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and nite tem perature. Quantum m echanics of anyon uids is precisely described by
Chem-Sim ons gauge theory. T he random phase approxin ation RPA ), the linearized self-
consistent eld m ethod (SCF), and the hydrodynam ic approach em ployed in the early
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1. Introduction

Is a charged anyon uid a superconductor? Is there any di erence in its be-
haviour from traditional superconductors described by G inzburg-Landau-BC S the—
ory? Can newly discovered high T. superconductors be anyon superconductors?
T hese are them ain questions addressed i thisarticlke! '° Since Laughlin suggested
that a high T, superconductorm ay be viewed asan anyon uid,'! an extensive study
has been conducted by m any authors by variousm ethods.

A fter three years of investigation, we can now have a coherent assessn ent of the
current understanding. A fair statem ent, at the m om ent, is that a charged anyon
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uid seem sto behave like a superconductor, but its properties have not been under-
stood very well. W e are not even sure ifwe have found a good approxin ate ground
state of a charged anyon uid, which should serve as an altemative to the BCS
ground state of ordinary superconductors. T he approxin ate ground state em ployed
in the early investigation, characterized by a state ofcom pltely lled Landau kvels,
m ight m issm any of in portant phenom ena such asthe ux quantization, Josephson
e ect, and vortex fom ation.

Anyons'? exist n Nature. Excited states (quasiparticles) in fractional quan—
tum Halle ect FQHE) obey fractional statistics.'> 1 Laughlin’s theory of FQHE
In plies that ora ling factor = p=g, where p and g are coprim e num bers, quasi
particles have a statistics phase =qg. The theory predicts a hierarchy structure
In the Hallconductivity , asthe Iling factor orm agnetic eld varies, which has
been con m ed experin entally at m ultiple levels.!” 26

W here else are anyons? T hree years ago Laughlin m ade a bold hypothesis that
anyons are in new ly discovered high T. superconductors.!

T here are three issues involved here. (1) First one has to show that anyons
really em erge as excitations, starting from som e soin, or electron, system s. T here
are argum ents that the ground state ofthe H ubbard ort-J m odelin two din ensions
near the half- Iling may be in the ux phase or more speci cally in chiral spin
state, In which excitations are anyons. So far only consistency argum ents have been
provided. (2) Secondly, assum ing that there exist anyon uidswith a nite density,
one needs to know if such uids exhibit a super uidity or superconductivity. O ne
has to understand physics of anyon uids. (3) Thirdly, one has to deduce physical
properties of anyon uids which can be sub Ect to experin ental tests. Speci cally,
one has to know whether or not (@ part of) high T. superconductors are anyon
superconductors.

The st issue ism ost di cul, and is outside the topics covered in this article.
The third one is controversial, in both experim ental and theoretical view points.
T his articke exclusively deals w ith the second issue.

F irst Fetter, H anna, and Laughlin showed,?’**® com putating response fiinctions
in the random phase approxinm ation RPA ), thataneutralanyon uid hasam assless
excitation, and that w ith electrom agnetic interactions coupled the system becom es
superconducting. Severalm onths later, various authors con m ed the superconduc—
tivity at T = 0 by m any di erent m ethods. Chen, W ilczek, W itten, and Halperin
generalized the RPA analysis, derivingm any physicalconsequences?’ W en and Zee,
taking the hydrodynam ic approach, gave a physicalm eaning of a m assless excita—
tion as a breathingm ode ofdensity wave 3° C anright, G irvin, and B rass’s num erical
analysis yielded a desired ux dependence in superconductors.! T he selfconsistent

eld analysis of a charged anyon uid by Hosotaniand Chakravarty led to a new
equation replacing the London equation in the BC S theory>? Fradkin gave an anal-
ysis of the m odelon a lattice 3°

At rstallthese analyses looked quite di erent from each other, though reaching
to the sam e conclusion, nam ely a superconductivity at T = 0. In themean time
the investigation hasbeen extended in various directions, which inclides analysesof
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nite tem perature, vortices, conductivity, P and T violation, higher order radiative
corrections, and so foroe 34 58

It has been recently shown?* that the RPA, selfconsistent eld m ethod (SCF),
and hydrodynam ic approach yield the sam e results form any physicalquantities such
as the excitation spectrum and response function. In this paperwe shall strengthen
the statem ent. W e show that RPA is exactly the sam e as the linearlized version of
SCF, and that the hydrodynam ic approach describes the sam e physics In termm s of
the density and velocity eld as SCF does in tem s of the gauge elds. Hence all
these three are equivalent.

Quantum m echanics of anyon system s is precisely described in term s of C hem-—
Sin ons gauge theory. T he essence of anyon dynam ics is contained in the A haranov—
Bohm e ect with respect to Chem-Simons gauge elds. W e shall establish the
equivalence between the two descriptions in the follow Ing three sections. It w illbe
seen that the lJanguage of C hem-Sin ons gauge theory facilitates and sin pli es all
the discussions of anyon uids.

2. Anyons

U nder the interchange of two identical particles, the Schrodinger w ave fiinction
In quantum m echanics acquires a factor ofeither+ 1 or 1, depending on whether
the particles are bosons or fem ions. In two spacial dim ensions there can be other
possbility }? The interchange of two particks, say a and b, de nes two paths C 1
and C, along which the particles a and b are transported to the original locations
ofb and a, respectively. C; and C, together form an oriented closed loop. P ick the
paths such that none of the other particles are inside the closed loop. D gpending
on whether the loop is ordented In a clockw ise or counterclockw ise direction, the
operation de nesP (a;b) orP, @;b). Fig.1)

In three din ensional space there can be no distinction between P, (@;b) and
P @;b) ( P (@;b)), since P, can be continuously deformed to P . Hence
P @b)? = P, @bP @;b) = 1, and P @@;b) = 1. In two spatial din ensions,
how ever, one can have

P @b 1; ja)="tce (L 7 Q) @)

where (1; ;) is the Schrodinger wave function for a gparticle system . The
m nussign n 2.1), retained for lJater convenience, m ay be absorbed in the de nition
ofthe statisticalphase 5. s= 0or @mod?2 ) correspondsto ferm ions orbosons,
respectively. O therw ise the statistics of the particles is In between. It is said that
particles obey fractional statistics. Such particles are generically called anyons. It
iseasy to see that (2.1) satis es, for Instance, an operational identity F ig.2)

P @;b)P+ @;0)P+ bjc)= Py @;0) : 22)

If the wave function is to be wellde ned in the lin it two ofthe coordinates x,
and xp coincide, the identity (2.1) leads to

@; ;9 =0 br &°61: 23)

Xa = Xp
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In other words, unless particles are bosons, the wave function m ust vanish when
tw o coordinates coincide. P auli’s exclusion principle applies to anyons.

Fig. 1 Interchange of two identical particles. T he closed contour form ed by
C1 and C3 should not encircle any other particles.

Fig. 2 The identity 22).

A system of \free" anyons is describbed by the equation

x4 12 (24)
r

wherer , = @=0@x, . Theequation 2.4) mustbe solved w ith the boundary condition
(2.1). Thissystem de nesaneutralanyon uid.W e shallsee below that except for
the cases ofbosons and fermm ions a neutralanyon uid is not \free". T he energy of

a m any-anyon system is not the sum of single particle energies. An interaction is
hidden in the nontrivialboundary condiion 2.1).

Tt ism ost instructive to go over to a new gauge. W e de ne

X ol
!(Xl; q)%_x _s tan 1 ©a2 %2 . (2.5)
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In tem s of the new wave function, the equation and boundary condition becom e

e . X n? - 2
— = — r iB® (£
l@t 2m @ (Ex59)
a=1
) X Ik (x
B @ (Expg) = £l = -2 (aixoz)k
e Xa o %) ©:6)
sX 'k ~na . .
= — PO mka %]
b6 a
P @b @ ja) = @; ;Q)

In the new representation the particlesbehave as ferm ions, but w ith a speci ¢ long
range interaction described by B . £ isthe Schrodingerw ave finction i the ferm ion
representation.

The B @ (fxpg) term 1 (2.6) gives rise to two—and three-body interactions. Tt
nvolves a velocity dependent potential. The interaction, which account for the
anyon nature of the particles, can be interpreted as an Aharonov-Bohm e ect or
as a Chem-Sin ons gauge Interaction, as we shall show in the subsequent sections.
T he gauge transform ation potential gy which connects the original and new

f is shhgular at x, = x,. O ne advantage of working in the new gauge is that the
wave function T isa regular, shglevalied fiinction of the coordinates fx,g.

3. Aharonov-Bohm E ect

Suppose that there J'sRa solenoid parallel to the x3axisat x; = x, = Owih a
totalm agnetic ux =  dx;dx; Bj3. Outside the soknoid there results a vector
potential

A =— ;A,=0;2%=0 @)
2 r

in cylindrical coordinates (x;=rcos ,xp,=rsinh ) or

k k1 %1 ¢

22 2 ex k= 1;2): 32)
AsfarasE = B = 0, them otion ofelectrons outside the solenoid isnot a ected by
the presence ofthe ux 46 0 in classicaltheory.

In quantum theory a non-vanishing gauge potentialA , which locally generates
vanishing eld strengths, but is not globally a pure gauge, a ects the m otion of
electrons. Let us focus on the two-din ensional m otion of electrons in the x;x,
plane, supposing that a m om entum in the x;-direction is zero. The Schrodinger
equation outside the solenoid (r R) is

h 1@ @ 1 @ e 2
— Ty = = = o=E o : B3)
2 hc

2m rQ@r @r r* Q@



Yutaka Hosotani

T he general solution is

0= el fa3, ko) + bJ 1kpg (34)
= 1

where = e =2 hc, k? = 2mE =h2, and J is a Bessel function of fractional order
. The wave function is supposed to vanish at the boundary of the soknoid. The
wave fiinction and energy eigenvalie depend on , oron themagnetic ux i a

periodic fashion. Tt is called the A haronov-Bohm e ect.>’
A basicassum ption In deriving (3 4) isthat thewave function ( isa sihglevalied

function of r and . Let usde ne a new wave function by ¢ (@; )= et 1@ ).
T hen
n® 1@ @ L1 e .
e I =
2u r@r er e 2 ! ! 3:5)
LG +2)=e T @)

In this new gauge the electron wave function satis es a free equation, but obey a
non-trivial boundary condition upon m aking a trip around the soknoid. In other
words, the A haronov-Bohm e ect is traded for the m ulkivaliedness of the wave
function, the property anyons share.

Indeed, the analogy is exact. Now we iIn agine that particles (in two spatial
dim ensions) have both charge e and ux , and that there exsit only charge— ux
Interactions, but no chargecharge or ux- ux interactions. Each particle, say a,

creates a vector potential
k k3 Xj  AKj
Aty = -
2 ¥ %7

which is flt by other particles by the m inin al coupling. Hence the Schrodinger
equation is given by

X2 h? e 2
B 2m te lh_cA ? .
ast < 3:6)
EAj _ e 3k (Xa >§J)k
hc ¢ 2 hc ®a %7
b6 a

T his egation is exactly the sam e as (2.6) upon dentifying

- . 3:7)
°  2hc ’
Tt is recognized that the anyon interaction is nothing but an A haronov-B ohm

e ect.®? ®! Since only the product ofe and  is relevant, one can phrase

( charge : 1
anyon = : (38)
ux : 2hc ¢
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Tt’s not exactly a M axwell interaction, however, since there is no charge-charge
Interaction. W e shall see in the next section that the Chem-Sin ons gauge theory
precisely describes the anyon interaction.

W e would like to note that A haronov-Bohm e ectshave w ider applications. Let
us consider the m otion of a particle In an arbitrary m ultiply-connected m anifold,
M .W ecan in agine that the space itselfhasnontrivialtopology ke T? R! etc., or
that the three-dim ensional Eucledian space is obstructed by the presence of closed
strings. Furtherwe suppose that eld strengths, orm ore speci cally m agnetic elds,

Fy = @A* + @AJ, dentically vanish in M . Schrodinger equation is given by
h? e 2
— T i—A o= E 0 nM (3 29)
2m hc

where @;A* @AJ = 0. In generalA; is not gauge equivalent to A5 = 0 ;n a
m ultip-connected space.
W e de ne a new wave function by
Lz
ie

1&;C) = exp dy A ) o) (3:10)

hc C (xoix)

where C (xg;x) startsat xy and endsat x. For two paths, C; Xg;x) and C; X¢;x),
continuously deform able to each other, ; assum esthe sam e value, since Fyx = 0;

1 ®;C1) = 1&;Cy) if C1 ®oix) G Xoix) : (3:411)

Hence derivatives of ; wih respect to x iswellde ned.
1 satis es a free equation
2
h® B
—r 1= E 1 7 (3 12)
2m
but is not sihglevalued. Let (x) denote a transport of x along a closed path
Then

1l ®)I=W () 1&)
e’ 3a3)
W ()= exp — dy A W)
hc
If can be continuosly shrunk to a point, then W = 1. W ( ) depends on only

hom ology of with respecttoM . It is a non-integrable phase factor, often called a
W ilson line integralin the particle physics literature #2 W e have seen that the gen—
eralA haronov-Bohm problem is traded for a free system w ith nontrivial boundary
conditions.

4. Chern-Sim ons G auge T heory
Consider a quantum eld theory described by a Lagrangian

L0= —n" a@a+in0 ij:)k f H
2m @d)

Do= @+ dag ; Dy = @ i
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a (@ = a%ax = &) isa gauge el whose motion is described by the Chem-—
Sinonsterm (/ " a Q@ a ). Refs. 63{ 70) is a non—relativistic m atter eld,
obeying either bose or ferm i statistics. N determm ines the m agniude of the gauge
coupling. A large N joorresoonds to a weak coupling, as can be seen by rescaling
a .W e show that the system de ned by (4.1) isequivalent to a neutralanyon uid
described by (2.6), and thereforeby (2 .4).

Euler equations derived from (4.1) are

N_n £ =7
4 .
n 1 o 42)
2
1@0 = ng+ao
wheref = Q@ a @a and
=
i @4:3)
F= = bx DY
2m

The strengths £ ofthe Chem-Sin onsgauge elds are detem ined by the current.
T here is no physicaldegree of freedom for the gauge eld. Hence the Chem-Sim ons
eld can be elin lnated in favor of them atter eld.
Tt is convenient to take the radiation gauge diva = 0. The Chem-Sin ons eld
equation In (4 2) becom es

k= klg 0

[\)]
|

4:4)
¢ e

ao

l\)|z[\)|z

W ith an appropriate boundary condition, the equations can be solved to express a
ntetmsofj .

In the case of a plane R?) the boundary condition at in nity is subtle. A safe
and rigorous derivation is obtained on a torus (T?). Refs. 71{ 85) W e quote the
result on a torus, taking the In nie volum e lim it. T he argum ent presented here is

very close to those In ref. 70 and in ref. 85.
Z

ak) = dyhex I
alt)=al &)+ ale)

, ) 4:5)
a’ x) = fe e ; Ll @2° ®a')= n.
7 N 2
= dyhjk yVEFE )

Here n. is the average m atter densiy, which generates al ). hy x) is related to

the two din ensional G reen’s finction G ) = (2 ) l]nrby
jkxk

N r2

2 .
i) = — *@6 &) = (4:6)
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Ifa nite number of particles on an 1 ntely large plane R ?) are considered,
one can set ne = 0 In the above form ulas. In applying to the superconductiviy it
is convenient to dealw ith a system wih a nite density on R 2.

3 () in the expression Hr a’ x) in (4.5) contains a¥ (y) which is expressed i
tem sof . Hence the Chem-Sin onsgauge elds are com pletely expressed in temm s
of thematter eld. The substitution of (4.5) Into (4.1) gives a Lagrangian which
nvolvesonly and Y:

L,=1Y— H;
1 4:7)
Hi=—0x Y0Ox )
2m

where a* (x) Dk = G i& is given by (4.5). As it stands, the resulant Ham it
tonian H, = dx H; Involves four- and six-ferm i interactions. There arises an
am biguity In ordering operators. It can be shown that the system de ned by the
H am iltonian w ith the ordering adopted in (4.7) isequivalent to the system describbed
by the Schrodinger equation 2.6).
T he H am iltonian is not com pletely nom alordered. It is given by
Z

1
Hi=— dx @ Y+1iYa")@ i)
om @8)
—a M aP R
where
1 Z
Hfl)—g dx Ox WO« )
. Z n
1
HP = = axdyho&® y) Y&(Y ¢ n)Dyx &

(o]

O & (Y ¢ n) & 4:9)

jast
-
I

1
— dxdydzhy® y)h&x z)
2m

R ) m) (Y @) n) &)

andD , ()= (@ if x)) (x).UponmakjnguseofRdyhk(x y) = 0, one can
wrjteH1(3) as
1 Z
B = — axdydzhok vk 270 W) Ye) @ @ &
1 Z (4:10)
to— dxdy by V') YY) @) &)

T he equation derived from H; is

i—x)=1[ K)jH1]l= Ko &)
4:11)

1
Ko= %Dk+ao(x)+ g x)
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where a* (x) n D x and ag (x) are given by (4.5) and
z z

1 1 1
gk) = —— dy b & i ¥ @)= dy ———— Y (y) : (4:12)

2m N 2 x yF
Eqg. (411) di ers from the classicalEuler equation (4 2) by the gx) term . The ad—
ditionalterm is In portant to establish the equivalence between the anyon quantum
m echanics and C hem-Sin ons gauge theory.

Currents are given by

Ix)= Y &)

I
(=

=
¥
¥

J* &)

= —f YDy Ox ¥ g (4:13)

1
— dyhy x y) Y&®) Y ) &)

They are conserved: @oJ° + r ,J% = 0.
T he Schrodinger wave finction £ in quantum m echnics or a gparticle system
is related to the eld operator 1n (4.7) or 4.8) by

fa; iF Q) & 3: 4:14)

Here Piand j 4iare vacuum and g-particle states, respectively, and @) = (xa)
where x, = (tjx,).Fora system with a nite number ofparticles on a plane R ?),
one can putne = 0 and a* (x) = 0 in the above form ulas. To obtain the Schrodinger
equation, we di erentiate £ with respect to t and m ake use of (4.11):

d S
e fa; ;) =03 1) —@)i @7
a=1
a 4:15)
=  h0j @) o @) @3

T he follow ing de nitions and identities facilitate fitherm anijpulations. First we
de ne

1

K1@ib) = —hy & %)£8" ®a) & &u)g+ 29 ®aiXp) ;
i a b 1 2

Va@b) = — (@, rh&a %)+ —h&xa %) ;
m m 4:106)
1

V3 @jbjc) = ;fhk ®a  ®)hp xa %)

+ hy ®p %)he & %)+ he & %)he & %)g

10
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Here 7,

1
q(x;y)=g dzhy®x z)hy 2z) ¥ @ 4:17)

K1 (@;b) is an operator, whereasV; (@;b) and V3 (@;b;c) are cnum ber fiinctions.
These operatorswith Ko @) = Ko (X,) satisfy

Ko@) = fKo@)+ K1 (@;b)+ V2 @@;b)g b) @18)
(©)K1 @;b) = fK1 @;b) + V3 @;bjc)g () '
and
1
K, @) = (r2)? hoj
Ko om kI 4:19)
h0K 1 @;b) =0
Applications of (4.18) and (4.19) lead to
hoj (1) o &) Jeily
n x 1 X 1x1 o
=103 Ko@)+ K1 @;b) + V, @;b)) + Vs @;b;j0)
b=1 b=2c=1 o @20)
@) Rl
1 - x 1 x lx 1 i
= o () + V2 @;ib) + V3 @jbjc)
m b=1 b=2c=1
T herefore the Schrodinger equation or £ is given by
@ @y £
i— 1; ;= H 1, He)) (421)
@t
w here
Xa X1 x1 X xig1
BH@= cp)+ V, (a;b) + Vs (a;bi0)
a=1 a=2b=1 a=3b=2c=1 (4:22)
1 n R X O
= — i h
om ry 1 k Ka %)
a=1 b6 a
This is exactly Eq. (2.6), provided that
s = (423)

N
and that (x) satis esanti-com m utation relations. T his establishes the equivalence

of the anyon quantum m echanics and Chem-Sin ons gauge theory. The fermm ion
representation is convenient to incorpolate the Pauliprinciple (2.3) for anyons.

