<b:1 Fa? = Zm<n(ﬁfnn5’i(l/2))2 —2 8/ _ . L(E+1) and Rgs = d(d — 1)|g—q = 12
329). The square of the Dirac-Landau operator respects the SO(5) rotational symmetry and the chiral

symmetry as well:
[(—=iPs1)?, Lap] = [(—iPs1)%, 75 ® 1141] = 0. (214)

Consequently, the eigenvalues of (—iPg1)? generally have two kinds of degeneracies coming from the SO(5)
rotational symmetry and the chiral symmetry. The zero-modes, however, do not have the degeneracy
from the chiral symmetry, and only have the degeneracy of the SO(5) rotational symmetry. Since the
square of the Dirac-Landau operator shares the same SO(5) Casimir Ei b1 Lap? with the spinor Landau
Hamiltonian ([[93)), the eigenvalue problem of (2I3) is equivalent to that of the spinor Landau Hamiltonian.
We then focus on the case

(pv Q)SO(S) = (N +2J, N) ) (215)
I=4-}
which corresponds to H(®2~2) in ([3G). In this case, the SO(5) Casimir eigenvalues are given by
° 1
> La®=N?+N(@2J+3)+2J(J +2) :N2+N(I+2)+§(I—1)(I+3), (216)
a<b=1 J=5-%
and then

(—iPg1)* = N* + N(I + 2). (217)

Obviously, the zero eigenvalue is realized at N = 0. Since the eigenvalues of the Dirac-Landau operator
take real values, the zero-modes of the square of the Dirac-Landau operator are equal to those of the
Dirac-Landau operator. Notice that N acts as the Landau level index in the non-relativistic Hamiltonian
H(O’%_%), and so the zero-modes are identical to the lowest Landau level eigenstates of HO5-3), Then,
the zero-mode degeneracy is readily obtained as

1
D(I—1,N)|n=o = 6[([4—1)(]4—2). (218)
The Atiyah-Singer index theorem also verifies @I), D(I — 1, N)|n=o = —c2(I) = sI(I + 1)(I +2) @). In
[45], the fuzzy four-sphere geometry was derived in the Berezin-Toeplitz method by taking matrix elements
sandwiched by the zero—modes Since the zero-modes are identical to the non-relativistic lowest Landau

level eigenstates, the matrix geometry obtained in the non-relativistic analysis (I42)) exactly coincides with
that of the Berezin-Toeplitz quantization.

6 Even higher dimensional Landau model and matrix geometry

We extend the discussions of Sec[3] to even higher dimensions and investigate the matrix geometry in
the SO(2k + 1) Landau model on S?*.

6.1 Quantum limit

First we analyze the quantum limit, / = 1. We introduce the following map analogous to the Hopf
maps:
U = 2lge =0Ty, 0. (a=1,2,---,2k+1) (219)

27The authors in [45] used the stereographic coordinates from S* in their calculations.
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Here, v, are SO(2k + 1) gamma matrices

0 Z"‘)/( 0 12k—1 —12k—1 0
P = . g N = 5 == 5 220
v <—W£ 0 ) V2k+1 (12k1 0 V2k+1 0 1ok (220)
with 7/ (i = 1,2, ,2k — 1) being the SO(2k — 1) gamma matrices and ¥ denotes a 2¥ x 2¥~1 complex

spinor given by

2(1 + wax41) (14 wopy1)1oe—1

1 B . 2]671 !
\Ij __ <I2k12k 1+ 121:1 ’Y'L'IZ - g, (221)

where g denotes SO(2k) gauge group element, and ¥ satisfies UTW = 1,: 1. The corresponding connection
is obtained as

1
A=—iVdV¥ = —i——G,,,,x,dz,, (222)
1+ 2ok11
with SO(2k) matrix generators
_ 1
Omn = =17 Vsl (O = (Vs Lasr}) (223)

[@22) signifies the SO(2k) non-Abelian monopole gauge field [I5]. We construct the SO(2k + 1) Landau
model in a similar manner to SecZ3] [I5]. For instance, the SO(2k + 1) angular momentum operators are

given by
Lap = —i2q(0p + i Ap) + i26(00 + 14,) + 17 Fap. (224)
When we represent ¥ as
]
P
v=| 7|, (225)
o
the rows 9, (o = 1,2,---,2F) denote a set of SO(2k + 1) 2¥~!-component spinors that transform as a

multiplet under the SO(2k + 1) transformatio@, i.e., the lowest Landau level eigenstates for [ = 1. ¥

yields the projection matrix
2k+1

1
P=vyl = 5 (Lo + > Tava), (228)
a=1

which is a gauge invariant quantity and simply expressed by the S?*-coordinates. The matrix coordinates
are expressed a

2
— T
(Xa)aB = m /dQ% P 95111/’,37 (230)
or 9 9
Xo=—— [dp U, V1= — [ dQy P ~,P, 231
o f a9 o =y [ 250
28With @24) of T = 1, we can explicitly show the SO(5) covariance of v,
Labwa = (Jab)ﬂawﬁv (226)
where 1
Tab = i [Ya, Wl- (227)

