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Theory of Four-dim ensional Fractional Q uantum H all States
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W e propose a pseudo-potential H am ittonian for the ZhangH u’s generalized fractional quantum
H all states to be the exact and unique ground states. A nalogously to Laughlin’s quasi-hole (quasi-
particle), the excitations in the generalized fractional quantum H all states are extended ob Fcts.
T hey are vortex-lke excitations w ith fractional charges + ( )1=m > in the totalcon guration space
CP’.The density correlation function ofthe Zhang-H u states indicates that they are incom pressible

PACS num bers:

Recently, the fourdim ensional generalization of the
quantum Halle ect @DQHE) proposed by Zhang and
Hu (ZH) has drawn considerable attentions In both con—
densed m atter physics and high energy physics comm u—
nities [[1]. The profcted generalized Hall conductivity
is considered to be the root of the spin Hall e ect In
the ptype sam iconductor [[1]. W hen applying the elec—
tric eld to the p-type sam iconductor, the dissipationless
soin current ow s perpendicular to the direction of the
electric eld. The purely electricalm anpulation of the
soin current is one of the ulim ate goals for the applica—
tions in the inform ation technology. O n the other hand,
4DQHE intrigues people by is topological property ]
and the deep relation w ith the division algebrall]. Fur-
them ore, num erous works have been done in the lan-
guage of the m odem string theory [, ], part of which
are m otivated by the m assless edge excitations which
carry Integer spins w ith helicity [ [1]. T he underlying non—
com m utative feature of ZH theory also fosters intensive
studies in the non-comm utative geom etry in the higher
din ensional com pact spaces I1].

Besides the generalized integer quantum Hall e ect,
ZH also proposed a wave function w ith fractional 1ling,
which they referred to the generalized fractional quan-—
tum Hall states FQHS). In two din ensions, the Integer
QHE can be well understood by the onebody quantum
m echanicsbut in the fractionalcase it isthe tw o-body re-
pulsive C oulom bic interaction which plays the dom inant
role for the new states of m atter possessing the excita—
tions w ith fractional charges and fractional statistics|!].
Sin ilarly, the ZH fractionalquantum H all states are be—
lieved to have m any interesting properties, nam ely being
disordered in higher dim ensions and the excitations w ith
fractionalcharges. B esides, the edgem odes ofthe FQH S
are still far from clear. T herefore, it is urgent to under—
stand the m any-body interaction In the ZH FQHS. In
this paper, we w ill try to answer this question. N am ely,
w e propose the tw o-body interaction H am iltonian for the
FQHS to be the non-degenerate ground state. Further-
m ore, the correspondent Laughlin’s quasiparticle (quasi-
hol) In the 4D FQH S can be shown asa Purdin ensional
extended ob fct which can be considered as the vortex in
the total con guration space CP3. In addition, we will

show that the vortex-lke excitations carry the fractional
charge + ( )1=m 3.

Let us start wih a brief review of ZH ’s construction.
T he non-consecutive jimp from two dim ensions to four
din ensions results from the underlying algebraic struc—
tures. In two din ensions, the two-din ensional com plex
soinor coordinate used to construct the coherent state
on the two-sphere can be ntroduced by the st Hopf
map, that isX ;=R = (i) , where X ; are the co—
ordinates on the two-sphere, R is the radiis, and ; are
the Paulim atrices. ZH generalized it by considering the
second Hopfm ap, which isX ;=R = (a) , Where
X 5 are the coordinates on the Pursphere, R is the ra—

dius, and , are the SO (5) Gamm a m atrices given by
i O ij_ 4 O l 5 l O
= ; = ; = 1
; 0 10 0 1 @
where i is from 1 to 3. An explicit solution of the
second Hopfm ap can be obtained as
r_
L R+ Xs .
2 SR 2 7
s
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where Inplicit summ ation is assumed and ( !; 2) is
an arbitrary complex spinor with *; = 1. One
can de ne the SU 2) gauge eld a, from Eq..) as