11
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5. Charged anyon uid

The anyon uid described in the previous section is neutral. Anyons m ay be
charged, interacting w ith each other electrom agnetically. In the application to su—
perconductivity, one needs to consider a charged anyon uid.

W e have In m ind m aterdialwhich has a layered structure as in new ly discovered
high T. superconductors. The m otion of electrons are m ostly con ned In two-
dim ensional layers. T he probability of the hopping of electrons from one layer to
adpcent layers is very small. In m any high T. superconductors the resistivity of
electrons I the direction perpendicularto CuO planes above T, is 10 to 10° tin es
bigger than the n-plane resistivity. To the rst approxin ation we m ay neglect the
hopping Interaction 8¢

W e shall adopt the \holon" picture orighally advocated by Anderson &7 %4 In
this picuture collective m odes created by electron holes are spinless and charged.
T hey are called holons, and are supposed to obey half-ferm ion statistics ( statistics =

% ). The matter eld denoted by (X) corresoonds to holon excitations. In
our language (x) satis es anticom m utation relations, Interacting through Chem-—
Sin ons gague eldswith the coe clent N = 2 and through M axwell elds wih
charge e.

T he electrom agnetic interaction is not two-dim ensional, however. Certainly
there is a Coulomb interactions am ong electrons in two di erent layers. E lectro—
m agnetic waves can propagate in three din ensional space.

In this article we consider two extrem e 1im its. In one lim it one can im agine an
ultra-thin In which has a coupl of, or just one, superconducting layers. Further
we idealize the situation such that the only Interaction am ong holons, other than
the Chem-5in ons or fractional statistics interaction, is the Coulomb interaction
with a potentiall1=r. W e call it the ulra-thin In approxim ation.

In the other lim it we suppose m aterialofan In niely m any layers (in the x1-x;
plane) which are evenly separated w ith a distance d. Further we suppose that (1)
electrom agnetic eldsE ;, B, and B, identically vanish, and ) all edsE;,E;,,
and B3 are uniform in the x3 direction. Consequently all physical quantities such
as the expectation values of currents hJ 1 are independent of x3. One can m in ic
it by considering a system in the idealized tw o-din ensional space, suppressing the
third coordinate x3. It is called the two-dim ensional approxin ation. F luctuations
oftheE,,E,,and B3 elds are retained, in addition to the C oulom b interaction.

W e note that the tw o-din ensionalapproxin ation incorporatesthree-dim ensional
Interactions In a speci c way. Both the threedin ensional Coulomb interaction
am ong electrons In distinct layers and the electron hopping betw een ad poent layers
a ect the threedin ensionalm otion of electrons or holons. W hen the electron or
holon eld isexpanded In Fourier series in the x3 direction w ith am om entum k3, the
tw o-din ensional approxin ation am ounts to retaining only the k3 = 0 com ponent.

Realhigh T. superconductors lie som ew here betw een the two approxin ation. Tt
is necessary and in portant to have m ore thorough exam inations of e ects of the
three-din ensionalm otion. N o such analysis is available at the m om ent.

12
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In the ultra-thin In approxin ation the Lagrangian is given by

Luwl; Y;a; ;A%

N 1
= —" aQ@a+i¥D, —Px F+ L fme i

4 b 2m 61)
3
LCDoulomb= 5 r? +e ( v )

Do= Qo+ ifap+ eAT") ; Dy = @ i@+ erk,))
Here (x) is an auxiliary eld generating a 1=r Coulomb potential. A®** is an
extermal electrom agnetic eld. L 3, isbilinearin and Y. A fter elim lnating a

, one obtains a Ham iltonian solly in tetmm sof and Y.

and
z n o
Hp= d E(Dk YOx V+ead Y +HD Ly i
7 (52)
1 e’
H3° == dxdy &) V() ©) &)
Coulom b Y . . ’
2 X vy]
and ay n Dy isgiven by 4.5).
E quations of m otion derived from L p, are
N n f p— )
2 J
P— .0
r2 =ed n) 6:3)
n 1 o
iR, = ED§+ ap+ e( + AT

where j isgiven by (4.3) with the covardiant derivatives in (5.1).
In the two-din ensional approxin ation the Lagrangian is given, instead, by

Lop [ Y5a ;A ]

1 N 1
= ZF?2 " a@a+enho+i'Dy —Pyx F ; 54)
4 4 2m

Do= Qo+ ifap+ €Ag) ; Dyx= @ i@ + er¥)

Here the electrom agnetic eldA containsboth extemaland dynam ical elds: A
At 4+ A4Y®  The corresponding H am iltonian obtained by elin nating a is

Z n o
1 y v 1 > 2
Hop = dx — Dx ) DOx )+ erg + -Ex+B7) 635)
2m 2
whereEy = For and B = Fia.
E quations of m otion derived from (5.4) are
N_ " f =3
4
QRF =ej en ° 56)
n o
1
i@y, = ng+ (@ + eAy)



Yutaka Hosotani

Again j isgivenby 43)with Dy in 54).

The Lagrangian form sLy in (4.1) (orneutral uids) andL p =Ljyp (forcharged
uids) are convenient to develop a perturbation schem e. They are bilinearin  or
¥, and in the charged case the gauge invariance can be easily in plem ented in

the perturbation schem e. O n the other hand, the Ham itonian formsH; in (4.8)
and H 1, =H,p has an advantage that they involve only physical elds, and are
particularly suited to the evaluation of physical quantities beyond the perturbation
schem e. W e shallm ake use ofboth In subsequent sections.

A swe shall see, there is a subtle but in portant di erence between neutral and

charged anyon uids. It seem s that charged uids W ith a neutralizing background
charge) are m ore stable than neutral uids.

6. M ean eld ground state

W e consider an anyon system wih a nite density ne € 0 on a plane. First
we ask what would be the average Chem-Sin ons elds in the ground state. In the
equation (42), 63) or (5.6), we replace the operator j by its expectation value
hj iin the ground state. W e expect that hj’i= n. and hi*i= 0 and allM axwell

elds vanish. In both neuraland charged uidswe have
p= 20 o 6:1)
N
and fox = 0. In other words, particls, or holons in high T. superconductors, m ove
In a uniform Chem-Sin onsm agnetic eld on the average.

In the mean eld approxin ation all gauge elds in 42), (63), or (5.6) are

replaced by the average elds. T he equation forthe eld operator is, n allcases,

@, = 1 D 2
0 om ¥
Dy = @ 13{
w here the average vector potential is
8 . NaX- . X
3 kj% = (N)ka—ljz in the sym m etric gauge;
2k = : 62)
2 NeX X
: k1 Tez = ™) Kt Tzz in the Landau gauge.

Here N )= +1( 1) orN > 0  0), and the m agnetic length, 1, is de ned by

2o NI 63)
2 Ne
T he corresponding one-particle Schrodinger equation
1 2
—Dyu X)= u (x) (6:4)

2m

14
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is easily solved in either gauge. T he energy spectrum is characterized by Landau
levels:

n;p) n= 0;1;2;
11 . (6:5)
+ > T F n
The rst Integer index n labels Landau lkvels. T he second index p is efther a m o—
mentum in the x;-direction In the Landau gauge, or an orbital angularm om entum
in the sym m etric gauge.
In the symm etric gauge

1
u ) = st L T e ee gmrag w2 P oy - iz
(s+ PpIH!2 X 21
1 o1 (6:6)
= St o+ ( p)P]ﬁ
= 0;1;2; and p2 Z):
The Landau levelindex isn = s+ ( p)PpJ Herely (w) is the associated Laguerre
polynom ial
Ly w)= iw e’ & WS e ™) 6:7)
s! dw S

In the Landau gauge we Impose a periodic boundary condition in the x;-—
direction: u (x1 + L1;X2) = u (x1;X2). Then

1 . 2
WEEO ) = pi— e MUy, %)=l k= —© ;o xp= () ki
]L]_ L,
O 68)
ne 2 mP
= 0;1;2; and p2 %Z):
Here v, (x) is related to the Hem ite polynom ial:
( 17 2= an <2
Vo (&) = on=2 1=4 @ ny1l=2 € dxn €
z . (6:9)

ax vp )V K) = qn
1

uﬁg“da“ (x) is a plane wave In the x;-direction, but is localized around x, in the
xz-djrectjon.

In a box (0 b2 I,), X, must satisfy 0 23 I,, or equivalently O P
L.L,=2 P.Hence the number of states per area for each Landau level, ny, , is given
by

1
2 F
Combinig (6.10) with (6.3), one ndsthat the ling factor, , isgiven by

(6:10)

n; =

e 6:11)

15
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In other words, for an integer N , Landau levels are com plktely lled at least in the
mean eld approxim ation. It hasto be stressed that this property holds irrespective
ofthe density ne.

If the eld has spin % as electrons, the 1ling factor is given by = %:N jso
that the com plete 1ling ofLandau levelsholds foran even integerN , provided that
the m agnetic m om ent interaction is su ciently sm allas in the usualcases. W e are
m ostly interested in the case N j= 2, corresponding to sam ions or half-ferm ions.
T here arises no qualitative change in physics properties,®?7384? and we shall restrict
ourselves in this article to spinless

Weexpand i temsoffu &)g.

X
x) = cu &) ; fc ;cdg= : 6:12)

Themean eld ground state is given by, for N j= 2,
. 0 Y 0 .
J meanl= d Jjoi
26 (6:3)
G=f = p)in= 0;1g

T he correspondingm ean eld energy is
. 1) = . X
h pean JH{ ' J meanl= : (6:14)
26

Emean =

Here H 1(1) isgiven n (4.9). Again putting the system in a box in the Landau gauge,
one nds the energy density to be

=2 P
1 X R 11 n?
Eﬂ ean = n + A —Q =

2
L.L, n=0:1 =1 2 mX m

(6:15)

W e recall that the energy density of a free spinless ferm ion  uid is exactly n§=m .
Tt is straightforw ard to check

th (X)jmeanz l;l( rneanj v j m eant

= u ®)Yu )
2G
= Ne
x ) i vy v . . (6:16)
h] )1y ean = Eh mean JE “D % Ok ) 9J meanl
i X
= — fu¥D xu Oxu Yu g
2m
2G
=0

16



N eutral and C harged Anyon F luids

whereD | = @y j_éf(x).

7. H artree-Fock ground state

In this section we ncorporate m any-particle correlations in the HartreeFock
HEF) approxin ation. The mean eld approxin ation retains only H 1(1), de ned
In 4.9), In the total Ham ittonian H;, 4.8). In the HartreeFock approxin ation
\diagonalparts" of H 1(2) and H 1(3) n (4.9) are taken Into account selfconsistently,
or equivalently to say, the ground state is determ ined to satisfy the H artreeFock
equation.

It was shown by Hanna, Laughlin, and Fetter’® that the HartreeFock ground
state is exactly the sam e asthemean eld ground state J ;eand, (6.13).

Y
j HFi= j meani= d jOl . (71)
2G
However, it has a di erent energy.
Egr = M3y h yrpJH1J gri6 Epean (72)

W e rstcomputeE yr . Theoriginalcom putation ofH anna, Laughlin, and Fetter
was given in the rst quantized theory. W e present the evaluation in the second
quantized theory.

To facilitate the com putations, we de ne the follow ing sum s.

X
f&jy) = u x)u ) = fix)

26G

X . (7:3)
fr K;y) = u k) D yu )= Df x;v)

26G

W e need to evaluate expectation values of various products of and Y. We

h¥x) &gy = fx;x)

h ') ) ) &®igr = £&x)EFy)  £&y)Eyix)

hY&) V@) Y@ @) ) & 7
= £ &ix)E(yiy)E(ziz) + £&iy)Eviz)f (zix) + £ &;2)f vix)f (27y)
fex)Eyiz)f 2iy) f&i2)Eiy)Ezix) L& yIEEix)f(ziz)
Secondly
h Y&)Dx ®  0Ox &)Y &ip = fi &x)+ fi ®;x)
h¥e Y@ @Dk ® O &)Y Y ¢ & 7)

= ffy x;x)+ £ ;%) gf (yiy) fE&yIK vix)+ £ix)f yix) g:

17
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M aking use of 4.9), 4.10), (74),and (7.5), one nds

(2)

3) ..
+H, ®)

1
Exr = ——h® +H, )iy EY+E®+E® (7:6)

vol 1

where vol isthe volme.E® isthe same asthemean el energy density

n2
ED = En can = e (7:7)
m
and
1 1 ? h
E® = ol o dxdy hy & y) ffy &;x)+ fi &;x) off yiy) ng
i
FEiy& ix)+ £ix) & yix) g
z
e 1 1
EY = —— dxdydzhy®x yh&x 2)
vol 2m
h (7:8)

2f x;y)Eyviz)f (zix)  £&x)E;z)E (ziy)
i
2F (<;v)3Ef z;2) g+ £ &GR)EEy;y)  ngff (z;z) ng
7
1 1

+ ——— dxdy hy ® v fE&x)E@iy)  F &iv)dg
vol 2m

The quantities f (x;y) and fx &;y) In (7.3) depend on the gauge chosen. The
symm etric and Landau gauge de ned in (62) are related by
a};ym x) = a}L(andau ry &)
( ) (N ) X1 X2 (7:9)
x) = :
2P

Ifuf" ) isa solution to the Schrodinger equation in the symm etric gauge, then
et ®) uPr x) 279" (x) isa solution in the Landau gauge w ith the sam e energy
eigenvalue. It is a linear com bination ofuf;gndau (x) n (6.8). W ith a given Landau
level (energy eigenvalue), the sets ful2"?" (x)g and fu;2"?*" (x)g are related by a
uniary transform ation.

Hence, ifthe set G In (6.13) represents com pltely lled Landau levels as in the
case under consideration, then

X X
ug;ndau ( ) ug;ndau (y) — ui;ndau ( ) ui;ndau (y)
(s;q)2 G svm (n;p)2 G Landau

so that
f(X;y)Sym — el'f x) ()9 f(x;y)Landau

. (7:10)
fk (x;y)sym — le (x) v)g fk (x;y)Landau

18
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T hanks to the relation (7.10), every term in (7.8) is separately gauge independent.
Tt is easiest to evaluate f (x;y) in the Landau gauge. M aking use of (6.8), one
nds

SR S
£ (jy)bandes = - ik %)=Uwly: =l
o 1
S (7411)
1 j\kj 12 1 N
= — dk % V) vk, %)=llva lyz  w)=1]
21 .
n=0
Em ploying explicit form s of v, s and integrating over k, one obtains
u & yf X1 ¥) X2t y2)
N = 1:f;yF®¥®™=n, exp e i o7
§ &®iy) (7:12)
& yf
N = 2:fzypemd= 1 = =7 ;
iy 5 of &;y)
Note that X = N 2 n.. fx (x;v) is cbtained from (7.3).
i
N = 1 :§;y)lndd= Ef(xl v) ik wlof, ®;y)
f2 (X ,y)Landau — Jﬁ (X ,y)Landau
(7:13)
N= 2 :gegyreees 0 &Y 412y)2 Wy )y e

i
+ pYe) =  wf, ®K;y)

W e are ready to evaluate (7.8). W e drop the superscripts Landau’ n f x;vy)
and fx x;y).Note that f (x;x) = ne and fx x;x) = 0. Furthem ore,

1
h vy = —— £ (x; : 714
x X VK &;y) 2PN x;y) ( )
T herefore E @) becom es o
2
z 3 2 men - 1
E® - 11 aeay Feiy)f - " (7:5)
vol 2N jn 2 ! 2 n2 ’
. ¢ HrN = 2.
Im
ForE® we have
1 1 1
E® = =~ Ggxdydz — x vk 2
vol 2m N? & yF& zy ,
h i
2f 6;y)E vi2)E (Z5x) nf iz ¥
7 (7:16)
+ 11 dxad ! n? f x;v)3
—_— —— fn (X7
vol 2m .y ® y¢ € y)Jg
h i
3) 3) 3)

E, 7"+ E, + Ej
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A swillbeen seen below , E2(3)

other.

(3)

and E;” have infra-red divergences, which cancelleach

In evaluating E1(3),we renamey x andz X tobenew y and z, respectively.

T hen
3 Z
Y = "5 aydz S gy Wy @ v 2)
! N ?m y? z?
n . o
B T T Ry 21)
P 47 o7 122 21 7:17)
( 1 ) forN = 1
9 &) = — fOrN = 2
47
W e Introduce polar coordinates by
p- . P )
yi+ iy = 2lre’ ; z+izg= 2107

T he integrand is ndependent of , and yz=2F = r cos and (izz pz)=2F
r s . (7.17) is transform ed to

03 Z Z n o
B = —¢ 2 %21 ddd d cos exp ¢ ‘+ret
N ?m 0 0
1 forN = 1
o iHHa zHa 3 > %+r cos ) PrN = 2
Integrating over , one nds
Z
3) 4 121'12 1 2 2
ET = 3 drd e
N-“m
r
r @ )0 ;HR @@+ H+ g 2]
8 (7:18)
3 _ne
< forN = 1
_ 2m
2
n
3 = orN = 2
8m
Sin flarly, the second term , E°', in (7.16) becom es
nd 2
@) _ e Yz (v z)?=2P
E,” = dydz —— zf e
2 >m N 2 Yy v2 22 9 v ¥
, Z S (7:19)
Ne Y u 2 u’=2P
== dydu —— u)” e
2m N 2 Y y2(y uf % )

where we have ntroducedu =y z.Thistinewede ne

P . P .
vi+ iy, = 2lre’ ; ui+ du,= 21 &7
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T hen
2 32
- 2Tme g ¥ roos o @ie (720)
2 mN 2 rr+ 2 2r cos )
The -integralgives
Z
2 3 ¥ r cos 2 ¢ )
= r
0 r+ 2 2r cos

T he rest of the com putation is straightforward. W e nd

Z
3) _ né : 1 e £ 1
B, = 2

dr ——— +

; : 721
mNZ - N o2 (721)

The integralin (721) diverges in the upper lim it.
T he evaluation ofE3(3) is easy.

5® — ni g d inl 2 y?=2p

3 mnz ¥ > & W) e
o g eF g (722)
= N 5 . dr - + 5 N; 2

T he divergent integrals in (721) and (7 22) cancell each other.
Adding (7.18), (721),and (722),one nds

8 1 5
n
% E c forN = 1
E® = ; " (723)
5
P 2 M forN = 2
32 m
Finally combining (7.7), (715), and (723), we cbtain
8
1 2 1 n?
E 1+ D =Ene BN = 1
Enp = " " (7:24)
1 5 ng 29 ng
1 4+ = = — forN = 2
4 32 m 32 m
T he correction to themean eld energy is large orN = 1, but is relatively am all
forN = 2.

There are various ways of showing that J ggi n (7.1) is the HartreeFock
ground state. T he H artreeFock approxin ation am ountsto nding an approxin ate
ground state for a m any-particle system in the form ofa Slater determ nant form ed
from one-particle wave functions. In the language of the second quantized theory
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we expand the eld operator (x) in a com plete orthonom alset fu x)g tobeyet
determ ined, and w rite a trial ground state as
X .
k)= cu @e ! #F
Y

. (725)

Z
d«h?¥Y x)i=n. vol

wherelDi=h ; J0 J ¢i.fu x)gand the set G are determ ined to m inim ize the
expectation value of the H am iltonian MH i.
hEq. @411)

1
i—) = %Di +a &+ gk &) @11)

the approxin ation am ounts to retaining only diagonalpieces on the right hand side.
For Instance

YD ) ®)
'!'hYyDyx @i & hYy ®iDyx )

) @) () y) &) (726)
'hYy) @ihY@z) @1 ® hYg @ih Y@ @i &)
hYy) ®ih Y@ @i ¢)+h Yy @ih Y@ ®1i @)
hYgy) wih Y@ &1 @+hYy ®ih Y@ @i (@) :

Theset fu x); 2 Gg isdetem ined to satisfy Eq. (4.11) w ith the above substi-
tution m ade. T he equation thus obtained is called the H artreeFock equation.

Tt wasshown by H anna, Laughlin, and Fetter®® that N joom plktely lled Landau
levels form ed from them ean eld eigenstates (6.6) or (6.8) satisfy the H artreeFock
equation, and therefore J yri In (71) is the HartreeFock ground state. The
com putation is sim lar to, but m ore com plicated than, that of FH 1, presented
above. R eaders should refer to the originalpaper for details.