29 The coefficient in front of the integration of ([230) is added to be accounted for by the normalization of W:
2

_2 i
A /S% Q0 VT = 1, (229)
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2ktig

where A(S?*) = denotes the area of S?*. With the formulas

2k—l)”
Py, P = lJra(l + V), / Aoy x4 = 0, / dQop TeTy = ! A(S**) S, (232)
2 52k g2k 2k +1
we can easily evaluate (231]) as
Xo= g (233)
6.2 Classical limit
Next we consider the classical limit I >> 1, in which Ly, (224) is reduced to
Lay — 1°Fg. (234)
The coordinates z, can be extracted from the field strength as [27]
1 2
il = Oh)er (D) €aaranas, T (Fayas Fasas =+ Faoy_1aos)s (235)
where ¢ (I) denotes the kth Chern number of the SO(2k) gauge field:
1 k
o) = Gy [S (), (236)
Substituting ([234) to (235), we have
X, ~ _ €aaras-—ask Laras Lasas *** Lasy 1ase 1T (Linternal space)- (237)
@k)len() :

Since L are the SO(2k + 1) operators, X, ([237) also become operators. tr in (235) (and ([236])) is taken
for the “internal fuzzy space” Sz 2 with dimension [27, 7]

k=1 1

I+1l+i-1
PRI | ) enaey (259
=1 1i=1
and so
tr(]-imelmﬂal space) = Dk—l(I)- (239)

In the lowest Landau level, the SO(2k+1) operators may be replaced with the SO(2k+1) matrix generators
in the fully symmetric irreducible representation:

Loy — X, (240)

and then (231) becomes

2 D)

Xa = (2 )' T(I)eaala2"'02k2ala22a3a4 T EaZk—l“Zk

2 I Dip(I)
= Ym ( — 1)611111112 a2kzala22a3a4 T Ea2k—la2k
1 1!
I m aala2"'0«2k2ala220«30«4 U Ea2k—1a2k’ (241)
where in the second equation the Atiyah-Singer index theorem was used [27] [47]
Ck(I) = —Dk(I — 1). (242)
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Since the fully symmetric representation SO(2k + 1) matrices satisfy

KNI+ 2k —2)!
€aaras--asy 20«10«2 E¢l3¢l4 EEpY = _g Ty, (243)

agp—1a
2k—1042k I”

[210) finally takes a concise form
r,. (244)

6.3 Even higher dimensional matrix geometry

The results in the two limits, (233) and (244), suggest the general form of the matrix coordinates:
1

Xog=—=1T,. 245
I+ 2k (245)
From the properties of the SO(2k + 1) gamma matrices
2k+1
> Tala = I(I + 2k)1p, (1),
a=1
g RN (I 42k —2)N
[Fal ) Faw e ’Fa2k] = _Zk Il €a1a2“'azk+1razk+1v (246)
we can find that X, ([243) realize the quantum Nambu geometry of the fuzzy 2k-sphere [23] 24]:
%ZHX Xo = ! 1
Z a a_I+2k Dy (I)»
) 2 -
[Xa17Xa27 T 7Xa2k] = _Zk C(kv‘[) (M)WC ' 6111112"'112k+1X112k+17 (247)
with 2k (I + 2k —2)N
O(k,I)E( T+ 2k = 2)M (248)

22k=1 71|
The matrix geometry (243]) will also be obtained by the Berezin-Toeplitz quantization, since the zero-modes
of the Dirac-Landau operator are equal to the lowest Landau level eigenstates and the Atiyah-Singer theorem
also hold in arbitrary even dimension.

Further, when we take into account the low dimensional results including odd dimensions [31], 32] 29]

1
SIQ; of SO(3) Landau model : (z;)1LL = —— 25;
I+2
1
53 of SO(4) Landau model : (z,,)1LL = T3 T, (249)
[245) may be naturally generalized to
1
Xy=——T, (a=1,2,---,d+1 P
T4d (a +1) (250)

for the SO(d 4+ 1) Landau model.

7  Summary

In this work, we performed a comprehensive study of the SO(5) Landau models and their matrix
geometries. With SO(5) monopole harmonics in a full form, we completely derived the matrix coordinates
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of four-sphere in any Landau level. In the lowest Landau level, the matrix geometry is given by the
generalized SO(5) gamma matrices realizing the quantum Nambu geometry. We showed that the matrix
geometry obtained by the Landau level projection actually interpolates the matrix geometries between the
quantum limit and the classical limit. In higher Landau level, the matrix geometry exhibits a nested fuzzy
structure. The Nth SO(5) Landau level accommodates N + 1 inner SO(4) Landau levels each of which
realizes quasi-fuzzy four-sphere geometry. As a whole, there are N 4+ 1 quasi-fuzzy four-spheres constituting
a N + 1 concentric nested structure with SO(5) symmetry. Interestingly, the nested fuzzy structure realizes
a pure quantum geometry having no counterpart in classical geometry. We introduced an SO(4) Pauli-
Schrodinger model with meron gauge field background that realizes the inner SO(4) part of the SO(5)
Landau model. We established a singular gauge transformation between the SO(4) Pauli-Schrodinger
model and the SO(4) Landau model and identified the internal fuzzy geometry of the SO(5) Landau model
with the SO(4) Landau model matrix geometry. Explicit relations among other low dimensional Landau
models with fuzzy geometries were also exploited. We analyzed the relativistic SO(5) Landau models and
clarified relationship to the matrix geometry of the Berezin-Toeplitz quantization. Finally, we investigated
even higher dimensional Landau model and demonstrated a realization of the associated quantum Nambu
geometry in an arbitrary dimension.