d = (@adxs) , where the din ensionless co—
ordinate x5, = X ;=R is used. The eld strength f.,
can be de ned by D 5;Dy], where D, is the covardant
derivative. Then, the Ham iltonian can be written as
H = % a<b ib’ w here ab = i(Xan XbDa)-
Introducing Lap, =  ap ijab, the Ham iltonian can be
expressed as H = %( acpLZy  2I7), where I de-
notes the representation of the SU (2) gauge group. Ly
can be shown to satisfy the SO (5) algebra. Therefore,
the quantum H all states can be classi ed into the SO (5)
representations labelled by two integers (;q). G iven I, p
can be related by p= 2I+ g. The spectrum ofthe gener—
alized quantum Halle ect isE QI+ q;q) = b er+

2M R
gq) 2I@T+ 1)), whereC (p;q) = p?=2+ F=2+ 2p+ g
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is one of the C asin ir operator of the SO (5) group, and g
is the Landau level index. ].

Larger sym m try in the lowest Landau levelThe
lIowest Landau level (111) is described by the SO (5) (;0)
representation, namely g = 0. The degeneracy is given
by d;0) = ¢+ 1)+ 2) o+ 3). The singleparticle
wave function in the 1l can be described only by the half
of the coordinates

r

p' 1\m 2\m 3\m 4\m
1 2 3 4 3
m1m2m3m4!( )T ®3)

where m ; are non-negative integers w ith ‘il: ;M= p.
To have nite energy in the 1, p has to be propor-
tionalto R?. The m agnetic length Jy can be de ned as
L = limg, ; R= p. Furthem ore, n the largep lim i,
the degeneracy in the 11l is proportional to p°, which is
proportionalto R ®. It is because the SU (2) gauge group
Introduces additional intemal degrees of freedom which
is S?. The total con guration space of 1ll counts from

the intemal degrees of freedom S?2 and the orbital one
S*. Locally, S* S? is isom orphic to CP 3 which is the
six-din ensional com plex pro fctive qDEO? and the coor-
dinates are K 1;X2;X3;X4;X5) WPjth i:lXj_:RZ for
the orbital and (m;n,;ns) with ., n; = ¥ fr the
Intemal degrees of freedom . From , n; is given by
ni=r = (1) actually descrbes a soinor on
CP3. W hen the number of particles N = d(p;0), 1l is
fully lled. Them any-body wavefunction isthe Slater

determ inant of Eq. ) which is proportionalto

1\p 1w 1 2 4\p
(3P (3P '3 (3P
= : : : 4)
(5P (f@p b2 o (2P
where the subscripts are the particle indices. For
the fractional states, ZH considered ™ . The single—

particle state becomes m p;0)1]. W hile keeping the
number of partickes N = d;0) xed, the lling factor
d(p;0)=d m p;0) approaches to 1=m > in the them ody-
nam ic lim i.

Besides SO (5) symm etry, the wavefunctions in the 111
have larger SU (4) symm etry, because SU (4) is the isom —
etry group of CP 3. The lllwavefinction can also be de—
scribed by the SU (4) representations which are denoted
by three Integers (ni;n,;ns3). Additionally, the llwave-
function is described by the SU 4) (0;0;0) states with
the degeneracy £ o+ 1)+ 2) o + 3) which is exactly
the sam e as that of SO (5) (p;0) states. Furthem ore,
the SU (4) coherent states are also given by Eq.ll). In
this case, the sihgleparticlke state in the fractional case
is described by the SU 4) @ p;0;0) state. Because we
only consider the fractionalcase in the 111, we do not care
about the problem ofthe SO (5) covariance.

C onsider the follow ing H am iltonian

X o axe 2
H = q P
ik Jg=1; odd

(2m p 2q9;q;0) |
ij : ©)

whereiand jmuns from 1 toN and 4 are positive con—
stants. Pi(j2m P 2999 1 §icate the proection operator of
the @2m p 2g;9;0) states which describe the tw o-ferm jon
stateswhen g isodd. W e willprove ZH fractional quan—
tum Hallstate ™ isthe zero-energy state of Eq.Wl).