T he H artreeFock equation can be w ritten solely in tem s ofthe function f (x;y)
de ned n (73). W ith the ansatz (725), the expectation value MtH i can be viewed
asa function ofh ¥ (x) (y)i= f x;y).

M ,i=H [ x;y)] ; £&y) = £;x) : (727)

f x;y) is detem ined by the extrem um condition:
Z
0 sub Ect to dx f (x;x)= ne vol : (728)

H p—
f&iy)
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f x;y) is detem Ined by the equation up to an arbitrariness due to gauge degrees
of freedom . Eq. (728) is equivalent to the H artreeFock equation.

8. RPA and SCF

T here are approxim ation schem eswhich liebetween them ean Ied and H artree-
Fock approxin ations, and are usefiil to Investigate various physical quantities such
as the excitation spectrum , current-current correlation fiinctions, response to exter-
nal perturbations, and so on. They are the random phase approxin ation RPA),
selfoonsistent eld m ethod (SCF), and hydrodynam ic description. In the anyon
m odel under consideration, all these three are equivalent to each other.

In a neutral anyon uid RPA is formulated from the Ham iltonian H1[ ; Y]
In (4.8), whereas SCF from the Lagrangian Lo[ ; Y;a ]1in (4.1). The di erence
lies In whether Chem-Sim ons elds are integrated out rst, or retained. A sin ilar
statem ent is valid for a charged anyon uid.

Forde nitenesswe shall restrict ourselvesto a neutralanyon uid in thissection.
One can establish the diagram m ethod, or Feynm an ruls, from the Ham itonian
H.:.H 1(1) In (4.9) de nes a bare propagator for the - eld. It is a propagator in
themean eld, depicted by a solid arrowed line. H 1(2) and H 1(3) de ne interaction
vertices.

T he two-body interaction generated by H 1(2) isgiven by V5 in Fig. 3. A dashed
line correspondsto hy (x  y), representing virtual \propagation" of C hem-Sin ons

elds. A crossed circle at the vertex x indicates the derivative factor iD .

For the purpose of establishing Feynm an rules, it is convenient to start w ith the
norm alordered form (4.10) orH,” . Tt yields three-and two-body interactions Vy,
and V. In Fig. 3, respectively. B oth Involre two dashed lnes.

Fig. 3 Feynman rules derived from (4.8). The rules are sin pli ed by re-
taining Chem-Sim ons elds as independent variables. See Fig. 7 in
Section 10.

T here are I portant rules resulting from the %Hn of the Ham ilttonian. Recall
thath Y(x) ®)i= n.,h Y®)D, )i1= 0,and dxhy &)= 0. Therefore, con—
traction oftw o solid lines at the sam e vertex In V, yild a vanishing result. Sim ilarly,
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contraction of two solid lines at either y or z vertex In Vy, yields a vanishing resul.
See Fig. 4a. However, contraction of two solid lines at the x vertex in Vi, and at
the x and y vertices iIn V. yild a non-vanishing resul. See F ig. 4b.

Fig. 4 Feynm an rules { constraints.

Let’s consider correlation fiinctions ofthe currentsJ (x) de ned In (4.13). Note
that J* x) de nes two- and furpoint vertices. (See Fig. 5. To all order in
perturbation theory

h &)i=n. % : 81)

Fig.5 CurrentsJd x) .
For the correlation function for a neutral uid

D, Kjy)= WP ®F ©Hi; JF ®x=J & n ° 82)

RPA constitutes in keeping only daigram s in which no dashed line isa part ofclosed
Joops Involved 27 2° Typicaldiagram s involved are depicted in Fig. 6. Tn RPA we
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have only sum s of bubble diagram s. Further, the Hurpoint vertex in J* (x) does
not enter at this level.

Fig.6 D, (xy) nRPA.

O ne can write down Schw ingerD yson equations forD , , which was done by
Fetter, Hanna, and Laughlin,?’ and by Chen, W ilczek, W itten, and H alperin 2° D ue
to the presence of the o -diagonal couplings, the equation takes the form ofa 3 3
m atrix. In the follow ing section we shall show an altemative m ethod to evaluate
Dy

T he selfconsistent eld m ethod starts with the eld equation (4.2), iretaining

the Chem-Sin ons gauge elds:32/44

S a0 “2)
iRy = ED X + ag

W e suppose rst that there is a consistent gauge eld con guration a (x) which

is treated classically. Secondly, with this given a ) we detem ine a quantum

m echanical state vector, J B 1, orthematter eld (x), by solving the second

equation of 42). Thirdly, we replace the current j on the right side ofthe st

equation of (4 2) by its expectation value:

" f =hp ]3Ik K JTkial: ©83)
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Eg. 83) issolved fora (x) to nd a selfconsistent eld con guration.

W e have known that the con guration, (62), of the mean eld ground state,
which isthe sam e asthe H artreeFock ground state, solvesEq. (8.3). W e are seeking
form ore general, x-dependent solutions. Ifa deviation ofa (x) from (62) isam all,
one can aem ploy a perturbation theory to nd a solution.

For tin e-independent con gurations the procedure is particularly sinple, as
was rst perform ed by Hosotaniand Chakravarty.>®> The generalization to nite
tem perature is done by RandparD aem i, Salam , and Strathdee,*® and by H etrick,
Hosotani, and Leel? T im e-dependent con gurations have been recently analysed
by thism ethod by Chakravarty 58

Consider a tin e-independent, sn all uctuation of Chem-Sin ons gauge elds,
a® x)=a x) a x).We rstsolve the oneparticle Schrodinger equation w ith
thisa &):

1
2—D1§+ a k) u x;a¥)= @")u &x;a®) : 84)
m
Both (a(l)) and u (x;a(l)) are detemm ined perturbatively. fu (x;a(l))g de nes
a com plte, orthonom albasis, w ith which we expand (x) as

X
®= c @ u x;a®) ; fc;dg= : 8:5)

So long as a(l) (%) is su ciently sm all and am ooth, the spectrum retains the
structure of Landau levels, although they are not degenerate any m ore In general.
W ith the same sstasG in (6.13), we de ne a state

Y
BM= &g @®)joi ; 8:6)
2G

from which the current in (8.3) is detem ined as

Z
J Kja 1= n. ° &y &;y)a® @) + : ®8:7)
At nietemperature T = 1) we evaluate the m atter part of the free energy
wih a given a (x) by
e FBl=Tre Holaml 88)
w here Z
1
Holjal= dx — DOx YOk )+ta ? : (8:9)
2m
T he current is given by
T Kia 1= Trj ) e B 1 Hola ) _ gy Ho _Fei1Hila)
a &)

8:10
FR ] ( )

a x)

4
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which leads to an expression sin ilar to (8.7). Incorporation of electrom agnetic
Interactions is straightforward.

In this section we have explained the two approxim ation m ethods, RPA and
SCF . These two ook quite di erent from each other. RPA is de ned for G reen’s
finctions form atter elds in term s of Feynm an diagram s, whereas SCF is w ritten
in the form of gauge eld equations. W e shall show in the next section that these
two are ndeed the sam g, and are equivalent.

9. Path integral representation

A bridge between RPA and SCF becom esm ost trangparent in the path integral
m alisn 2° O ne can dealw ith both neutraland charged anyon uids at once. The
key step isto consider the transition am plitude or partition fiinction in the presence
of external gauge potentials.

To sim plify notations, we w rite as

N 1
Lgsb]= 4—" a@a ; L]SM RA]= ZFZ + encAg
(91)
. 1
Lel jal=1 YDy — 0Ok 0Ok )
2m

whereD g = Qg+ iag and Dy = @y i& . In tem s of these de nitions

Lo[ j;al= Li° BRI+ L¢ [ ;al
Lo [ ;a;A1= Li°RI+ Lg" B1+ Le[ ja+ er]

Consider a charged anyon uid described by (54) or (55). W e introduce an
extemal gauge potential a®** (x) in a gauge invariant way, m aking a replacem ent

Le[ ja+ eAl=) L:[ ;a+ eA + a™*] 92)
In other words, the extermal Lagrangian is given by

Lext= Le[ ja+ @A + a™"] L[ ;a+ el

_ xt 0 ko ok 1 v 2.0 ©3)
- 82 Tt k] g (aext) J
where 8
<FPE=
i 1 (94)
Fe= —('rx ¥ )—=7 fate’)
2m m
In the presence of an extemal potential a total gauge-invariant current is
Z
. xX)= —  dy L ;a+ eh + a%xt
Jror &) ey Wisl 1)
(95)
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T he transition am plitude at T = 0 is given, in the path integral representation,
by
Z Z
exp iLp B™"] = DADaD YD exp i dx L{°RI+ Lg k]
(96)
+ LY BI+ LEE BRI+ Lel ja+ A + a™f]

Here Lgizb] and Lgfgz B ] are the gauge— xing tem s ora and A , respectively,
and shallbe speci ed shortly. The nitialand nalstate wave functions have been
absorbed in the de nition ofthe path integration m easure. T heir explicit form s are
rrelevant to com pute various quantities described below .

Several dentities follow from (9.6). F irst

By oam g
aext(x) aext(x)

e™ = hi i : ©9:7)

Recalling thathj i, _,=n. °,one ndsa current dynam ically induced to be

Jpg ®ia™) = )i, n °
B o 0o (9:8)
- &%t (x) e °

Sin ilarly the second derivative leads to

. 2 .
iT,p 42 iTop

e a.ext (X) aext (Y) €

= M Buoe @) e @) My, + 10 9) mihjO i, &y (9:9)
_ . *Ipp L Bo Tp
) T (y) ER) )
In the a®* (x) = 0 lim it one has
[ )3 @M. 0 0n2
- aext;)IZDaext ) O o

aext=0

Fom ulas for a neutral anyon uid are obtained from the expressions above,
dropping electrom agnetic eldsA entirely. T he am plitude becom es
Z
exp i, B™"] = DaD D
7 (9:11)
exp i dx LG°RI+ Liikl+ Lel ja+ a™f]
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T he induced current and correlation function are given by

ex neutra -I;I
Jind (X;a t) el aext(x) e °
Wy &3 @y 0 °n? 9:12)
LB @ 9 = & oy
= 1 — X
aext (X) aext (y) =0 m Y

The rstequation of (9.12) is related to (8.7) in SCF, w hereas the second equa—
tion gives the correlation function (82) n RPA .Both are derived from the e ective
action I, B**] or I;p B®**] for a neutral or charged anyon uid, respectively. The
connection between RPA and SCF is established by evaluating the e ective action.

A s for gauge- xing, it ism ost convenient to take

1
Litlal= > (@)’
EM 1 2 ©d3)
LonBl= — @A)

L% B ] gives the standard Lorentz covariant Feynm an gauge for electrom agnetic

elds. W e have retained the gauge param eter forChem-Sin ons elds. For

=1,
LSi.[a] gives a spatial Feynman gauge. In the = 0 limi i reproduces the
radiation gauge r a* = 0.

For Chem-Sin ons gauge eldswe have

N N 1
L;°Bl+ Lot Bl= > as b " a®e a™ + -« rae)?
9:14)
1
= Neg aél) + 5 a(l) (ot g £:) a(l)
where the kemels ( and 4. are given by
0 1 0 1
N 0 Q@ +@ 1 0 0 0
0= 2_@ +@ 0 @2 ; L= —@0 @ @eA : (915
@ +Q O 0 @@ @2
@® _ ®, @, @)y _ ®mo, M1, W2 :
Notethata ™ = (a; ;a; ;a, )= (@ ;o a’t; av’?). Integration by parts has

been m ade In the above formulas. The Chem-Sim ons tem itself is singular, as
det o= 0. However the totalkemel is reqular:

ot g:f:

1 N 2 (9:16)
det = = > r2)¥260:

For electrom agnetic elds we have

L B+ LI RI= SA 9 @2A + encA, ©47)
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wherethemetricisg = diag@; 1; 1).

T he Integration over various elds in the formula (9.6) can be done In any order.
Integrating rst overthe Chem-Sinons eldsa (x) inthelimi = 0 isequivalent
to elin inating them to get the Ham iltonian 4.8) or (5.5). An alemative is to
Integrate the matter elds () and Y (x) rst, m aintaining the symm etry of the
CS and EM gauge couplings.

To seethat theH am iltonian (4 .8) is reproduced in the neutralcase by integrating
a ,wewrie

1 1
Ea(l) a+ Leljal= za®(+ ) aP+ a3 +Le[ ;a1 (9a8)
where 1
= a 9 =V
m
P =9= v (9:19)
i
= —f "Dy Ox ¥ g
2m
Further we note that
0 0 @ @11
+ @2
2 1
1=N——2@ @ 0 0A+0¢()
Y P 0 920)
(+ ) 1= 1, 1 1, 1 1 1,
Inthe ! 0linit
Ol 0 Ol
2 21 @ @
Loy ,= = =X {=-C0 0 oA
N mr r? 0 0 0
oot =0 etc:
so that the Integration over a® yields a Lagrangian
1
Lel7a®1 23 (+ ) 73
921)
1 2 2z, Qr Qr 2 x @1
- = = 50 _230 _230 4kl k_zjo
m N r r N r
N oticing that 7
2 L @
e yig= TSP

we observe that (9.21) yields the sam e Ham iltonian as in (4.8). T he path integral
form alism is equivalent to the operator form aliam .
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10. RPA = linearized SCF

In practice it ism ore convenient to integrate the ffrm ion elds and Y st
to evaliate I, %11 (9.12) or ILp B¥**11n (9.6). Let usde ne

Z Z
exp fiSf Blg = D D exp i dxLg¢[ ;al : 10:1)

Tt gives the transition am plitude for the ferm ion elds in the presence ofgauge elds

a x). Then we have

Z Z
exp fil, B*“lg= Da exp iS:k+ a™ 1+ 1 dx L5°RI+ LI R)
Z
exp fihp B™*'lg= DA exp iI,[eA + a®'] 102)
Z

+i dx @M BRI+ LEER)D

To evaluate Sr @] we decompose L¢ [ ;a] Into the zeroth order and interaction
parts:

Lel jal=Lel ;a@0+ LY - 10:3)
Here a(o) () is the average eld con guration given in (62) and
Lete
a(l)k _lf Yp Xk (Dk )Y g (104)
2m
1

@ )2 o y

wherea™ = a a%.

L:[ ;a©]de nesa propagatorofthe  eld in the background potentiala ¥,
w hereas L%”t de nes Interaction vertices containing a(l) x). The rst and second
tetm s in (104) give one gauge eld kg, whereas the last tem gives two lgs, as
depicted in Fig. 7.

S¢ @] is nothing but the e ective action fora &) generated by dynam ics of
and Y elds. The standard diagram technique can be em ployed. Since and ¥
are integrated, ferm ion lnesmustbe closed. S¢ @] S B ]isthe sum of connected
diagram s. Further, since the interaction L?‘t isbilinearin and Y, diagram sthus

generated are all one-loop. O ne can arrange them according to the num ber of legs
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ofgauge eld a® asm Fig. 8.

Fig. 7. Vertices generated by L%nt in (10.4). \0" and \k" at the ends of

1) L)k

dashed lines indicate a; * and a , respectively.

Fig. 8. The e ective action S [a].

C ontributions com Ing from diagram s (@) and () in Fig. 8 are easy to evaluate.

diagram (a) = aél)h ¥ i= qgl) Ne

1 (10:5)
diagram @)= — @"%)%n, :

2m

Note that in the nonrelativistic system under consideration we always have
h Y )i, nstead of limy: y ( 1T [ x) Y ()}, in the rstorder perturbation. A
sin ilar diagram containing the second vertex in (10.4) vanishes, sihce h3 i= 0.
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In generalone has an expansion

Z
Sekl=S¢®]  dxn.al’ &)

Z (10:6)
1 o &)
+  dxdy 5@ x) x ya’'+

In w riting the term , we have em ployed the translation invariance ofthe zeroth-
order system described by L¢ [ ;a‘® 1. In the m om entum space it becom es

dldg 1

y s © o . 107
oy 52 @ oa® i) (10:7)

Contributions from diagram s (), d), and (e) to w ill be evaluated in the fol-
low ing sections.

T he next step is to Integrate over Chem-Sinons eldsa &) In (102).Agaih a
diagram m ethod m ay be developed for the integral. H igher order term s in (10.6),
nam ely tem s nvolving three orm ore a® ’s, give \interaction" vertices.

By droping all these higher order tem s the system is linearlized. W e call it \the
linear approxim ation”. T he resulting integral is a sin ple G aussian integral, whose
evaluation is straightforward. A swe shall see shortly, RPA and the linearlized SCF
are nothing but the linear approxin ation.

Let us consider a neutralanyon uid. W e observe

Z
Se b+ a™ 1+ dx @5° RI+ L{LR)
Z Z 1
= S¢ [a(O)] ne (aél) + agxt)_i_ 5 (a(l) + aext) (a(l) + aext)+
Z Z 1
+ Ne aél) + Za® a®
2
Z
=S¢k neaf
zZ
+  Zfa®+ =™t (+ ) lg(+ )yfa@P+ (+ ) I a%=yg
Z Z
_aext ( + ) 1 aext+ %aext aext

(10:8)
W e have suppressed a m easure dx or d! dg In the experssion. T he integration over
a" inm ediately Jeads to

Z Z
L B™]=  dxneaf &) dxdy%ae"t(X)Qn & VI (10:9)
w here
On= (+ ) °
1 1
= o = I T (10:10)
_ + 1 1 L
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! represents a propagator for a" . Therebre Q, has a diagram representation
given In Fig. 9.

Fig. 9. Diagram s forQ, . D iagram s forQ . are obtained by replacing each C hem-5in ons
eld propagator (dashed line) by the sum of propagators of Chem-Sim ons elds
and electrom agnetic elds. Com pare (10.10) and (10.20).

From (9.12) the jj-correlation function is given by

l Neutrx
Sy ®3 @iy 0 °n?
i (10:411)

=0, & y) a % & v+

Ne
m
W e recall that the contrbution ofdiagram () In Fig. 8 to isgiven by (10.5) so

that
e v 10:2)
which is precisely the negative of the last term in (10.11). In a nom alm etal this
is the end of cancellation. In anyon uids som ething special happens. A s shallbe
shown In section 12, diagram (e) in Fig. 8, In part, yields the sam e contrbution as
(10.12) with the opposite sign. Hence the lJast term In (10.11) survives.

T he serdes generated in (10.11) with (10.10) substituted exactly reproduces the

diagram s in Fig. 6 In Section 8. Hence

D, &Gy)RFA =D, &y)'her

0 ne (10:13)
Q, & vy 1 ) . x v

RPA isequivalent to droping, in I, B**"], all term s cubic or higher-order in a®* (x).
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How about SCF? W e retum to the expression (8.7). In SCF one detem ines
the current In the presence of non-trivial gaugg eldsa ), which is nothing but
evaluating S¢ ] In (10.1). Since j ) = L[ ;aF a ), one Inm ediately

nds 7 R

i dxLg¢

J k;aPF=e ®B p Yp 4 x)e

B St bl
= o (10:14)
a (x%
=n. oy & yale+
W e recognize that appearing n (8.7) is the sam e as de ned in (10.6).

In SCF the current thus obtained is inserted into the Chem-Sin ons eld equa-
tion (42),which isthen solved to determ ine a selfconsistent nontrivial eld con g—
uration. If higherorder tem s in (10.14) are dropped, the resulting eld equation
becom es linear. Solking the equation is equivalent to perform ing a G aussian inte—
gralin the path integral form alism , since the latter am ounts to picking a stationary
path ofthe action.

An altemative way of seeing this is to exam ine a response to an extermal eld
In SCF.Since Jext = aextr the eld equation in SCF, w ith the gauge xing tem
added, becom es

a® = Jing T Jext = ( a™ + ) Ext @7
from which it follow s that
Jind]jnearizedSCF = (+ ) Aext = T+ ' ) ! Aext
= Qp Aext (10:15)
— Jjnd]jnear

W e have stressed in the last equality that the expression is exactly what one obtains
from the st equation of (9.12) combined with (10.9). The relations (10.13) and
(10.15) together establish the equivalence between RPA and the linearized SCF .