Former researches about the non-commutative geometry in Landau models are mainly focused on the
lowest Landau level, however in view of the Landau level projection, there is no logical reason to exclude
higher Landau levels or more generally other energy levels. Indeed, as demonstrated in the present work,
there is a good chance that exotic quantum geometry having not been recognized will be unveiled in other
energy levels. It may be worthwhile to further proceed in this direction and investigate quantum geometry
by applying the level projection to other physical models. The SO(5) Landau model and four-dimensional
quantum Hall effect opened a window to a research field of topological phases in higher dimension. Not just
rendered to be a theoretical issue, recent technologies of quantum photonics in ultra cold atom have made
experimental explorations possible with the idea of synthetic dimension [48]. The present analysis will be
useful not only for theoretical developments of the non-commutative geometry but also for the practical
analysis of higher dimensional topological phases such as quantum Hall effect and Weyl semi-metal [49] [50].
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A Representation theory of the SO(5) group

A.1 SO(5) irreducible representation and the SO(4) decomposition
The SO(5) Casimir operator is constructed as
5
S L (251)
a<b=1

From the representation theory, the SO(5) irreducible representation is specified by two integers (p, ¢)so(s)
with the dimension

D=+ +1)p+a+3)p—q+1), (252)
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and the SO(5) Casimir eigenvalue of (251 is given by

1

50" +¢*) +2+q. (253)
According to the decomposition SO(4) ~ SU(2); @ SU(2)g, we can introduce the SU(2) and SU(2)r
angular momentum operators:

1, 1,
Ji==n" Loyn, K, =-1" Lon. 254
Here, 7!, and 7},,, denote the 't Hooft symbols:
nylnn = €mnis + 5mz5n4 - 5m45ni; ﬁ:nn = €mnid — 5m15n4 + 5m45nz (255)
J; and K; are mutually commutative
[Ji, K;] =0, (256)
and satisfy
J2=3jG+1), KZ=kk+1), (257)

where each of j and k takes integer or half-integer values. The dimension of the SO(4) irreducible repre-
sentation (7, k) is given by
(27 + 1)(2k + 1), (258)

and the SO(4) Casimir is expressed as
Linn® = A(J° + K?) =4(j(j + 1) + k(k + 1)). (259)

The SO(5) irreducible representation is decomposed to the SO(4) irreducible representation as

p—qg

q 2
q)s0(5) Z ( Z @ (4, k)so(4)), (260)
n=0 s:—%
where —y nop—q s
_nhyp-a, s L _n, Pmd S 261
1=5 +" 1 *3 2 51 T3 (261)
One may confirm that ([252) is given by
Z (27 + 1)(2k + 1). (262)

DZ

A.2 SO(5) irreducible decomposition of direct products
From (G7), we have
N =0 : [[1,0]f@[0, 1] = [0, 1] & [[1, I} & [[1, T — 2]},

I=1:[Loe[N 1 =[N1e[N+11e[N-1,3]e [N -1,1]],
I=0: [[Lo]@[[N,0)] =[N +1,0] @ [[N —1,2]] & [N — 1,0]). (263)

&
&

30For representation theory of SO(5) (and other classical Lie groups), readers may consult textbooks such as [51] and [52]. In
the notation of [511, [[a1, az]] = [[g,p—g]] or [l1,12] = [5 (p+q), 5 (p—4)], and in the notation of [52], [A1, A2] = [5 (p+4q), 5 (p—q)].
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In particular,

(1, 0]] @ [0, 1]] = [[1, 0]] @ [[1, 1]},

(1, 0] @ [11,0]] = [[1, 0] & [[2, 0]] & [[2, —2]] & [[0, 2]] & [[0, 0]] = [[2, O]] & [[0, 2]} & [[0, O]},

(1,01 @ [[0,2]] = [[0,2]] & [[1, 2]} & [[1, 0]}, (264)
504=4 16,
505=5014® (-5 ©1001=1401001,
5©10=1003505. (265)

For other examples of the irreducible decomposition of the tensor product of SO(5) ~ USp(4), one may
consult [36] for instance.

B Reduction to the SO(5) spherical harmonics

B.1 SO(5) free angular momentum Casimir
9

In the polar coordinates, the SO(5) free angular momentum operators, Lq, = —ixaa%b +ixp5 —, are
expressed as
Lis = —i0p, L1z =1i(cos¢ 99 —cot@sing Jy), Log =i(sing Jg + cotcos¢ 9y),
L4 = i(sin 6 cos ¢, + cot x cos 6 cos 0y — cot x— 7 sin ¢0y),
sin
1
Loy = i(sin @ sin ¢, + cot x cos 0 sin ¢dy + cot X5g o8 #0y), Lsa =i(cosf0, — cot xsinbdy),
sin
1 1
L5 = i(sin x sinf cos ¢ J¢ + cot & cos x sinf cos ¢ 9y + cot E—— cos b cos ¢ Jy — cot £ — — sin ¢ 0y),
sin sin x sin 6
1 1 1
Los = i(sin x sinfsin ¢ 0¢ + cot { cos x sinfsin ¢ dy + cot E—— cosfsin¢p dy + cot {E—— —— cos ¢ Jy),
sin sin y sin 6
1
L35 = i(sin x cos 00¢ + cot & cos x cos @ 9y, — cot E——sinf Jp),
sin
Lys = i(cosx O — cot Esiny dy). (266)
Notice that Ly, (m,n =1,2,3,4) do not depend on £ and are equal to the polar coordinate expression of
the SO(4) free angular momentum operators, Ly, = —iym% + z'ynayim. The Laplacian on S* is given by
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Ags = ——0¢(sin® £0¢) + —5— —5—0, (sin? 0y ) + —5— —5— ——0g(sin 69p) + 2
s sin® ¢ e %) sin? € sin? x( X0x) sin? € sin? y sin @ bl 2 sin? € sin? y sin® § ¢
5
> Lt (267)

