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Abstract

W e propose �eld theoriesforthe bulk and edge ofa quantum Hallstate in

theuniversality classoftheHaldane-Rezayiwavefunction.Thebulk theory is

associated with thec= � 2 conform al�eld theory.Thetopologicalproperties

ofthe state,such as the quasiparticle braiding statistics and ground state

degeneracy on a torus,m ay bededuced from thisconform al�eld theory.The

10-fold degeneracy on a torus isexplained by the existence ofa logarithm ic

operator in the c = � 2 theory; this operator corresponds to a novelbulk

excitation in the quantum Hallstate. W e argue thatthe edge theory isthe

c = 1 chiralDirac ferm ion,which is related in a sim ple way to the c = � 2

theory ofthe bulk. This theory is reform ulated as a truncated version ofa
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doubletofDiracferm ionsin which theSU (2)sym m etry { which corresponds

to the spin-rotationalsym m etry ofthe quantum Hallsystem { is m anifest

and non-local.W em akepredictionsforthecurrent-voltagecharacteristicsfor

transportthrough pointcontacts.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

In 1987,W illet,etal.[1]discovered a fractionalquantum Hallplateau with conductance

�xy =
5

2

e2

h
.Shortly thereafter,Haldaneand Rezayi[2]suggested

	 H R = A

 
u1v2 � v1u2

(z1 � z2)
2

u3v4 � v3u4

(z3 � z4)
2

:::

!
Y

i> j

(zi� zj)
2
e
�

1

4‘
2

0

P
jzij

2

(1)

(A m eansantisym m etrization overallexchangesofelectrons,ui,vi arerespectively up and

down spin statesofthe ith electron,and ‘0 isthe m agnetic length)asa variationalansatz

forthe incom pressible state ofelectronsobserved in thisexperim ent.1 Despite the passage

ofnearly 10 years,thisproposalhasbeen neithercon�rm ed norruled outby experim ent,

in large partbecause the theoreticalunderstanding ofthisstate is stillprim itive. In this

paper,wetry to addressthisde�ciency by proposing e�ective�eld theoriesofthebulk and

edgeofa system ofelectronswith ground stategiven by (1).

Ourfaith in Laughlin’swavefunctionsfortheprincipalodd-denom inatorstatesstem snot

only from theirlarge overlap with the exactground state ofsm allsystem s. Rather,their

success lies in the fact that they exhibit properties { ‘topologicalordering’[3,4]{ which

areplausibly farm orerobustthan thespeci�csofany trialwavefunction.The‘topological

ordering’,which referstothefractionalstatisticsofquasiparticles[5,6]and o�-diagonallong-

range-orderofcertain non-localorderparam eters[4],could bedem onstrated forLaughlin’s

wavefunctionsbecausetheplasm a analogy facilitatescalculationswith thesewavefunctions.

The‘topologicalordering’issum m arized by the(abelian)Chern-Sim onse�ective �eld the-

ories ofthe quantum Halle�ect (see also [7{9]). The fractionalstatistics is the linchpin

ofthe theory and itsm oststartling prediction,and,hopefully,willbe con�rm ed som e day

soon. The Chern-Sim ons e�ective �eld theory led,in turn,to a conform al�eld theoretic

1(1)isa wavefunction forelectronsat� = 1=2.Itisassum ed thatat� = 5=2 the lowestLandau

levelsofboth spinsare�lled and theappropriateanalog of(1)in thesecond Landau leveldescribes

the additional� = 1=2.
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description oftheedgeexcitations[10].Detailed predictionsbased on theedgetheory have

recently been spectacularly con�rm ed [11{14].Unfortunately,thereisnoplasm aanalogyfor

the Haldane-Rezayiwavefunction,norfora num berofotherproposed wavefunctions such

asthe Pfa�an state. Consequently,the correct Chern-Sim ons theory ofthe quasiparticle

statisticsand theconform al�eld theory oftheedgeexcitationshaverem ained elusive.

A way ofskirting thisobstacle wassuggested by M oore and Read [15]. They observed

thattheLaughlin stateand anum berofotherquantum Halle�ectwavefunctions,including

theHaldane-Rezayistate,could beinterpreted astheconform alblocksofcertain conform al

�eld theories. This observation gains great power in light ofthe equivalence,discovered

by W itten [16],between the states ofa Chern-Sim ons theory and conform alblocks in an

associated conform al�eld theory. It is often the case that a quantum Hallstate can be

reproduced by the conform alblocksofa conform al�eld theory. Since thisconform al�eld

theoryisequivalenttoaChern-Sim onstheory,itisverytem ptingtoclosethecircle,following

M oore and Read, and conjecture that this Chern-Sim ons theory is the desired e�ective

theory ofthe bulk,which would be obtained by a direct calculation using brute force or

som e generalization ofthe plasm a analogy. Thisconjecture istrue forstateswith abelian

statistics,such astheLaughlinstatesandtheirhierarchicaldescendents.A generalargum ent

in favorofthisprem isewasgiven in[17],whereitwasused todeducetheSO (2n)non-abelian

statisticsofquasiholesin thePfa�an stateoncethecorrespondencebetween thisstateand

the conform alblocks ofthe c = 1

2
+ 1 conform al�eld theory was dem onstrated in som e

detail. Ifcorrect,thisconjecture im pliesthatthe conform alblocksare the preferred basis

ofthequantum Hallwavefunctionssincethey m akethequasiparticlestatisticstransparent.