T he generalization to a charged anyon uid is easy. In the two-din ensional
approxin ation one needs to do one m ore integration over A (x) In (102). W ih
the expressions (10.9) and (9.17) inserted, the exponent of the integrand becom es

1 1
n @A, + ag*") > @ + a¥% 0, @+ a™)+ SAP A+ enchg

1
= fA e, P €0,) 'gP €0.)fA @  &,) 'en,a™y

1 1
> a**teQ, P é0,) tep, a%™t > a0, a™" naft+
(10:16)

w here
P =g @ : (1047
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T herefore we have

Z Z
1
Lp b= dx neaf™* (x) wMyEa“tmmc & YETE+ (10:18)
w here
0c=0Qnf °P Q) 'Qn+Qn
B 1 0. =0 1
1 o.ep 120 "1 @p 1o, 10:19)
=0,+0,€P '0,+0,€P '0,eP Q.+
Combining (10.10) and (10.19), one nds
0. = 1 _ 1
¢ 1+ ( l+ep 1) 1+ ( l+e?p 1)
(1020)
1 & 1 & 1 &
= + —+ — —+ — —+ — +
P P P
T he proper vertex , which summ arizes one-loop ferm ion interactions, is con—

nected to the next one by a propagator of either Chem-Sinons elds ( ') or
electrom agnetic elds €?P !). There is only one proper vertex, shce both Chem-
Sin ons and electrom agnetic elds m inin ally couple to the ferm ions. The nal
expression forQ . above is obvious from the viewpoint ofthe diagram m ethod. (See
Fig. 9.

To sum m arize, In the linear approxim ation, which isequivalent to RPA and the
linearized SCF,

®x vy

. Ne
D, ki)™ =0, ®& y) @ 9 —

) (1021)
Jjnd]mear =0 o a‘ext

11. R esponse function

A s it stands from (10.13), (10.15), and (1021), Q, or Q. determ Ines a linear
response to an extemal perturbation. It de nes a response fiinction. Location
of poles In the resgponse function Q, or Q. gives an energy spectrum of particle-
hole excitations. In passing, location of poles in the ferm ion propagator yields a
spectrum for ferm ionic excitations, which isquite di erent from that ofparticle-hole
excitations In anyon uids under consideration.

O ne can also exam Ine a response to an extemalm agnetic eld in a charged anyon

uid, from which the exsitence or non-existence of a M eissner e ect is checked.
Conductivity or resistivity tensors can be computed from Q, or Q.. Exam inig a
resoonse to extemal density perturbation ngt () gives inform ation on muon spin

relaxation. M any other consequences can be drawn from Q, orQ..

36



N eutral and C harged Anyon F luids

W e have seen in the previous section that Q, and Q. are determ ined by the
proper vertex de ned in (10.6). There are m any restrictions resulting from the
de nition (10.6) and the conservation law .

F irst, from the de nition we have x y)= y x),or
(fi;q) = (' aq : (11)
Secondly, the gauge invariance or current conservation im plies @ ® y)=20

and @Y x y)=0,o0r
a (t;a)=0=q (' ;a) 112)

whereq = (!; g).Thirdly, the rotational nvariance im plies that

00 _ 2
0J —
= q'B + quC
0 ’ 0 ’ 0 11:3)
P = qu + jij(c
ix = jkD + jkE + qj%F
where A F are functionsof ! and g= 3.
Relations (11.1), (112), and (11.3) lead to a decom position?7738
O =o o
G =g :
';q) [Xe: 1k
; D e a14)
Pig)="'ag o+ 1k 1
F(1q) = ! ot iw! 1 @ % gx) >

where all 4's are functions of ! ? and g only. If the perturbative ground state is

stable, S¢ @] de ned in (10.1) is real, and therefore from (10.6) x) = %),
or (' qg)= (!79). In otherwords, ’s k= 0;1;2) arereal: , = .
haframeqg= (;0),
0 1
g o 'q o +ig 1
“RBig, 17, +1l 5 - 11s5)

1
ig g it 1 1?7 5 g
To evaluate Q,,we recallEq. (1010):

Qn= ( + )
= (+ ) ! (11:6)

Takea frame in which g= (g;0). isgiven by (11.5), and
0 1 0 1
@

0 0 ig
0 0 i!A+i@

ig il 0

Ll 11:7)
> H

o o o

o r o

o o o
>
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Combinig (11.5) and (11.7), one nds

0 1
R g o 'q o +ig 1
+ :% !q 0 12 o+ 1q2 + il 1A 7
; ‘
1 T 2 118)
p— N .
1 1 2 ’
=17 5 4,
W eneed to evaluate ( + ) !.Firstwe note
g 2
det (( + )= — (o 2 1) (11:9)

A straightforward m anipulation leads to

(+) 1=
0 1 o, o ot

1 g 2 a1, B T (11:10)
€ 0 0o o0 A+ € lq 4 0X
qz(o 2 1) +qu 0 qz o 0 0 0

Both and ( + ) !dependon ,buttheproduct ( + ) lor( + ) !

is Independent of . W e shall see shortly that the current conservation guarantees
the -independence.) Q , is given by

0 1

g o g o iq

N 2 1 g
Qn = 2_ 2@!C_[0 !20 i! 1A
0 2 1
+iq1 + 1! 1 2
(11:11)
0 0 0 iql
N

2—8 o o i%

+ig +i! 0

T his expression was rst given by A ronov and M irlin .1°
Fora charged uid it is easiest and m ost convenient to evaluate Q . In the form
(1020):

1
o
+

1
o
+

Qc
1 1

(11:12)
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HereP ! isthe propagator for electrom agnetic elds. In the two-din ensional ap—
proxin ation it is given by (10.17). Its form in the ultra-thin In approxin ation
can be deduced from (G.1).

8 0 1
2 10 0
% =2 @ 0o 0 0A ultrathin In approx.)
2 2 T 00 0
< - . . 11:3)
2 1 0 0
> o 1 02 (wodin ensionalapprox.)
< 0 0 1

Here eyp is the coupling constant In three din ensions.

W e evaluate Q . In the two-din ensional approxin ation. W e Introduce

A= 5 - 21 (11:14)
¢ 1’ N g '
T hen 0 1 0 1
A 0 iB 12 'q 0
=00 A 0A+—-@ 1g 4 oA : (11:15)
B 0 A 0 0 o0

T he substitution of (11.5) and (11.15) Into (11.12) imm ediately con m s that
the -dependence entirely dropsi Q. (0rQn), shceboth ( ° ; Y Yand ( %; 1)

are proportionalto (g;!). It is a consequence of the current conservation (11.2).

T he com putation of Q. is rather involved. W e record intemm ediate steps for

readers’ convenience. ' is found to be

0 1
5 q o B 1) '@ o B 1) i@ 1 B 2)
] B
S TR o 2a ia . (11:6)
8 %
ig@ o+A 1) 11 E@B o+A 1) B 1 A
Further the detem inant of (1+ _' ) isevaluated to be
¢ det A+ ')
=1+ & YA o, 2B 1 A,
r e @2+ B Patg(? o o) A1)
2 2 5 e? et
= — (1 0 2)+ e o 2+ (i 0 2)
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Straightforw ard m anipulations lead to

1 A A
a+ ) t= el + M),)
C
0 1
0 0 0
M,=@ o 0 0 A
g ilge ¢ %A
0 1 0 1
9B 0 ioA A 0 1B
+@ 0 g +i'AA [+ @ 0 A 0A ,
. . 11:18)
igA ira B 0 0 0
0 1 0 1
12 'qg 0 o ! 0
MA2=@ 'C_[ q2 OA A 0+@ 0 q OA B 1
0 0 o0 0 0 0
12p2 lg@®+ B?) il%AB
+@ 1@ F@a’+B?) it@dBA (1 o 2)
0 0 0

In computing 1+ 1) 1, the contrbution from theM , part vanishesthanks
to the current conservation MAz = 0.The nalresuk takesa sinpl formm .

( 0 . 1 )
1 FA '@ igB
Q.= — + @i 1% it B (1 o 2)
c B i'gB  (1? d)A
" 0 1 0 1
1 ( 2 g !'q 0 00 0
= + 672@ g 12 oA Q@ o oA (11:19)
|
c < 0 0 0 0 1
0 1
, 0 o iq # )
+N—@ 0 0 ilA (2 0 2)
ig it 0

Tt is easy to check that the formula (11.19) reduces to (11.11) in the neutral
linit e’ ! 0. Indeed one sees that

2
A
(11:20)

2 2
1N(1 0 2)= 1

A swe shall see, the di erence between Q , and Q . is In portant in discussing super—
conductivity.
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12. Evaluation of the kernel

W e evaluate the kemel (! ;q) de ned n (10.7), or equivalently the invariant
functions .’sin (11.4). W e need to evaluate the four diagram s (), (), @), and
e) nFig. 8. Forg= (g;0) we have

¢ o= Ci@= O
g 1= 2= D205 a2
, = 22 (;q) = bje)22 (' ;q)

The diagram () hasbeen already evaluated in (10.12):
D (1) = 22 122)
m
To evaluate other diagram s, we rst exam ine the zeroth order propagator

Giy)= Ir[ &) Y@

@ 123)

. 1 2 3
i—+ —Dyx GXK;Y)= "X V)
@Xo 2m

H ere the expectation value is taken w ith the ground state (6.13) and (x) satis es
themean eld equation.

M ore explicitly

X X .
Ceiy)= 1 & %) @ %) u ®u ) et ®oY g5
2G 2G

whereu (x) is given by either (6.6) or (6.8). In the Landau gauge

b 31
G&iy)= 1 & W) G )
n=3Nj n=0
1 X 2 ip(x1 yi1)=L1 X2 ] Y2 ¥ (12:5)
— e Vi, A
1 1 1

=e Y gm y)

Here
1
®;y) = (N)E(Xl V) &2 + y2)
b3 3t
Go)= i (%) (® e nF
n=jﬂjz n=0 (12:6)
1 ' izxqi=1
ST dz e vz z®&)Iva 2+ z2&2)]
1
26) = N)—

21
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W e have introduced a new integration vbariablez= (2 plkL;) W) &+ yv2)=2],
takingthe lim it L; ! 1 . Ikt should be noticed that the G reen’s finction G (x;y) is
not m anifestly translation invariant, but is invariant up to a gauge transform ation,
due to the presence of a non-vanishing m agnetic eld. The Fourder transform of
Go &) = Gy (t;x) is given by

7
GO(p): GO(I ;p)= dtdx Go(t;x)ei(!t P x)
7
* - dxz ip2 %2
= T .+1im . o bp1lt z&x2)Iva 1l z(%)] (12:7)

+i ®rn N j

where 1 @)= . o < Wil

W e com e back to evaluating the rem aining diagram s. R ecalling L?‘t n (104),
we see that the diagram (c) In Fig. 8 yields
2?2
o1 dxdy G &;y) [ & )G ix) [ & &)]
L Z (12:8)
= axdyakGok YIGG xaE

so that

7
. dp

©00 1y = i Z Go®P)Goo q : (12:9)
The diagram (d) In Fig. 8 yields
1 7
5 dxdy a0 &) @03 ¢ ;v)a™I (y)
== dedy [ a®] —aBig) 12:10)

2i 2m

G&iy) PR @®6Eix) E+ial@)I6 &y) G yix) :
W ih the aid of

R} 1d ®)IG &kjy)=+e “¥'D Gokx )

Y1+ iad ¢)1G &kiy)= & ®¥ptg
(CH @16 &;y) ;Gox ) 1211
. Xk W%
DyGo y)= @ i M)FT= Gok v
eq. (12.10) becom es
1 Z
—  dxdy ao&®)a" I (y)
am o 12:12)

Gox y) DGoly =x)+DiGok y) &y x)
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Note that D% (x;y) is a function of x
Z

y only. Hence, In the Fourier space

d3p n @)

@03 () = = oy Go®) DGo @+DiGo®) G @ @1213)

Sin ilar m anjpulations lead to

Z
> axdya®Ix) O xiy)a®* @)
7
1 .
= > dxdy a®? ) a™* )
L 8m (12:14)

D,Goly x) DGo& y)+DiGoly x) PGokx )
(]
+DID,Goly x) & Y +Gl x) PDyGo& y)

4

and therefore
Z
. d3p
(e) 3k -
@ m2 2@
n
D,Go®) DGo @+DiGo®) RGol q (1215)

o
+D3iD,GofP) 6P D+ Go® D[DyGo

W e need to evalnate @00 (), ©@02(g), and ©22 () i the rame g = (g;0)

to nd o, 1,and .. Upon nserting (12.7) into (12.9), (1213), or (1215), we
encounter an ! %-integral

. 2
i 0 1
— d!
2 1 0o L+i @I ! L+ i@)]
8 1
forn jm < j
§ n m ' i :Nj :N] (12:16)
2
=§ ' forn < N jm N S
0 otherw ise.
Further, since
D,Gofp)= i e -2 o)
250 102 27 Gpy 0
5 Z
- 1 _2e ipy x2
Lyt oati@ 1
Q 1 n o
— — n 1+ N 1 ;
ax, (N-)Z?@ ) v (1 z) vy (1 Z)
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one nds that

NH% 1 ? ax
_ 2 ips X2
D2Go®) = — S el _1er

( W 12:17)
+vn P11t z2)vn 1l 2)

v ol+ 2w ol z)

w here vrﬁp) (z) isthe pdervative ofv, (z). Another integralw hich frequently appears
is
Z Z
C. @ Axv® ), & a)= ( F  dxv,®v® & a) : (1218)
1 1

It satis es that
Che=( 177" el @

mn

(12:19)
cHCa=( 15" cl @
W e start w ith com puting ¢:
d o= 9%;q0
Z
| dt%p ¥ ! T e g pylt 260l il 2]
=1 — e Vi V4 V; Z
@)y 10 .tim 1 " nE
Z
* ! Yo wy g bl qtz@lv bl o z@)]
I L S m '
= —+ -
> . .
2 ¥ n=jim-o0 D m ! i m=jin-0 ™ nt ! i
c @ne) @
(1220)
T herefore
;% X
g o= T F
n=HNjm=0 1221)
n O
1 1
+ c @ 2.
n n ! i n o+ ! i am )

Evaluation of ; proceeds sim ilarly. In view ofof (12.13) and (12.17), one needs
tom ake an allm odi cationsto (12.21)

ERY

2m 1 1222)

cW @?=) 2cf) @nc? @
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to nd
q 1=
2 B
m n=HNjm=0 1223)
" 1 1 ° @ )
— T Cen @C @
n m - n m .

To nd ,,we rstnote that partial ntegrationsin (12.15) lead to

2
. d3
©22(1;9;0) = m—12 (Z—I;Dzeocp) DGolp Q@ : 1224)

Thistimewem odify (1221) such that

1 o) 2
—
m 1 1225)
0 2 1 2
Com @ =)  C @
Siee ,= ®22(1;9;0)+ ©?2(1;9;0),we nd that
Ne
,= e
m
1 R
PR 1226)
n=H jm=0
n O
1 1
-+ - Cun @? :
n m ! i n m t+ ! i

(1221), (1223), and (1226) are the results in the RPA and lhearized SCF.
These ’s, through the formulas (10.15), (1021), (11.11), and (11.19), determm ne
the regponse to extermalperturbations. A s isevident from the discussions in Sections
10 and 11, it describes a response to ham onic perturbations aey: (x) / eP* & in—
troduced from t= 1 tot= +1 .Onem ay introduce a perturbation adiabatically
from t= 1 tothepresent pputnottot= +1 ). In this case the response function
is related to the retarded, but not tin e-ordered, G reen’s finction of currents. T his
am ounts to m aking a change’®%’

1 1
| .t + !
n m - 1 n m 1 r
1 1 1227)
=) .+ ;
n m ! i n mt !+ 1
in all form ulas. Hence, or instance,
S
¢ 5=
° 2P
n=3} jm=0 (12 28)
n o
1 1
+ c© 2.
n n ! i n mt+ !+ am @D
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The x-integralin C.5 @), (12.18), can be done to yield

m!1=2 g nm 2_
Com @<= 5 Py e tTIpTGad om)
1 , d 2
Ly " @)= —2" " —("e ) 1229)
n (]
p p—
Cor @)= B3 n+l1cti, @+ nc @ ete:

L, &) is the Laguerre polynom ial. This expression is useful to investigate the
resoonse function at nite ql.
Foraanallmomentum gl 1,onecan expand v, ® ¢gl) In a Taylor series to
nd

% 1 Z
c® @)= ( 13‘”’5 e gk, g = dx v, ®) v ®) ; (12:30)
k=0 : L
where the coe cientsd ¥ ’s are given by
dgm = nm
1 p— P
dl},m=19—§fpm nm 1 m+ 1 ym+19
. 1"p — p— °©
dnmza m (m Vnm 2 @m + 1)pm + m+ 1)Mm + 2) nma+2
3 1 p s
d . ZEP_E m (m 1) m 2)am 3 3m nm 1
p O
+3m + 1777 e m+ D@+ 2)@+3) ames
. 1" — P
d“m:Z m m nm)a 2@m 1) m fm Dnm 2
)
+3Cm+2m+ 1) pm  2@m +3) @+ 1)@+ 2) amaz
p O
+ m + 1) Mm A
5 1 "$p— P
dn = P35 ™ M nef)s Sm 7 mm  2) am 3
2 b— 2 P—0
+5@m + 1) m om 1 5@m + 4dm + 3) m + 1 41
g p— P ©
+ 5m + 2) m+ 1)m+ 3) nme+s m + 1) m HRks
12:31)
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In particular, forn > m,

n 2 o
n n n 1)
Cn(?n) (a)ZZaZE n;erl"'a-4 T n;1'n+1+176 nm+2 T ;
n 2 o
n n n n 1)
Cn(?n) (a)Crﬁn) (a)=a§ nm+1+t a’ = n;rn+l+T nm+2 T ;
n 2 (]
n 3n n n 1)
Cn(%n) (a)2= E n;m+1+a2 T n;m+l+f n;m + 2
,'n@n?+ 5) nm 1)@n 1)
a T n;m+ 1 12 n;m+ 2
noh 1h  2) ©
P e

12:32)
Applying (1232) in (1221), (1223), and (1226), one nds that for an all fre—
quency and m om entum

N Zm 14 12 3 N 3 +
° 7 . s> 4
N 7 1203 ) ©
1= 1+ — — N j@d” +
2 e : 12:33
APy 2 | o ( )
2= — N j@lf +
m leo
2 N Jj - 1 _ 2 nNe
2 ne m 12 N in
W e also note that
- (? ) = N + (12:34)
2 z " 0 2 > m :

There are two notable cancellations In the above formulas. First, n 1, the
dom nant temm isexactly N=2 sothat 1= 1 N =2 ) vanishesatg= ! = 0.
This fact is phrased in the literatrure that the bare Chem-Sin ons term is exactly
cancelled by the one-loop correction. Secondly, , vanishesatg= ! = 0. In

otherwords, the rsttem (diagram (o)) in (12 26) is cancelled by the second tem
(diagram (e)). W e have m entioned about i just below eg. (10.12).
(! ;= 0)'s can be evaluated in a closed form . It is straightforward to nd

NIt
o(tig= 0)= 7=
2 1z
N 12
1ia= 0= —— 75—
N “ 2 (12:35)
1(lig=0)= — —
2 1z
o gy NI tet?
2(!rq_ O)_2_ !g 12
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In the literature these kemels appear In di erent notations. For the sake of
readers’ convenience we have sum m arized them in Tabl 1 below .

Table 1. The com parison ofvarious references. R elationsam ong '’s,
;Qpn,and Q¢ are given by (114), (11.11), and (11.19). At
T + 0, the notation E and  hasbeen adopted in this

article and in ref. 38.

This ref.27 ref.29 ref. 49 ref. 32 ref. 44 ref. 38
article FHL CWWH FH HC HHL RSS
T=0 T#60 T=0 T=0 T#60 |T=0 T60|T=0 T#6O0
10 !'60 !0 !'£0 !'60 '=0 !'=0]!60 !'=0

N 2m
0 > . 0 0
N
1 51 1
n
2 —= @+ )
m
2 2
n
D, + — @ %) K
m
Q. e ’K e ’R,
Q. Rg

13. Phonons and plasm ons

It Pllows from (10.11) or (1021) that the location of poles of the response
function Q, or Q. in the Fourder space determm ines the spectrum of excitations
which coupl to currents J . In SCF they appear as selfconsistent con gurations
in the absence of extermal elds. Indeed,

inJJ'nd = Aext = 0
or (13d)
Q' Jina = @exe =0
has a non-trivial solution Jng & 0) only at (!;q) for which deth1 = 0 or
detQ .= 0.
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From (11.11), 11.17), (11.19), and (1120) one nds that the location ofpoles
are determ ined by

n = (1 0o 2)=20 132)

c= X (1 0 2)+ € o = 2 24'012 S (1 0 2)=0 (133)

for a charged anyon uid.

