
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/9
30

20
07

v1
  4

 F
eb

 1
99

3

AS-ITP-93-1

T H E C O N ST R A IN T FO R T H E LO W EST LA N D A U

LEV EL A N D T H E C H ER N -SIM O N S FIELD T H EO RY

A PPR O A C H FO R T H E FR A C T IO N A L Q U A N T U M

H A LL EFFEC T :IN FIN IT E A N D FIN IT E SY ST EM S

Zhong-ShuiM aa;b,Zhao-B in Sua

a InstituteofTheoreticalPhysics,Academia Sinica

Beijing 100080,China

b Zhejiang InstituteofM odern Physics,Zhejiang University

Hangzhou 310027,China1

A B ST R A C T

W ebuild theconstraintthatallelectronsarein thelowestLandau level

into theChern-Sim ons�eld theory approach forthefractionalquantum

Hallsystem .W e show thatthe constraintcan be transm itted from one

hierarchicalstateto thenext.Asaresult,wederivein generictheequa-

tionsofthefractionallycharged vortices(quasi-particles)forarbitrary

hierarchy �lling.Fora �nite system ,we show thatthe action foreach

hierarchicalstate can be divided into two parts: the surface partpro-

vides the action for the edge excitationswhile the rem aining bulk part

is exactly the action for the nexthierarchicalstates. In particular,we

notonly show thatthe surface action forthe edge excitationswould be

decoupled from thebulk ateach hierarchy �lling,butalso derivethe ex-

plicitexpressionsanalytically forthe driftvelocitiesofthe hierarchical

edge excitations.

PACS numbers:73.20.Dx;73.50.Jt
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I Introduction

The discovery ofthe fractionalquantum Halle�ect(FQHE)[1]hasstim ulated

extensivestudieson thetwodim ensionalquantum m any-electron system in astrong

m agnetic �eld. A considerable progress [2]has been m ade in understanding for

the FQHE following upon the sem inalpaperofLaughlin’s[3]. The description of

incom pressible uid states oftwo dim ensionalelectron system in a m agnetic �eld

hasprovided a key elem entforsuch understandings[2,3].Theanalogueofelectrons

and holeswith thefractionalchargein a new typeofm any body condensatesleads

to a naturalinterpretation forthe hierarchy schem e oftheFQHE[4].On theother

hand,m otivated by the analogies between the FQHE and the superuidity [5]as

wellas the existence of large ring exchanges on a large length scale [6], Girvin

and M acDonald [7]raised a subtle question whether there is an o�-diagonallong

range order (ODLRO) in the FQHE ground state. They also notice that such a

ODLRO m ight not have the sam e physics in the usualsense. By introducing a

2+1 dim ensionalbosonization transform ation,they did �nd a sortofthe ODLRO

forthe bosonized Laughlin wave functions[7,8]. Such an observation givesrise an

interesting quasi-particle picture that ofa charged electron in the presence ofa

point \vortex-tube" [9]. Since then on a vast num ber ofworks appeared for the

�eld theoreticalrealization ofthe fractionalquantum statistics and the e�ective

�eld theory description forthe FQH system . Am ong others,the Ginzburg-Landau

Chern-Sim onsapproach (GLCS)[10,11,12]successfully interpretesa variety ofthe

propertiesfortheFQH system from an ab intio pointofview.ThechiralLuttinger

liquid approach [13,14,15]for the edge excitations [16]exhibits a deep insight for

such an interesting system . And the topologicalorderapproach forthe long wave

length behaviorofthe quantum Halluid [17]interpretesa novelsortofthe order
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which isnotassociated with broken sym m etriesbuttopologicalin nature,and itcan

becharacterized by aseriesofquantum num bers.Furtherm ore,theC-S �eld theory

approach fortheFQHE can bealso form ulated in theferm ionic picture which also

interpretesvariouspropertiesfortheFQH system [18].

Despite the successes for the various e�ective �eld theory approaches,we still

have the following questions: (i)whetherone should build in the constraintsthat

allthe electrons are in the lowest Landau level(LLL)from the very beginning of

these approaches. Aswe have seen in [10,11],the \trivialGaussian uctuation" in

theGLCS approach arisesactually from theinter-Landau leveldegreesoffreedom .

From a m ore basic pointofview,itisknown thatthe FQH system isessentially a

1+1 dim ensionalsystem . The one dim ensionalnature ofthe FQH system should

be a directconsequence ofthe LLL constraint. (ii)M oreover,di�erentfrom those

\ conventional" vortices,which havetheire�ectivem assdepending on them assof

the constituting particles,we expect thatthe explicitly builtLLL constraint m ay

play a crucialrole forintroducing a properdescription forthe m asslessvorticesin

the hierarchicalFQH system in the contextofC-S �eld-theoreticalapproach. (iii)

A com plete C-S �eld-theoreticalapproach for the FQH should not apply only to

an in�nite FQH system butalso to a �nite system . Since the propagation ofthe \

ripplingwave"alongtheboundary fora�niteFQH system isessentially induced by

thevorticeson theboundary,therefore,ifwecould havea correctaswellasuni�ed

description forthe vortices in the FQH system ,itisnaturalto raise the question

whetherwecould haveadescription fora �niteFQH system in which theaction for

the edge excitations could be derived branch by branch from the bulk actions for

the corresponding hierarchicalstatessuccessively. And whetherthe constraintfor

theLLL would play a non-trivialroleagain in such a \ uni�ed " description.
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M otivated by the above argum ents,in this paper,we succeed in building ex-

plicitly the LLL constraint into the C-S �eld-theoreticaldescription for the FQH

system and show thatboth the action and the constraintcan be transm itted from

onehierarchicalstatetothenext.Asitsprim ary consequence,besidesthequantiza-

tion conditionsfortheFQHE statesaswellasthecorresponding hierarchy schem e

[4]can be deduced asusual,the equationsforthe fractionally charged vorticesfor

any ofthese hierarchicallevels can be derived in generic without any m ass scale

dependent coe�cient. It also does not depend on whether the FQHE has a BCS

typeofthesym m etry breaking [12].W ecan calculateaccordingly thequasi-particle

energy withoutdi�culty.Fora �niteFQH system ,by applying a carefultreatm ent

ofthe partialintegrationsto the actions,we show thatthe action foreach hierar-

chicalstate can be split into two parts: a surface part provides the action ofthe

edge excitationsand the rem aining bulk partisexactly the action forthe nexthi-

erarchicalstates.In particular,thesurfaceaction fortheedgeexcitationscould be

decoupled from thebulk only ateach hierarchy �lling.M oreover,forthen-th FQH

hierarchicalstates,we derive analytically theexpressionsforthedriftvelocitiesfor

allthen branchesofedgeexcitationswhich aredi�erentwith each otherand m ight

bechecked in certain properly designed experim ents.To ourknowledge,thism ight

bea �rsttim ederivation forthehierarchicalexpressionsforsuch driftvelocitiesof

theedgeexcitations.W ethusprovidea fulldynam icaldescription forboth in�nite

and �nitehierarchicalFQH system s.Thisapproach providesalso a �eld theoretical

background forthe description ofthe vorticesin the FQH system (quasi-particles

)which can haveonly zero e�ective m ass[19].

Ourtreatm ent,in certain sense,isbased upon theDiracquantization procedure

[20]proceeded in the �rst quantization representation. It provides a sound back-
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ground forthetreatm entforsystem swith constraintsi.e.,whatwehavehereisthe

constraintfortheLLL.Ifwerestrictourselvesonlyforthe�rsthierarchicallevel:the

C-S �eld theory forthebosonized electrons,wem ay havealm ostthesam eresultsas

thosewederived in thefollowing withouttheapplication oftheDiracquantization

m ethod. But it turns out that such a quantization procedure provides a uni�ed

highlightaswellasa practically applicable m ethod forthe m asslessvorticesofall

the hierarchicalstates,which are,in fact,produced asthe singular world lines of

thephasevariablesofthewave�eldshierarchically.

W ewould try to presentourdiscussionsastransparentaspossiblewith allthose

detailderivations being properly included. On the m eanwhile, we would like to

expose allthe details of our approaches if there is anything inappropriate even

m istaken.

In section IIwewould treattheconstraintfortheLLL alongtheDiracalgorithm

[20]and build it[21,22]into the dynam icaldescription forthe FQH system . Then

weapply thebosonization to theferm ion �eld which m akesthebosonized electrons

behaveasthesingularvorticescontrolled by theC-S gauge�eld.W eobtain a com -

pletepath-integraldescription oftheFQH system in thecontextof2+1dim ensional

C-S �eld theory,in which the projection to the LLL being carefully considered. In

section III,by introducing the generatized � ( particle density)-� (phase variable

conjugate to the particle density) representation [10,11,21]forthe Z-generating

functional,we show thatthe constraintforthe LLL playsa crucialrole in the de-

scription forthequasi-particlesand,asaresult,weprovideagenericdescription for

thequasi-particlesoftheFQH system which appliesto allhierarchicalstates.

Section IV isdevoted specially tothe�niteFQH system which in factconstitutes
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oneofthem ain chaptersofthispaperwhilesectionsIIand IIIm ightbeunderstood,

in certain sense,asthe stepping stonesforthisand the following sections. In this

section,afterintroducing certain properdescription fortheboundary ofa�nitetwo

dim ensionalFQH system ,we presenta uni�ed treatm entforthe surface aswellas

thebulk degreesoffreedom and derivetheaction fortheedgeexcitationsfrom the

bulk with both actionsbeing �xed dynam ically.Itisinteresting to realizethatthe

constraintequation onceagain playsan essentialroleeven in thederivation forthe

surfaceactions.

Section V actually com pletesourapproach by showing thatitreally worksfor

onehierarchicalleveltothenext.W ederivesuccessively thebulk actions,theequa-

tionsforthe vorticesand edge excitationsforthe nexthierarchicallevelin detail.

Righton the�llingofthesecond hierarchicallevel,weshow therearetwocoexisting

branchesofedgeexcitationswhich coupleto each otherbutdecouplefrom thebulk

system . W e distinguish furthertwo lim iting cases: the \strong coupling" lim it at

which thetwo branchesofedgewavescoupleto each otherstrongly and the\weak

coupling" lim itatwhich thesetwo branchesarefurtherdecoupled.Baseupon these

discussions,wem ightconcludethatthisform alism really providesahierarchicalde-

scription forthe�niteFQH system .In particular,wederivetheexplicitexpressions

for the propagation velocities ofthe edge excitations hierarchically,which should

satisfy a sum rulewith interesting physicalconsequence.

TheAppendix A concernsthecrucialgaugeinvariantpropertiesfora�niteFQH

system in thecontextofC-S gauge�eld approach,whiletheAppendix B dealswith

thedecoupling ofbranchesofedgewavesin theweak coupling lim it.