Ithasbeen observed [15,18,19]thattheHaldane-Rezayistateisaconform alblock in the

c= � 2conform al�eld theory.Here,wederivesom econsequencesofthisfact.Am ongthese

isthe10-fold degeneracy oftheground stateon thetorus.Theground statedegeneracy on a

torusisnotm erely m athem aticaltrivia.Itisequalto thenum berof‘topologically dictinct’

quasihole excitations{ ie. thathave inequivalentbraiding properties(so,forinstance,the

com bination ofany excitation with a bosonic excitation does notproduce a topologically
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distinctexcitation){which therearein thesystem .Aswewillexplain,the10-fold degener-

acy isa surpise,and isdueto theexistenceofan excitation which cannotbefound in other

proposed even-denom inator quantum Hallstates,such as the Pfa�an and (3;3;1)states.

The 10-fold degeneracy isdue,in the c= � 2 conform al�eld theory,to the existence ofa

logarithm ic operator[27]. W e elucidate the structure ofthe c = � 2 theory,with particu-

larem phasison the calculation ofconform alblocksand on the logarithm ic operator. The

form erallow usto obtain thenon-abelian statisticsofthequasiholes.

In principle,itshould bepossibleto usetheChern-Sim onstheory ofthebulk to deduce

the conform al�eld theory ofthe edge excitations. However, a m ore direct approach is

possible. As can be explicitly shown for the Laughlin states [20](see, also,the second

ref. in [10]),the states ofthe edge conform al�eld theory can be enum erated by direct

construction ofthe corresponding lowest Landau levelwavefunctions which are the exact

zero-energy eigenstatesofcertain m odelHam iltonians. Underm ild asum ptionsaboutthe

con�ning potentialattheedgeofthesystem ,which givestheseexcitationsnon-zero energy,

the energy spectrum can be obtained aswell. M ilovanovic and Read [19]generalized this

construction to thePfa�an,(3;3;1),and Haldane-Rezayistates.In thecaseofthePfa�an

and(3;3;1)states,theirconstruction ledim m ediatelytothecorrectedgetheory.W epropose

thattheedgetheory oftheHaldane-Rezayistateisa theory ofa chiralDiracferm ion,with

c= 1.Thistheory possessesa globalSU(2)sym m etry which becom esm anifestwhen recast

as a truncated version ofa c = 2 theory. The SU(2)sym m etry { which is justthe spin-

rotationalsym m etry,an approxim atesym m etry in GaAswith itssm allgfactorand e�ective

m ass{ isunusualin thatthe localspin-densities do nothave localcom m utation relations

(see,also,[40]). This indicates the im possibility oflocalizing spin at the edge which,we

argue,issupported by an analysisofthe explicitwavefunctions. The relationship between

the c= � 2 and c= 1 theories[28,34,40]{ they have nearly the sam e states,spectra,and,

therefore,partition functions{ isvery naturalin thiscontextsince these theoriesdescribe

thebulk and edgeoftheHaldane-Rezayistate.

Section IIisareview oftherelevantfactsand standard loreregardingtheHaldane-Rezayi
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state. In section IIIwe recapitulate,in order to m ake ourexposition as self-contained as

possible,theconform al�eld theory approach tothebulk wavefunctionsin thequantum Hall

e�ect. In section IV,we discuss the c = � 2 conform al�eld theory and,in section V,we

apply itto study quasiparticlesin the Haldane-Rezayistate. Section VIisdevoted to the

relationship between the c = � 2 and c = 1 conform al�eld theories. The edge theory of

theHaldane-Rezayistateisdiscussed in section VIIand thephysicalconsequencesfollowing

from the results ofsections V and VII are discussed in section VIII.Parts ofthis paper

arerathertechnical.Readerswho areuninterested in thesubtletiesand �nerpointsofthe

c= � 2 and c= 1 conform al�eld theoriesbutareinterested in theobservableconsequences

which follow from them m ay wish to skip orm erely skim sectionsIII,IV,and VI.

II.T H E H A LD A N E-R EZAY I STAT E

In thispaper,wewillbestudying thezero-energy eigenstatesoftheHam iltonian [2]

H = V1
X

i> j

�
0(zi� zj); (2)

whereV1 > 0.W hilethisisalm ostcertainly nottheHam iltonian governing any experim ent,

ithasthe advantage oftractability,and the propertieswhich interestusare universaland

should bestableagainstperturbations.W ehaveassum ed thattheZeem an energy vanishes

so (2) is invariant under SU(2) spin rotations. In GaAs,the Zeem an energy is 1

60
ofthe

cyclotron energy,so SU(2)willbea reasonableapproxim atesym m etry.

This Ham iltonian shares with other sim ple,short-range lowest Landau levelHam ilto-

nians the property that not only the ground state, but also states with quasiholes and

edgeexcitations,havezero energy.Thisshould notbetroubling sincetheincom pressibility

ofthe quantum Hallstate depends upon the existence ofa discontinuity in the chem ical

potential. Ifquasiparticles have �nite energy but quasiholes do not,there willbe such a

discontinuity.Foram orerealisticinteraction,both quasiholesand quasiparticleshave�nite

energy,butthe discontinuity persists. Since they are annihilated by the Ham iltonian,the
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m ulti-quasihole statesareeasierto enum erate,so in whatfollows,we willdiscussthem ex-

clusively;the propertiesofquasiparticles{ though di�cultto study directly { aretrivially

related to those ofquasiholes. The vanishing energy ofthe edge excitationsshould notbe

a surprise,either.Thesehave�niteenergy only ifthereisa con�ning potentialattheedge

ofthe system ,as there willbe in any real2D electron gas. As we discuss further below,

we willsim ply assum e that,in the presence ofa con�ning potential,the energy ofan edge

excitation isproportionalto itsangularm om entum .Forthese reasons,we willreferto the

statewith no quasiholesand no edgeexcitations{them axim ally com pressed state{as‘the

ground state’and refertotheotherzero-energy statesas‘quasiholestates’and ‘edgestates’,

respectively,despite thefactthat,strictly speaking,allofthese statesareground statesof

(2). The m ulti-quasihole states,which are bulk excitations,can be distinguished from the

edgestatesby theproperty thattheform erm ustbehom ogeneousin thezi’ssinceonly such

wavefunctions can be extended to the sphere (where there isno edge and,hence,no edge

excitations).Theinhom ogeneouszero-energy wavefunctionsareedgestates.