Solving (132) ora sm allm om entum , Fetter, H anna, and Laughlin rst showed?’
that a neutral anyon uid adm its a phonon excitation and is a super uid. Later
the equation was num erically solved fora nitemomentum In refs. (51) and (55).
T he spectrum in the charged case has been exam ined In ref. (58).

In thisarticlke we con ne ourselvesto the spectra at snallmomentagl 1. For
aneutral uid one can em ploy the formula (12 .33), as is justi ed a posteriori. Since

0=0 (@)
1= 1 =0 (1%;¢)

=0 (%) ;

N|Z

Eg. (132) issolved ora snallmomentum by .= 0,or
2
1=

P p
= NJjldl=h

7 e (13:4)

W e have recovered h in the last relation. Tt is a phonon excitation. T he velociy cg
does not depend on N in this approxin ation RPA, linearized SCF').

In the charged case ! approachesa nievalieasqg! 0.To nd ! (= 0),we
nsert (12.35) into (13.3).M any cancellations take place. One nds,atg= 0,

2 2 12
— (1 0 2)= 3 3
N 1z
2 » 2 |
2 _ :N:e c
e O+ﬁ 2 = 2 > 12 12
*C
et N e 2 12
ﬁ(l 0 2)= > |2(|2 |2)

— =0 : (13:5)
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In other words, the dispersion relation is

r r
j\TjEZ!C_ e’ne

2 m

! @g= 0)= (13:6)
T his is nothing but a plasn on, representing a plaan a oscillation. T here is only one
solution for ! . [The two solutions In ref. (38) are the resul of « (!;0)’s being
approxin ated by « (0;0)’s.]

14. H ydrodynam ic description

In the preceeding sectionsw e have Integrated them atter eld rst, to cbtaine the
e ective theory for the gauge elds. T he kemel which appears in the e ective
action (102) or (10.6) has an In portant physicalm eaning. It appearsin (10.14) as
the coe cient relating gauge eld con gurations to the induced current. In SCF,
for a given gauge eld confuguration a ) (in the neutralcase),

J x)=hj x)i .
0 1) (1441)
= ne dy x ya’'g+ ;

w ith which the eld equation
N
e " f =07 &) 142)

hasbeen solved selfconsistently.

Onecan read eq. (14 2) di erently. It saysthat the Chem-Sin ons eld strengths
are nothing but the currents. The roles of the two equations (14.1) and (142) are
Interchanged. Now the latter gives a relation, w hilke the fom er yields equations for
the currents J  (x).

T he tin e com ponent is the density eld J% ®) = n (x), whilke the spatial com —
ponents de ne the velocity elds v (x) by J¥ = nv¥. The equations orn (x) and
v (x) give the hydrodynam ic description of the system . T his is the view point origi-
nally adopted by W en and Zee3° T he advantage ofthis approach is that everything
is expressed In temm s of m acroscopic physical quantities so that physics is clear—
est. In particular, aswe shall see, it gives an interpretation of a phonon excitation
as a breathing m ode of a density wave, the picture st spelled out by W en and
Zee. Anyon uilds are unigue system s in which the \m icroscopic" RPA or SCF is
equivalent to the \m acroscopic" hydrodynam ic description.

Substitution of (11.4) into eq. (14.) yields, in the linear approxin ation which
drops O [Tna)? ),

J°=n. dgfox o+ DbY 1 ;
(14:3)
= il g o+ " 1 iMab®
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whereb® = £2'.AtT = Oall (!;q'shave nitelimitsat! = q= 0 so thatthe
right sides of (14 .3) are expressed sokely in term s ofthe eld strengthsf . Hence,
w ith the aid of the findam ental dentiy (142),eq. (14.1) givesa set ofdi erential
equations for J (x). W e rem ark that at nite tem perature  develops a 1= polk
so that eg. (14.1) becom es an integraldi erentialequation. W e shall com e back to
this point later.
Eg. (14 3) becom es

0 . 2 1
1Jpg = o l@J; GJing)
. ind mld ind (14:4)
, Rgk = ol I+ 2igIdy

where ;= ; (N=2 ).A solution to (14.4) exsitsonly if 1 ( 1 o 2)= 0
where , =12 4 & ,. 1= 0 isnot pem issble, since the equations would

Imply .= 0aswell, which is incom patble. Hence we have
1 0o 2=0 = (14:5)

This is the same as eq. (132), , = 0. Aswas shown in the previous section,
it adm is a phonon spectrum (13.4). W e also note that eg. (14.4) contains the
continuity equation. Indeed it ollow s from (14 4) that

L (100, qaliy= 0

Herethe fact 16 0 (@t nie ! and q) is in portant.

To recognize that the phonon m ode found In (13 .4) represents a density wave,
we write the equations in tem s of n (x) and v x). In the long wavelength lim i,
onem ay insert (12.33) into (14.4).Since o, ,=0 (1),while ;= 0 (!2?), the kft
sides ofeg. (14 4) give negligble contributions. Hence we have

@1I2, &) @JIL, ()= 0

14:6)
QoJX, &)+ £ @Il &) =0
w ith the continuity equation
@oIpg &) + @Jhy &)= 0 : @4:)

The rstof (14.6) saysthat there isno circulation (vorticity). T he second of (14 .6)
and (14.7) give
@ &eH Il x) =0 ;

Im plying a density wave.
Tt is easy to see that (14.6) resuls by linearizing the hydrodynam ic equation.
The Euler equation for an iddeal uid (W ih no viscosity and them al conductivity)

is
Qv 1
—+ @ r)v= —rP (14:8)
Qt mn
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where P (x) is the pressure

F
P = @— = @—E : (14:9)
QV T Qv s

W e have evaluated the energy densiy E =V at zero tem perature in Sections 6
and 7. In the RPA and SCF

n? NZ
SCF=RPA : E=V —= ; (14:10)
m mV

where N . is the total anyon num ber, and in the H artreeFock approxin ation

1 N2
35 o XN = 1
HF : E=3 m , 14:1)
29 N
— S frN = 2.
32mV
Hence
n2
p=_ in RPA /SCF 14:2)
m
or )
3 1 n?
< E— forN = 1
P = ; m . in Hartree Fock 1413)
29 n
27 ®rN= 2

Substituting (14.12) into (14.8) and keeping only linear term s in n and v, one
nds

@v 2
E B Frn (14:14)
2 Ne ’
=) BT = eav) e’ ;

which isexactly the second equation In (14.6) wih ¢ given by (13.4). T his deriva—
tion dem onstrates that in the HartreeFock approxin ation the sound velocity is
modi ed to?®

8
hp Ne
g orN = 1
4 m
G = (14:15)

g p2_9 hp Ne
T — forN = 2

4 m

Crucial In the above argum ent is the fact that the energy density is given by
(14.10) or (14.11), iIndependent of the number density n. The energy density is
proportional to n?. In the HartreeFock language N j lowest Landau levels are
com pletely lled even for slow Iy varying density n (x). A sn (x) varies, the m agnetic
length 1also vardes such that the particles precisely 1l the space. If one looks at
the m otion ofeach particle (in the half classical picture), the Lam or orbit expands
and shrinks periodically as the density changes. It breathes. W en and Zee called it
the breathing m ode 3°
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15. E ective theory

Thee ective theory ofanyon uidsin tem sofChem-Sin onsand M axwell elds
is obtained by integrating them atter eld () rst. W e have already encountered
it In Sections 9 and 10. It is given by

Le @A) °=15%@+ LE" @)+ Ly @+ ) 15:)
where L§° (@) and LEM @) arede ned in (91):
L5° Rl=

" a@a

LE" B1= =F? + enc

i l—‘J>|Z

Lr @+ eA) summ arizes the e ect ofthem atter eld, and isgiven by (10.6) wih a
replaced by a+ €A :

Lr @+ @)=L @+ ea)+ 1% @+ en) +

1)

LY @+ er)= n @+ ehy) 152)

2)

Le

1
(a+eA)=+E(a(1)+eA ) @™ + en )

In the linear approxim ation of SCF, or equivalently in RPA , higher order term s in
a® + eA are neglected.

T he kemel hasbeen evaluated in Section 12. If one is interested in physics
at a large length scale, can be expanded in a Taylor series in @ . In this section
we shall retain only the m ost dom inant tem s. From (12.33) and (12.34)

N °m
- — 0 . 1
0" 4 2n, P — N 3
g Nid=p— «
N B 2 ne
L= — ﬁ)r]é ¢ (15:3)
z R |1
_ N°? 'e 2 ne
z 2 m

W e note that the linear approxin ation gets better for a larger N j but the low
energy approxin ation (15.3) breaksdown when N jbecom es too large.
Since
N (o) @
Les (@) = neap 4—" a’’'e a ;
all linearterm s in L, @;A) cancelleach other. (114) and (153) inm ediately lead
to

_ N 1
Le @a) 7%= = a%ea® JF?+L7@+en)

@) _ . N, ) M (15:4)
Ly (a+eA)—+4 @’+eA )e @7+ er ) g
N °m N 2

+ (fo5 + €F03)° Y ©" + eB)?

8 2n.
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O r, noticing the cancellation of the bare Chem-Sim ons term , one m ay w rite

_ 1 eN
Le @A)'7%= ZF2 tg " A QfM + eF )
(15:5)
N %m . NZ 5
8Tne (f0j+ eFoj) (b + eB)

(154) or (15.5) is the e ective theory of a charged anyon uid, valid for slow Iy
varying con gurations. It replaces the G inzburg-Landau (G L) free energy forBCS
superconductors. Instead ofthe G L orderparam eter 1 (X) we have Chem-Sin ons
gauge eldsa ). H igher ordertem s, nam ely tem s cubic orquarticin a® + ea,
becom e In portant or large gauge eld con gurations such as vortices, but have not
been evaluated so far.

The e ective theory (154) or (155) was rst derived by Hosotani and
Chakravarty®? for static con gurations at T = 0. There is an altemative way
ofwriting an e ective theory. Introducing a scalar eld (x) in place ofthe Chem-
Sinons ed a (x), Chen et al have w ritten dow n?°

1

Le (GA)WMH = ZFZ + giF15 (— gAp)

1 1

t o= gho)? Eci @  ghAy)? 15:6)

r

N e m

- ; —e

g1 p—32m 92 >

w ith the sound velocity ¢ de ned n (134). It has been known that In spie of
di erent form sboth (15.5) and (15.6) lead to the sam e predictions form any physical
quantities. Sin ilar e ective Lagrangians have been w ritten by Fradkin®3 and by
Banks and Lykken 3¢

Aswe shall see ;n later sections, the e ective theory L. (@;A)T~° can be easily
generalized to nite tem perature. There we shall nd that not only the coe cients
n LF(Z) @+ eA) becom e T -dependent, but also a new in portant temm proportional
to (@g + eh)? willtum up.

W e notice that the e ective theory L. @;A)T~° neatly summ arizes the self-
@

consistent eld (SCF) m ethod. E quations derived by taking variationsovera = (x)
and A () are
N
L
2 "R = g
QF =-ed,,
no o 15:7)
@)
J . x)= — L @+ eh)+
d F
" a™ (%)

= @™ +en )+ ol@™+ en)]
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The last equation which expresses the induced current J, , in tem s of the two

gauge eldsa and A may be viewed as a new London equation. The rst and
second equations lead to an identity

eN @
1 " £t =@ F ; (15:8)
or in the com ponent form
N -
2—b = divE CEk = FOk)
(15:9)
eN

Z_fOk_ “T@E 1+ @B ;

w ith which Chem-Sin ons eldsm ay be elin inated. W e note that the identiy (15.8)
or (15.9) isvalid beyond the linear approxin ation. It is ndeed a direct consequence
resulting from the general structure of (15.1), the m inin al gauge couplings.

For slow Iy varying con gurations

2
m@j(foj-l— eFoy) +

e (15:10)
N2 k1, 1
Q0% + eB) +
2 m

N
Tha &) = + o= O + eB)

Jia &) = +— N (fo1+ eF o)

W ith the aid of (15.9) we elin lnate Chem-Sin ons elds to obtain

n O 2N 2nm
er?]d = divE 7, divE
e
N m e’N m
@y (rotE) + B +
2 ne ene
(15:41)
n SN
eJTha = ®E, + ‘@B > m “leB
e“N N
+ kg, — ke, divE)+
2 m

whererotE = @E, @&E;.Noticethatthedom nantterm sin Eq. (15.10) represent
an integer quantum Halle ect in the system .2

Inserting (15.11) into the M axwell equations

divE = eJ?
o o (15:12)
QE| + @B = eJig 7
one recognizes that the term s in parenthesis £ g In (15.11) exactly cancell the ft
sides of the M axwell equations. Crucial n this cancellation is the fact that the
coe cient ofthe induced Chem-Sinonstem fra '’ + eA i (15 4) is exactly the
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negative of the coe cient ofthe bare Chem-Simonstem fora .W e thusarrive at
equations

1 2 rep NP or @y (rotE) = 0
r iv o (T =
e’ne 2 ne e’ne 1513)
2 . N
Ex o @k (leE) - @kB =0
e‘m m

which describe electrom agnetic elds in anyon uids.

16.M eissnere ectat T = 0

W e exam Ine a response of a charged anyon uid to an extemalm agnetic eld.
If the anyon uid is a superconductor, a su ciently sm allm agneic eld must be
expelled from the system . Tt m ust have a M eissner e ect.

W e shall show that it is indeed the case at lrastat T = 0 within RPA and SCF'.
T here are two ways to dem onstrate it, one In the realcon guration space w ith an
extermalm agnetic eld applied outside the body, and the other by introducing a
test current ofa —function type In the m idddl of the body. The form er approach
corresponds to solving the G inzburg-L.andau equation in the BC S superconductors,
whereas the latter to a lhear response theory.”® W e discuss both.

F irst we suppose that an anyon uid occupies a halfplane (x; 0; 1 <x<
+1 ) and an externalm agnetic eld is applied such that B3 = B (x) = Bt POor
x1 < 0. Theproblem isto detem ine them agnetic eld con guration B x) = B (x1)
nside the anyon uid. O ne expects dam ping behaviourB (x;) / exp( x= ) ifthe
anyon uid is a superconductor.

In this section we considera \su ciently sm all" B .. W e expect that deviations
ofboth Chem-Sin ons and M axwell elds from the ground state values are snall
so that Eq. (1513) may be emplyed. Together with the boundary condition
B (0) = Bext, themagnetic eld B (x1) (X1 > 0) inside the system is determm ined.

For con gurations under consideration, Eq. (15.13) becom es

1 = @2 g i Q.E 0
&n, ! 2 ne e
2 N (16:1)
E — _@%E — B =0
1 ezm 151 m 1
E2=0

At this point one has to exam Ine num erical values of various param eter. W e give
a summ ary of num erical values in Sections 18 and 20. It w illbe seen that to very
good accuracy (16.J1) is approxin ated by

m

e’ne

1 @ B 0
B, 0 162)

E2:0
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Hence the solution is

B (X1)= Bexte #1= ﬁ)rxl >0

r

o (16:3)

e’ne

The m agnetic eld is exponentially dam ped from the surface. The charged anyon
uld exhbisa M eissnere ect at T = 0. T he penetration depth coincides w ith the
London penetration depth In BCS superconductors. The persistent current ow s
along the boundary.
Next we shall exam ine the sam e problem in the linear response theory. W e
In agine that a charged anyon uid occupies the entire space in the x; x, plane. W e
Introduce an external current ofa —function type at x = 0:

ell.®) = 2By (1)
0 1 (16:4)
Jext (X) = Jext (X) = O
which generate an externalm agnetic eld
Bext ®) =By &) : 16:5)
In the m om entum space
el (i = 2B, @7 () @
Bt (1) = — 72, (1)
e I T g Heee B (16:6)

1
Aixt(! ;q): geJezxt(! ;q) 7 Agxt= Aéxt= 0
il
The response of the system to an extemal perturbation is described by the
response function Q . detem ined in the preceeding sections. The relation to the
Induced current is given by (1021):

linear _

Jing @P+en )=0Q. ™" : 16:7)

For the con guration (16.6)

2
0 02 A2 _ & o022
Jind = Qc eAext - % Q c Jext
Jha= 0 (168)
&2
2 _ 22 2 _ 22 -2
Jind - Qc eAext - % Q c Jext
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Atthispoint weneed to evaluateQ . for! = 0, = 0,and amallgg = g. W e

notice that
0; 17 2=0(1)

0 @)
O (1)

2
1 o 2=0 ()
Hencein . In (11.17),only the second and fourth tem s are relevant. E xplicitly

H

<

N
Il

o
N
Il

PN 2 1 2
c % > 1+ EZNJ'(QDZ+ Eq2+0(q4)
169
e? N 2 2 e
? 5 @+ CI2)

In the second line we have suppressed num erically negligble temm s. is given in
163).

From (11.19)
22 _ 1 2, 2
Q= —1£f 2+e& (7] 0o 2)9g
C
.. n o
iq 2 2
Q¥ = —= 1+ — 0o 2)
c . N 1
Tt is straightforward to see that in our approxin ation
22 g 1
Qc g 72
1+ o
. (16:10)
09 N L
c 4e'ne 4, 2q2
T he total current in the presence of the perturbation (16.4) becom es
2 2 2
Jiort = Jina T Jéxe
2
e
= l gQi2 Jezxt
il (16:11)
¢
2
- 2 Jext

il

N otice that J2,, vanishesat g = 0, ie.the extemalcurrent is com pletely shielded.
T he totalm agnetic eld is given by

i 2
Biot (17q) = — edg,
qu (16:12)
= 2B——— @9 () @
1+ g
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so that in the con guration space
B &) =B, (e & 16:13)

W e have reproduced the sam e result as In (16.3). The M eissner e ect is com plete
atT = 0 Pra su ciently an allextemal eld.

For com plkteness we look at a response to an extemal static charge: J2,. 6 0,
JE.= 0.0ne ndsthat, fr! = 0,

1 d
¥ = —ff o+ (I o 29 Z (16:14)
C
N oticing
1
0 0
Aext: geJext ’
we nd that )
e
Jpa=0lenl = 023, 3. (16415)

ext — qg
An extemal charge is com pltely shielded, as it should.

17.T 6 0 { hom ogeneous elds

Thebehaviourofanyon uidsat nite tem perature is particularly interesting to
know . In a sense the behaviour ofanyon uids at zero tem perature is very sim ilar
to that of conventional super uids or superconductors. For instance, a charged
anyon uid exhibitsa M eissnere ect for su ciently sm allm agnetic eldsw ith the
sam e penetration depth as in BC S superconductors. It is very di cul to see an
e ect of the unique structure of the ground state, nam ely the com plete lling of
Landau lkevels in the H artreeFock approxin ation. (T here isa tiny e ect ofP —and
T wviolation, which we shallbrie y touch on in Section 23.)

W hat would happen at nite tem perature? D oes a charged anyon uid behave
quitedi erently from BC S superconductors? Isa charged anyon uid really a \high"
T. superconductor? W e shall show in this and follow ing sections that there is an
indication that a charged anyon uid has T. around 100 K, but not around 5 K or
1000 K . A fter all the m ost in portant feature of ocbserved high T. superconductors
(cuprate superconductors) is that they have T, 50 100K.

How is the order of a charged anyon uid destroyed? In this respect it is suit-
abl to consider e ects of both nite m agnetic elds and tem perature.?* Recall
that at zero tem perature w ith no extemal elds Landau levels w ith respect to the
Chem-Sim onsm agnetic eld are completely lled in the HartreeFock approxin a—
tion. Particlks, or holons, feel only the sum of Chem-Sin ons and M axw ell gauge

elds. T hey interact w ith the gauge elds in the com bination ofa + eA

If an extemaluniform m agnetic eld B oyt is applied in the direction perpendic—
ularto the two-din ensionalplane, to the st approxim ation, particles feelthe total
m agnetic eld bioe = b® + eB oyt, w ith which the Landau Jevels are not com pletely
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lled any m ore. Ifthe relative sign between b and eB o4t is negative, less states are
avaibble per Landau level so that som e perticles m ust be put in the higher energy
level. O n the other hand, ifthe relative sign is positive, m ore states are available so
that there appear vacant states in the top 1lled level. Hence, if the com plete 1lling
were essential or superconductiviy, an extemalm agnetic eld would destroy it.