Allourcalculationsaregiven in thenonrelativistic fram ework.
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II T he FQ H System A s A D ynam icalSystem W ith T he

Second C lass C onstraint

W econsidera two dim ensionalN-electron system subjected to a strong perpen-

dicular m agnetic �eld B while allthe electrons being in the lowest Landau level.

TheLagrangian forthesystem hastheexpression as[6]

L = �
e

c

X

i

_ri� A (ri(t))�
X

i< j

V (ri� rj) (2� 1)

whereri(t)isthetwodim ensionalcoordinateforthei-th electron with i= 1;� � � ;N ,

_ri(t)= dri(t)=dt,A (ri(t))isthe vectorpotentialforthe uniform applied m agnetic

�eld 5 � A = B and V (ri� rj)isthe interaction between electrons. Throughout

this paper,we shalltake the axialgauge as A = ( �B y=2,B x=2,0 ) and the

convention thatelectron’schargeequalsto�eforconvenience.Di�erentfrom those

ordinary system ,the kinetic energy term ,which usually hasa bilinearform ofthe

_r(t)’s,isabsentin eq.(2-1).Consequently,thecanonicalm om entum piconjugating

to ri: @L=@_ri = �(e=c)A ,would be independent of_ri(t)’s. Following the Dirac’s

algorithm [20],itcan beshown thatwenow havethesecond classconstraintas

� i� pi+
e

c
A i� 0 (2� 2)

where� indicatesDirac’sweak equality [20],and then theN-electron Ham iltonian

forthesystem takestheform as

H =
X

i< j

V (ri� rj) (2� 3)

M oreover,thecanonicalquantization fora system with constraintscould beaccom -

plished by the correspondence principle as: to replace the Dirac bracket f;gD of

any couple ofdynam icalvariablesf and g,i.e.,ff;ggD ,by a quantum com m uta-

tor[f;g]=i�h,where [f;g]� fg� gf and the canonically invariantDirac bracketis
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de�ned as

ff;ggD = ff;gg�
X

�;�;i;j

ff;� �
igC�;�

� 1
f� �

j;gg (2� 4)

In eq. (2-4) the script brackets without the subscript D are the usualPoisson

brackets and �,� are the scripts for the 2-dim ensionalvector com ponents. The

m atrix elem entsofC aregiven by C�;� [i;j]� f� �
i;�

�

jg and C��
� 1

� (C � 1)�� .W e

noticefurtherthat

f� �
i;�

�
jg= � 2�� �ij

�h

�2
(2� 5)

where the second rank antisym m etric tensorisde�ned as212= � 221= 1 and the

m agnetic length � = (�hc=eB )
1

2. As a result,C�� [i;j]is a non-singular m atrix.

W em ay then work outalltheDiracbracketsofthecanonicalvariablesand further

quantizethem .Theonly nontrivialcom m utation relation isfound as

[x�i;x
�

j]= i2�� �ij�
2 (2� 6)

i.e.,theapplication oftheDiracquantization procedureto thesystem thatallelec-

tronsare in the LLL m akesthe electrons’coordinatesacquire the physics oftheir

guiding centercoordinateswhilethecanonicalm om entum being consistently elim i-

nated viatheDiracbrackets.W em ayverifywithoutdi�cultythattheconstraintfor

theLLL can beequivalently described by thefollowing constraintfortheN-electron

wavefunction de�ned in theconventional2-dim ensionalspaceas

� i	(r 1;� � � ;rN )= 0 (2� 7)

togetherwith the understanding that,notonly the realprocesses,butalso allthe

virtualprocesses beyond the subspace ofeq. (2-7) are prohibited at all, where

� i= (� x
i� i�

y

i)=
p
2.A detailaccountfortheapplication oftheDirac’squantization

on such a constraintsystem ispresented in literature[22].
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Base upon the above treatm ent which is accom plished in the �rst quantiza-

tion representation,we m ay introduce the corresponding description in the second

quantization representation accordingly.Following eqs.(2-3)and (2-7),thesecond

quantized Ham iltonian now hastheform as

H = V [̂	 + (x)	̂(x)� � B G ]

=
1

2

Z

d
2
r1d

2
r2(	̂

+ (ri)	̂(r 1)� �B G )V (r1 � r2)(	̂
+ (r2)	̂(r 2)� �B G ) (2� 8)

while the electron wave �eld operator 	̂(r)satisfying the ferm ion statisticsissub-

jected to a LLL constraintthat

�	̂(r)= 0 (2� 9)

where �B G � S� 1
R
d2r	 + (r)	(r) with S being the totalarea ofthe system and

should be equalto the average charge density contributed by the positive back-

ground. One can easily verify thatthe projection to the LLL,even forthe virtual

processes,isrigorouslyguaranteed bytheconstraint(2-9)in thesecond quantization

representation.

By applying the standard procedure,now we introduce further the bosonized

representation �(x)fortheelectron �eld 	(x)[7,10,11]as

	(x)= e
i�(x)�(x) (2� 10)

with thede�nition

�(x)= m

Z

d
2
z
0
Im ln(�z� �z0)�(z0) (2� 11)

and theC-S gauge�eld can bede�ned as

a(x)= 5 �(x) (2� 12)
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In eq. (2-11) and the following,it is often convenient to introduce the com plex

notationsas

z =
1
p
2
(x + iy);�z=

1
p
2
(x � iy)

@ =
@

@z
=

1
p
2
(
@

@x
� i

@

@y
);�@ =

@

@�z
=

1
p
2
(
@

@x
+ i

@

@y
) (2� 13)

and

A =
1
p
2
(A x � iA y)= �i

B

2
�z;�A =

1
p
2
(A x + iA y)= i

B

2
z (2� 14)

Substituting eqs. (2-10),(2-11)and (2-12)into eqs. (2-8)and (2-9),and noticing

eqs.(2-13)and (2-14),wehave

H =
1

2

Z

d
2
r1d

2
r2(̂�(r1)� �B G )V (r1 � r2)(̂�(r2)� �B G ) (2� 15)

and theLLL constraintbecom es

~��̂(r)� (
@

@z
+ i

1

�2B
A + ia)̂�(r)= 0 (2� 16)

Ineq.(2-15),�̂(z)= �̂+ (x)̂�(x)and�B G = S� 1
R
d2r�+ (r)�(r).Duetothesingular

behavioroffunction Im ln(�z� �z0),following from eq.(2-11),wem ay derive

2�� @�a� = i(�@a� @�a)= �2�m �(r) (2� 17)

which relates the \ m agnetic �eld " of\ C-S gauge potential" a� to the particle

density and has the physicalintuition as: attaching m -\ m agnetic " ux ofthe

C-S �eld to an electron [10,11]. Ifwe im pose further the equation ofcontinuity,

_�(r)+ @�j�(r) = 0,then,the tim e derivative of\ C-S gauge potential" should

relateto them attercurrentas

2�� _a� = 2�m j�(r)+ 2�� @�a0 (2� 18)

up to a trivialdivergence freeterm .
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Taking into accountofallthe above considerationsaswellasthe factthatthe

constraint for the LLL should be im posed on allthe tim e slices in the dynam ical

evolution,the path integralrepresentation for the Z-generating functionalwould

havethefollowing form

Z[A]=

Z

D �D � +
D a��[~��]�[�

+ ~� + ]exp (i

Z

d
3
xL0) (2� 19)

with

L0 = �+ (i@0 � a0)�� V [�� �B G ]�
1

2�m
a0 2�� @�a� +

1

4�m
2�� a� _a� (2� 20)

where thegauge�xing condition isunderstood involved im plicitly and �[� � �]isthe

�-functional. Com paring to the conventional2+1 dim ensionalC-S �eld theory,we

havenotonly two second classconstraintsfortheLLL being explicitly builtin but

also an action in which the kinetic energy is absent. In fact this is a sort ofthe

non-relativisticC-S �eld theory with itsinteracting m atter�eld being m assless.

III D escription For T he Vortices ( Q uasi-particles ) In T he

FQ H System

Since now we are in theboson representation,we preferto introduce the phase

�(x)and the electron density �(x)forthewave �eld asthe dynam icalvariablesby

taking

�(x)=
q

�(x)ei�(x) (3� 1)

The phase variable �(x) bears the description forthe vortices and can be further

decom posed into a regularpart�r and a singularpart�s as[10,11]

�(x)= �r(x)+ �s(x) (3� 2)
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in which �r and �s satisfy

2�� @�@��r = 0 (3� 3)

and

2�� @�@��s = �2��s(x) (3� 4)

respectively. W e notice that �s has the physicalintuition as the density for the

vortices.W ethen substituteeq.(3-1)intoeq.(2-16)and itsconjugate,theconstraint

fortheLLL can then beexpressed in term sof�-� variablesas

f[�;�]� (
1

2

@ln�

@z
+ i

@�r

@z
+ i

@�s

@z
+ i

1

�2B
A + ia)= 0

f
�[�;�]� (

1

2

@ln�

@�z
� i

@�r

@�z
� i

@�s

@�z
� i

1

�2B
�A � i�a)= 0 (3� 5)

TheZ-generating functional(2-19)becom es

Z[A]=

Z

D �D �rD �sD a��[f[�;�]]�[f
�[�;�]]

exp i

Z

d
3
xf�(� _�r� _�s� a0+ e’)� V [�� ��]�

1

2�m
2�� a0@�a� +

1

4�m
2�� a� _a�g

(3� 6)

where we included an applied electric �eld with ’(x)being itsscalarpotential. It

is quite clear from eqs. (3-5) and (3-6) that,as a result ofintroducing the �-�

representation,theC-S �eld acquiresa gaugeterm :a� ! a� + @��r,�= 0;1;2,not

only in the m atterpartofthe action butalso in the constraints. Itisknown that

theaction fortheC-S term ofthegauge�eld itselfisinvariantrespectto thelocal

gaugetransform ation up toasurfaceterm .Therefore,wem ay elim inatetheregular

partofthephasevariables�r by perform ing a gaugetransform ation a� ! a� � @��r

forthe Z-generating functionalexpression eq. (3-6)and forgetaboutthe induced

surface term K �[a;�r]tentatively. W e willcom e back to thisinduced surface term
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in thenextsection.M oreover,by taking a linearcom bination of@f�=@z and @f=@�z

in which the�r hasbeen elim inated asjustm entioned,theconstraintseq.(3-5)can

betransform ed into thefollowing equivalentform as

1

2
5

2 ln�+
1

�2
� 2��s+ 2�� @�a� = 0 (3� 7)

and

5 � a = 0 (3� 8)

W ethen carry outtheintegration overthezero-com ponentC-S �eld a0 in eq.(3-6)

and recover the C-S constraint (2-17) �rst. By solving eqs. (3-8)and (2-17),we

m ay integratefurtherD a1D a2 in eq.(3-6).Finally wederive

Z[A]=

Z

D �D �s�[F [�;�s;B ]]exp i

Z

d
3
xf��_�s+ e�’ � V [�� ��]+

1

4�m
2�� a� _a�g

(3� 9)

with

F [�;�s;B ]�
1

2
5

2 ln�+
1

�2
� 2�m �� 2��s = 0 (3� 10)

and a� being now thesolution ofeq.(2-17)in consistency with thegauge�xing con-

dition eq.(3-8).In thisequation,theterm �� 2 could beunderstood as(e=�hc)5 �A .