a<b=1

which is related to the Laplacian on S as

1
Ags = ——0¢(sin® £0¢) + 3. (268)
sin® &

——A
sin? &

The eigenvalues of the SO(5) free angular momentum Casimir is given by

5
> La®=N(N+3), (269)

a<b=1
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with degeneracy
1
D= E(N + 1)(N +2)(2N +3). (270)

B.2 SO(5) spherical harmonics

The SO(5) spherical harmonics are usually given by [33]

(I)anm(Qél) - (I)Nn(g) . Ynlm(Q?))u (271)
where
ontl 2N +3) (N —n)! (N +n +2)! 1 (1) —(n
(I)Nn(g) = (N+ 1)'\/( ) ( ;L) ( d ) ’ sinn-ﬁ-2é-PN-(‘r’nj:-lg7 ( +1)(COS§)
- 2N +3 (N —n)! 1 et 1
_\/ 2 (N+n+2)! siné Py (cosg), (272)

with the associated Legendre polynomials Pfl”(:v) Meanwhile in the present paper, the SO(5) monopole
harmonics are given by (44]), which should be reduced to the SO(5) spherical harmonics at I = 0:

n n
UNo mp;2me(Q4) = Grz 2(8) Yo mpn ma(Q23), (=5 smr,mg < 3) (274)
where
3 1
Gng5(8) = N+§ | S dN+1,0,-n—1(&)
2N +3 1 & ntl,—(nt1)
= (=1)"*! (N +1)! : tan"ti(2) prilo(nd . (275
(=)™ (N +1) \/2 Ntnt 2l (N =) sme O Q) Py (cosg). (275)

There are superficially distinct expressions for the SO(5) spherical harmonics, 271)) and 274). From the
property of the Jacobi polynomials

(_1)n+1% tan”“(g) PR T (cos €) = Pt (cos€), (276)

we find that the azimuthal parts of the two expressions are identical:

Gn,z,2(§) = Pna(§), (277)
and the previous SO(4) analysis [32] tells the relationship between the SO(4) spherical harmonics parts:

n/2

. n n
Ynlm(Qg):’Ll Z <l,m|§,mL;—,mR> YQ

) Yy s (). (278)

mp,mr=—n/2
Consequently, 27T)) and (Z74) are related by the following linear combination

n/2

. n n
D N () = 4 Z (1, m|§7mL§ §7mR> UNn g me () (279)

mr,mr=—n/2

31The associated Legendre polynomials P (x) are related to the Jacobi polynomials PI(Q’B)(m) as

(n 4+ m)!

(- 22)=% . P (), (273)

n+m

P”’!L?L (m) — 277L
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or
l
— A D
\IJN;%,mL;%,mR(QAL) - Z (_Z) <§;mLa §,mR|l,m> (I)anm(Q4)7 (280)

m=—I1

which indicates the equivalence of the two expressions.

C The Dirac gauge and the Schwinger gauge for S*

We introduce the Dirac gauge and the Schwinger gauge for S* and derive a gauge transformation
between them.
C.1 Dirac gauge

As S* being a coset space

St ~ 50(5)/S0(4), (281)

the non-linear realization is given by [53]

v = eiE YmOms — 71 1 + s xm(jm (282)
2(1 + $5) —TmGm 1+ w5 ’

where y,, are the S3-coordinates (IZ3)), ¢, are quaternions (80), and 0,5 are

d1/70 —gm
Oms 22 <Qm 0 > (283)

With the polar coordinates ([I4]), [282) is expressed as

W =
cos § 0 sin § (cos x + isin x cos 6) isin § sinxsin @ e~
0 cos % _ isin % sin x sin @ e’ sin % (cos x — isin x cos®)
—sin % (cos x — isin X cos 0) isin % sin x sin @ e~ cos % 0
isin % sin y sin  e*® —sin % (cos x + isin x cosf) 0 cos %
(284)

We decompose ¥ into two 4 x 2 rectangular matrices:

U= (¥, Ug), (285)
where
1 1 q,
2(1+ZE5) —Tmdm 2(1+{E5) 1+5

The 2nd Hopf map (76) can be expressed as
Tmle = —‘I’TL%n‘I’L = \I’TR%@‘I’R, x5ly = ‘I’TL%‘I’L = —‘1’275\1’1%7 (287)
and the associated connections are

1 : . .
)ninnanidxm, wg = —Z\I/RTd\I/R = —1

D_ _ gt _
=0 dV, = —i——
WL W aVy 12(1+$5

1 .
— 7 TnGidTy,. (288

39



Here, D of wP denotes the Dirac gauge. More comprehensively,
i —i 0l dv,  —ivladw wP —i 0l A
AD = _;gPT gD — L% L LOYR ) L LY R
—i0hdv, —ivhduy —i0hduy, w?