Aswem entioned above,theground stateof(2)istheHaldane-Rezayistate,

	 H R = Pf

 
uivj � viuj

(zi� zj)
2

!
Y

i> j

(zi� zj)
2
e
�

1

4‘
2

0

P
jzij

2

(3)

wherePf,thePfa�an,isthesquarerootofthedeterm inantofan anti-sym m m etricm atrix,

or,equivalently,theantisym m etrized productoverpairsintroduced in (1).Itresem blesits

cousins,the‘Pfa�an’and (3;3;1)states:

	 Pf = Pf

 
uiuj

zi� zj

!
Y

i> j

(zi� zj)
2
e
�

1

4‘
2

0

P
jzij

2

(4)

	 (3;3;1) = Pf

 
uivj + viuj

zi� zj

!
Y

i> j

(zi� zj)
2
e
�

1

4‘
2

0

P
jzij

2

(5)

ThePfa�an factorsarerem iniscentoftherealspaceform oftheBCS pairing wavefunction.

TheHaldane-Rezayistatecan beinterpreted asa quantum Hallstateofspin-singletd-wave

pairswhile the Pfa�an and (3;3;1)statescan be interpreted asspin-tripletp-wave paired

stateswith Sz = 1and Sz = 0,respectively.Thesestatesarediscussed in [21,15,22,23,17,24].
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The quasiholes in the Haldane-Rezayistate are,like the vortices in a superconductor,

half
ux quantum excitations. A wavefunction fora state with two such quasiholes at�1

and �2 can bewritten down by m odifying thefactorinsidethePfa�an in (3):

	 = Pf

 
(zi� �1)(zj � �2)+ i$ j

(zi� zj)
2

(uivj � viuj)

!
Y

i> j

(zi� zj)
2

(6)

Here,and henceforth,we willbe sloppy and om itthe Gaussian factorin the wavefunction

so as to avoid excessive clutter. The half
ux quantum quasiholes have charge 1

4
. As in

the case ofthe Pfa�an and (3;3;1)states,there isnota unique state of2n quasiholesat

�1;�2;:::;�2n.Rather,thereisadegeneratesetofstates.Thisdegeneracyisthesinequanon

fornon-Abelian statistics.Considerthefour-quasiholecase.De�nethethreepolynom ials

P�(zi;zj)=
�

zi� ��(1)

� �

zi� ��(2)

� �

zj � ��(3)

� �

zj � ��(4)

�

+ i$ j (7)

where� isa perm utation off1;2;3;4g.Thefollowing four-quasiholestates

	 = Pf

 
P�(zi;zj)

(zi� zj)
2
(uivj � viuj)

!
Y

i> j

(zi� zj)
2

(8)

are annihilated by (2). These wavefunctionsare notalllinearly independent. Linearrela-

tions,found in [17],reducetheset(8)to a basissetof2 linearly independentstates.There

are also stateswhich are notspin-singlets. W hen there are 2n quasiholes,there are 22n� 3

linearly independentstates;thefollowing particularly elegantbasiswasfound in [24]:

	 = A

�

z
p1
1 �1:::z

pk� 1

k� 1 �k� 1
(ukvk+ 1 � vkuk+ 1) P

2n
� (zk;zk+ 1)

(zk � zk+ 1)
2

(9)

�
(uk+ 2vk+ 3 � vk+ 2uk+ 3) P

2n
� (zk+ 2;zk+ 3)

(zk+ 2 � zk+ 3)
2

:::

�
Y

i> j

(zi� zj)
2

where �i is the spin wavefunction ofthe ith electron,k � n,pj � n � 2 and � is som e

perm utation which is �xed once and for all. The m ost generalm ulti-quasihole excitation

can also havecharge 1

2
‘Laughlin quasiholes’at�1;�2;:::;�l,

	 = A

�

z
p1
1 �1:::z

pk� 1

k� 1 �k� 1
(ukvk+ 1 � vkuk+ 1) P

2n
� (zk;zk+ 1)

(zk � zk+ 1)
2

(10)

�
(uk+ 2vk+ 3 � vk+ 2uk+ 3) P

2n
� (zk+ 2;zk+ 3)

(zk+ 2 � zk+ 3)
2

:::

�
Y

i;�

(zi� ��)
Y

i> j

(zi� zj)
2
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Although the charge 1

2
‘Laughlin quasiholes’can be m ade by bringing togethertwo charge

1

4
quasiholes,wedistinguish them becausethey do nota�ectthePfa�an,or‘pairing,’part

ofthewavefunction.

Itisinstructive to considerthe Haldane-Rezayistate on a torus. The Ham iltonian (2)

no longerhasa uniqueground state.Itsdegenerateground statesare:

	
a;b

H R = Pf

 
(uivj � viuj) #a(zi� zj)#b(zi� zj)

#21(zi� zj)

!
Y

i> j

#21(zi� zj)

2Y

k= 1

#1

 
X

i

zi� �k

!

(11)

where �k,k = 1;2 are arbitrary com plex num bers. Here a;b= 2;3;4,butthere isa linear

relationship between #22;#
2
3;#

2
4,so there is a 5-fold degeneracy arising from this choice2.