W ewould liketo em phasizeherethatapartfrom surfaceterm K �[a;�r]contributed

by theC-S term dueto thegaugetransform ation a� ! a� � @��r,wehavenotdone

any partialintegration in theabovederivations.

By now we derive the Z-generating functionalfor the FQH system in the �-

� representation. W e see that the LLL constraint not only m akes the electrons’

kineticenergy disappear,butalso m anifestsitselfasa functionalrelation am ong �,

�s and B : F [�;�s;B ]= 0,which plays a crucialrole in the understanding ofthe

properties for the FQHE states. The contributions from the C-S �eld which had
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been introduced non-trivially for the bosonization procedure now transfer partly

their e�ect to the statistics index \m � 1" appearing in the constraint functional

F [�;�s;B ]while the rem aining e�ectisstillborn by the term (4�m )� 1 2�� a� _a�.

Ifwe im agine the functionalintegralD � in eq. (3-9) being carried out,we m ay

understand thatthe eq. (3-9)describes a system with �s asitsonly independent

dynam icalvariable. Since 2�� @�@� can be nonzero only at certain singular 2+1

dim ensionalworld lines,so �s isa sm ooth functionalin spaceexceptthosesingular

points (at vortex positions). W e interprete these propagating singular points as

pointparticle-likevortex cores.Then thevortex density should havetheexpression

as�s(x)=
P

jqj�
2(x� xj(t))with qj = �1beingthevortex chargeand xj(t)’sbeing

theworld lineforthej-th vortex.Thevortexcurrentj�s(x)=
P

jqj_x
�
j(t)�

2(x� xj(t))

can also beequivalently expressed as

j
�
s(x)=

1

2�
2�� (@0@� � @�@0)�s (3� 11)

W e can easily verify thatthe expressions (3-4)and (3-11)are consistent with the

conservation ofthe vortex current: _�s + @�j
�
s = 0. Kept with the above under-

standings,it is obvious that in the expression for the Z-generating functionaleq.

(3-9),thepath integraloverD �s isessentially an evolution in the�rstquantization

representation forthevortices.

It is straightforward to derive from the Z-generating functionaleq. (3-9) the

following equation

1

2
5

2
< ln� > �2�m < � > +

1

�2
� 2� < �s >= 0 (3� 12)

where < � � � > isthe path integralaverage overthe norm alized Z-generating func-

tional,i.e.,average overthe physicalground state.Thisequation in facthad been
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�rst tim e derived directly from the constraint equations for the LLL by applying

the collective �eld theory approach [21,23]. W hat we have here m ore is to m ake

itsconnection to thedynam icsbeing explicit.Fora hom ogeneoussystem with zero

vortex,we derive the quantization condition from eq. (3-12)forthe FQHE states,

�� = (2�m �2)� 1,im m ediately.Forasinglevortex,wecan draw theconclusion easily

from this equation that it carries a fractionalcharge ofqe=m where q > 0 corre-

sponds a quasi-hole. So this equation can be interpreted as the equation for the

vortices(quasi-particle)ofthe�rsthierarchy.Itsm ean �eld solution can besolved

num erically withoutdi�culty and then theenergy forthequasi-particlescan becal-

culated subsequently.W enoticethatdi�erentfrom theusualG-L typedescription,

thereisnom ass-scaledependentparam eterappearingin eq.(3-12).Italsodoesnot

depend on whetherthere isa \ BCS type sym m etry breaking " [12]in the FQHE

state.

In the constraintequation (3-10),�s hasthe �-function like singularitiesatthe

location ofeach vortex. W hile the m ain role played by the 5 2ln� is to cancel

such singularitiessince the �(r)should have certain drastic variationsclose to the

vortex centers. Ifwe furtherintroduce the second quantization representation for

the vortices,such singularitieswould be sm eared outin the wave �eld description.

Hencethe5 2ln�term would benom oreinterestingasthem ain physicsareusually

controlled by the long wave length behaviors. Therefore,for sake ofconvenience,

we would ignore the 5 2ln� term in the following with the understanding that

there is always a term � 2�� @� ln�=2 associated with @��s im plicitly in the �rst

quantization representation ofthe vortices,while such a term could be reasonably

ignored in itssecond quantization representation.
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IV Intim ate R elation B etween Edge Excitations A nd

H ierarchicalStructure For A Finite FQ H System

Now we shalltreatthe �nite FQH system ,i.e.,to separate the surface partof

the action properly from the bulk partfora �nite FQH system . Before going into

the details we would like to introduce certain descriptions for the boundary ofa

�nite FQH system . W e im agine thatthe two dim ensionalsystem isenclosed by a

(spatially)onedim ensionalboundary �.Thecontinuity equation _�+ @�j� = 0 can

then bewritten in theintegralform as

Z

d
2
x@t� = �

I

�

dl n��v� (4� 1)

wheredlisthelinearintegralalongtheboundaryand n� istheunitnorm alvectorof

theboundary beingde�ned alwaysoriented outward from thesystem .Ifweim agine

a �nite period oftim e �t,it becom es
R
d2x�� = �

H

�
dln���r� in which we have

introduced a displacem entvector�r de�ned form ally along theboundary.W em ay

express�� as�� = �� ~�,where ~� iscertain initialdistribution ofthe electronsin

thesystem .Then,wehave

Z

d
2
x(�� ~�)= � ~�

I

�

dl n��r� (4� 2)

Ifwe take ~� = �� with �� being the average electron density,thelefthand side ofthe

equation should bezero,so thatweshould have

I

�

dl n��r� = 0 (4� 3)

Consequently �r� can be interpreted either as the displacem ent for the particles

(electrons)passing back and forth through the boundary orasthe \rippling" dis-

placem entfortheboundary [15]deviating out-orinward along theboundary.Ob-

viously,itisunderstood thattheseequationsarevalid up to the�rstorderof�r.If
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wesplit�s into two parts:�s = �bulks + �surfs ,correspondingly,

�s = �
bulk
s + �

surf
s (4� 4)

wethen have

�
bulk
s = �

1

2�
2�� @�@��

bulk
s (4� 5)

which contributesto theaveragevortex density ofthesystem ��s and

�
surf
s = �

1

2�
2�� @�@��

surf
s (4� 6)

which isnonzero only attheboundary,and haszero contribution to the ��s so that

��s = ��bulks .M aking useoftheconstrainteq.(3-10),wecan haveboth

� =
1

2�m �2
�

1

m
(�surfs + �

bulk
s ) (4� 7)

and

�� =
1

2�m �2
�

1

m
��bulks (4� 8)

where the 5 2ln� term sare ignored with the previously m entioned understanding.

By taking ~� = �� and then substituting eqs. (4-7)and (4-8)into eq. (4-2),we m ay

draw theexpression for�r from eq.(4-2)as

�r� = �
1

2�m ��
2�� @��

surf
s (4� 9)

up to an arbitrary gauge transform ation �surfs ! �surfs + �0s where �
0

s is a regular

function de�ned along the�:
H

�
dln� 2�� @��

0

r = 0 butnotdeterm ined yet.

M oreover,sincea�nitetwodim ensionalFQH system isalwayscon�ned by som e

potential,its chem icalpotential,�,is determ ined in such a way that the Gibbs

free energy ism inim ized consistently with the spatialdistribution ofthe electrons.

Therefore,thelocaldeviation oftheapplied electricpotential,e’,from thechem ical
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potentialattheboundary isequalto thework doneby thoseelectronsthatpassed

through the boundary,or in another words,due to the localdisplacem ent ofthe

boundary from itsequilibrium con�guration. Again in the sense ofthe �rstorder

deviation,weshould then have

(e’ � �)j� = e(’ � ’0)j� = �eE � �rj� (4� 10)

whereE istheapplied electric�eld and can beexpressed asE = �5 ’.

Intuitively,theboundary isan \in�nitesim ally" thin layerwith a "thickness" of

orderofthe "rippling" displacem ent�r. Such a boundary layerisa layerof�surfs ,

i:e:,in which and only in which �surfs hasnonzero value locally. Ithasfurtherthe

following properties
Z

x� �

d
2
x�s

surf = 0 (4� 11)

and

j
bulk
s � njx� � = 0 (4� 12)

where
R

x� � d
2x m eansa 2D integration carring overonly thissurface layerregion.

W em ay alsoverify withoutdi�culty thateqs.(4-11)and (4-12)areconsistentwith

eqs.(4-4)to (4-8).Eq.(4-11)hasthephysicalm eaning sim ilarto thoseof�r� n in

eq.(4-3)that�surfs describesthelocalaccum ulation ordissipation oftheparticlesin

thesurfacelayerwith itstotalaccum ulation (dissipation)being keptequalto zero.

M oreover, since the description for the displacem ent of the particles (electrons)

passing back and forth through theboundary (which resultsthelocalaccum ulation

and dissipation oftheparticledensity)hasbeen taken careby eq.(4-11),asaresult,

weshould haveeq.(4-12)forconsistency.W enoticealso thateq.(4-12)isvalid only

up to the leading order where the unit vector n is de�ned as the norm alofthe

outerboundary ofthelayer.Ifwe view theboundary asa surfacelayerin sense of
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eqs.(4-11)and (4-12),then we can show thateq.(4-9)applieslocally to thewhole

boundary layerregion. In fact,we m ay divide im aginary the surface layerfurther

into m any sub-layerswith therequirem entthateach ofthem having eq.(4-11)being

satis�ed.Butfornow,instead overthewholeboundary region,weshould havethe

2D integration in eq.(4-11)carryingoveronly thosesub-layersunderconsideration.

Thereforeeach intersurfacebetween two successive sub-layersenclosesan area with

its interior bulk part coinciding exactly with that ofthe originalsystem but its

surface layer being only an inner part ofthat ofthe originalsystem . Obviously

we then can apply the sam e argum ents to derive eq. (4-9) like equation on each

intersurface in the interiorofthe boundary layer,so that,eq.(4-9)isindeed valid

within theboundary layerlocally.Furtherm ore,followingthesim ilarspirit,itisnot

di�cultto verify thateq.(4-10)isalso valid within theboundary layer.