Sin flarly, at nite tem perature, the levels are not com plktely lled due to ther—
m alexcitations. Superconductivity should be destroyed at su ciently high tem per-
ature.

The anaysis at nie elds and tem perature, however, is com plicated by the
plausible breakdow n ofthe approxin ation in which hom ogeneouscon gurationsare
supposed. It is lkely that a nite uniform extemalm agnetic eld creates vortices
In anyon uids, giving rise to inhom ogeneous, though pattemed, con gurations. At

nie tem perature vortex-antivortex pair creation would becom e In portant.

E ectsofvortex formm ation hasbeen exam ined by K itazawa and M urayam a>° i
the case of neutral anyon uids. T hey have argued that vortices bring a stability
to the super uidiy of neutral anyon uids. At the m om ent the existence of real
(electrom agnetic) vortices In charged anyon uids is yet to be established.

In this and follow ing sections we shall exam ine e ects of nite elds and tem —
perature, ignoring contributions of vortices. T his is a drastic approxin ation, which
has to be In proved In future. However, we shall nd that even in this approxin a—
tion anyon uidsexhibit interesting behaviourwhich is quite di erent from that of
conventional (type I) superconductors. Som e of the behaviour w ill be m odi ed by
the Incorporation ofvortices, but all this is certainly essential for iill understanding
ofanyon wuids.

The rstevaluation of nitetem peraturee ectsin them odelunder consideration
was given by RandparD aem i, Salam, and Strathdee3® Hetrick, Hosotani, and
Lec’® subsequently con m ed their resul, discussing m ore physical in plications
w ith addiionale ects of nie elds. Laterm any authors, particularly, Fetter and
Hanna,*’ recovered the sam e resul by di erent m ethods.

T he evaluation consists of tw o parts. F irst therm odynam ic quantities are evalu—
ated foruniform eld con gurationsat nitetem perature, from which selfconsistent
uniform eldsaredetem ined. Secondly, inhom ogeneousdeviationsofthe elds from
the selfconsistent uniform con guration are incorporated in perturbation theory at

nie tem perature.

W ith a uniform magnetic elds b©® and B ©, Landau lkvels are form ed w ith
respect to b + eB @, In this section we suppress the superscript ©) to sin plify
the notation. Tt w illbe recovered w hen inhom ogeneous con gurations are exam ined
in Section 19. T he num ber of states per area per Landau level is

Jo+ eB J

ng = — 17:1)
which de nes the m agnetic length
5 1
1B) = — : 172)
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Energy levels are given by

1 1
n = — ; _ = 0;1;2; : 17
®B) n+ 5 1B ) mh=20 ) 17:3)

O ne of Chem-Sin ons equations in plies that

2 Ne
b= 17:4)
N

is still valid. T herefore the 1lling factor asa whole is

Ne 5 N b
=—=2n kF —
ng b+ eB
) 17:5)
=¥Nj 1+ 5
J b
For #B=bj 1,
, N eB
=N3j 1 > + : 17:6)
ne

W e keep the above de nition of atT 6 0.
The distrbution function ,, at leveln wih the second index p (de ned in
Section 6) is given by
1
T Ty C a7:7)
where and T are the chem ical potential and tem perature, respectively. The
chem icalpotential is xed by the condition
1 X
Ne = v ap ° 17:8)
n;p

The summ ation over p gives V=2 P, as ism ost easily seen in the Landau gauge.
Hence

=21 a= a: (17:9)

n=0

T he energy density E and entropy density S are given by

1 X
E= — n n
n;p
2 n2X 1
= — n+ — n
m n
1 X 17:10)
S = - fn]n n+(l n)]n(l n)g

X
= — fon o+ (@ n)In(@d n)g
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T he free energy density F B ] is
FBI=E TS : (17:11)

A good approxin ation to , isobtained by exam ining num ericalvaliesofvarious
param eters. A s we shall see in the next section, with typical valies ofm 2mg
and ng 2 18 am 2,

2 nNe 2
n J
1 2 n. 5 17:12)
—b= —— — 1200T
e NjJ N3
W ith this choice, T, willtum out about 100 K . In otherwords, with N = 2 and

forT < 200K and B < 30 T, the ling factor isvery close to N jand them al
excitations are appreciable only to the N Fth Landau lvel:

(
1 forn NJ 2
n (17:13)
0 forn N+ 1

Hence Eqg. (17.9) becom es
x Ni= oy DA ny (L7:14)

Tt is called the two-level approxin ation. T he condition for its validity is

e 7 1: @745)
Since
—_— l - — l .
W31 o =g )Ty 1 0 FIT o 2oy eT g 1
Eqg. (17.14) is solved by
z (X;T) 1 e (N 3 )=T
1 i — 17:16)
= 1+ x%sinh® —  xcosh— ;
1 x 2T 2T

which determ ines the chem icalpotential with given T and B. Note that isa
function ofB .)
In particular,
T)= N3 atB =0 : @7:17)

T here isno T -dependence In the two-Jlevel approxim ation. T he correction hasbeen
evaluated by RandparD aem iet al. to be®®

T .
B=0=33 —Se X 7+ ; (17:8)
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which is exponentially am all.
Wealoremark that T ! 0 lm it is singular, as can be seen from the presence
of sinh ( =2T ) orcosh( =2T ) In (17.16). At zero tem perature for an all kj

(
F3 3 orx < 0
T =0)= 17:19)

3+ 3) Prx> 0

w hich also follow s from the consideration ofthe Ferm ilevel. T hem odynam ic quan-—
titiesat T = 0 have a singularity at x = 0. W e shall com e back to thispoint In the
next section.

Let usde ne 1

- e ————— 1720
WIT e=2my ( )

In temm s of which the energy and entropy density in the two-Jevel approxin ation
are given by

E_Zninlj\lf+j\l,1 . ©
2m 2 b o
n n
s= = n +@ Hhna ) 1721)
(@]
+ x) In( x)+ (1 + x)In( + X)

T here are tw o param eters, x and T . Forexperin entally availablem agnetic elds
we alwayshave kj 1l.However,z(x;T) In (17.16) dependson T sensitively w ith
gn all, nite x. Ikt iseasy to see that

D kj 1ikje™ 1
) B 1 !
z FI1m o —ary N7 ey
2) %3 1;xje ™ 1 : 4722
x>0 Z:;e =2t j\]jlzl N= X
x< 0 : z= xe T Ng1=1+x w3=0

N ote that w ith the num ericalvalues (17.12) the boader Iine de ned by kje 2T = 1
isgiven by, orN = 2,

X = 6 10 B = 10 3G T= 60K
X = 6 10° B 10 G T 74 K
x= 83 10’ B 1255 G T = 100K 1723)
X = 6 10° B= 10"3¢G T = 146K
X = 6 103 B= 10"°¢G T = 279K
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Tt is interesting that the crossover takes place around 70 { 150 K for m oderate
m agnetic elds. However, it should be bome in m ind that the above resul is in the
approxin ation which ignores contrbutions of vortices.

For com plteness w e evaluate the speci c heat (per volum e) and pressure in the
tw o—level approxin ation. From (1721) one nds

QE 2n? @
S = - 1724
v QT v ’m QT v ( )
& follows from (17.16) and (17 20) that
@ B 1
QT v 2T2 ze =T+ 1)@z 'e 2T+ 1)
1725)

x sinh ( =2T)
Il + %2 sinh? ( =2T )32

T he expression for the pressure at nite x is lengthy. The result orx = 0 is
sinple.

_ QF
Qv T
1726)
2 nZ L e 2n§+2neT
N fm 2 CAVAR¢ N Fm NJ 1

Insertion of (1720) wih z = 1 shows that the two term s In the last parenthesis
cancell each other. Hence

2
Ne

2
P = 1+ — at x=0: 1727
m N3

T here resultsonly a tiny correction. H ow ever, thism ay be an artifact ofthe uniform
eld approxim ation. W e shall see In Section 21 a sign of Instability in a neutral
anyon uid.

18. de H aas { van A Iphen e ect in SCF

Charged anyon uids have the structure of Landau levels, and therefore should
exhibit a de Haas { van A Jphen e ect®® when extemalm agnetic elds are applied.
O f course, an in plicit assum ption is that the system rem ains uniform in the pres—
ence ofuniform elds, which is probably not true even w ith a m odest extemal eld.
Observed high T. superconductors are of type II, ie. vortices are form ed. Never—
theless, it is worthwhile to exam ine how the system respond to extermal elds in
the uniform eld approxin ation. W e shall see that the M eissnere ect at T = 0
for su ciently sn all elds can be understood as a part ofa de Haas { van A Iphen
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e ect, and that an in portant departure from the M eissner e ect ofthe BC S type
results both at m odest extemal elds and at nite tem perature.*

In the previous section we have evaluated in the two-level approxin ation the
energy and entropy densities as functions of tem perature T and m agnetic eld B .
In tem s ofthe free energy dnesity F = E =~ TS, the m agnetization is given by

@F (T;B)
M iB)= —— 18:1
(T;B) B (18:1)
B isthetotalm agnetic eld (m agnetic induction). T he relation to an extemal eld
(them odynam ic eld) H is given by

B=H+M (I;B) 182)

which de nes a relation between H and B .
Let us see rst what happens in the T ! 0 lim it in the uniform eld approxi-
mation. Themean eld energy density is easily com puted to be

2 . .
E(0:B)= neo, N3 )(2 N3 D
m
n? EB j eB 2
i | (N5 1
m o, NIy Do 183)
8
<¥XNj 1 Nj NeB > 0),
for
N3 Nij+1l @eB <O0).

N otice the appearance of £B jin the expression. T he energy density has a cusp at
B = 0,aswas rst noticed by Chen et al?® The m agnetization is und to be

ene o eB
12NN g 1—

eB >0 M ©O;B)=
2m 2 Ne

(18:4)

ene e eB
eB < 0 M O;B)=+ 1+ 2N N3 1)
2m 2 Ne

Tt has a discontinuity at B = 0. The m agniude decreases from the valueM (0;0 )
as B j lnhcreases. For magnetic elds available in laboratories, we always have
BB =2 n.j 1. Therefore, to good accuracy

(eB>O

for : (18:5)
eB < 0

ene

2m

M 0;B) =

This is nothing but a de Haas { van A Iphen e ect. (See Fig. 10.) The only
di erence from the standard one is that even In the absence ofm agnetic eld B =

65



Yutaka Hosotani

0), we have a Chem-Sin onsm agnetic eld % 0) such that we are at the Integer
Iling = N j. Them agnetization reaches itsm aximnum Fhe=2m at discontinuous
points.

Fig.10 B vsM asT varies. (@) AtT=0. (b) Form oderate B as T varies.

W hat does thismean? W hen an extemalm agnetic eld H is applied in the
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direction perpendicular to the plane, the solution to Eq. (182) is

H B =H+H); M =+H?;
B2 B B= 0; M= H; (18:6)
B =H H; M = H?;

= : 18:7)

So long as H j< H 2, there isnomagnetic eld B = 0) n buk. T is a M eissner
e ect. However, if 1 jexceeds H g, a part of the externalm agnetic eld penetrates
Inside the anyon uid. (SeeFig.11.) A sa consequence ofthe de Haas { van A Iphen

e ect, there isthem aximum for M I

Fig.1l1 H vsB asT varies.

O foourse, allof these results have been obtained in the uniform approxin ation.
In reality the form ation of vortices would invalidate the above picture. T hen arises
a question which one is smaller, H o; orH 2.

So far all quantities are de ned in the e ective two-dim ensional space. W e
have been supposing that three-din ensionalm aterial has a layered structure w ith
Interplanar spacing d 5A . Two-din ensional quantities (denoted by ( )g=2) are
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related to three-din ensional quantities (denoted by ( )g=3) by

¢ 1 .+t 1

4 d=2_181_d:3_ 137 d
Bg-2= dBg-3 (18:8)
by-2= by-3
nd=? = gnd=?

Hence the Chem-Simn onsm agnetic eldbin (17.4) and the critical e]dHSJ'n (18.7)
are given by

r__
1 1 1 _,
—b = b:l=2 = — ne
e d=3 €4=3 N 189)
0 1=2 ;; 0 ° ng™’ '
_ = _ e
H a=3 H )a=2 o

The hole density n¢=? and ng= 3, and the spacing d arem easured directly. T yp—
icalvalues are
nd?=@a 5 1b'a ?

n=3*= ¢ 10 18'an °3 (18:10)
d=5A=5 10°%m

W e also note the conversion form ulas:

51 10ev =26 10°cm *

me=
16 =1779 10 an ?= 6903 10°%ev? (18:1)
1K = 8617 10°ev=4367m *

The e ectivemassm is not directly m easurable. It can be xed from observed
values for the penetration depth at T = 0 or T.. (T, is discussed in Section 22.)
Recalling (163), one nds

s s
(T 0) n n 18:12)
€3 ,na=? & ,nd™? '
T herefore
_ d=3 2
m =4 ng o) - (18:13)

If one substitutes the values (18.10) and
(0) = 1400A =) m= (14 69 m. : (18:14)
W e shall see In Section 22 that
T. 100K =) m= @1 5m : (18:15)
(Indeed, the ratio n%~*-m isrelated to (0) or T..)
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Upon m aking use of (18.13),Hg can be w ritten as

. 11
He= P= "0p
b he 1 (18116)
=9 - -
2e 4 07

In the G inzburg-Landau theory of conventional superconductors of type IT H ; is
approxin ately given by”®

Ha = ; 18:17)
where is a ocoherence length. If one uses the GL param etrization to high T.
superconductors, one typically nds®® = 100 sothat m( = )  4:%. In other

words,
roughly H? Hy 18:18)

The values orb and H ? in three dim ensions are

d=2
ne

! b= 2 12 1o
e N 2 10%am 2
(18:19)
nd=3 2m
HO= = ° 66 G
© 4 1@ 3 m
O r, w ith the aid of (18.16) one has
,  1400A °
e = 0 47G (1820)

The Chem-Sin onsm agnetic eld ishuge ( 1000 T), but Hg tums out to be
In amodedst range ( 50 G).The rough equality (18.18) suggests that vortices are
form ed in anyon uids, and that the uniform m agnetic eld inside the uid, B i
(18.6), m ay represent the average eld over the vortex lattice.

T he huge m agniude of b m ight be related to H ., of high T. superconductors
at T = 0, which is known to be much larger than 100 T . Related to the huge
Chem-Sim onsm agnetic el is the energy spacing in the Landau level.

d=2
2 ng

m P N
> om. a2 1821)
" m T T 800K 024ev):

G eneralization to nite tem perature (T € 0) is straightforward. M agnetization
M (T;B) isdetem ined by (18.1) wih (1721). Then, theB vsH relation is found
from (182).W e have given the result n Figs. 10 and 11.

69



Yutaka Hosotani

A s is seen from the gures, m agnetization alom ost vanishes around 100 K . This
is presum ably related to the phenom enon observed in (17 23), and therefore need
m ore elaboration by incorpolating vortices.

19. T 6 0 { inhom ogeneous elds

The e ective action or free energy at nite team perature can be evaliated In
perturbation theory. O ne way is to w rite down the partition fiinction in the path
Integral representation aswe did in Section 9 for T = 0. T his am ounts to rotating
atine tto an maghary tine = it (0 = 1=T) w ith appropriate bound-
ary conditions on the elds Inposed. In other words, we have M atsubara’s nie
tem perature G reen’s functions in place of tin e-ordered G reen’s functionsat T = 0.

M ost of the argum ents In Sections 9 { 11 rem ain intact, provided that the
frequency ! is replaced by M atsubara frequency i!',. [!'n = 2n T or @n+ 1) T
for bosons or ferm ions, regpectively, where n is an integer.] In particular, the
decom position (11.4) of the kemel in tem s of ’s, and the relation (11.11) or
(11.19) between ’s and the response function Q , or Q. are valid after the W ick
rotation. However, one should note that all these are for -ordered M atsubara’s
G reen’s functions so that to relate them to, for instance, a response function in real
tin e, one need to m ake necessary transform ations. T here are also studies in the
reaktin e ©m alisn of nite tem perature G reen’s fiinctions.>?

Again we integrate the ferm ion eld rst to obtain the e ective theory for
Chem-Sinons and M axwell elds. W e expand the gauge elds around constant
m agnetic elds. In the Landau gauge

&)= Bx+a"* )
1941)
A*&)= B9x+ AW )
w here
p© = 2 De 192)
N

and B © is a constant background m agnetic eld. A ccording to (17.1) { (17.5)

1 2 n
o) 67+ eB %)= 5= —— 19:3)
Thefermjonpartofth%Hamﬂtonjanjs
n o
1
Helet+ eAl= dx E‘Dk YOx )+ @t ehy) ¥ (194)

whereDy = @ 1@ + eA¥). W e decom pose it Into the free and interaction parts:

He[a+ eA]=H0+ Hint=H0+V1+V2

Z
1
Ho=H B9+ ern©@1= ng(Dk YO« )
Z . (19:5)
i
vi= ax —allfY R 0k Y grh Y

1 Wk
dx o - @ )7 7

<
N
I
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where
o _ .
) X5 Aior = A0 + Ay ;
D=8 x1i1 N )= ;
X Lk

— 5Dk Lk
ot — a + eA

T he m atter part of the free energy w ith given static (t-independent) gauge eld
con gurations is de ned by

e Felrenl - TYcanonical © Helren] : (19:6)

In the previous section we have evaluated the zeroth order free energy:

e Fo

= TTcanonical € Ho 19:7)
In these form ulas the trace is taken over states with a xed num ber of particls,
ie. over a canonical distrbution. One can consider, nstead, a grand canonical
distrbution to de ne the them odynam ic potential .:

e ebterl_ q,.. @HEcbter] W)
(19:38)
e= Fe Ne
w here Z
N= ax ¥
(19:9)

Ne=n.v = ifi

}Qi:TrQe(e He N)

W e have adopted notation N for the number operator to distinguish i from the
coe cient of the Chem-Simonstem , N .

The origihal com putation of ref. (38) was perform ed for a grand canonical
distrbution. I view of the ne-dependence of H, through b®, a perturbation
theory fora canonicaldistribution wasem ployed in ref. (44). So long asm acroscopic
physical quantities are concemed, there arises no di erence between the two. Even
at the diagram level there is not m uch di erence except ©Or a m inor change in the
ferm ion propagator.

In this article we adopt a perturbation theory fora grand canonicaldistribution,
which is summ arized in the book of Abrikosov et al.’” W e outline the argum ent i
the operator form alism , supplem enting expressions In the path integral form aliam .

W e de ne nite tem perature H eisenberg eld operators by

@
e (=M 0 Oix) = &)
+@£ (;x)=M ( ;%) 0;x)= &) (19:10)
1 2
M = _Dk+ a0+ er

2m
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where () and Y (x) are the operators in the Schrodinger representation .
If the Ham iltonian H. is -independent, then the equations can be Integrated

as .