There isan additionalfactoroftwo from the choice ofthe �k’s,so the totalground state

degeneracy is10 (see,also,[25]).The degeneracy on a torusisnotonly an im portantway

ofdistinguishing quantum Hallstates found in num ericalstudies,but also has a sim ple

physicalsigni�cance. The di�erentdegenerate ground statesare obtained from each other

by creatingaquasihole-quasiparticlepair,takingonearound anon-trivialcycleofthetorus,

and annihilating them . There are asm any degenerate ground statesasthere are distinct,

non-trivialways ofdoing this. In otherwords,the ground state degeneracy on a torusis

equalto thenum berofdistinctbulk excitationsthatthequantum Hallstateadm its,where

distinctrefersto the braiding propertiesofthe excitations. W e willreturn to thisissue in

thenextsection.

Asin thecaseofthebulk excitations,theedgeexcitationsm ay benaturally divided into

adirectproductofthosewhich donota�ectthepairingpartofthewavefunction with those

which only a�ectthe Pfa�an factor. The form erare generated by m ultiplying the ground

stateby sym m etricpolynom ials.They form a 1+ 1-dim ensionalchiralbosonictheory with

c = 1. In a Laughlin state at� = 1

m
,these would be su�cient to span the space ofedge

excitations. In the Haldane-Rezayistate,however,we also have the wavefunctions which

2For the de�nition ofthe standard elliptic #-functions and their use in constructing the wave

functionson a torussee,forexam ple,ref.[24].
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m odify the pairing partofthe wavefunction [19].These are closely related to the form (9)

ofthem ulti-quasiholewavefunctions

	 = A

 

z
p1
1 �1:::z

pk� 1

k� 1 �k� 1
ukvk+ 1 � vkuk+ 1

(zk � zk+ 1)
2

uk+ 2vk+ 3 � vk+ 2uk+ 3

(zk+ 2 � zk+ 3)
2

:::

!
Y

i> j

(zi� zj)
2

(12)

In these states,k � 1 ofthe electronsare unpaired. There isno restriction on the pj’s,so

the unpaired electrons increase the angularm om entum (the totalnum ber ofpowers ofz)

abovethatoftheground stateby p1+ 1;p2+ 1;:::;pk� 1+ 1,with positivepi,no m orethan

two ofwhich m ay beequal(because oftherequirem entsofanalyticity and antisym m etry).

Theseelectronshavespins�1;:::;�k� 1.Dividingthepi’sintothoseassociated with up-spin

electrons,ni’s,and those associated with down-spin electrons,m i’s,thissectorofthe edge

theory iscom posed ofstates

jn1;n2;:::;n�;m 1;m 2;:::;m �i (13)

with ni6= nj,m i6= m j ifi6= j.Thesestatescorrespond to wavefunctions

	 = A

 

zn11 u1:::z
n�
� u� zm 1

�+ 1v�+ 1 :::z
m �

�+ �v�+ � (14)

u�+ �v�+ �+ 1 � v�+ �u�+ �+ 1

(z�+ � � z�+ �+ 1)
2

u�+ �+ 2v�+ �+ 3 � v�+ �+ 2u�+ �+ 3

(z�+ �+ 2 � z�+ �+ 3)
2

:::

!
Y

i> j

(zi� zj)
2

and have angularm om enta (which,in the 1+ 1-dim ensionaledge theory,are justthe m o-

m enta along theedge)

X

i

(ni+ 1) +
X

i

(m i+ 1) (15)

and

Sz =
1

2
(� � �) (16)

Thisissim ply a Fock spaceofspin-1
2
ferm ions.Theferm ionsareneutral,sincethenum ber
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of�lled ferm ionic levels can be changed without changing the electron num ber.3 Ifwe

assum ethattheenergy ofa stateisproportionalto itsangularm om entum relativeto that

ofthe ground state (in general,itwillbe som e function ofthe angularm om entum ,which

we expand in powersofthe angularm om entum ;the higherpowerswillbe irrelevant,in a

renorm alization group sense),then the low-energy e�ective �eld theory ofthe edge m ust

be a theory ofspin-1
2
neutral(and,hence,real)ferm ions. Since the spin-1

2
representation

ofSU(2)isnota realrepresentation,itisdi�cultto see whatthistheory should be. W e

return to thispuzzlein section VII.

Thestates(15)arethevacuum sectoroftheedgetheory.Therearealsosectorsin which

charge hasbeen added to the edge. The wavefunctionsforthese sectorshave fractionally-

charged quasiholesin theinteriorwhich resultsin fractionalchargesbeingadded totheedge.

W hen an integerchargeisadded to the edge,thevacuum sectorisrecovered again.W hen

a charge corresponding to half-integral
ux is added to the edge,a quasihole ofthe type

(6)ispresentin the bulk. The edge excitationsare stillofthe form (15),butthe angular

m om enta associated with them arenow half-integral,ni+
1

2
and m i+

1

2
.Thisisa ‘twisted

sector’[19].

III.C FT FO R T H E B U LK O F A Q U A N T U M H A LL STAT E

The signature ofa quantum Hallstate isthe braiding statisticsofthe localized excita-

tions,the quasiholesand quasiparticles. Following [6],we would calculate them using the

Berry’sphasetechnique,according to which thestatesjiitransform as

jii! Pexp

�

i

I


ij

�

jji (17)

3Thisisnotquite true. The ferm ion num beriscongruentto the electron num berm odulo 2;see

[19]fora dicussion ofthispoint. However,thisdoesnota�ectthe conclusion thatthe ferm ionic

excitationsareneutralsincepairsofferm ionscan becreated withoutchanging the charge.
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(Pexp isthepath-ordered exponentialintegral)when the�th quasihole,with position ��,is

taken in a loop enclosing others,where


ij = hij
@

@��
jji (18)

Thefractionalstatisticsofquasiholesin theLaughlin stateswereestablished in thisway [6].