Fortheterm
R
d2xdt�(e’� �)intheactionofeq.(3-9),byutilizingtheconstraint

eq.(3-10)oreq.(4-7),wehave

Z

d
2
xdt�(e’ � �)=

Z

d
2
xdt[

1

2�m �2
�

1

m
(�surfs + �

bulk
s )](e’ � �) (4� 13)

W enoticethattheterm
R
d2xdt(2�m �2)� 1(e’� �)inther.h.s.oftheaboveequation

willnot contribute to the dynam ics ofthe system since e’ is due to the applied

electric potentialand � is a constant determ ined by the envelope potential. W e

would like furtherto keep the �bulks term in the r.h.s. ofeq. (4-13)to be retained.

M oreover,by applying eq.(4-6)to the�surfs which isnonzero only in theboundary

layer,therem aining term in ther.h.s.ofeq.(4-13)can berewritten as

1

2�m

Z

x� �

d
2
xdt[2�� @�@��

surf
s ](e’ � �) (4� 14)

Taking into accountofeqs. (4-9)and (4-10)with the understanding thatboth of
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thetwo being valid in thewholeboundary layer,eq.(4-14)becom es

1

(2�m )2��

Z

x� �

d
2
xdt(2�� @�@��

surf
s )(E � 2�� @��

surf
s ) (4� 15)

W e now introduce the following identity for the integrand ofthe expression eq.

(4-15)as

@�M � � E�M � � @�(M �E �M �)�
1

2
E �@�(M �M �)� (2�� M �E �)� (2�0�0 @�0M �0)

with M � being identi�ed as2�� @��
surf
s . Since 2�� @�M � = �@�@��

surf
s ,we m ay

choosethegaugefor�surfs and m akethelastterm on ther.h.s.oftheaboveidentity

becom eszero.Substitutingtheidentity intoexpression (4-15)and then
R

x� � d
2x can

betransform ed intoa\surface"integral
H

B dlwhich enclosestheboundary layerby

two line integralone forthe outerboundary and theotherforthe innerboundary,

i.e.,

1

(2�m )2��

Z

dt

I

B

dl[n�in�� @��
surf
s )(E �0 2�0�0 @�0�

surf
s )�

1

2
(E �n�)(@��

surf
s @��

surf
s )]

(4� 16)

W ithoutlostofgenerality,wem ayassum ereasonablythatup totheleadingorderof

�r,n� 2�� @��
surf
s being zero attheinnerboundary linewhilen�@��

surf
s taking the

sam e value locally atthe both boundary lines. Noticing furtherthat(@��
surf
s )2 =

(n�@��
surf
s )2 + (n� 2�� @��

surf
s )2,then expression (4-14),i.e.,eq. (4-16) can be

transform ed into thefollowing form

1

2(2�m )2��

Z

dt

I

�

dl(n� 2�� @��
surf
s )� (E� 2�� @��

surf
s ) (4� 17)

Taking into alltheaboveconsiderations,wederivefrom eq.(4-13)that

Z

d
2
xdt�(e’ � �)

20



=
eE

2(2�m )2��

Z

dt

I

�

dl(n� 2�� @��
surf
s )2 �

1

m

Z

d
2
xdt�

bulk
s (e’ � �) (4� 18)

wherewehaveassum ed theelectric�eld alwaysparalleltothenorm alon thebound-

ary.

Forthe�rstaswellasthelastterm oftheaction(seeeq.(3-9)),��_�s+(4�m )
� 1 2��

a� _a�,we notice a� isthe solution ofeq.(2-17)which can beexpressed in term sof

�s by m aking useofeqs.(4-7)and (3-4)as

a� = �@��s �
1

�2B
A
em
� (4� 19)

Therefore,by applying furthereqs.(4-7)and (4-19)

Z

d
2
xdt(��_�s +

1

4�m
2�� a� _a�)

=

Z

d
2
xdt[�

1

2�m
(2�� @�@��s)_�s +

1

4�m
2�� @��s@0@��s] (4� 20)

where (and afterward )we have ignored (would ignore )allthose integrandsofa

totaltim ederivative.Taking a partialintegration with respectto the\ @� " in the

�rstterm ,expression (4-20)becom es

�
1

2�m

Z

dt

I

�

dl(n� 2�� @��s)_�s

+

Z

d
2
xdt[

1

2�m
2�� @��s(@� _�s � @0@��s)�

1

4�m
2�� @��s@0@��s] (4� 21)

Forthe purpose ofseparating the \ surface " and \ bulk " degreesoffreedom ,we

express�s furtheras�s = �surfs + �bulks in eq.(4-21).Utilizingthefollowingequalities

Z

d
2
xdt2�� @��

surf
s @0@��

bulk
s =

Z

d
2
xdt2�� @��

bulk
s @0@��

surf
s

@0�
bulk
s + @�j

bulk
s;� = 0

@0�
surf
s + @�j

surf
s;� = 0
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and eq.(4-12),wecan derivethefollowing expression from eq.(4-21)by straightfor-

ward calculations

1

m

Z

d
2
xdt@��

bulk
s j

bulk
s;� �

1

4�m

Z

d
2
xdt2�� @��

bulk
s @0@��

bulk
s

�
1

4�m

Z

dt

I

�

dln� 2�� @��s
_�s �

1

4�m

Z

dt

I

�

n� 2�� @��
bulk
s

_�bulks (4� 22)

wherewehavealso utilized theexpression for�bulk;surfs and jbulk; surfs given by eqs.

(4-5),(4-6)and (3-11).

Now weintroducea dualgauge�eld forthebulk system as

A
0

� = �
1

m
@��

bulk
s �

1

m �2B
A
em
� (4� 23)

M aking usefurtherofeqs.(4-5)and (4-7),itsatis�es

2�� @�A
0

� = �2��bulk (4� 24)

Substituting eq.(4-23)into the�rsttwo term sofexpression (4-22),we derivestep

by step thefollowing expression as

Z

d
2
xdt(��_�s +

1

4�m
2�� a� _a�)

= �
1

4�m

Z

dt

I

�

dln� 2�� (@��s_�s + @��
bulk
s

_�bulks )

+

Z

d
2
xdtf�j

bulk
s � A

0
�

m

4�
2�� A

0

�
_A 0

�g (4� 25)

Finally,take into account ofallthe above considerations,and substitute eqs.

(4-25) and (4-18) into the corresponding term s ofeq. (3-9) in which e�’ being

replaced by e�(’ � �)asfora �nite system ,we obtain an interesting form ofthe

Z-generating functionalforthe�niteFQH system

Z =

Z

D �
bulk
s D �

surf
s

Z

D ��[F [�;�bulks + �
surf
s ;B ]]
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� exp i

�Z

d
3
xf�j

bulk
s � A

0
�

1

m
�
bulk
s (e’ � �)

�
m

4�
2�� A

0

�
_A 0

� � V [�� ��g+ I�[�s]

�

(4� 26)

Thesurfaceaction in eq.(4-26)I� hastheform as

I�[�s]=
1

4�m

Z

dt

I

�

dlf�n� 2�� (@��s_�s + @��
bulk
s

_�bulks )

+ ~vD (n� 2�� @��
surf
s )2g (4� 27)

wherewehaveassum ed theapplied electric�eld E isparallelto thenorm alon the

boundary and ~vD can bederived from eq.(4-18)by applying eq.(4-8)as

~vD = vD =(1� 2��2��s) (4� 28)

with vD = cE =B .

In eq.(4-26),�[F [�;�s;B ]]isin facta productof��functions

�[F [�;�s;B ]]�
Y

x

�[F [�(x);�s(x);B ]]; (4� 29)

where
Q

x isthe productoverallthe 2D spatialposition x’sand F [�(x);�s(x);B ]

hasexactly thesam eexpression asthatofeq.(3-10)butpicksitsvalueatthespatial

pointsx.Sincethehardcorevorticescan nevercoincideatthesam espatialpoint,we

m ay regroup
Q

x into two productsasthefollowing.The�rstproduct,
Q

x� �,picks

up those singularpoints(attached with itsnearestneighbouring regularpoints)at

which only thesurfacevorticeslocate.Obviously,these"m ini-islands" (m ay orm ay

not overlap) exist only in the boundary layer region. The second product,
Q

bulk,

picksupalltheotherspatialpointsinboththebulkinteriorandtherem ainingpoints

in theboundary layerregion in which only thebulk vorticesm ay locate.Therefore,

we m ay identify �s(x) = �surfs (x) for those ��functions in the �rst product,and
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�s(x) = �bulks (x) for those ��functions in the second product. W e then have the

following expression

�[F [�;�s;B ]]�
Y

x2�

�[F [�(x);�surfs (x);B ]]� �[F [�;�bulk;B ]] (4� 30)

in which

�[F [�;�bulk;B ]]=
Y

bulk

�[F [�(x);�bulk(x);B ]]: (4� 31)

Keeping with thesim ilarunderstanding,wem ay furtherseparatetheintegralm ea-

sureof
R
D � into two corresponding partsas

Z

D � =

Z

�

D ��

Z

bulk

D � (4� 32)

Now weintroducethenotation

~D �surfs � D �
surf
s

Z

�

D �
Y

x2�

�[F [�(x);�surfs (x);B ]] (4� 33)

where
R

�
D �

Q

x2� �[F [�(x);�
surf
s (x);B ]]m eans to solve �(x) as the functionalof

�surfs (x)from eq.(3-10)in theboundary region.Taking into consideration ofeqs.(4-

30)��(4-33),the generating functional(4-26) can be put into the following form

as

Z =

Z

�

~D �surfs

Z

bulk

D �
bulk
s D ��[F [�;�bulks ;B ]]

� exp i[

Z

d
3
xf�j

bulk
s � A

0
�

1

m
�
bulk
s (e’ � �)

�
m

4�
2�� A

0

�
_A 0

� � V [�� ��sg+ I�[�s]] (4� 34)

Fora�nitesystem ,iftheintegration overD ��[F [�;�bulks ;B ]]hasbeen taken into

account,eq.(4-34)m eansthattheZ-generating functionalfortheFQH m any elec-

tron system can beequivalently described in term sofitsvortex degreesoffreedom

whiletheelectronscan beunderstood asabackground condensate.Thecorrespond-

ing action can bedivided into two parts:a bulk partand a surface part.Thebulk
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parthastheintuition thatthevorticesm ovein adualgauge�eld 5 � A 0= �2��bulk

and carry thefractionalstatistics(m )� 1 with fractionalchargeqe=m .Itcan bein-

terpreted as the action for the next hierarchy. In particular,when the system is

exactly in aFQHE stateofthe�rsthierarchicallevel,i.e.,�bulks = �bulks = 0,wethen

have �s = �surfs ,so thatthe surface action I�[�s]! I�[�
surf
s ]willdecouple from its

bulk and describean ensem bleofindependentedgeexcitationswith itspropagation

velocity ~vD = vD . This isone ofthe interesting results drawn from ourapproach

with its description m ainly based upon the constraint condition eq. (3-10). W e

notice that ifwe solve A 0

� in term s of�bulk,and apply further eq. (3-10)for the

�jbulks � A0 term ,we m ay �nd easily thatthe bulk action isform ally rathersim ilar

to thatof[10,11].The action I�[�
surf
s ]in the FQH state hasthe form known asa

chiralboson action which isconsistentalso with those proposed in [14,15]. W hat

wehavehereisa uni�ed description fora �niteFQH system derived from ab initio

analytically.