1 N QT T —TmGmdes + (1 + T5)qmdam,
—i - . (289)
2(1 4 z5) \@m@mdrs — (1 + x5)gmdam, Mm@ TndTm

wP is equal to the SU(2) (anti-)monopole gauge field @) for I = 1:

1 .
WP = 2b o (200)

. . D .
In the Cartesian coordinates, w,,,, are given by

1
wP = T%(a@mdwn — Tpdy,), (291)

while in the polar coordinates,

w% = 2sin? g sin? x sin® 0da,

wiy = —2sin’ g sin” x cos ¢df + 2 sin® g sin” y sin 6 cos 6 sin ¢do,
wD——2sin2§sin6‘cos¢d —2'2§' 0 d9+2'2§' 1 0 sin dd
4= 5 X sin” 7 sin x cos x cos cos ¢ sin” 7 sin x cos x sin sin ¢da,

w% = —2sin? g sin? x sin ¢df — 2 sin® g sin? x sin 6 cos 0 cos ¢do,

Wg4 = —2sin? g sin @ sin pdy — 2 sin? g sin y cos  cos f sin ¢df — 2 sin’ g sin x cos x sin € cos ¢pd¢,

WP = —2sin? g cos Ody + 2sin? g sin x cos x sin 6d6. (292)

C.2 Schwinger gauge
U ([287) is factorized as

\IJ(€7X595¢) :H(X,97¢)T 'eiE(MS H(X,@,d)), (293)
where . )
pibous _ (€083 12 sing 1o (294)
—sin % 19 cos % 1)
and
; ; ; Hi(x,0,9) 0
H(x,0,¢) = eX7% 0o ¢ido = ( AT : 205
0. 6,9) 0 Hp(x.0.9) (295)

Hy, and Hp are the chiral Hopf spinor matrices [32]

0 1
X, i, %0, COS(§) € 2
Hi(x,0,¢) = 727 etame27 = (— sin(§) eis (x+o) cos(§) eis (x—9)
1
2

|
<.
ey
f
&
)
=
=
—~
[SS)
S~—
9]
|
<.
IS
ey
=
+
<
N
\—/

HR(X797¢) = HL(_X797¢) = ei%azei%o-yei%az - (
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Though H is a 4x4 matrix, H carries the SU(2) degrees of freedom parameterized by the three parameters
(x,0,¢). We introduce a new 4 x 4 matrix ® as

(&, x,0,0) = ®(&,x,0,0) - H(x,0,9), (296)

or
B¢, x,0,0) = H(x,0,9)" -7, (297)
In the polar coordinates, (297)) is given by

cos§ cos g el i3(x—9) —cos§ sin% e~iz(x+9) sin% cos 2 ¢'3(x=9) —sin% sin% e~z (xt+9)
& — cos§ sinf e i3 (x+9) cos § cos§ e~ iz(x=9) sin§ sin g ez (x+e) sin§ cos§ e~ i3(x=9)
B —smg cosg e~ iz(x+e) smg sin 5 2 iz (x=9) cos% cosg e~ iz(x+e) —cosg smg i3(x—9)
—s1n§ sm% e~ iz(x—9) —sin% cos% iz (x+e) cos% sin% e~iz(x—9) cos% cosg iz (x+e)
(298)
As in the case of ¥ ([288]), we decompose ¢ as
® = (0L Tg), (299)
where
HT S H]
®, = cos 3 2 I sm L) (300)
—sin 5 Hy, cos & s Hp
The corresponding connection is derived as
1 1
$ = —ioldo, = —zE(HLdH{ + HgdH}) — i cos§ (HpdH| — HrdH},), (301)
where
1 t n . 1 1 1
_Zi(HLdHL + HrdH},) = cosx sinf dgbgaz — cosx df 30y~ cos @ do 3% (302a)
1 1 1 1
—ig(HLde — HgrdH}) = siny A0 50 + sinxsin€ dp Soy +dx 50 (302b)
S of w® stands for the Schwinger gauge w? is explicitly given by
s _ .1
Wy = i-wiq; (303)

2

where

wi =cosx sinf dp+ cos§ sinx df, w] = —cosx df + cos&sinxsind dp, wj = —cosb dp+ cos& dyx.

(304)
With wi = 0w, B03) can be rewritten as
1 ; 1 ;
wf = izw,snnninnqi = izwfnn#n,’nnqi dat,  (da* =d,d¢,dy, df) (305)
where
Wiy = —cosfdp, wPs = cosxdh, wi, = cosésinxdd,
why = cos ysinfdep, w5, = cosésin xsinfdp, wj, = cosdx. (306)

32[(@0Za) denotes the SU(2) gauge field of the SO(4) Landau model in the Schwinger gauge [32].
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It is straightforward to check that (B06]) satisfies the Cartan structure equation:
S s S
de,, +w,, e, =0,
with the vierbein in the Schwinger gaug
ef = sin & sin xd#, eg = sin ¢ sin x sin 0dg, e§ = sin&dy;, ei = d¢.