However,them atrix elem ents(18)cannotbedirectly evaluated form orecom plicated states

such astheHaldane-Rezayistate.

Tocalculatethebraidingstatisticsofquasiholesin theHaldane-Rezayistate,wewilltake

the approach suggested by M oore and Read [15],which is,essentially,to guessthe Chern-

Sim onse�ective �eld theory ofthisstate. To m otivate thisguess,we look fora conform al

�eld theory which hasconform alblockswhich areequaltothequantum Hallwavefunctions.

Asawarm -up,let’sseehow thisworksin thecaseoftheLaughlin stateat� = 1

m
wherethe

Berry phasecalculation can beused asa check forthecorrectnessofthisprocedure.

TheHam iltonian

H =

m � 1X

k= 0

Vk
X

i> j

�(k)(zi� zj) (19)

annihilatestheLaughlin ground and m ulti-quasihole(atpositions�1;:::;�n)states.

	 1=m =
Y

i> j

(zi� zj)
m

(20)

	
qh

1=m
=

Y

k

(zk � �1) :::
Y

k

(zk � �n)
Y

i> j

(zi� zj)
m

(21)

The ground state isequalto the following conform alblock in the c= 1 theory ofa chiral

boson,�,with com pacti�cation radiusR =
p
m :

	 1=m = hei
p
m �(z1)ei

p
m �(z2) :::ei

p
m �(zN )e� i

R
d2z

p
m �0�(z)i (22)

in which electronsarerepresented by theoperatorei
p
m �.Thelastfactorin thecorrelation

function corresponds to a neutralizing background (�0 is the electron density); without

it,this correlation function would vanish. M ulti-quasihole wavefunctions are obtained by

inserting ei�=
p
m in thiscorrelation function:
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he
i

p
m
�(�1)

:::e
i

p
m
�(�n )

ei
p
m �(z1)ei

p
m �(z2) :::ei

p
m �(zN )e� i

R
d2z

p
m �0�(z)i (23)

=
Y

�> �

(�� � ��)
1=m

Y

k;�

(zk � ��)
Y

i> j

(zi� zj)
m :

As m ay be seen directly from (20) or (22),the electrons are ferm ions,as they m ust

be. Itm ay,furtherm ore,be seen by inspection from (21)or(23)thata phase ofe2�i = 1

is aquired when an electron is taken around a quasiparticle. However,the advantage of

the conform alblock construction isevident when we turn to the phase aquired when one

quasiparticle is taken around another. According to (23),this phase is e2�i=m . W hereas

the�’sarem erely param etersin an electron wavefunction,so thattheirbraiding properties

m ust be determ ined from the Berry’s phase,the conform alblocks put the �’s and z’s on

an equalfooting. The key conjecture is thatthe braiding properties ofboth can be seen by

inspection ofthe conform alblocks[15,26,17].These conform alblocksareisom orphicto the

statesofan abelian Chern-Sim onstheory which describesthesebraiding properties

L = m a��
���

@�a� + a�j
� (24)

wherej� isthequasiholecurrentand an electron issim ply an aggregateofm quasiparticles.

In thec= 1 theory,theelectron isrepresented by ei
p
m �;thequasihole,by ei�=

p
m .The

prim ary �eldsofthe algebra generated by the Virasoro algebra togetherwith the electron

operator,i.e. the rationaltorus,are 1;ei�=
p
m ;e2i�=

p
m ;:::;e(m � 1)i�=

p
m . These operators

create excitations consisting of0;1;:::;m � 1 quasiholes. The prim ary �elds correspond

to the topologically inequivalent,non-trivialexcitations at� = 1=m ,since electrons have

trivialbraiding propertieswith allexcitations.An excitation consisting ofk+ m quasiholes

isequivalentto onecom prised ofk quasiholesbecause theadditionalm quasiholeshaveno

e�ecton braiding,or,in conform al�eld theory language,becausetheform erisadescendent

ofthe latterin the rationaltorusalgebra. Sim ilarly,a quasiparticle isequivalentto m � 1

quasiholes.Them di�erentinequivalentconform alblocksofthevacuum {which correspond

tothedegeneratequantum Hallground states{on thetorusareconstructed viatheVerlinde

algebra by creating a pairofconjugate�elds,taking onearound a loop,and annihilating.
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In thecaseofthePfa�an state,acorrespondencecan bem adebetween theground state

and m ulti-quasiholestatesand theconform alblocksofthec= 1

2
+ 1 conform al�eld theory.

The braiding m atrices,which are em bedded in a spinorrepresentation ofSO (2n),can be

obtained from thelatter.However,a directcheck cannotbedoneusing theplasm a analogy

to com pute the Berry’s phase m atrix elem ents;the m ore indirect argum ents of[17]m ust

be used to justify the guessbased on conform al�eld theory. The c= 1 partofthe theory

m ust be present in any quantum Hallstate;it sim ply ‘keeps track’ofthe charge. In the

wavefunction,ityieldstheJastrow factors,which determ inethe�lling fraction.In theedge

theory,thec= 1sectorofthetheorydescribesthesurfacedensitywavesofan incom pressible

quantum Halldroplet.Thec= 1

2
partofthetheory isresponsibleforthePfa�an factorin

the wavefunction,and,hence,forthe non-Abelian statistics. Italso describes the neutral

ferm ionicexcitationsattheedgeofthePfa�an state.