W estressfurtherthatifweperform a gaugetransform ation to thewholeaction

(4-26),itwould also producea surfaceterm which m ay cancelthesurfaceterm left

previously in section III.W ewillshow thedetailsin Appendix A.

Aswehavem entioned before,because�s(x)hasonly theisolated singularitiesin

the two dim ensionalplane,D �s integratesoveronly the space-tim e propagation of

thosesingularities:thecoordinatesofvortices.Therefore,itisnotdi�cultto show

that
Z

D �
bulk
s exp i

Z

d
3
xf�j

bulk
s � A

0
�

m

4�
2�� A

0

�@0A
0

�g

=

1X

N = 1

Z NY

j= 1

D r
0

j(t)exp if�
X

j

_r0j � A
0(r0j(t))�

m

4�
2�� A

0

�@0A
0

�g (4� 35)

where r0j(t) is the coordinate for the j-th bulk vortex. W e notice that,following
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from eq. (3-10),we always take the convention that the vortices are counted as

quasi-holes. Thisidentity m akes the following factbecom e explicit. The bulk ac-

tion forthevorticesin eq.(4-34)isessentially in a �rstquantization representation.

M oreover,itbecom esclearthatsuch an action again involvesonly term slinearin

the �rstordertim e derivative ofthe vortex coordinatesbutno bilinearterm . W e

m ay learn from theDirac’salgorithm im m ediately thatonceagain wehaveasystem

ofvorticeswith \zero kineticenergy" which should bedescribed by thesecond class

constraint.In fact,com paring eqs.(4-34)and (4-35)with eq.(2-1),keeping again

theunderstandingthatthefunctionalintegration overD �beingcarried through,we

can realize thatthebulk action forthe vorticeshasa form alm ostthesam e asthe

originalaction forthe electrons in the LLL.Now itbecom es also quite clearthat

theapplication oftheDirac’squantization theory fortheconstrained system stothe

overallspace-tim e propagation ofthe vorticesin the form ofeq. (4-35)providesa

�eld-theoreticalbackground fortreating thesehierarchicalvortices(quasi-particles

)in FQHE which have only zero e�ective m asswhile the \ conventional" vortices

often have�nitee�ectivem asscontributed by them assive constituting particles.

V Schem atic O utline For T he H igher H ierarchicalStates

A nd T he C orresponding B ranches ofEdge Excitations

Based on the above observations,we m ay apply the sam e procedure as those

forthe electrons to introduce the second quantization representation forthe bulk

vortices (ofthe �rsthierarchy ). Butthere are certain delicate di�erences which

should be carefully treated asthe following: (i)Instead ofthe vector potentialA

which couplesto the electron velocity and hasa constantcurl,5 � A = B asthe

applied m agnetic�eld,wehavenow a vectorpotentialA 0forthebulk action ofthe
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vorticeswhich playsasim ilarrolebuthasacurl,5 � A 0= �2��,depending on the

dynam icalvariablevia theconstraintequation F [�;�bulks ;B ]= 0;(ii)In theapplica-

tion oftheDiracquantization tothevorticesin the�rstquantization representation,

weneed thecondition [� 0

�

i
;� 0

�

j
]= �2� 2�� �ij� 6= 0 to besatis�ed,where� 0

�

i
has

thesam eform as� i
� with thecorresponding quantitiessubstituted by thoseforthe

vortices. Since � could be zero ( or singular ) only at the isolated locations for

the vortices,in the spirit oflong wave length approxim ation,we m ay reasonably

take the approxim ation as� > 0 (�nite ). In fact,these singularbehaviorsatthe

vortex locationswilldisappearafteritssecond quantization procedure being com -

pleted;(iii)Corresponding to thebosonization procedurefortheelectronsin which

weintroduced a C-S gauge�eld with thestatisticalindex being odd integersm ,we

now introducea C-S gauge�eld a0� with thestatisticalindex being even integers2p.

Thisisbecause thatthe world linesforthe vortex \particles" are originated from

the singularitiesofthe phase �eld �s ofthe bosonized electrons,so thatthey have

to have a periodic boundary condition atthe �1 and +1 ofthe tim e axis [24].

By such a \ bosonization " ofthevortices,thenewly introduced \ C-S " gauge�eld

satis�esthegaugeconstraintas

2�� @�a
0

� = 4�p�bulks (5� 1)

Com paring eq.(5-1)with eq.(3-4),wehave

a
0

� = �2p@��
bulk
s (5� 2)

which in fact has the sam e physics as eq. (2-12). But eq. (2-12)is for the elec-

trons while eq. (5-2) is for the vortices with one hierarchicallevelin succession.

Substituting eq.(5-2)into eq.(4-23),wehave

A
0

� = �
1

m �2B
A �

em +
1

2pm
a
0

� (5� 3)
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Thisisa relation between thedual�eld and thenew \C-S" �eld.

Taking into accountofalltheaboveconsiderations,introducing the\ bosonized

" wave �eld � 0 for the bulk vortices,and running over alm ost exactly the sam e

procedure asthose forthe electron case given in the section II,we m ay introduce

the second quantization representation forthe vortex partofthe the Z-generating

functional(4-34).Consequently,itcan betransform ed into thefollowing form as

Z =

Z

~D �surfs D �D �0
D �0+

D a
0

��[[F [�;�
bulk
s ;B ]]�[~� 0�0]�[�0

+ ~� 0
+

]

� exp i[

Z

d
3
xf�0+ (i

@

@t
�

1

m
(e’ � �)� a

0

0)�
0
� V

0[�s]

+
1

8p�
(2a

0

0 2�� @�a
0

�� 2�� a
0

�@0a
0

�)�
1

16�p2m
2�� a

0

�@0a
0

�g+ I�[�s]] (5� 4)

where we have also substituted eq. (5-3)into eq. (4-34)and notice thatthe �rst

term on the r.h.s.ofeq.(5-3)would notcontribute to the C-S term in eq.(4-34).

Since�s = �bulks + �surfs ;weunderstand thatthedynam icalvariable�s forthesurface

action hasitsbulk partbeingnow de�ned in thesecond quantization representation

whileitssurfacepartbeingnot.W enoticefurtherthatin eq.(5-4)and thefollowing,

except�surfs ,allthesecond quantized dynam icalvariablesaswellastheirfunctional

integration m easure,such as �,�0 and �0+ etc. are ofbulk degrees offreedom ,

and we would keep such understanding but ignore the \bulk" sup-or subscripts

forconvenience. Separating the m oduluspartof�0 from itsphase partby writing

�0=
p
�se

i�
0

with �
0

= �
0

r + �
0

s,absorbing the regularpartofphase variable�
0

r into

a
0

� (seeAppendix A)and then integrating overa
0
0,a

0

1,a
0

2 and � in theZ-generating

functional(5-4)aswhatwedid fortheelectronsin thesection III,itbecom es

Z =

Z

~D �surfs D �sD �
0

s�[F
0[�s;�

0

s;B ]]exp i[

Z

d
3
xf��s

_�0s �
1

m
�s(e’ � �)

�
1

16p2�
(
1

m
+ 2p)2�� a

0

�@0a
0

� � V
0[�s]g+ I�[�s]] (5� 5)
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with V 0[�s]= V [(�s � ��s)]=m ]and

F
0[�s;�

0

s;B ]�
1

2
5

2 ln�s �
1

m �2
+ 2��s(

1

m
+ 2p)+ 2��0s = 0 (5� 6)

where a0� isthe solution ofeq. (5-1)associated with an appropriated gauge �xing

condition which is determ ined again by the constraint �̂ 0�0 = 0 and its com plex

conjugate. ( see the corresponding eqs.(3-7) and (3-8),especially (3-8) ). And

�s,the density ofthe vortices,isthe m odulus ofthe vortex wave �eld which now

is in the second quantization representation,while �0s is the singular part for the

conjugated phase�eld which describestheisolated \ vortices" forthenext(higher

)hierarchicallevelwith itsdensity having theexpression as

�
0

s =
1

2�
2�� @�@��

0

s (5� 7)

These \vortices" has the intuition as \ new quasiholes" on the \old quasihole"

condensate so thatthey areessentially electron-like excitationsin nature.W em ay

furthersolve ��s from eq.(5-6)with theconsideration ofeq.(5-7)as

��s =
1

2�(1+ 2pm )�2
�

1

m � 1 + 2p
��0s (5� 8)

In the above derivations,we have carried outthe path integralforD � so thatthe

constraintequation (3-10)F [�;�s;B ]= 0 isunderstood being alwayssatis�ed and

the ingredient ofthe constraint (3-10) has been now transm itted into eq. (5-6).

Ifwe divide eq. (3-10) by 2�m ,eq. (5-6) by 2�(m � 1 + 2p) and then com pare

them selveseach other,wem ay �nd thatinstead ofm � 1 forthevorticesofthe�rst

hierarchicallevel,the charge unit ofthe vortices ofthe second hierarchicallevel

becom es �(1 + 2pm )� 1. Correspondingly,the statistics index also changes from

m � 1 to �(m � 1 + 2p)� 1.
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W e m ay furtherseparate one m ore surface partofthe action in eq. (5-5)from

the bulk in sense ofthe next hierarchicallevel. W e m ay work along exactly the

sam elineasthoseoftheelectronsfrom eqs.(4-1)to (4-28).Sincewehavealso the

currentconservation ofthevortices:@0�
0

s + @�j
0�

s = 0,and especially instead ofeq.