Similarly, we have

1 1 1 .
W = —i®hddp = —zE(HLde + HrdH},) + i cos¢ (HpdH} — HrdH}) = i5Wht,

with
i 14 S
wR—2nmnwmn7
and
A — idtdd — —i®ld®;, —i®lddg) ws —i®} ddp
- “\iotad, —idtddn]  \—idhdo s
RA®L 1P RAPR 1P RAVL wWR

C.3 Gauge transformation and vierbein in the Dirac gauge
From the relation (294]), we have
Uy =% -Hp, Vg =P Hg,
and so (289) and [BIT) are related as
AP = HYASH — iH'dH.
BI3) implies

wP =Hl W} Hy —iH} dH,, wR=H} W} Hg—iH}, dHg,

or
Wi = Hp w? Hf —iHpdH], W% = Hg wh Hf, — iHrdH}.

We then find that the SO(4) matrix-valued spin connections

D/S i
WP/8 = WL/ 0\ _ le/S Nmn i 0
- 0 D/S - 4 mn 0 =1 . )
Wrn Nmn0i

are also related by the gauge transformation
wP = H'wSH — iH'dH.
Under the SU(2) transformation H (295), the gamma matrices are transformed as
HynH = 7,00
with
O = (efxtaagifta gidtia)t — o=idtiz=ifta o—ixtas

cosfcos¢p —sing cosysinfcos¢ sinxsinécoso
cosfsing cos¢p cosysinfsing sin xsinfsin ¢
—sinf 0 cos x cosf sin y cos 6
0 0 —siny cos X

33The numbering of the vierbein here ([B08) is different from that of (IZ4).
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Here t,,, are the adjoint representation SO(4) generators:
(tmn)pg = —0mpOng + 10mqOnp- (320)

Since the vierbein carries local coordinate indices, the vierbein transforms similarly to ([BI8]). Therefore,
the vierbein in the Dirac gauge can be obtained from the vierbein in the Schwinger gauge:

eD = Opned. (321)

With the expression of ¢, ([B08), e are explicitly given by

sin x sin @ cos ¢ d€ + sin & cos x sin @ cos ¢ dx + sin & sin x cos 0 cos ¢ df — sin € sin x sin 0 sin pdo,

D
€

62D = sin x sinfsin ¢ d¢ + sin & cos x sinfsin ¢ dy + sin € sin y cos §sin ¢ df + sin € sin x sin 6 cos pdo,

63D = sin y cos #d€ + sin & cos y cos Ody — sin & sin  sin 0df
e = cos xd¢ — sin € sin ydx. (322)

It is straightforward to show that ([292)) and ([B22) satisfy the Cartan structure equation:

deP +wP D =0, (323)

mn-n

We thus successfully obtained the vierbein in the Dirac gauge from the relation (82I)). On the other hand,
it will be a formidable task to derive the vierbein in the Dirac gauge from the Cartan structure equation

B23) with the spin connection (292).

C.4 Curvature

The gauge fields AP (289) and AS BII) are a pure gauge, and indeed dAP + iADP? = dAS +i45% = 0.
Non-zero curvatures are obtained from wP/S ([BI6) as

FP/S = dwP/3 + iwP/s? = % oSG m (324)
with
fP/S — eD/S A D/S, (325)
fP and f3 are related by
fP=H'fS H. (326)
The Riemann curvature can be read off from
1
D/S _ m D/S » _D/S
mr/L - §R npq 610/ A eq/ ’ (327)
as
Ri212 = Ri313 = Ri414 = Rog23 = Rogos = R3y34 = 1, (328)
and the Ricci scalar is obtained as
R=R™", . =2x6=12. (329)
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D Matrix elements for three-sphere coordinates

Using the integration formula for three SO(4) monopole harmonics [see Sec.6.1 of [32]]

/dQ?’ (l,mr;lr,mR) q)%,%;%,% (1% sl nR)

00
l 1
B \/(21’L+1)(2z' +1)(I+1)2 { DAl g ptama
- 2 2 i ls; I nL L1l 0, ngr
7T l/ I 2°2 22" "R
R 2
; ; Io lr %
_ \/(QIL + 1)(2l + 1)(I+ 1 ( 1)1L+1L+1R+ZR+I+1 v 3% I CllLyfnL OlleR
2 2 L io; U n i1l ng
s 1 1 2:295 ‘L 227 ‘Rro
72 2 0
I
_ VI, +1)(20, + 1) (=122 3 (141) {Z/L lf% ?} CEmE, O, (330)
T g 1L 35 3,203 IpmL 5,375 gy

we will derive the three-sphere matrix coordinates.

D.1 About the SO(4) spinor spherical harmonics

We evaluate the matrix elements of y,, (I37) sandwiched by the SO(4) spin spherical harmonics:

<Yj/m;;k/m;c|ym|ijj;kmk> _/dQ3 ij sk/m, Ym ijj;kmk' (331)

With 28), (331)) can be rewritten as
<Yj’m;.;k’m;c|ym|ijj;kmk> = Z /dQ?; J'ml; k’mk)A Ym (Y]mj,kmk)A
A=—1

= Z Z Z Cjnn;k LA chm / Sz @ J mljimi qu)jmj§ij7

imp;gA
A mhy=—j' mr=—j

(332)

where we used that the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients are real. Since the SO(4) spherical harmonics are equal
to the monopole harmonics for I = 0:

(I)j,mjﬂ%mk |j:k:% = q)j;mﬁj;mk’ (333)
B30) gives
1 2.] +1 2(j+35") j/m; J'my
/ng ®j/m/ j/m/ @%%7%% ®jm] Jjmpg = 2]/ + 1 ( 1) O%% jmj O%%;ij, (334)
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i ' o . .
where {7 7 1 ¢ = —i(=1)"0H) ——L_— was used. Therefore, with respect toy; = —iZ(®1 1.1 1—
J J 3 (25+1)(25'+1) 2:212:2
Q)%’_%;%)_%), B32) becomes
- i’ i o
o . m km *
() = ‘ZEZA: Comit g Tty / A% sy, (P 433 = @y gd = 1) Pmsmn
mp=—j' mMr=—j
O 3 i XJ: CEmcbma (@I i oo
! o\ 214 A Ymist A Yimps A Y bgmy Yibyme T Y- Lim; Y- Limg
mR:_]/ Mmr==—7
= i1 [T
2\ 25 +1
j’m;. kmy, k'm;C j’m’R . J’ ; kmy, k’m;C j’m'R
* (Céé;jmj N Z ija;éA Cj/mﬁa;éA C%%;jma C%—%;jmj N /Z ijR;éA Cj’m’R;%A Cé—é;ij)
My, mp ;M MR
(335)
To proceed further, we need to calculate
kmy, K mj, j'my o 1\i+i—5 kg, E'mj, §'mg
Z ijR;éA Cj/m’R;%A C%%;ij - ( 1)2 Z ijR;%A Cj’m/R;éA ijR;%%
A,mp,mp Amp,mp
' I
. ikt L - k' m! J k L
= —(=1)7E 2+ )25 +1) Cp {k i ;
- I
. j+2k+ L — k' : K'm; Jj k3
= —i(—1)7 R 2k +1)(25 + 1) Cl;’?kkmk {k’ P
220 ¥ 5
(336)
where in the first and last equations we used
k 45—k ik
Cj’r’rnl,;j'm' - (—1)J+J Cj"r’;’n/;jm7 (337)

and in the second equation, (Eq.(12) in p.260 of [54])

(& €€ (& €€ a c b
S ity Clos Cilge = (-0 VBT DT D €5y {0 6 7} 39

a,B,6

Consequently,

<}fj’m;;k’7n;C |y1 |ijj ;kmk>

_ V(2i+1D)(2k+1) Citoiqokn—w4t 3K z J'm; "mi, 3'm "my,
- > =1) Uk s b Ctim Cime T O fim, O )

(339)

We used the fact that j takes a half-integer or integer value and so (—1)* = 1, and the property of the 6;

svmbol. 19 b ¢ Je d ¢
Y "\d e ff b a ff
When j+k=j5+k =n+ %, the signature part of (339)) is simplified as

(_1)—j+2j/+2k—k/+é _ (_1)n+l—k+k/, (340)
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and the matrix elements of y; and other coordinates become

<}fj/m;;k/m;C |ym:1,2 |ijj ;kmk>

o ama V(2 1D)(2k+ 1) wilkin J3TK % g'mj k' mj, m e ™ k
= (i) 2 (1) E g % (Oéé;jmj O%%;kmk +(=1) C%fé;jmj Cg
Y jrmsskrmy | Ym=3,41Y jm;ikms,)
amaa V@AY [5K 5 gmh o K m med ™
= (=) 2 (=1) ko j 3 (Cééumjcé—%%kmk (=) “itim,
(341)

With the explicit form of Clebsh-Gordan coefficients

,m/ [7tm+1 jFm
leﬂ:; Jm —6 /]_,’_1 5777, mi7 ﬁ :l:(sj/,j—% 5m/,mi% 2]—’—17 (342)

(B41) yields (I39) and (I38).

D.2 About the SO(4) monopole harmonics

Next, we evaluate the matrix elements of y,, sandwiched by the SO(4) monopole harmonics. From
(B30) and ([I3T), we immediately have

(27 +1)(2k+1) (_1)j’+2j+2k’+k+g(1+1) {j/ k'
k

(g s 2l s, ) = () LT

D= 0]~
——

J
Oy OO A+ (DT OV (343)
335 my  5.55 kmi 375 My 5,
om V(27 +1)(2k+1) , KoL
<‘I)j’7m;-;k’,m§€|ym:374|q)j,mg‘;k,mk> = (_Z) B ( 1)J 2 A G (THD) j i
2
j/7m;' k my, _1\ym j/;m]‘ k} m
X (O%é”m] C’% ki (-1) O%ﬁ% jom; %%; k,mk)' (343b)
When j + k = j' + k' = n + £, the sign-part is simplified as
(_1)j’+2j+2k’+k+%(1+1) _ _i(_l)(j'+k’+j+k)+k’+j+%I _ _i(_l)z(n+1)+j+k’+§ — _i(_l)j+k’+§7 (344)
and with ([B42) we have
<‘I)j/,m’j;k/,m§c|ym|q>j,mj;k,mk> = Z yf(ni‘yig)(jv k)(m;-,m;; mj,my) 5] J+g 5k/ k—%> (345)

o=+,—
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where yv(gﬁg) (J, k)(m;,m;; mj,my) = <(I)J+2JH’ ik— *,mglym|(1)j,mj;k,mk> are given by

L om 1 N j+l p—1 I
Yl = ~irgy {1 FT

X (5m3,mj+%6m;c,mk+%\/(] =+ m; + 1)(k - mk) - (_1>m6m3 mjfé(smk mkf—\/(] —m; + 1)(k + mk))