Ifwe wish to follow the approach outlined in thissection to study the Haldane-Rezayi

state,we m ust,�rst,�nd a conform al�eld theory which reproduces thisstate. As usual,

there m ustbe a c= 1 sector,which isthe theory ofa chiralboson,with com pacti�cation

radius
p
2 aswould be expected as� = 1

2
. According to [15,18,19],the pairing partofthe

Haldane-Rezayiground state is given by a correlation function in the c = � 2 conform al

�eld theory.W e willdiscussthisatlength in the following section,but,fornow,we state,

withoutjusti�cation,thattherearedim ension 1 ferm ionic�elds,@��,in thec= � 2 theory

and h@��@��i= � ���=z
2. The electron can be represented as	 el= @�1e

i
p
2�u + @�2e

i
p
2�v

since

h	 el	 el
:::	 eli= h@� :::@�ihei

p
2�
:::e

i
p
2�i= Pf

 
uivj � viuj

(zi� zj)
2

!
Y

i> j

(zi� zj)
2

(25)

In the nextsection,we discussthe c= � 2 conform al�eld theory,with an eye towards

calculating itsconform alblocks.In thefollowing sections,weusetheseconform alblocksto

discussthebulk excitationsoftheHaldane-Rezayistate.
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IV .C O R R ELAT IO N FU N C T IO N S O F T H E C = � 2 T H EO RY

The c = � 2 theory hasbeen extensively studied (refs.[33],[27],[30],[34],[35]). Here

wewantto givea self-contained accountwhich includesallofthedevelopm entsrelevantto

ourdiscussion ofthe Haldane-Rezayistate. Som e ofwhatwe presenthere hasnot,to our

knowledge,been published before.

The c= � 2 theory can berepresented asa pairofghost�elds,oranticom m uting �elds

�,�� with theaction (ref.[27])

S =

Z

@��@�� (26)

Thisaction hasan SU(2)(actually even an SL(2;C))sym m etry which becom esevident

ifweintroducethe‘spin-up’and ‘spin-down’�elds�1 � � and �2 � �� in term sofwhich the

action is

S /

Z

���@��
�@�� (27)

where � isthe antisym m etric tensor. Acting on � by SU(2)m atrices doesnotchange the

action.TheSU(2)algebra isgenerated by theSU(2)tripletofgenerators

W �� / @��@
2
�� + @��@

2
�� (28)

ofdim ension 3,which form a W -algebra ratherthan a Kac-M oody algebra (ref.[33])4.

The�elds� arecom plex.Neverthelesswriting down thefullaction

S / i

Z

���@�� �@�� � i

Z

���@�
y
�
�@�

y

� (29)

shows that�y decouple from � and we can consider them independently. If,on the other

hand,weincludethem ,thecentralchargeforthetheory (29)isc= � 4.W eem phasizethat

4As has been noted in a num ber ofpublications,the dim ension 1 �elds �@� have logarithm s in

theircorrelationsfunctionsand therefore do notform a K ac-M oody algebra.
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�� isnota com plex conjugateof�,butisjustanother�eld.Alternatively,we could take �,

�� to bereal�eldswith an SL(2;R)sym m etry.

To quantizethetheory (27)wehaveto com putetheferm ionicfunctionalintegral

Z

D �D�� exp(� S) (30)

W e note that com puted form ally this ferm ionic path integralis equalto zero due to the

\zero m odes" orconstantpartsofthe�elds� which do notentertheaction (27).To m ake

it nonzero we have to insert the �elds � into the correlation functions (com pare with ref.

[32]),asin

Z

D �D�� ��(z)�(z)exp(� S)= 1 (31)

Therefore,thevacuum j0iofthistheory issom ewhatunusual.Itsnorm isequalto zero,

h0j0i= 0 (32)

whiletheexplicitinsertion ofthe�elds� producesnonzero results

D
��(z)�(w)

E

= 1 (33)

Furtherm ore,ifwe wantto com pute correlation functionsofthe �elds@� we also need

to insertthezero m odesexplicitly,

D

@�(z)@��(w)
E

= 0; but (34)

D

@�(z)@��(w)��(0)�(0)
E

= �
1

(z� w)2

Thesecond correlation function iscom puted by analogy to thefreebosonic�eld.

From the point ofview ofconform al�eld theory,the strange behavior of(32),(33),

and (34)can be explained in term softhe logarithm icoperatorswhich naturally appearat

c= � 2.Aswasdiscussed in [27],thetheory c= � 2 m ustnecessarily possessan operator~I

ofdim ension 0,in addition to theunitoperatorI,such that

[L0;~I]= I (35)
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(whereL0 istheHam iltonian).M oreover,itcanbeproved bygeneralargum entsofconform al

�eld theory,such as conform alinvariance and the operator product expansion,that the

property (35)necessarily leadsto thecorrelation functions(refs.[27]and [31])

hIIi= 0; (36)

D

I(z)~I(w)
E

= 1;

D
~I(z)~I(w)

E

= � 2log(z� w)

Theserelationsforceusto concludethattheoperator ~I m ustbeidenti�ed with thenorm al

ordered productof� and �� [39],

~I � � :��� := �
1

2
������� (37)

Thestressenergy tensorofthetheory (27)isgiven by

T =:@�@�� : (38)

and itiseasy to seethatitsexpansion with ~I isindeed given by

T(z)~I(w)=
1

(z� w)2
+

@~I

z� w
+ ::: (39)

Them odeexpansion ofthe�elds� hasto bewritten in theform

�(z)=
X

n6= 0

�nz
� n + �0log(z)+ � (40)

where� arethecrucialzero m odes(they disappearin theexpansion for@�).Heren 2 Z in

the untwisted sector(ie.with periodic boundary conditions)and n 2 Z + 1

2
in the twisted

sector(anti-periodicboundary conditions).