(3-10),we have now the constraint equation eq. (5-6),therefore,by noticing the

correspondence as� ! ��s,e! �e=m ,�s ! ��0s and theC-S factor

m ! �(
1

m
+ 2p) (5� 9)

wem ay split�0s into �
0surf
s + �

0bulk
s ,�0s into �

0surf
s + �

0bulk
s and follow thesam elineas

thoseofeqs.(4-1)to (4-10),and derive

(
e

m
’ � �

0)= �
e

m
E � �r

0 (5� 10)

with

�r� =
1

2�(m � 1 + 2p)��s
[2�� @��

0

s

surf
] (5� 11)

in theboundary layerx � �0.In repeatingsuch aprocessing,wehavean interesting

question thatwhetherthe\boundary" forthesecond hierarchicallevel�0coincides

the boundary ofthe �rst hierarchicallevel�:Form ally,the FQH system should

have only one unique boundary on which allthe surface integrals for the system

should be de�ned,i.e.,�0 = �. But intuitively,as it has been already carefully

discussed in the previoussection,the boundary � carriesa sortofripple-like edge

waveswith an am plitude oforderof�r. Itcan be equivalently described in term s

ofthe surface vortices in sense ofthe �rst hierarchicallevelwhich are spreaded

overa surface region ofdepth � �r and form a boundary layer. W e separated the

surface degrees offreedom from those ofthe bulk in such a way that the latter

covers not only the whole region ofthe bulk interior ofthe 2D FQH system but
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also the boundary layer in sense ofthose surface vortices with its nearest regular

neighbourhood being excluded. Thisisthe basic physicsofthe boundary �,based

upon which we introduced furtherthe surface m easure ~D �surfs ofeq.(4-33)and the

bulk m easure in eq.(4-32). Following the sam e intuition, the boundary �0 is in

factthe boundary ofthe bulk region ofthe �rsthierarchicallevel. Itshould be a

rippling region with a depth of�r0 butaccom m odates inside the bulk region in a

rathercom plicated way.In otherwords,wecould im aginethatthesetwo successive

boundary layersperm eateintoeach otherheavily,and wewould liketosay thatitis

ofthe\ strong coupling lim it".W em ay im aginean oppositelim iting case:allthe

surfacevorticesofthesecond hierarchicallevel,which isessentially theorigin ofthe

surfaceripplingoftheboundary �
0

,distributeinsidetheboundary layer�and form

alayeras�
0

.W em ayhaveconsequently theboundarylayer�
0

accom m odatesinside

theboundarylayer�withasharpseparation,i:e:,uptothesecond hierarchicallevel,

theFQH system hastwosuccessiveboundaryregionswith theouterboundarybeing

� whiletheinneronebeing � 0.W esay thatisofthe\ weak coupling lim it".After

thephysicsofthetwo coexisting boundariesbeing clari�ed asabove,corresponding

to eqs.(4-11)and (4-12),wehavethat,in theboundary layer�
0

Z

x� �0
d
2
x�

0

s

surf
= 0 (5� 12)

and

j
0bulk

s � n
0
jx� �0 = 0 (5� 13)

where n0 isthe norm alofthe boundary �0. Keeping with such an understanding,

wem ay processfurtherasfollows.

Solving eq.(5-6)for�s and splitting then �
0

s into �
0

s

surf
+ �0s

bulk
,wesubstituteit

into thesecond term oftheaction in eq.(5-5).W ewould liketo keep the�0s
bulk

term
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to be survived and perform a partialintegration forthe rem aining term s. This is

in factthe sam e procedure asdone in eqs. (4-13)-(4-18)butwith one hierarchical

levelhigher.Astheresult,theterm involving theapplied electric�eld in action eq.

(5-5)can then betransform ed into thefollowing expression as

�
1

m

Z

d
2
xdt�s(e’ � �)=

1

1+ 2pm

Z

d
2
xdt�

0

s

bulk
(e’ � �)

�
eE

2m (2�(m � 1 + 2p))2��s

Z

dt

I

�0
dl(n� 2�� @��

0

s

surf
)2 (5� 14)

On them eanwhile,wesolvea0� from eq.(5-1)and then utilizeeq.(5-6),wederive

a
0

� =
2m p

1+ 2m p

�
1

m �2B
A
em
� � @��

0

s

�

(5� 15)

In the aboveequation we ignorethe5 2ln�s term with thesam e understanding as

thosefor5 2ln� in theprevioussections.And weintroducefurthera dual�eld A 00

forthenew bulk system which isthecorrespondentofA 0introduced by eq.(4-23)

A
00

� =
1

m � 1 + 2p
[

1

m �2B
A
em
� � @��

0

s

bulk
] (5� 16)

with

2�� @�A
00

� = 2��s
bulk (5� 17)

Then applying alm ost the sam e procedure asthose from eq. (4-19)to eq. (4-25)

correspondingly,the�rstaswellasthethird term oftheaction in eq.(5-5)can be

transform ed into thefollowing form as

Z

d
2
xdt[��s_�

0

s �
1

16�p2
(
1

m
+ 2p)2�� a

0

� _a
0

�]

=
1

4�(m � 1 + 2p)

Z

dt

I

�0
dln� 2�� (@��

0

s
_�0s + @��

0

s

bulk _�
0bulk
s )

+

Z

d
2
xdt

�

�A
00
� j

0bulk

s +
1

4�
(
1

m
+ 2p)A 00

� 2��
_A 00

�

�

(5� 18)
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In derivingeq.(5-18),wenoticethattheexpression forthe�0s,eq.(5-7),hasaform al

sign di�erence with thatofeq.(3-4),therefore the corresponding expression forj0s

should also hasa sign di�erence with thatofeq.(3-11)form ally. Substituting eqs.

(5-14) and (5-18) into eq. (5-5) and applying further those argum ents as wellas

treatm entssim ilarto thatofeqs.(4-29)to (4-34),the Z-generating functionalcan

beputinto a new form as

Z =

Z

�

~D �surfs

Z

�0

~D �0surfs

Z

bulk

D �sD �
0

s�[F
0[�s;�

0bulk
s ;B ]]

� exp i

"Z

d
3
xf�j

0bulk
s � A

00+
1

1+ 2pm
�
0bulk
s (e’ � �)� V

0[�s]

+
1

4�
(
1

m
+ 2p)2�� A

00

�@0A
00

�g+ I�[�s]+ I
0

�[�
0

s]

�

(5� 19)

with theadditionalsurfaceaction as

I
0

�[�
0

s]=
1

4�(m � 1 + 2p)

Z

dt

I

�0
dlfn� 2�� (@��

0

s
_�0s

+@��
0

s

bulk _�
0bulk
s )� ~v0D (n� 2�� @��s

0surf
)2g (5� 20)

wherethedriftvelocity forthenew edgeexcitationsisnow

~v0D = vD =(1+ 2�m �2��0s): (5� 21)

Fornow we practiced ourschem e once again thatthe bulk action forthe vortices

eq.(4-34)can bealso divided into two parts:a surfacepartm ay describeonem ore

branch ofedge excitations,while the rem aining bulk part is exactly for the third

hierarchicalstates. Both ofthem have theirform salm ostthe sam e asthose given

in eqs.(4-34)and (4-27),and theonly di�erenceisthatwehavenow thestatistics

param eterchanged from �m to m � 1 + 2p and the fractionalcharge changed from

e=m to�e=(1+ 2pm ).Especially,noticingthesign di�erencebetween eq.(3-4)and

33



eq.(5-7),thesurfaceaction I0�0[�
0

s]ofeq.(5-20)hasconsistently an additionalglobal

m inussign com paretoI�[�s]ofeq.(4-27).Thefactthatthesesignschangefrom one

to thenextreectsthehole-particlenatureforthevorticesofdi�erenthierarchical

levelswhich dependsactually on ourconvention thatwe keep the vortex particles

asquasiholesforeach hierarchicallevel.

Forahom ogeneoussystem with ��0s beingequaltozero,itm eansthatthesystem is

now lyingexactly on thesecond hierarchicalFQHE �lling,i.e.,wehaveacondensate

forboth electrons and vortices. Then the constraints eq. (3-10),F [�;�s;B ]= 0,

and eq.(5-6),F 0[�s;�
0

s;B ]= 0,willgivetheexpression for�lling factor� as

� =
1

m +
1

2p

(5� 22)

Forthesystem having isolated vorticeson thecondensateofthesecond hierarchical

level,then F 0[�s;�
0

s;B ]= 0willprovidethecorrespondingvortexequation with each

vortex carrying a fractionalchargeas(1+ 2pm )� 1.Itbecom esso obviousthatour

approach doesprovidea dynam icaldescription forthesem asslessvorticesforwhole

hierarchicalschem e.

One m ore interesting question isforthe surface actionsaswe derived now two

surfaceactionsco-existing in aFQH system atthesecond hierarchicallevel.Forthe

second one,eq. (5-20),we have the understanding that�0s = �0s
bulk

+ �0s
surf

where

the �0s
bulk

is contributed by the �0s
bulk

while �0s
surf

is contributed by the �0s
surf

. If

theFQH system isprecisely on thesecond hierarchicallevelwith �0s
bulk

= �0s
bulk

= 0

so that we have �0s = �0s
surf

then the surface action eq. (5-20) willbe decoupled

from the bulk as I�0[�
0

s]! I�0[�
0

s

surf
]and on the m eanwhile,its drift velocity ~v

0

D

becom es vD . Buton the other hand,due to the boundary �0 accom odates inside
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the boundary �,the �0s
surf

and �0s
surf

should contribute in principle to the �s
bulk

variable de�ned on �.Therefore,ifwe split�0

s into itsbulk and surface partin eq.

(5-6)with thecondition �0bulks = 0,wehave

�s =
1

2��2(1+ 2pm )
�

1

m � 1 + 2p
�
0

s

surf
(5� 23)

In eq.(5-23),�s actually satis�eseq.(4-5)sincewehad ignorethe\bulk"-superscript

forthe second quantized �s after (including) eq.(5-4). M oreover,�0surfs satis�es an

equation ofthesam eform asthatofeq.(5-8)butwith �0s and �
0

s substituted by �
0surf
s

and �0surfs respectively.Then wem ay solve@��
surf
s from eq.(5-23)as

@��
bulk
s =

1

m � 1 + 2p

�

@��
0surf
s �

1

m �2B
A �

em

�

(5� 24)

up to a trivialcurlfree 2-dim ensionalvector. On the other hand,we m ay also

express�bulks directly in term sof�s which isentirely equivalentto eq.(4-5),

�
bulk
s =

Z

d
2
xIm ln(�z� �z0)�s(z

0)

subsequently,wehave

_�bulks =

Z

d
2
xIm ln(�z� �z0)_�s(z

0) (5� 25)

For the �0surfs ;we should have sim ilar equations followed from eq.(5-7) with the

condition �0bulks = 0;theseare

�
0surf
s = �

Z

d
2
x Im ln(�z� �z0)�0surfs ;

and

_�0
surf

s = �

Z

d
2
x Im ln(�z� �z0)_�0

surf

s : (5� 26)

By utilizing furthereq.(5-23)again,wem ay show that

_�bulks =
1

m � 1 + 2p
_�0surfs (5� 27)
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Theunderlying physicscould beunderstood asfollows:dueto thefurtherconden-

sation ofthe vorticeson the �rsthierarchicallevel,the singularbehaviorforthe \

boundary " vorticespreservesand transm itsitselfinto thesingularbehaviorforthe

vorticesofthenexthierarchicallevelvia theconstraintequation (5-6)oreq.(5-23).