0. ml, s fits k=% 1
PR = g T EE

X (6m ,mj-l-zamk,mk——\/ +m3+1)(k+mk>+( )m(sm;,mj—%(smk,mk-l- \/(]_mj+1)(k_mk))

G
i1 1 I
V(i) = (g {7 ot |

X (B g3 g s 3/ G = 1) (0 1) = (1) ™6 s 36—y G+ ) (B = 1+ 1)),

: 1 1 I
(—+) o oml g fJi—3 kt+s3 3
V) = gy {8 R

X (6m;.,mj+%6m§€,mk—%\/(j - m])(k —my + 1) + ( )m(g ;,mj—%émk me+ 3 \/(j + m])(k + Mg+ 1))

(346)
On may find that (340]) is simply related to (I39) and (I38) as
VT, k) = =YI55 (G k). (347)
D.3 Special case (j,k) = (1/2,0) ® (0,1/2)
With a 4 x 2 matrix
1 _
PAFF () = — (qum) : 348
)= (" 348)
we can obtain the meron gauge field configuration ([47):
1 .
ANTE — @A AQATT — il o, dy,n, (349)

where Gomn = Omn—1n @i Was used. ®AFF(Q3) can be represented by the SO(4) spinor spherical harmonics
ijmj; k,my (|23D as

AT Q) =7 (18177 |@2") |@5TT) |@07T)) = (Y1) —|Y2) [Y3) [Ya)) (350)

where

1 —ys + 1 1 —cosy + isin y cos 6
Y1) =Y1/21/2 00 = —= ( o y3) =— ( SX TSI ) ,

V2m \ Y1 — Y2 V2 isin y sin fe?®
1 iy1 + Y2 1 i sin y sin fe =
Y2) =Ya2-1/2 00 = = = —= 351
Yz Y2200 V21 <—y4 —1iy3 \/2m \—cosx — isin x cosf ’ (351a)
1 1
Y3)=Yo = ,
¥3) = Yoo, 17202 = 7 (O>
Y=Y - (O> (351D)
=Yoo 22 = 50 )
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It is not difficult to derive the 4 x 4 matrix elements of y,, by performing the integration <<I>2FF|ym|<I>§FF>
such as ( ?FF|91|¢2FF> = fdQ3(—Y1/2,1/2; O,O)TQIYO,O; 1/2,-1/2 = %ii

1
(Ym)pare = - vm, (352)
and similarly
1
{Ym)y = =7 7m. (353)
We introduce another 4 x 2 matrix
1 Lo + YmGm
o = PAFF . =7(2 ) 354
g 2T+ ya \12 + Ymqm (854)

where g (I78) is given by

X . X X _jsinXcosf —isinXsinfe
) = e 05 i1 9i0i _ 5(p —i¥os sg )t = (€052 TS COS 2
9(82s) = ¢ 9(6,9) e 9(0,9) —isin £ sinfe’®  cos X +isin ¥ cosf
1
= —————(12 + Ymam), (355)
2(1 4 ya)
with
_ ity ity cosge’i% —sin ge*i%
§(0,¢) = e '2%%e 2% = L e ) . (356)
sin Se’z cos Se'z

¢ ([B54) is related to the SO(4) monopole harmonics (in the Dirac gauge) ®; ,,;; k,m, [IGI) as

() = (L2 + Ymtm Lo+ ymGm) =7 (|®1) [®2) [®3) [P4)) (357)

1
214 ya
wher

1 [cos% —isin%X cosd 1 —isin X sin fe ™
d))=> . = — 2 A D) =B /5 /0. S 2"
|®1) 1/2,1/2; 0,0 V2r \ —isin ¥ sing et | [®2) 1/2,—1/2; 0,0 V/2r \cos § +isin § cosf ’
(360a)
1 (cosX +isin2 cosf 1 isin X sin fe~'®
P3) = Dy . = 2 2 D,) = By . 1/ = —— 27 .
|®s) 0,0 1/2,1/2 V2or isin  sin 0 ele o [®a) 0,05 1/2,-1/2 V27 \cos 5 —isin  cos®
(360b)
The corresponding matrix coordinates are
1
(Ym)o = Z'Ym- (361)
341n the Schwinger gauge, the SO(4) monopole harmonics are represented as
&5 1 Cos%eii%(xﬂzﬁ) &5 1 (sin ge—i%(x+¢>) (358)
1/2,1/2 00 = 50\ _gin gei%(x+¢) » P2-1yz00 = Ta gei%(xﬂp) ' a
&5 ! cos $eiz O+®) &5 1 [sin8eizx-9) N~
0,0; 1/2,1/2 — \/§7r —sin ge,i%(X,@ ) 0,0; 1/2,—-1/2 — \/iﬂ cos ge,i%(x+¢) . ( )
They are related to the Dirac gauge (B360) as
@jmy; komy =9 q>imj; k,my (359)

with § (@50).
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B54) implies that

|@a) = g'[®0"T), (362)

and consequently

(Ym)pare = (Ym)e, (363)

which can also be confirmed by comparing ([B52) with [B6I]). Similarly, we have

|(I>a> - _gT|Ya> (a =1, 2)7 |q>0t> = gT|Y0c> (a = 374)a (364)

which implies

(@alym|®s) = = (Yalym|Y 5). (365)

This relation is also obtained from [BGI) and (B53). (B65) realizes the simplest version of (IRI]).
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