To be consistentwith the earlierresults(34)and (39)we have to im pose the following

anticom m utation relations(com parewith ref.[30])

n

�n;��m

o

=
1

n
�n+ m ;0;n 6= 0 (41)

n

�0;
��0

o

= 0
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f�m ;�ng =
n
��n;��m

o

= 0

n

�;��
o

= 0

n

�;��0

o

= 1

n

�0;��
o

= � 1

Thelasttwo relationsareabsolutely crucialin keeping (39)intact.Them odeexpansion

�n should notbeconfused with thenotations�1 and �2 introduced earlier.Toavoid confusion

wewillprim arily usethe�;�� notation.

Notethatthem odes� becom ethecreation operatorsforlogarithm icstates.Indeed,

�nj0i= 0 forn � 0 (42)

and

~Ij0i= ���ji (43)

Them odeexpansion (40)togetherwith (41)and

h0j0i= 0;
D
���

E

= 1 (44)

can beused to com puteany correlation function in thetheory.

Forinstance,wecan reproducethecorrelation functionsof(36)

D

I(z)~I(w)
E

=
D
��(w)�(w)

E

=
D
���

E

= 1 (45)

while

D
~I(z)~I(w)

E

=
D

:��(z)�(z)::��(w)�(w):
E

= (46)

D
���(z)��(w)�

E

+
D
��(z)����(w)

E

= � 2log(z� w)

The lastline of(46)can be com puted eitherdirectly in term sofm odesorby com parison

with (34).

Ashasbeen discussed atlength in the literature,the �eldsW introduced in (28)form

a W -algebra and in fact allthe states ofthe c = � 2 theory can be classi�ed according
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to various representations ofthat algebra. A clear review can be found in ref.[28]. Six

representations are listed in that paper. They can easily be represented in term s ofthe

�elds ofourtheory. W e have the unitoperatorI,the logarithm ic operator ~I = � :��� :,

the SU(2)doubletofdim ension 1 �elds@� and @��,the twist�eld � ofdim ension � 1=8,a

doubletoftwist�elds�� � (��)� 1

2

� ofdim ension5 3=8,and �nally a structure of�elds�,

@� and �@� connected with each otherby theaction oftheVirasoro generatorsLn.

W ith allthe prelim inariescom pleted we can proceed to constructthe correlation func-

tionsofthe�elds�.Thecorrelation function

D

@�(z1)@��(w1):::@�(zn)@��(wn)~I
E

=
X

�

sign�

nY

i= 1

1

(zi� w�(i))
2
; (47)

where �(i)isthe perm utation ofthe num bers1,2,:::,n,reproducesthe Haldane-Rezayi

wave function. Note the explicit insertion ofthe logarithm ic operator ~I =:��� :to m ake

(47)nonzero.Forconvenience,we expressthe correlation functionsin thissection in ‘z-w’

notation in which the�’sareatthepointsziand the ��’sareatthewi’s.In thenextsection,

werevertto the‘u-v’notation which isbetteradapted fora discussion ofwavefunctions.

Thecorrelation functionsin thetwisted sectorcan befound by splitting thelogarithm ic

operatorinto two twist�elds� according to thegeneralform ula (ref.[27])

�(z)�(w)� Ilog(z� w)+~I (48)

and isequalto

D

@�(z1)@��(w1):::@�(zn)@��(wn)�(�1)�(�2)
E

= (49)

(�1 � �2)
1

4

X

�

sign�

nY

i= 1

(zi� �1)(w�(i)� �2)+ (zi� �2)(w�(i)� �1)

(zi� w�(i))
2

q

(zi� �1)(zi� �2)(w�(i)� �1)(w�(i)� �2)

Note that we do not need the logarithm ic operator any m ore. It has been split into two

twist�elds. Alternatively,we can say thatin the twisted sectorthe sum m ation in (40)is

overhalfintegernum bersand thezero m odesno longerentertheexpansion forthe�elds�.

5
�
�

1

2

isthem odeexpansion (40)for� wheren 2 Z + 1

2
to reproducethetwisted sector.Thezero

m odesare naturally absentin thatsector.
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Correlation functionsofthe type (49)are,aswe willsee below,usefulforconstructing

the bulk excitations. However,the twist�eldsare notthe only way ofdoing it. W e could

also splitthelogarithm icoperatoraccording to theoperatorproductexpansion

~I(z)~I(w)= � 2log(z� w)~I+ ::: (50)

which followsfrom (36).Thefollowing correlation function

D

@�(z1)@��(w1):::@�(zn)@��(wn)~I(u1)~I(u2)
E

(51)

willbe needed in the next section. It can be com puted by either solving the di�erential

equations ofconform al�eld theory,or by the straightforward m ode expansion (40) and

(41).Eitherm ethod resultsin

D

@�(z1)@��(w1):::@�(zn)@��(wn)~I(u1)~I(u2)
E

= (52)

� 2log(u1 � u2)
X

�

sign�

nY

i= 1

1

(zi� w�(i))
2
�

X

�

sign�

nX

k= 1

8
<

:

Y

i6= k

 
1

(zi� w�(i))
2

!
(u1 � u2)

2

(u1 � zk)(u1 � w�(k))(u2 � zk)(u2 � w�(k))

9
=

;

W e see that it splits into two term s. One is the product ofthe Haldane-Rezayiwave

function (47)and the logarithm .The otherisa nontrivialexpression. In fact,itiseasy to

getrid ofthetrivialpartby taking oneofthelogarithm icoperatorsto in�nity.In doing so

we have to rem em berthe transform ation law forthe logarithm ic �eldswhich followsfrom

(35),

~I(f(z))= ~I(z)+ log

 
@f

@z

!