T he two—ferm ion state is the antisym m etric channelof
the directproduct space of m p;0;0) m p;0;0), which
can be decom posed as the direct—sum ofthe SU (4) invari-
ant subspaces:

Mp
mp;0;0) Mmp;0;0)3 = @mp 2g;q;0) (6)

g= 1l;odd

w here a denotes the antisym m etric cannels. Form = 1,
the subspace in Eq.) with the highest SU (3) weight is
Pp 2;1;0),because a generalSU () @p 29;9;0) state
can be decom posed asthe direct sum ofthe SU (3) states:

Cp 2gq90)= @p o0+ @p g 1;0)

+@p g 2;0)+ =+ (@;0)

+02p g LiL)+ Cp g 2;1)+ =+ @ 1;1)
+ 3

+@p 299+ @p 29 L;9+ =+ 0;9 @)

In ™ ,thehighest SU (3) weight is sin ply them ™ power
of 2p 1;0),namely @2mp m ;0). Thetwo-fem ion state
n ™ containsonlyupto @mp 2m ;m ;0).Therefore, it
is the zero-energy state ofthe H am iltonian in the Eq. ).

A rgum ent for the unigueness To show the non-
degeneracy, kt us focus on the odd p for convenience.
Particularly, we shallusep = 3 andm = 3 as an ex—
am ple to illustrate our ;n ethod. Tn this case, Eq.l) can
be written asH = 1 jPi(j.l6;1;O) . Letus call the
ground state wave function, namely H = 0. Since we
expect the ground state wave function to be unifom ,

w ith the com pleteness of the two—ferm ion states have
to satisfy
(12;3;0) (8;5;0) (4;7;0) (0;79;0) i
€3y + Py U+ P RTT) = 8(1) ©)
To solve Eq.l), we expand in the general form
X ¥y
k
C3€ 5x9) 37 )
£ 59 j=1k=1

where N = 20 is the number of particles, and s
runs from 1 to 4, and the summ atd'on goes over all con—
9

gurations of £ jg, and naly ,_, ; is the J%



sihgleparticle state denoted by (9;0;0), which is propor-
tionalto Eq.l). From Eq.l), C; satis es the ©llow ing
Schrodinger equation :
X
C3 =

f ki %9
+As5(f 59if kI f kIt x9)
+A7(E xgif xgif kgt x9)
+Ag(E wgif g f kgif x9))Cs 83  (10)

A3 (€ x9if «k9if x9if x9)

w here the spinor indices of particles i and j are summ ed
over, and A4 are the tensors denoting the Clbsch—
Gordon (CG) coe cients for the profction operators

]E’i(jl8 20 (9;0;0) state, there are 9 symm etric
Indices. To make the CG ooe cient from (9;0;0) ;
(9;0;0)5 to (18 29;9;0)i5, we have to m ake g antisym —

m etric pairs am ong the indices between particles i and j
and totally sym m etrize the rest ofthe indices. For exam —
ple, fora particular (ij) A 4 can be given as the ollow Ing:

Az (£ x9if %9;if «kIif «9)

= i i1 j1 i1 j1 ( iq j4 ia j4 )

N 3 i1 j1 j1 i1 i4 4 4 i4

( i7 37 i7 37 ( i2 i3 is i6 ig i9
i7 37 37 i7 i2 i3 i5 i6 i8 i9

j2 i3 j5 6 j8 j9
+ sym .)

j2 i3 j5 j6 j8 j9

As(f xg9;if x9;if «kgif «9)
1

— i1 j1 i1 j1 ( i2 j2 i2 32)

N s i1 j1 j1 i1 i2 j2 j2 iz
( i3 j3 i3 j3 ) ( iq j4 iq j4 )
i3 3j3 3j3 i3 i4 4 4 i4
( i7 37 i7 37 ) ( i5 i6 i8 i9 35 jé
i7 37 37 i7 i5 i6 i8 19 35 j6
j8 j9 +
38 39 ym )