Substituting eqs.(5-24)and (5-27)into thesurfaceaction eq.(4-27),itbecom es

I�[�s]! I�[�
surf
s ;�

0surf
s ]

=
1

4�m

Z

dt

I

�

dlf�[n� 2�� @�(�
sur
s +

1

m � 1 + 2p
�
0surf
s )](_�surfs +

1

m � 1 + 2p
_�0surfs )

�
1

(m � 1 + 2p)2
(n� 2�� @��

0

s

surf
)_�

0surf
s + ~vD (n� 2�� @��s

surf
)2g (5� 28)

Eq.(5-28)containsonly surfacevariables�surfs and �0surfs so thatthey decouplealso

from thebulk aslong asthesystem ison thesecond FQH hierarchy:�0bulks = 0:But

the two branches ofedge excitations described by �surfs ;�0surfs willform ally couple

to each other as shown by the explicit expressions for actions I�[�
surf
s ;�0surfs ]and

I0�0[�
0surf
s ]aseqs.(5-20)and (5-28)respectively.In theweak coupling lim it,i.e.,the

two boundary layer� and � 0 being sharply separated,due to �0s
surf

hasitssource

�0s
surf

being nonzero only strictly inside theboundary layer�,we m ay show in the

Appendix B that�0s
surf

willnotcontributetoeq.(5-28).Itwould bethen sim pli�ed

to thefollowing form as

I�[�s]!

I�[�
surf
s ]=

1

4�m

Z

dt

I

�

dlf�(n� 2�� @��
sur
s )_�surfs

+ ~vD (n� 2�� @��s
surf

)2g (5� 29)

so thatthetwo branchesofedgeexcitationswillfurtherdecoupleinto two indepen-

dent edge excitations. Associated with the action eq.(5-20) in which �0s
bulk

being
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now setto bezero,�0surfs describesonebranch ofedgeexcitation propagation along

boundary �0 with driftvelocity vD ;while �
surf
s ,associated with the action (5-29),

describes one anotherbranch ofedge wave with the propagation velocity ~vD :The

interesting pointisthatthe latterwould hasa di�erentdriftvelocity from thatof

I�0[�
0surf
s ].Following from eq.(5-8),wehave now ��s = (2��2(1+ 2m p))� 1 which is

nom orezeroforthesecond FQHE hierarchicallevel.Bysubstitutingitintoeq.(4-28)

wederivethen

~vD = vD (1+
1

2m p
) (5� 30)

Thisisa ratherinteresting resultthatwederived theanalyticalexpressionsforthe

propagation velocities ofthe edge excitations which are di�erent for its di�erent

branches.W eexpectitcould bechecked by certain properly designed experim ent.

So far,wederived thecorresponding edgeexcitationsforthesecond hierarchical

leveland the bulk action forthe \ vortex " ofthe third hierarchicallevelin which

the \ vortex current" would couple to a new \ C-S " gauge�eld as�j0s � A00 with

a C-S action (4�)� 1(m � 1 + 2p)2�� A 00

�
_A 00.Now itissu�ciently convincing thatby

repeating the procedure developed above,we arrive a com plete description forthe

FQH system that,based upon a carefulconsideration ofthe LLL constraint,the

action incorporated with the constraint can be transform ed from one hierarchical

stateto thenextin an alm ostuniversalform ,and then-th hierarchicalstatecan be

viewed asn branchesofinteractingedgeexcitationscoupled toa(n-th)bulk vortices

system . In particular,only atthe hierarchical�lling ofthe FQHE,these branches

ofedge state excitation willdecouple from bulk and bearthe m ain physics ofthe

FQHE state.

W ewould sum m arizefurthertheanalyticalexpressionsforpropagationvelocities
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ofthe edge excitations hierarchically asthe following. The statistics index �n for

then-th hierarchicallevelhastheexpression as

�n =
1

�n� 1 + 2pn� 1
(5� 31)

where �n� 1 isthe corresponding index forthe (n-1)-th hierarchicallevelwith �1 =

1=m and pn� 1 is an integer. Then,the fractionalcharge for the vortices on the

(n-1)-th hierarchicalstatescan beexpressed ase=m n with

m n =

nY

l= 1

�
� 1

l (5� 32)

in which we have m 1 = m . And the vortex density for the (n-1)-th hierarchical

statescan beexpressed as

�
(n� 1) =

1

2��2m n

� �n�
(n) (5� 33)

with �(n= 0) = �. Ifthe FQH system is on the N-th hierarchical�lling,we have

�(N ) = 0,and the�lling � can beexpressed as

� =
1

m
[1� �1�2(1� �2�3(� � � (1� �N � 1�N )� � �))] (5� 34)

Ifwesubstituteeq.(5-31)successively intoeq.(5-34),itcoincidesHaldane-Halperin

expression [4]precisely.W ith theabovenotations,wecan show thatthen branches

ofedgeexcitationsforthen-th hierarchicallevelhavethegeneralexpressionsas

v
(j)

D =
vD

1� 2��2m j� 1�
(j)

(5� 35)

with j = 1;� � � ;n and vD = cE =B . In case ofthe FQH system being on the N-th

hierarchical�lling,�.e.,�(N ) = 0,we have then the hierarchicalexpression forthe

driftvelocitiesoftheedgeexcitationsas

v
(1) =

vD

1� �1�2(1� �2�3(� � � (1� �N � 1�N )� � �))
=

vD

m �
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v
(2)

D =
vD

1� �2�3(1� �3�4(� � � (1� �N � 1�N )� � �))

v
(N � 1)

D =
vD

1� �N � 1�N

v
(N )

D = vD (5� 36)

W ederiveeq.(5-36)by substituting eqs.(5-33),(5-32)and (5-34)into eq.(5-35).

V I SU M M A RY A N D D ISC U SSIO N S

Insum m ary,ourwholediscussion isessentiallybasedupontwobasicobservations

asfollows. The �rstisthatsince the vorticesforany hierarchicallevel(including

thebosonized electrons)havealltheiractionshavingonlyterm slinearin thevortex

velocities,therefore,the Dirac algorithm provides a highlightguiding line so that

we could have a uni�ed treatm ent for the dynam ics ofthe quasi-particles in the

FQH system .The second isthat,in association with the constraintfortheLLL,a

carefultreatm entofthepartialintegrationsin theactionsforthe�niteFQH system

m ay separate the surface degrees offreedom from the bulk which m akes a proper

description forthe dynam icsofthe edge excitationsbeing possible. W hatwe have

succeeded in this paper is m ainly that we derive not only the expressions for the

bulk actionsaswellasthe equationsforthe fractionally charged quasi-particlesof

each hierarchicalstate,butalsotheexpressionsoftheactions,and subsequently the

propagation velocities,forthe associated branchesofedge excitationsanalytically.

(W e notify that,since the edge excitations are essentially a sort ofrippling wave

ofthe boundary ofan incom pressible liquid,we,as a prim ary study,ignored the

e�ectofCoulom b interactionsam ong the surface vorticesatthe hierarchy �lling.)

Especially,we show that the branches ofedge excitations can be decoupled from

thebulk only atthehierarchical�llingsin thecontextofC-S �eld theory approach.
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W hat we have found is that the constraint equation, which can be transm itted

from onehierarchicallevelto thenext,playsa centralrolein thewholeform ulation

not only for the bulk but also for the boundary. W e hope that the calculated

expressionsforthe propagation velocitiesofthe edge excitationscould be checked

experim entally.
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A PPEN D IX A :

In the section IIIwe have absorbed the regularfunctional�r in the C-S gauge

�eld a�.Thiscould berealized byperform ingagaugetransform ation a� ! a�� @��r

in eq.(3-6)and itgives

Z

d
2
xdt(��_�s � �_�r � e�’ � �a0 � V �

1

2�m
a0 2�� @�a� +

1

4�m
2�� a� _a�)

=

Z

d
2
xdt[��_�s � e�’ � �a0 � V

�
1

2�m
(a0 � _�r)2�� @�(a� � @��r)+

1

4�m
2�� (a� � @��r)(_a� � @0@��r)] (A � 1)

Utilizing theregularbehaviorof�r:2��� @�@��r = 0,and considering furtherthata

term oftotaltim ederivativein theLagrangian willgiveazerocontribution sincethe

bosonized system isperiodicatt= �1 ,ther.h.s.ofeq.(A1)can betransform ed
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into thefollowing form by sim plealgebraicm anipulations,

Z

d
2
xdt[��_�s � e�’ � �a0 �

1

2�m
a0 2�� @�a� +

1

4�m
2�� a� _a� � V ]+ K �[�r;a]

(A � 2)

with K �[�r;a]having theexpression as

K �[�r;a]=
1

2�m

Z

dt

I

�

dln� 2�� a�
_�r �

1

4�m

Z

dt

I

�

dln� 2�� @��r
_�r (A � 3)

In fact,K �[�r;a]isthe rightterm which had been forgotten tentatively in section

III,especially in eq.(3-9).

On the other hand,the �s as wellas A
0 dependent parts ofthe action in eq.

(4-26)havethefollowing form

L[�s;A
0

�]�
1

4�m
~vD

Z

dt

I

�

dl(n� 2�� @��
surf
s )2 �

1

4�m

Z

dt

I

dln� 2�� (@��
bulk
s

_�bulks

+@��s_�s)�

Z

d
2
xdtA

0

�j
bulk
s;� �

m

4�

Z

d
2
xdt2�� A

0

�
_A 0

� + K �[�r;a] (A � 4)

where we recovered the term K �[a;�r]and introduced a notation L[�s;A
0

�]forcon-

venience.Ifweperform furthera gaugetransform ation as

�
bulk
s ! �

bulk
s � �r

�
surf
s ! �

surf
s

A
0

� ! A
0

� +
1

m
@��r (A � 5)

for the action (A-4),i.e.,L[�s;A
0

�]! L[�s � �r;A
0

� + m � 1@��r]. The �rst term

ofeq. (A-4),(2�m )� 1~vD
R
dt

H

� dl(n� 2�� @��
surf
s )2,is invariantunder the gauge

transform ation (A-5).Itssecond,third and fourth term swould betransform ed into

�
1

4�m

Z

dt

I

�

dln� 2�� [@�(�s � �r)(_�s � _�r)+ @�(�
bulk
s � �r)(_�

bulk
s � _�r)]
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�

Z

d
2
xdt(A 0

� +
1

m
@��r)j

bulk
s;� �

m

4�

Z

d
2
xdt2�� (A 0

� +
1

m
@��r)(_A

0

� +
1

m
@0@��r)

(A � 6)

Substituting thegaugeinvariantexpression forjbulks;� asgiven in eq.(3-11),and once

again considering that�r satis�es2��� @�@��r = 0 aswellasthe factthata total

tim ederivativeterm in Lagrangian would givezero contribution,wem ay transform

eq.(A-6)into thefollowing form via step-by-step calculations:

�
1

4�m

Z

dt

I

�

dln� 2�� (@��s_�s + @��
bulk
s

_�bulks )

�

Z

d
2
xdtA

0

�j
bulk
s;� �

m

4�

Z

d
2
xdt2�� A

0

�
_A 0

�

+
1

2�m

Z

dt

I

�

dln� 2�� (@��s)_�r �
1

4�m

Z

dt

I

�

dln� 2��
_�r@��r (A � 7)

M oreover,substitutingeq.(4-19)intoeq.(A-3),thelastterm ofeq.(A-4),K �[�r;a]

would transform sim ultaneously into a form as

K �[�r;a]! K �[�r;a+ @�r]

= �
1

2�m

Z

dt

I

�

dln� 2�� (@��s)_�r +
1

4�m

Z

dt

I

�

dln� 2��
_�r@��r (A � 8)

Com paring eq.(A-8)with the lasttwo term sofeq. (A-7),we see thatthe surface

term s in eq. (A-7) which is induced by the gauge transform ation eq. (A-5) are

cancelled by K �[�r;a+ @�r].