(ix)=e He M) ye @e M)
14

@
N N if —H.=0 : (19:11)
(;x)=e ® ¥ veye ®H ) @
At this point we m ake one technical generalization. W e allow that gauge elds

Y anda Y m ay depend on , provided that they are periodic w ith a period

a‘(
a® (ix)+ea® (x)=a™ Oix)+ ea ™ (O;x) : (19:12)

W e assum e that the zeroth order parts are -independent.) This is a technical
device which enables us to probe dynam ical properties, nam ely tim e-dependent
phenom ena, ofthe system at nite tem perature, through appropriate analytic con-
tinuation.
T he transform ation m atrix for a general -dependent H. is de ned by
Z

2
U(z2i1)= T exp d He() N) ; (2> 1) (19:13)
1
where T indicates the -ordering. The speci cation of the ordering is necessary,
since He ( );He 0)]6 0 or -dependent gauge elds. By de nition

U (35 2)U(2;1)=0U (35 1) (3> 2> 1) : (19:14)
FurtherU ( ) U ( ;0) satis es
—U()= @®E() N)U()
@@ (1945)
@—U<>1=+U()1(He(> N)

In tem sofU ( ), Eqg. (19.10) is ntegrated to yield

(;x)=U()" ®U()
(19:106)

(;x)=U ()" Y®)U ()
Indeed,

@ R
@« U()' ®U()=U()'[ ®;H() NI1U()

=U()'M ®U()
=M (;x)

In the last equality we have m ade use of the fact that the di erential operator M
commuteswih U ( ).
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The next step is to Introduce the interaction representation. W ih the free
Ham iltonian Hg In (19.5), eld operators n the Interaction representation are de—
ned by

~ ~

me(x)=e @ T ye @ M)
R R 19:17)
me(ix)=e 0 T Yeye G0 )
T he transform ation m atrix in the interaction representation is given by
Z
S()=T exp d °Hie (9
0
A N (19:18)
Hpe()=e® THpee @ 0
= Huntel me( jX); me( jx); @+ er)( )]
T he fundam ental operator identity is
U()=e ® Mig() . (19:19)
T he diagram m ethod is developed on the basis of (19.19). Let us denote
e "=Tre ®o M)
A (19:20)
l’QiO=TrQe (o Hot+t N
W e de ne the Euclidean e ective action Ir a+ eA ]by
e BRI Try () : 1921)
Taking a trace of (19.19), one nds
ERhterl= o hbhs ()i
The B loch-D e D om inics theorem is applied to hS ( )i, leading to
n o
b+ erl= o ()i 1 1922)

w here the subscript ¢ Indicates that only connected diagram sbe taken into account.
For static gauge eld con gurations, one has

1 11’1 @)
e=—Ig= o — bs()i 1 rstatica+ eA : (1923)

T he path integralrepresentation is cbtained for TrU ( ) In (1921) by the stan—
dard technique:

7, Z Z
e I ater] _ D D exp d dx Lela+ €Al
B«LC: 0
1 (1924)
Le= —+—D, Dy + (@+ey )
2m
BC:: (;x)= O;x) 7 (ix)= i)
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A s it stands, this expression is form ally obtained from (10.1) by W ick-rotating the
tin e axis through 90 degrees and in posing the antiperiodic boundary condition
on the ferm ion elds. O ne should rem em ber however that the rigorous derivation
follow s from (1921), and that the expression (1924) is for grand canonical distri-
butions.

T he free propagator for the ferm ion eld  isde ned by
G ®;¥i1 2)= M [ e ®i 1) e i 2)l O< 1;2< ): (1925)
Tt iseasy to see
G &jy; )= GE&jy; + ) fr < <0 : 1926)
In the Landau gauge, analogously to (12.5),we nd

1 5 s - X % 2 ¥
G iV - _ e ip(x1 yi1)=Li
(x Yy ) I, e Vn 1 Vh 1
c(a o nl) 1 Pr 0< < 1927)
a () for <
et BV Gx  y; )
Here
1
x;y) = (0 )E X1 V)&t y2)
X 1 Z, N
Go ;i ) > 7 dze "7 vz z&)wmE+ z2&)]
n ' 1928)
e (n ) n( ) 1 for 0< <
n () for < <0
k)= M)
- - *2
2 21

Asin the T = 0 case, the G reen’s function G x;y; ) is not m anifestly translation
Invariant, but is lnvariant up to a gauge transfom ation.
In the Fourder space

lX z dp
G ;o)== —— Go('l3p)e il, +ipx
O(>< ) . (2 )2 O( rp)

Z Z
Golleip) = d  dxG,x; )dt:r px

0

Z (1929)
Xl l dXz ipy x2
B ., .+ 1 ° Vi 11+ 2 (2) v 1l 2 ()]
- r n

where 1. = 2rt 1
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W e also note that

h x; ) &; )i0=§(x;x;0 )

X 1 1 5 1 X .
= ) > 1dZVn(Z) n()_212n n (19:30)
= n.
Sin flarly
h R Dy i=0 : (19:31)

(1930) and (19.31) appear in the rst oxrder perturbation.

Asin (10.6), one can expand the Euclidean e ective action Iz in a power series
ofa® + en @)

Ir b+ eA]

= 0ot dxnef@+ ey X)

1 1) (1)
dxdyﬁ(a+eA) ® g & yl@+ter) )+

(19:32)
Z
= 0t dxnef@ + €ly) x)
1x Z do 1
- i C ) §(a+ ea)P( p . P+ er)V )+
where 7 7 7
x= (1;X) 7 vy= (25y) i dx = d dx

r
p= (!r;p) 7 !rz—

A relationship between  and the response function at nite tem perature can
be found easily. Let us denote

30( ix) = (7x) (;x)
;n o (19:333)
ixX) = P (;x) P (;x) D (;x) (7x):

Then from (1913) and (19.16) it follow s that

TrU ()

= Tru(; ) j&)Uu ;0
& ( ;%)

TrU ( ;0){3( iX)

h:{JO( ;xi 0 TrU ()
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so that
+ eA \
ket ]=+h§°( %L
& ( ix)
(19:34)
E b+ en] X .
—————= h ;xa e
& ( x) g7 (X))
O bviously {
hy ( ;x)pi=h) ®)i for statica+ eA: (19:35)
W e denote the them alaverage of the induced current by
. —h{ e Vi 0 . K
Jind( IX)_ 7 ( ,X)l Ne . (19.36)
M aking use of (19.32) and (19.34), one nds
Z
Ting &) = dy ; & y)@+ern)V )+ ;
or in the Fourdier space
Jpg LziP) = 5 (leip) @+ eA)P (1 p) + : 19:37)

A s in the zero tem perature case, the selfconsistent eld approxin ation (SCF) is
de ned by Eqg. (1937) and the eld equations for the gauge eldsw ith the source
replaced by the them alaverage hy ( ;x ).

O f course, for general -dependent eld con gurations, appropriate analytic
continuation of the eld equations is necessary. In this article we m ostly restrict
ourselves to physics for static con gurations (! , = 0), orwhich eld equations are
the sam e asthose at T = 0. In particular, the response functions Q, and Q. are
de ned In the sameway asat T = 0, by ntroducing static extemal elds. In the
linear approxim ation, in which higher order tem s in (19.37) are neglected, one has

J linear _ Q aext or Qc aext . (19.38)

ind n

The relation among ,Q ,,and Q. ram ainsintact or !, = 0. (T he relation isvalid
even for !, 6 0 upon the substitution ! ! i!..)
W e exam ine the current conservation:

d N
i@—§°< ;x)=U ()'iH<() N;39P&®1U0 ()
=U()!' nifE) U ()
(@+ehA) ()
= rkék( IX)
Hence @
i@— §°+ rk§k= 0 : (19:39)
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For the kemel it in plies that

0 k

ity s m g =0=1i,." m» ;° : (19:40)

Other relationssuch as ; @)= ; ( p) ramain intact. T he decom position of
g isgiven by

W)= §

g (i) = +ilbg §  dpa §
. . . 19:41)
é (Ppja)=+1lpqy o+ 1%k 7
ék (eia)=  w!Z % wle 1 @ % g% 5
where all j’sare functionsof ! 2 and g only. In a frame g = (g;0)
0 , 1
o 5 iag +ig
. c
g = % ilyg § 12 B B A (19:42)
igf o+t i 20 & 3
M athem atically
e = W) k= ok e (19:43)

AsinhtheT = 0 case, we need to evaluate one loop diagram s in Fig. 8 in Section
10 to nd ; . Computations are com pletely parallel to those In Section 12. The
diagram (@) yields the lineartem in (1932). The diagram () yields

() Jk k .
e = X h 1. =

m m

g De (19:44)

For the diagram s (c), d), and (e), the phase factor (x;y) In the propagator
G (x;v), (1927), com plktely cancells. W e have

1X z dp
éC)OO: = WGO([D)GO(EJ Q
s 7
. X n o
@03 _ 1 dp
= om @) Go®) DGo @D+DjGoE) 6P 9
Z
. 1 X g -
e LF T2 on cue @ Diceenicee o
s O
+DID,GoP) 6@ D+ Go@D;DGo
(1945)
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w here

p= (!siP) ;o ls=
g= (x9q) ; !r=

Go(!s;p) isde ned in (1929). W ithout confiision we have adopted the sam e nota—
tion for the propagatorasin the T = 0 case.

The only technical change to be m ade In com parison w ith the com putations in
Section 12 is the in nite sum over frequencies. Em ploying the form ula

® X
g(s) = Res ( cot z g@)id
s= 1 polesay ofg(z)

one easily ndsthat

1X 1
f(in;m) - ; _
s [ils nt  T[ils ) nt ]
8 (19:46)
2 n @ q) or!,=0andn=m, :
H = - otherw ise.
n m l-r

n () is the distrdbution fiinction for the n-th Landau level. This is the only place
where , showsup in the computation of ; . In other words, nite tem perature
e ects In the linear approxin ation are contained solkly In the discrete sum above.
W e shall see that the diagonal com ponent at zero frequency, n = m and !, = O,
Jeads to unigue behavior ofanyon uidsatT & O.

W orking In the frame g = (g;0), one nds E 's to be

E 0 1 L 0 2
g = 5= T £(lemm)Cc® @ ;
n=0m =0
0w M) ¥ X . .
ai= ip=5—5 £(ynm)cY @c® @ ;@94
n=0m =0
12 E 4 E 22 ne+ 1 * # £ )o@ (G2
r 0 2 = E —_ ﬁ sr/;m nm !
m 2 m ln=0m=0

W e are golng to exam ine In plications of the above resul, particularly in the static
case (!, = 0), In the follow ing three sections.

20. Therm odynam ic potential in inhom ogeneous elds

In this section we rst summ arize the result in the previous section in the form
of free energy or themm odynam ic potential for slow Iy varying static gauge elds
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confugurations, from which i follow s that the M eissner e ect becom es partial at
nie tem perature at least in the selfconsistent eld m ethod (SCF). A lthough i
m ay be an artifact ofthe approxin ation w hich neglects vortices, the behavior found
here is unique and seem s essential or understanding properties of anyon uids.
The n nite sum in (1947) can be perform ed for static, slow Iy varying gauge
eld con gurations. Let us de ne

®
p= @+ 3P o
=0 @04)
p = O+ 3P o @ )
n=0
& llows from (17.5) and (17.9) that
0o(I;B)=
) (202)
0(T;00= N3
AtT=0andB = 0, , = 0orl sothat
- N5 _NZ NN 1)
0 J 7 1 2 ’ 2 12 ’
(20:3)
n=0 ;5
at T=0;B =0
In evaluating o -diagonalsums @ 6 m ) in (19.47), one also needs
®R
I, = S[I]
n=0
w here
I, S[I]
(n n 1)1’1 0
(n n 1)n2 2 1
(n o 10’ 3, 1, ©0:4)
(n n 2)n(n l) 41
(n n2)n@m  1)@n 1) 12, 3o
(n n3n@ L@ 2 9: L o

W ith these preparations, we start to evaluate g n 1947)at !, = 0.Employ—
ng (1946), one nds

Frod- M 2 mcoge, *
o 2 n m " 2 P

ném n=0

@ a)CY @ o5
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where we havemade use of , = @+ %)= ¥). For sbow ly varying con gurations
1) the expansions (12.30) { (12.32) can be em ployed:

(@l
E m X n m 2
g 5 0if)= — nm+1 @)
n m 2
n>m
n? nn 1) 4
7 nmtl g am+2 ah® +
. b @ )1 2n+1(D2+2n2+2n+1(D4+
2 P " " PR 32 a
n=20
so that
E m 3 2
0;f) = —— =z +
o ;) T 7 1@
(20:6)
N 1 ne 3 + 1 Q? +
7 0 > 1 8 2 32 o G
T and % are sin ilarly evalnated. One nds that or 7
™) 3
E 2
0; =+ = +
T 0;) > 0o 5 1@
™) 3 5
— o+ — +
" mE 22T g0 @b
20:7)
3 2
=+ N)— 2 1 @)+
Ne 3 2
N> — 2+t — o @+
m 16
For §
E Ne 1 2 3 1 4
0;a)= —+ 2 + = + = +
4 5 0id) =t —F 0 1@ S 2t o @
+ @2 ot @
> m2f 2 G > 3 s 1 G
so that
1 3 1
E 2
0;f)=+—— 2 o, = +
5 0;) > m 1 5 2t g o @D
20:8)
Ne 1 1 5
— 5+ = +
02 2 > 3t g1 @
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There are a few things to be recognized. g develops a pole (I=f) at T 6 O,
which, as we shall see shortly, leads to a partialM eissner e ect. W e also argue In
the next section that it determ ines the scale ofthe phase transition tem perature, T...
Secondly, the diam agnetic term ne=m I f > is cancelled by the induced tem as
atT = 0.Nopokdevelbpsin § .Thirdly T (0;0) determ inesthe induced C hem-
Sin ons temm , which isnot exactly N=2 atT 6 0. In other words, the cancellation
betw een the bare and induced C hem-Sim onstem s isnot exact. In som e ofthe early
literature In the anyon superconductivity it was said that the exact cancellation is
essential for superconductiviy, which, as we shall show, is rather m iskading.

I ollows from (19.32) and (1941) that

eB/Al= oR/AT+ dx ne (@ + eAg)
z 1
dx —@+ A)yd § @+ted) @+er)y [ P+eB®)

%b(l)‘l'eB(l)) gb(l)‘l'eB(l)) +

where % (0;q)= % (0; r?). Insertion of 20.6) { (20.8) kadsto

Z
cB/A]l= oB;A]l+ dx nelapt €Ag)
2
e o+ eho)? m — r @y + ehg))?
2 0 0 0 8 Zl'le 4 1 0 0
3 m (0+123) @?(ao+ ehp))?
Ir =t
64 3n2 ' 256 %n. ° 2 0 0
De &) m
+ (N)z— 1 @+ ehp) b’ +eB )
m 20:9)
3 ) @
N) —— —— (o+ 12 3) r@+ehyr '+ eB )

8 2n, © 32 m

1 n
+ > 1 2mze , 00(1)+ eB(l))2
n
m(+12 2) 32—;2(1+43) (r(b(1)+eB(1)))2
e
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In applications at long wave length, dom inant temm s are given by
Z
1 _, 5 N
weBiAl= cBJAI+ dx ECF(’“B ) enAg 2—a0b

Z
1 N
= (const) +  dx EcFOZk+BZ) Z—aob‘”

2 2

— € (o + ehp)? i
2 8 2n.

@ g)(fox + eFox)? 20:10)

N

t W)= @ ) @ot eho) oY + e @)

1

+ @ Q) 03(1) + eB (1))2+ ;

w here din ensionless constants ¢; (T ;B )’s are de ned by

4 %n, 2 Ne Ne 2041)
= — ;o= i = :
Co 2 3 0 i m 2 1 2 - ) 2
E quations are given by
=t - 0= 25 (20:12)
a &) A &)

Tt is appropriate to exam ine num erical values of various coe cients. W ith the
valiesm = 2m¢,ne= 2 10*am ?,andd= 52,

m & e S ne ;
s = 48 ; —m= 11 10 ; 2 =24 10 : (20:13)
e
p I ¢ is approxim ately given by, orN = 2,
2eB 0) oT B 0) 6
. = B (100K =T ) . .
o M ax W,e Max6 1(?G'10 : (20:14)
O ther relevant coe cients are, forT = 100K,
’ne Ne
2T = 12 16 ; = 14 20:5)

Allg’sat B = 0 are suppressed exponentially in the T ! 0 lini. ¢ and
o arenegligble ( 1) for T < 200 K, whereas ¢y suddenly becom es large around
T = 100 K . (See the discussion in Section 22, around (22 .2). The dom lnant nite
tem perature e ect is contained in the ¢y tetm in (20.10), which representsan e ect
sin ilar to the D ebye screening in plagn as.

21. PartialM eissnere ect in SCF

Anyon uidshave quite unusualbehaviorat T € 0. In this section we exam ine a
response against static inhom ogeneous extemal perturbations, both solving in real
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con gurations and looking at response fiinctions.** W e write Eq. (20.12) 1 the
form

LI
4 ind © € ;i J .= ° : @14)
ind a (X)
@QF =-el 4
(Note that ay = & .) The induced current J, , (x) is given by
I &) = w)—a q) " +eB ™)
2 5 ’m
— & g (@t eAy) >— @ @)@ (fox + eFox) + ;
2 4 “ng 212)
Jha &) = w—a q) o1+ eFor)

1
_m a a) kl@lb(l) + eB (1))+

W e ram ark that at nite tem perature not only eld strengths but also the tine
com ponent of the vector potentials, ag + €A o, appears In the expression for Jj%d n
(212).

T he identities

N o -
2—eb = divE ;
21:3)

N
H efor = @B ;

m ay be em ployed to elim inate the Chem-Sim ons elds. Note that the integration
of the latter leads to

N
2—eao x)= B (x)+ const; 21:4)

w here the constant has to be determm ined w ith the aid of, for instance, the neutrality
condition at one point in a given con guration. (To be precise, only the constant
part ofap + €A is relevant In (212). Substiuting 1.3) and (214) into (212),
one nds

& 2 2 2
eJ? , = (const) 5= @hot 7 @ o - divE
+ON)— 14 — B —62(1 ) r?p
5 rr L 5 S ;
5 21:5)
edi,= — (@ @ ——a o *eB
J m
+ W >—ez K4 gE, 0 §— ' @,@ivE)
2 mer N J

The equations n (21.5) correspond to the London equations in the conven-—
tional superconductors. Combined wih the M axwell equations, they detem ne
electrom agnetic elds inside anyon uids. In general, however, one m ore equation,
Eqg. (182), has to be supplem ented to x the constant part of the m agnetic eld.
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To illustrate the problem , we consider a con guration n which an anyon uid
occupies a half plane, say, x;1 > 0. W e apply an uniform extemalm agnetic eld
Bext In the empty space (x1 < 0). Theproblem isto ndB (x)= B (x;) Prx; > 0
w ith the boundary condition B (0) = B ext-

To extract the essence, we suppose that eBoyxe b . To good accuracy one
can approximate = N J. W ih the aid of the num erical evaluation for various

param etersgiven In Sections18 and 20, one ndsthattheM axwellequationsbecom e

N &
1+ )B r’B cBhg+ divE + (const) = 0
e“ne 2 2 ne 216)
2 1
— @B + E @ divE ) =
Nm o 1 2N 2 1 )
For the con guration under consideration one expects
B ®)=Bipn+ Bext Bn)e ™ ° &1 > 0): @1:7)
Bin =B (+1 ) doesnotvanish at T € 0. It is determ ined by Eq. (18 2)
Bin=Bext+tM (T;Bun) : (21:8)

It ollows from (21.6) that E, = 0.
Tt is checked posterior that £,=08 Bin)J 1 so that the rst equation of
©1.6) yieds

m 2
1+ )® Bn) ——@® Bp)=0
e?n

e

Hence the dam ping length ¢ is approxim ately given by

2

o . @19)
0 1+ ¢ €ne 1+ g ’
and
E]_(X]_) N 6 1=2
3 10° 0+ o) : (21:10)
B X1) Biy m o

D ue to the non-vanishing B i, , the dam ping length ( (T ) should not be confused
w ith the penetration depth, which m easures how fast the m agnetic eld decreases
in the m aterial. One com plication in the calculation is that Eq. (21.8) cannot
be solved analytically at T 6 0. W e present the result of num erical evalnation in
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Fig.12.

Fig.1l2 M agnetic eld inside the anyon wuid in SCF

A scan be seen from the gure, B iy, isvanishingly an allat low tem perature, but
starts to increase around 70 K and becom es alm ost equal to B ¢x+ around 100 K .
Here we have only a partialM eissner e ect, at least In SCF. The m agnetic eld
con guration is not a sin ple exponential decay.

To avoid solving Eq. (21.8), one may apply a spacially altemating extemal
m agnetic eld. In the linear resoonse theory it is reduced to exam nig B ¢xt K1) =
By (%) applied to a system occupying the whole space aswe did In Section 16 at
T = 0. We are going to show that the partialM eissner e ect is observed In the
resoonse function, too.