Aq(f x9if x9;if «kIif «9)
1

— i1 j1 i1 j1 ( i2 j2 i2 32)

N 5 i1 j1 j1 i1 i2 j2 j2 iz
( i3 33 i3 33 ) ( i4 j4 i4 j4 )
i3 3j3 3j3 i3 i4 4 4 i4
( i5 35 i5 35 ) ( i6 jé i6 jé )
i5 s j5  is i6 j6 j6 i6
( i7 37 i7 37 ) ( i8 i9 j8 39
i7 37 37 i7 i8 i9 i8 39

Ag(f x9if %9if «kIif «9)

1 il j1 i1 j1 ( i2 j2 i2 12)
N i1 j1 j1 i1 i2 j2 j2 i2

i3 33 i3 33 i4 j4 i4 j4
( i3 3j3 33 i3 ) ( i4 4 4 i4 )

i5 35 is5 35 i6 j6 i6 j6
( i5 35 35 i5 ) ( i6 6 j6  i6 )

i7 37 i7 37 i8 j8 j8 i8
( i7 37 37 i7 ) ( i8 8 i8 j8 )

( i9 39 i9 39 ) (ll)

i9 39 39 i9
w here sym .m eansto totally sym m etrize the low er indices
of the K ronecker delta fiinction , and N 4 are the nor-

m alization constants. For any pair (ij). the indicesto be
set antisymm etric in A4 are arbitrary because £ kg are
totally symm etric for each particke j. M oreover, from
Eq.W) every A4 makes at kast 3 and odd number of
antisym m etric pairs. Therefore, we nd the symm etry
that from Eq.Jll) Cs; becomes C 3 by exchanging whol
group of indices ( 1 i 3) and ( 41 42 33), Or by ex—
changing ( 14 15 i6) and ( 54 45 46), Or by exchanging
(17 18 i9) and ( 357 38 j9). If this symmetry is true
for any pair (ij), the argum ent of the non-degeneracy
can be given as the follow Ing: rst, we x the indices
(14 i5: j9) or all particles, namely i = 1;:;N . The
symm etry that C3 picks up a m inus sign when exchang—
ng (11 2 1) and (51 352 43) r any pair (ij) de-
m ands the total antisym m etry of the wave function for
the st three Indices. On the other hand, the din en—
sion spanned by the rst three indices is nothing but
£ 4 5
N = 20. Then, there is a unique wave function given
by Eq.l) fr the rst three indices of every partick,
namely Cj (11 12 13)C 21 22 23)( N1 w2 N3),whe1:e

is the totally-antisym m etric tensor w ith respect to ex—
changing ndicesofwhole 11 i iz and 41 352 43.Sin-—
ilarly, applying this argum ent to the second three and
the third three indices of every particle, we cbtain  ° as
the unigue ground state wave function for

Now, suppose that there exist another ground state
wave function that does not satisfy the sym m etry m en—
tioned above for any pair (ij). Let us think of the easi-
est case. Nam ely, the symm etry is satis ed for any pair
(ij) except for the pair (i°i°) that under the exchange of
(11 w2 w3) and ( 501 502 503),

X
cy=

[ As+As A; AglCs 12)

where we om it the summ ation variables. From Eq.[ll)
andEq.[ll), we can de neanothervarisbleC"=C3 CJ
for all (ij). &k isnow clear that the solution given by C "
does not have the (8;5;0) state for the pair (°°). How -
ever, C" satis es the symm etry m entioned above. Ac-
cording to the argum ent above, ithasto be 3. Then, the
contradiction occurs, because one can easily show that

3 contailns (8;5;0) state for any pair (ij). To reconcilke
the contradiction, ° hasto be the unique solution. This
argum ent can be generalized to m ore com plicate cases or
generalp cases.

T he excitation w ith fractional charges T he natu-
ralgeneralization of Laughlin’s quasiparticle/hole oper—
ators are given as the follow Ingll].

¥ .