Ifwe further take into account ofthe rem aining term ofthe action in eq. (4-

26)m � 1�bulks (e’ � �),with �bulks = �(2�)� 1 2�� @�@��
bulk
s ,itisalso invariantwith

respect to the gauge transform ation (A-5). Consequently,the transform ation eq.

(A-5)indeed cancelstheK �[a;�r]term and keepsalltherem aining term shave the

form asin thetext.
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Alternatively,wem aynotcancelthesurfaceterm K �[a;�r]atthisstageand keep

it to be rem ained as we process to the next hierarchicallevel,i:e:,in eq.(5-4)we

keep thisadditionalterm K �[a;�r]with a� beingde�ned aseq.(4-19).Furtherm ore,

sim ilar to what we have done for the �rst hierarchicallevel,there is one another

regularphasevariable�0r in eq.(5-4)contributed by thevortex �eld �
0

s which arises

from the second quantization representation ofthe j0
bulk

s � A0 term in eq.(4-34)(or

eq.(4-25)).

This�0r should beabsorbed into a0� via a transform ation a
0

� ! a0� � @��
0

r in the

sam e way asthose foreq.(3-6)(i:e:eq.(A-1)). Since a0� = �2p@��
bulk
s ,�bulks should

transform sim ultaneously as�bulks ! �bulks � (2p)� 1�0r forconsistency. Therefore,all

thoseterm sbesidethejbulks � A0in action (4-25)

�
1

4�m

Z

dt

I

�

dln� 2�� (@��s_�s + @��
bulk
s

_�bulks )�
1

16�p2m

Z

d
2
xdt2�� a

0

� _a
0

� � R

(A � 9)

willtransform accordingly as

R !

R �
1

4�m p

Z

dt

I

�

dln� 2�� a�
_�0r �

1

16�m p2

Z

dt

I

�

dln� 2�� @��
0

r
_�0r (A � 10)

Thederivation from eq.(A-9)toeq.(A-10)actuallyisalm ostthesam easthatfrom

eq. (A-4)to eq. (A-7)with the jbulks � A0 term being keptaway. Correspondingly,

noticing eq.(4-19),theadditionalterm K �[a;�r]should transform also into

K �[a+
1

2p
@�

0

r;�r]=
1

4�m

Z

dt

I

�

dln� 2�� f2_�ra�+ 2_�r(
1

2p
@��

0

r)�
_�r@��rg (A � 11)

Ifwe set�r = (2p)� 1�0r,the K �[a+ (2p)� 1@�0s;�
0

s]term willbe cancelled exactly by

theextra term sin eq.(A-10).On them eanwhile,theC-S term forthea0� �eld with

statisticsindex (8�p)
� 1

willinduceanew K 0

� term (duetoabsorbingthe�0r variable
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)leaving to thenexthigherhierarchicallevel.Thispartofdiscussion indicatesthat

the additionalsurface term K �[a;�r]really does not contributed to the dynam ics

ofthe next hierarchicallevel. Therefore,the procedure in sections IIIand IV as

wellasthepreviouspartofthisappendix thatto cancel�r beforegoing to thenext

hierarchicallevelisreasonably correct.

A PPEN D IX B :

In section V,we derived the surface action ofthe boundary � for the system

precisely on theFQH stateofthesecond hierarchicallevelas

I�[�
surf
s ;�

0

s

surf
]=

1

4�m

Z

dt

I

�

dlfn� 2�� @��
surf
s

_�surfs � ~vD (n� 2�� @��
surf
s )2g

�
1

2�m (m � 1 + 2p)2

Z

dt

I

�

dln� 2�� @��
0

s

surf _�
0surf
s

�
1

2�m (m � 1 + 2p)

Z

dt

I

�

dln� 2�� @��
surf
s

_�
0surf
s (B � 1)

Itisstraightforward to verify thateq. (B-1)isexactly identicalto eq. (5-28). In

eq.(B-1),itisknown from thesectionsIV and V that

�
1

2�
2�� @�@��

surf
s = �

surf
s (B � 2)

1

2�
2�� @�@��

0

s

surf
= �

0

s

surf
(B � 3)

where �surfs isnonzero only in theboundary layer� while �0s
surf

isnonzero only in

thelayer�0.

In theweak couplinglim it,theboundarylayer�0isenclosed insidetheboundary

layer� with a sharp separation. Itisequivalently to say thatthe bundle ofworld

lines for the surface vortex particle ( described by �0s ) in �0 willnever penetrate

into the bundle ofthe world lines ofsurface vortex particlesin � (although they
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are vortex particles in sense ofdi�erent hierarchicallevel). Based upon such an

assum ption ( approxim ation ),we willshow in this appendix that the third and

fourth term son ther.h.s.ofeq.(B-1)havezero contribution.

Introduce

�
0

s

surf
(x)=

X

j� �0

q
0

j�
2(x � x

0

j(t)) (B � 4)

and

�s
surf(x)=

X

i� �

qi�
2(x � xi(t)) (B � 5)

where qi and q0j are the vortex charge forthe vortex particle iand j respectively.

Then wem ay solve�0s
surf

and �surfs from eqs.(B-2)and (B-3)as

�
0

s

surf
(x)= �

X

j� �0

q
0

jIm ln(�z� �z0j(t)) (B � 6)

�s
surf

(x)=
X

i� �

qiIm ln(�z� �zi(t)) (B � 7)

and subsequently,

_�
0surf
s (x)=

X

j� �0

q
0

j_x
0�
j (t)@�Im ln(�z� �z0j(t)) (B � 8)

By applying eqs. (B-6),(B-7)and (B-8),the third and fourth term sin eq. (B-1)

can berewritten as

1

2�m (m � 1 + 2p)2

X

j� �0

X

j0� �0

q
0

jq
0

j0

Z

dt_x
0

j0(t)�

I

�

dln� 2�� @�Im ln(�z� �z0j(t))@Im ln(�z� �z0j0(t))

+
1

2�m (m � 1 + 2p)

X

i� �

X

j0� �0

qiq
0

j0

Z

dt_x
0

j0(t)�

I

�

dln� 2�� @�Im ln(�z� �zi(t))@Im ln(�z� �z0j0(t)) (B � 9)
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Utilizing
I

�

dln� 2�� @� =

I

�

dl�@� =

I

�

(dz@z + d�z@�z)

and

_x@ = _z@z + _�z@�z;

eq.(B-9)becom es

1

2�m (m � 1 + 2p)2

X

j� �0

X

j0� �0

q
0

jq
0

j0

Z

dt

I

�

dl

fdz@zIm ln(�z� �z0j(t))_z
0

j0(t)@zIm ln(�z� �z0j0(t))

+d�z@�zIm ln(�z� �z0j(t))_�z
0

j0(t)@�zIm ln(�z� �z0j0(t))

+dz@zIm ln(�z� �z0j(t))_�z
0

j0(t)@�zIm ln(�z� �z0j0(t))

+d�z@�zIm ln(�z� �z0j(t))_z
0

j0(t)@zIm ln(�z� �z0j0(t))g

+
1

2�m (m � 1 + 2p)2

X

i� �

X

j0� �0

qiq
0

j0

Z

dt

I

�

dl

fdz@zIm ln(�z� �zi(t))_z
0

j0(t)@zIm ln(�z� �z0j0(t))

+d�z@�zIm ln(�z� �zi(t))_�z
0

j0(t)@�zIm ln(�z� �z0j0(t))

+dz@zIm ln(�z� �zi(t))_�z
0

j0(t)@�zIm ln(�z� �z0j0(t))

+d�z@�zIm ln(�z� �zi(t))_z
0

j0(t)@zIm ln(�z� �z0j0(t))g (B � 10)

W ewould liketodiscusstheeightgroup term sofeq.(B-10)term by term .Ifwe

takethederivativesto theim aginary partoftheln function,any ofthe�rstgroup

term ofeq.(B-10)would beproportionalto

I

�

dz
1

(z� z0j(t))(z� z0j0(t))
= 0 (B � 11)
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wherewehaveutilized thefactthat,aswhatwehaveassum ed,x0j(t),x
0

j0(t)always

stay insidethe�.W ith thesim ilarargum ents,wecan show easily thatthesecond,

�fth and sixth group term sare also equalto zero. Ifwe take a partialintegration

with respecttodz@z foranyofthethird group term ofeq.(B-10),itwould transform

into a form proportionalto

I

�

Im ln(�z� �z0j(t))_�z
0

j0(t)@z@�zIm ln(�z� �z0j0(t))

=

I

�

dzIm ln(�z� �z0j(t))_�zj0(t)(�i�)�
2(x � x

0

j0(t)) (B � 12)

wherewehavem adeuseoftheidentities

(@z@�z � @�z@z)Im ln(�z� �zj0(t))= �2�i�2(x � xj0(t));

(@z@�z + @�z@z)Im ln(�z� �zj0(t))= 0:

Since xj0(t)’sstay alwaysinside the � while x isin the �,the �2(x � x0j(t))in eq.

(B-12)should always take the value zero. Asa resultthe third group term ofeq.

(B-10)hasonly zerocontribution.By applyingthesim ilarargum ents,wem ay show

alsothatthefourth,seventh and eighth group term sofeq.(B-10)donotcontribute

too.

Consequently,in the weak coupling lim itwe have shown in thisappendix that

eq.(B-1),i.e.,eq.(5-28)can besim pli�ed into a form aseq.(5-29)

I�[�
surf
s ]=

1

4�m

Z

dt

I

�

dlf�n� 2�� @��
surf
s

_�surfs + ~vD (n� 2�� @��
surf
s )2g (B � 13)

which indeed decoupled form the�0s
surf

righton the�lling ofthesecond hierarchical

level.
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