The equations to be solved are the same as In Section 16, with ’s being
replaced by ]E ’s. Em ploying the expansions (20.6), (20.7), and (20.8), and keeping
dom nant term s, one nds, Instead of (16.9) and (16.10),

4 N 2
czf? 2_ (1+C0+ 2012)
2111
QZZZi; . ( )
“ 1y o + 2q2

As T changes, the response function for a charged anyon uid am oothly varies.
H ow ever, its behavior is di erent from that in conventional superconductors.
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RecallingedZ,.(!;9)= 2By 7 (!) (@),one nds
g2 =32 +32,= 1 S o2 g2
tot ext ind qz Qc ext
i
2 (21:12)
_ St g 72
2 ext
1+ ¢+ 3
T he external current is not com pletely cancelled by the Induced current:
g2, g=0)= —2_ 32 g=0)60 : @1:13)
to 1+ < ext
Them agnetic eld is
i
B @)= a Jtot
21:14)
) o 1 1 1 5
= g — t 7 Jext
1+ 1+tod+ |
A new polk developsat g = 0. In the con guration space
1 o
B x)=By &) + ———e T 0 : (21:15)

1+ ¢ 1+ o

AtT = 0, = 0 so that the M eissnere ect iscomplte. At T 6 0,co 6 O,
resulting a partialM eissner e ect. A s we have seen in the previous section, ¢y (T)
suddenly becom es very large around T = 100 K. Therefore the M eissner e ect
e ectively term inates around this tem perature. In the approxin ation (SCF) in use,
how ever, there does not result a phase transition. W e shallargue In the next section
that a phase transition should resul if vortices are incorporated.

W ith the aid of (21.15) one can de ne an e ective penetration depth, scr.,
w hich m easures the rate of the change of the m agnetic eld. gcr (T ;d) is related
to the change of B (x1) over a distance d by

_ Bd
e a2 2O (2116)
Bo
Tt dependson d. Asa typicalvaluiewe taked= . Then
n o
1 -
= n e e @147)
SCF 1+ 1+ o
A pproxin ately (
1+ @ 15)g Porg 1,
SCF (1:8)
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The behavior of gcr (T) is depicted n Fig. 13.

Fig.13 The penetration depth in SCF, gcrp de nd In (21.17). The small tail in
(/ scF )2 around T =100 K is regarded as an artifact of the approxim ation.
See the discussion in Section 22.

A s we have dem onstrated, the dom inant nite tem perature e ect is contanied
In ¢ (T). The cancellation of the bare Chem-Sim ons term by the induced one, for
Instance, isnot exact at T 6 0, shoe ¢ (T) 6 0. (See Eg. (20.10).) However, is
e ect isnum erically negligible. Forthe M eissnere ect, \co" is in portant. It m akes
the M eissnere ect partialat T 6 0.
B efore closing the section, webrie y m ention about the subtlety In neutralanyon
uids. The response finction for a neutralanyon uid at nite T is given by

el

Qrzlz(q) —_—
o+ M of=nc)
21:19)
Y _42r1e
Q@=ea= 35— o

It Pllowsthat thetwo lmits, g! Oand T ! 0 do not comm ute w ith each other.
Ttmay re ect an instability In the system ofneutralanyon uids.

22. T,

How large is T, if there is a phase transition? Having analysed properties of
charged anyon uids, we are in an awkward position. In the lnearized SCF, or
equivalently In RPA , we have seen no evidence for a phase transition, or m ore pre—
cisely, m athem atical sihguralities in physical quantities, at nite tem perature. For
Instance, we have seen in the previous section that the penetration depth gscr (T)
rapidly increases around T 100 K , but never diverges.
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W e argue that this is an artifact of the approxin ation in use, and that n a 11l
theory a charged anyon uid should exhibit a phase transition around TCO.

C rucially m issing in the previoustreatm ent isa vortex. It ism issing, because the
linearized version of the SCF equations (15.7) are linear in elds, and therefore do
not adm i a quantized ux. In tem softhe e ective theory obtained by integrating
the form ion elds , one needs to retain higer order tem s, cubic, quartic in the

ed @+ eA)? . I is a challenging problem to show how a vortex solution com es
out from such an e ective theory.

P reviously the quantization of vorticity in a neutralanyon uid was exam ined
by Hanna, Laughlin, and Fetter in the H artreeFock approxin ation 2% T hey showed
that an elem entary excitation has a vorticity given by (fundam ental unit) /N j
although ithasan in nitely Jarge energy. K itazawa and M urayam a>° have exam ined
e ects of vortex-antivortex pair form ation in a neutralanyon uid atT € 0. They
have contended that there is a K osterlitz-T houless phase transition at T = % for
N j= 2. The underlying assum ption is that there are vortex pair excitations w ith
logarithm ic interactions.

H aving vortex-antivortex pair excitatons is one prom issing way of obtaining a
phase transition in anyon uids. Supposing abundant pair excitations, one stillhas
to elaborate K itazawa and M urayam a’s argum ent oor charged anyon uids.

F irst of all interactions am ong vortices are not logarithm ic at low tem perature.
The M eissner e ect is operating so that Interactions are exponentially suppressed
at large distances. An energy of a single vortex, which is not known yet, m ust be a
dom inant factorat low T.

T he situation becom esm ore com plicated as tem perature increases. A s we have
observed In the previous section, the M eissner e ect e ectively term nates around
TCO. T herewould be no screaning ofm agnetic eldsany m ore. T he interaction am ong
vortices becom es long-ranged, and the entropy factorbecom es in portant. W hether
or not this lads to a phase transition is a m atter sub fct to future nvestigation.
Any way there isnot any trace of superconductivity wellabove TCO. Tt is quite lkely
that T., which separates the superconducting and nom al states, tums out around
1.

TC0 signi es a tem perature where ¢y (T ) becom es large. From (0.11) to (20.15)

one nds
nd:Zd nd:2
= _"e = € 22:1
G (T) N 3T exp N T ( )
Num erically, for N = 2,
) - 121K nd=? d
< T 2 10%am 2 sp
222)
13,83 LOOK nd=?2 2m .
(S <
P T 2 10%an 2 m
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T ypicalvalues are

T 50 75 100 125 150 175 200

@) 24 10° 16 102 12 15 81 260 610

Note that if the values of both n%~? and m are doubled, the valie of ¢, is also
doubled.

T he tem perature dependence of ¢ is controled by the exponential factor. The
critically in portant value is the ratio nd=2=m . W ih the given value in 222),
suddenly becom es large around 120 K .

W ith the assimption T.  T°we conclude

2 nd=?2 2m .
= 120K @23)
N2 10°an ? m

C

O foourse, the e ectivem assm isvery di cult to detem ine experim entally so that
one m ore piece of nform ation is necessary to predict T.. One way is to expressm
In term s of the penetration depth at T = 0, ()= , wih the aid of (18.12) and
(18.13). Then

2 d 1400a “

N i5A 0)

W e stress that the value T, 100K is very natural in anyon uids. The de-
pendence T, / ne or (0) ? hasbeen cbserved in high T. superconductors!®® This
behavior, how ever, is not necessarily special to anyon superconductors.t?!

A Though the discussion in this section isonly plausible and further investigation

is necessary, one m ight take (22 4) as a very encouraging resul.

0K : (22:4)

Te

23. O ther Im portant issues

In this article we have analysed som e of the basic problem s in anyon uids, at—
tem pting to sum m arize the rst two years ofthe theory ofanyon superconductivity.
W e have seen that various approaches are equivalent, leading to m any interesting
physics consequences. N evertheless, it is appropriate to say that so arwe have had
only partial understandings of the full theory.

T here arem any in portant issues keft over. W e list them for readers’ convenience.
For details readers should consul original papers and other review articles.

23.1. Beyond RPA and the linearized SCF

G oing beyond RPA and the linearized SCF is im portant in m any respects. RPA
and the linearized SCF failto predict a phase transition. It isessentialto incorporate
vortices in the theory.

Hanna, Laughlin, and Fetter’® exam ined various quantities in the H artreeFock
approxin ation in the rst quantized theory, as was described In Section 7. They
have found that, for N j= 2, the correction to the phonon spectrum in neutralanyon
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uids In the long wave length lim it is relatively small ( 10 $ ). M ore recently
D ai, Levy, Fetter, Hanna, and Laughlin®® have perform ed a diagram analysis at
T = 0 equivalent to the Hartree¥Fock approxin ation. In addiion to recovering
the old result, they have shown that there results an in portant m odi cation in
the behavior of the spectrum at short wave lengths. Furthemm ore , vanishes for
N = 1 thanks to higher order radiative corrections. RPA and the linearized SCF
predict a nonvanishing ., even forN = 1, which is certainly w rong as ferm ions
arem erely converted to bosons, but not to genuine anyons.

D ai et al. have solved the SchwingerD yson equations num erically which in-—
volve about 100 di erent diagram s. They have noticed the im portance of gauge
Invariance, and have observed m any cancellations am ong various diagram s. T heir
Feynm an rules are based on the Ham iltonian obtained after elim inating Chem-—
Sinons elds. A swe have recognized in Sections 9 { 11, keeping the Chem-Sim ons
gauge elds as auxiliary elds greatly sin pli es com putations. G auge nvariance
is easily in plem ented, and the notion of selfconsistent elds (pbeyond the linear
approxin ation) can be established.

23.2. P air—correlation

Is there \C ooper" pairing in anyon superconductors? T he H artreeFock ground
state em ployed in the literature (see Sections 6 and 7) does not look lke the BCS
ground state. Is there a di erent kind of pairing, then? Is there an o -diagonal
long range order? T he answer has not been known for sure.

T here is an Indication forpairing in theN = 2 theory, which, however, is quite
di erent from the Cooper pairing. T he unique feature of the H artreeFock ground
state is that the com plete 1ling ofthe Landau levels is achieved independent of the
density ne, provided that N is an integer @& 0).

To be precise, suppose that each Landau lkvelhas N; available states so that
the totalparticle number isN. = ne (o) = N j NAssumethat N j 2. If
one tries to add or delete one particle to or from the system , one necessarily has
to put the particle in the next level, orm ake a hole In the top lled level, in order
to preserve the Landau level picture. In other words, the picture of the com plte

Tling breaks down.

However, ifa set of N jparticles are added or deleted, one can stillm aintain the
complte 1ling. O ne of the Chem-Simons eld equations, N =2 )b= j°, inplies
that the increase (decrease) of the particle num ber leads to the increase (decrease)
of the Chem-Sin ons m agnetic eld such that precicely one more (less) state is
available in each Landau level

T he states w ith the particle number N, and N ¢ j\]jareve%/mudl alike. In
a m acroscopic system N 1, them al uctuations give N N.. It is quite
likely that the real ground state is not an eigenstate of the particle num ber, but is
a coherent state:

X .
¢ ()= e* SNt kNI 231)

k
kN < Ne
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In particular, orN = 2, the structure 23.1) is exactly the same as In the BCS
theroy 192
Tt is not clear if 23.1) inplies pairing n the N = 2 theory. W e should

rem em ber, however, that the structure of the coherent state is indispensable in
understanding m any phenom ena in superconductiviy.

23.3. Flux quantization

A magnetic ux is trapped by a superconducting ring. The ux takes quan-—
tized values in the unit of 2 hc=2e. Can the N = 2 anyon theory explain this
behavior? No convincing argum ent has been provided. Leggett?® has argued that
the ux quantization is not achieved in anyon theory at least in the HartreeFock
approxin ation.

O ne needs to show two things. First it m ust be shown that an energy is locally
m Inin ized when a ux takes a quantized value. Secondly, the energy barrier height
between the states wih no ux and wih one unit of ux is proportional to the
volum e, but not the boundary area, of the superconducting ring.

23.4. Vortices

W e have offen m entioned in the preceeding sections that the establishm ent of
vortices In anyon superconductors is one of the m a pr problem s to be solved. The
previous analysis by Fetter, Hanna, and Laughlin m ust be elaborated. Inclision
of electrom agnetic interactions is essential to take account of the M eissner e ect.
Nonlnearterm s in SCF must play an in portant role. At nite tem perture vortices
m ight lead to a phase transition, too.

23.5. The Josephson e ect

T he nature of the coherent state (23.1) is m ost in portant for the Josephson
e ect.}%? A Josephson jinction consists oftw o superconductors separated by a bar-
rier. E lectron tunneling through the barrier brings about phase coherence over the
entire system . T he energy ism inin ized by volum e if the two phases, which char-
acterize ‘s in (23.1) ofthe two superconductors, coincide. T he di erence betw een
the tw o phases should generate a current.

E xperim ents show that in order for anyon superconductivity to describe high T,
superconductors, N must be equalto 2. It seam s that a Josephson e ect should
exist even for a junction between a BC S superconductor and an anyon supercon-—
ductor ofN = 2.

23.6. Interlayer couplings

High T. superconductors have the layered structure characterized by CuO
planes. O uranalysishasbeen perform ed in the e ective tw o-din ensionaltheory ob—
tained by the dim ensional reduction. T he In plicit assum ption was that the system
isuniform in the direction perpendicular to the two-din ensionalCuO planes.

Anyon theory has a param eter N , or the generated statistics phase statistics =

=N . Physicsdependson exp (i statistics) - T he theory with N di ers from thatw ith
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N ifNj 2. The two theories are related by P (parity) and T (tin e reversal)
transform ations. T he idea behind the degeneracy ofthe ground state isthat P and
T symm etry is spontaneously broken.

P and T nvariant quantities such as the penetration depth and resistance do
not depend on the sign ofN . M oreover we have seen that even though the Chem-
Sin onsm agnetic eld b=e is very large (1000 T ), the dependence of the P —and
T -odd m agnetization M (B ) on theM axwellm agnetic eld B is sym m etric to good
accuracy,M ( B) M @B).Theasymm etry arisesonly to the orderO €B =b). (See
Section 18.)

N evertheless it is in portant to know how the sign ofN is ordered am ong ad p-—
cent layers. Is i ordered ferrom agnetically w ith the same sign M ordering), or
antiferrom agnetically w ith the altemate sign AFM ordering)? O r, is it random 1y
distribbuted?

Thisproblem hasbeen exam ned by R o, C anright, and Leggett 13 Iteractions
am ong electrons in di erent layers x a pattem ofthe ordering. T here are two types
of interactions. O ne is of a potential type, and the other is the hopping of electrons
from one layer to ad-pcent ones.

T he detailed exam ination in the case ofpotential interactionshasbeen provided
by the above authors both num erically and analytically. They have shown that
T -invariant potential interactions always prefer the AFM ordering. The hopping
Interaction is expected to Induce a Josephson e ect and lead to the FM ordering.
Tt isnot clear which one is dom inant.

23.7. P and T violation

M any experin ents have been perform ed to check P or T violation in high T,
superconductors. T he result is confusing, but a fair statem ent is that so far there
hasbeen no solid evidence forP or T violation in high T. superconductors.

A s explained above, P and T are ordered either ferrom agnetically or antiferro—
m agnetically am ong layers. M ost of the experin ents done so farm easureP and T
violation in buk. Therefore, if m aterialhas the AFM (P - T - ordering, the e ect
cancells in buk.

E xperim ents In this category are the electrom agnetic w ave polarization and Hall
voltage. O rigihally proposed by W en and Zee, the polarization experim ent tries to
measure the P, T violation e ect, detem nig the transm ission and re ection co-
e clents of incted polarized electrom agnetic waves. 1% 1% T he polarization vec—
tor is rotated in anyon superconductors. There is inconsistency am ong various
experin entshowever.’® W e note that even though W en and Zee argue that there
must be appreciable e ects In FM -ordered anyon superconductors, a really m i-
croscopic com putation of the m agnitude of the e ect is still lacking. Also some
criticiam s have been provided on the Interpretation of experin ental results.

T he H allvoltage experim ent m easures the tem perature dependence ofthe trans—
verse voltage (Hallvoltage) when a current ows in a thin In .2°70%110 There is
a m icroscopic calculation of the e ect. T heory predicts a peak In the H all voltage
around T.. The peak value predicted is, fora thin In of thickness 1000 Aw ith a
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current 10  Amp, Vgan 2 107 Vol. & is inversely proportionalto the thick—
ness. The e ect is tiny. P relim inary experim ents have been perform ed. D ue to the
Inhom ogeneity of sam ples and also tiny tem perature variation in the sam ples, no
conclusion hasbeen obtained conceming the existence or non-existence of the Hall
voltage 11112

T here is one experim ent which m easuresP , T violation in one layer, and there—
fore is sensitive even for AFM -ordered anyon superconductors. It is the m uon spin
relaxation experin ent.!?® Infected muons are stopped in high T. superconductors.
Sihcem uonsare charged, the distribution ofelectrons isdeform ed. In e ect, the dis—
tribution ofholons, orour particlks, deviates from the uniform value. P x)6 0
results. In anyon superconductors it induces a current Jf, 6 0, since QX% 6 0.
JE 4 6 0 in tum generatesM axwellm agnetic eld B ; ,, which is £t by muon spins.
M uon spins start to precess, which can be observed experin entally.

Halperin, M arch-Russe], and W ilczek gave a plausble argum ent, predicting
B}, 10 G . The experin ent observed no e ect!'® W e rem ark that the mag—
niude of the e ect can be determ ined m ore m icroscopically from the know ledge of
the response function Q. atboth T = 0 and T § 0 without m aking the long wave
length approxin ation.

23.8. Anyons in spin system s

In this article we have not discussed how anyon excitations arise in m aterial,
particularly in spin system s. W e have started w ith the picture that there are exci
tations called \holons" which obey halfferm ion N = 2) statistics.

T he derivation of anyons, or fractional statistics, in realistic spin m odels for
high T. m aterialhasbeen attem pted by m any authors®® °? The issue has not been
settled yet, since the argum ents involvem any approxin ations forw hich jisti cation
is not clear. Readers are advised to read origihalpapers. A closely related sub fct
is the existence ofthe ux phase or chiral soin liquid state.

W e note that Laughlin has given a spin m odelw hich has Laughlin’s wave func-
tion in the fractionalquantum Halle ect asan exact ground state wave fiinction .°
T hism odel provides the exsistence proof of anyons In soin m odels.

23.9. Variations of anyon m odels

W e have analysed one particular anyon m odel, nam ely non-relativistic spinless
ferm ions w ith the m Inin al Chem-Sin ons Interaction. It is the sim plest m odel of
anyons, and is based on the holon picture of Anderson’s.

T here arem any variations. T hey are Interesting in theirowm right. H istorically
Chem-Sim ons gauge theory was rst analysed in relativistic eld theory. A long
this tradition Lykken, Sonnenschein, and W eiss have exam ined a relativistic anyon
model, D irac elds with Chem-Sin ons interactions.3%*! They have arqued that
the neutralm odel retains a super uidity to allorders at T = 0. In passing, In ai
et al have shown that the non-renomm alization theorem ffor the nduced Chem-
Sin ons coe cient holds even in non-relativistic theory.?? At nite tem perature the
relativisticm odelbehaves in a fashion sin ilarto, but not sam e as, the nonrelativistic
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model. To discuss a M eissner e ect, superconductivity etc. In condensed m atter
system s, one has to analyse nonrelativistic m odels. Based on non-vanishing nie
tem perature correctionsto the nduced C hem-Sin onscoe cient, Lykken et al. have
Incorrectly concluded that a superconductivity islostat T 6 0. Aswe have seen in
Sections 20 and 21, the In portant nite tem perature correction is the ¢y tem , but
not the ¢; tetm  (C hem-Sin ons coe cient), in the non-—relativistic theory.

W e have supposed that particles (@anyons) have a single com ponent, ie. they
have the sam e coupling to the Chem-Sim ons elds. There m ight be two kinds of
anyons, a half of them having the + ocoupling and the other half having the
coupling. Furthem ore, in addiion to them inin algauge coupling to C hem-Sin ons

elds, particles m ight have m agnetic m om ent interactions. Such a m odel has been
investigated >3

So far we have started wih fermion elds . It is also possble to start wih
boson elds. It is not exactly the sam e as the fermm ion m odel, since a bose eld
can condensate by itself and there is no com plkte 1ling of Landau lvels. Aswas
pointed out by Boyanovsky et al,, boson m odels have rich structuresm any ofwhich
need to be clari ed fiarther.®’ It is also known that boson m odels are particularly
usefi1lto construct phenom enologicaltheory of fractionalquantum Halle ect.!® 25
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