BY ( )= ( R % 13)
i=1
¥ @

By ( )= (R =) 14)
i=1

w here is a four-com ponent complex spinor with

6, which is equal to the num ber of particles



= 1 denoting the position that the excitation is
created In CP3. R is the charge conjigate m atrix
which takes the follow ng form

R = : @5)

BY () % By ( ) ) descrbesaholkelke (particle-
like) excitation because the size of the system has been
enlarged (reduced) by + ( )im?p?, where the single-
particle state is described by the mp + ( )1;0;0)
state. Because p R?, these excitations are the Pur-
din ensional ob fcts, nam ely quasi4-branes. The ex—
tended excitations are not very new to condensed m atter
physicists. Forexam ple, in super uid, a vortex excitation
is a point-like particle in 2 spatialdin ensions and a one—
din ensional string in 3 spatial din ensions. In general,
In D spatialdin ensions, a vortex isa (O —2)-dim ensional
extended ob fcts. Tn ourcase, CP > is 6-din ensional. The
quantum quasi4-brane m ay be regarded as a vortex ex—
citation In the generalized fractional quantum Hall uid
- ’ ]-

W e can apply Haldane's argum ent of the fractional
charge in our system 1]. In the them odynam ical lin i,
the num ber of particlke N ip’, o p 6N 5. De-

ne pM;m) = - 6mN3 fr the fractional case such
that the singleparticle state is in the @©® ;m );0;0)
state. By changing the eld strength, a state wih
N 5* particle-likke and N §* hol-lke quasi4-branes has
p=pN;m)+ N Ngx). On the other hand, if
we x the eld strength and excie the system s by re—
moving (Inecting) partickes, we have to remove (In-

2
ct) im 2p? %mZN%partjc]estomakethequasi—
B—
4brane. Then, we obtain pM %mZN%;m) =
B— B2 ooz B— 1 3
om (N — m°N3)3 7 om N 3 m>. In other

words, one 4-brane with charge + ( )1 is attached by
m 3 ux. Then, the elem entary excitation by changing
unit ux carries a fractional charge g= + ( )1=m 3.
Finally, let us discuss about the density correlation
functiog in the fractional case de ned by n x;x%) =
T 9x3 @< 0 F.Form = 1 [}, i is given by

1e5x)=1 3 & &) 16)
W hen one take x° to be the north polk ofboth the or-
bital and the intemal space and lkt x approach to x°,

L x?+N?)
then ;;x% 1 e ‘% provided that R = r
wherex 2= R? *_ x® andN?=R?@}+ nd)ll.We
calulate 3 (x;x% form = 3andp= 1:

0

sex) =1 3 ®  &FP+ox®in®)  an

when x approachesx’. A stw o particles are close enough,
the higher order vanishes faster than the leading order

term . Com paring Eq.[ll) and Eq.[ll), the density cor-
relation function for generalp and m should have the
ollow ing form

n 62;x°) e 3 ® &F)"
T &N ?)

@ e o 18)

Eq.l) statesthat in the Iling factor = 1=m3 casethe
density correlation fiinction vanishes asm -th order root
w hen tw o particles approach to each other. T his behav—
Jor suggests that the generalized fractionalquantum Hall
state is an Incom pressble liquid.

To summ arize, sim ilar to the 2D fractional quantum
Hall e ect, the 4D FQHS has to be stabilized by a
twobody repulsion interaction. W e also prove the non—
degeneracy ofthe 4D FQH S.W e found the correspondent
elem entary excitations of Laughlin’s quasihol (quasi-
particle) in CP3, which can be considered as vortices
in CP3. They are extended ob jfcts carrying fractional
charges + ( )1=m 3. W e also discuss the density correla-
tion function in the fractional case, which indicates that
the FQH S is an incom pressble licquid.

T here are several open issues regarding to the FQHS.
In Ref.ll], using the e ective eld-theoretic approach the
FQHS can be shown to support 2-din ensional excita—
tionswhich obey fractionalstatistics. T he corresoondent
states In our pseudo-potential approach need to be clar-
ied. Also, the edge mode of the FQHS is always an
Intriguing issue for the future exploration.
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