(53)

According to thestandard procedure,taking theposition ofthe�eld ~I(z)to in�nity corre-

spondsto taking the position ofthe �eld ~I(1=z)= ~I(z)� 2log(z)to the origin. Therefore

thetrivialpartof(52)disappears.

20



V .T O P O LO G IC A L P R O P ERT IES O F B U LK EX C ITAT IO N S IN T H E

H A LD A N E-R EZAY I STAT E.

Arm ed with the preceding results,we can discuss the bulk excitationsofthe Haldane-

Rezayistate.Thediscussion willbem orecom plicated than butotherwisedirectly analogous

to thediscussion oftheLaughlin statein section IIIand ofthePfa�an statein [17].

Theprim ary �eldsofthec= � 2+ 1 theory are:1;ei�=
p
2,which createtheground state

and the Laughlin quasiparticle; @�;@�ei�=
p
2, which create neutralferm ions in the bulk;

�ei�=2
p
2;�ei�=2

p
2+ i�=

p
2, ��e

i�=2
p
2;��e

i�=2
p
2+ i�=

p
2, which create half 
ux quantum quasi-

holes;and ~Iei�=
p
2;~Iei�

p
2. Although there are 10 �elds,they are not obtained by sim ply

m ultiplying the 2 prim ary �eldsofthe c= 1 theory with the 5 ofthe c= � 2 theory. The

last 3 pairs of�elds involve particularcom binations of�elds from the c = � 2 and c = 1

theories.These arenecessary to give wavefunctionswhich aresingle-valued in theelectron

coordinates. M ilovanovic and Read have shown thatthis requirem ent is equivalent to an

orbifold construction [19]. These 10 prim ary �eldscorrespond to the 10 topologically dis-

tinct bulk excitations ofthe Haldane-Rezayistate. The corresponding wavefunctions are

(p;p� = 0;1):

	 I = Pf

 
uivj � viuj

(zi� zj)
2

!
Y

i

(zi� �)
p
Y

i> j

(zi� zj)
2

(54)

	 @� = A

 
�1

(� � z1)
2

u2v3 � v2u3

(z2 � z3)
2

:::

!
Y

i

(zi� �)
p
Y

i> j

(zi� zj)
2

(55)

	 � = (�1 � �2)
3=8
Pf

 
(uivj � viuj) ((zi� �1)(zj � �2)+ i$ j)

(zi� zj)
2

!
Y

i;�

(zi� ��)
p�

Y

i> j

(zi� zj)
2

(56)

	 � = (�1 � �2)
19=8

A

 
(u1v2 + v1u2)(z1 � z2)

(�1 � z1)(�2 � z1)(�1 � z2)(�2 � z2)
� (57)

(u3v4 � v3u4) ((z3 � �1)(z4 � �2)+ 3$ 4)

(z3 � z4)
2

:::

!
Y

i;�

(zi� ��)
p�

Y

i> j

(zi� zj)
2
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	 ~I
= A

 
(u1v2 � v1u2)(�1 � �2)

2

(z1 � �1)(z1 � �2)(z2 � �1)(z2 � �2)

u3v4 � v3u4

(z3 � z4)
2

:::

!

� (58)

Y

i;�

(zi� ��)
p� + 1

Y

i> j

(zi� zj)
2

The states(55),(57)are notlegitim ate lowestLandau levelwavefunctions. However,they

havethecorrectbraiding properties,and should bethoughtofasshorthand forthecorrect

wavefunctionswhich can beconstructed alongthelinesoftheneutralferm ion wavefunctions

given in [22]. Ifthis is done for the state (57),it willvanish,but when there are m ore

quasiholes,there are non-trivialconform alblocks with �’s which are di�erent from those

with �’s (see below). In (56)-(58),we have created pairs ofexcitations,as m ust be done

on the sphere. In the plane,single excitation wavefunctions can be obtained by taking

�2 ! 1 .6 Theexcitationsgiven by (54)-(57)haveanalogsin otherpaired states.However,

(58),which raisestheground statedegeneracy on thetorusto 10,ratherthan 6 or8 asitis

in thePfa�an and (3;3;1)states,isnew.Thereisan analogouswavefunction in the(3;3;1)

state which,asin theHaldane-Rezayistate,can resultfrom bringing together(i.e.fusing)

two half-
ux quantum quasiholes.However,ithastrivialbraiding properties,and therefore

doesnotcontributeto theground statedegeneracy ofthe(3;3;1)stateon thetorus.In the

Haldane-Rezayistate,however,the ~I excitation (58)braidsnon-trivially with thehalf-
ux

quantum quasiholes.

Non-Abelian statistics�rstraisesitshead when therearefourquasiholes.Unfortunately,

we cannot explicitly calculate the corresponding conform alblocks, which would require

calculating h����@� :::@�iand sim ilarconform alblockswith m oretwist�elds.Since�� �

6As a generalrule,conform al�eld theory im poses requirem ents such as charge neutrality,
ux

quantization,etc. which m ustbe satis�ed by wavefunctionson the sphere. These can be relaxed

on the plane by taking som e ofthe quasiparticlesto in�nity. The conform alblocksm ustalso be

spin-singlets,which m eansthatthey m ustbe invariantunderrotationsofthe ��’sand the @��’s.

Taken aselectron wavefunctions,however,they need notbesingletsunderrotationsoftheelectron

spinsalone.
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I+ ~I,thereare2n� 1 conform alblockswith 2n �’s(and any num berof@�’s).To countthe

other2n quasiholestates,wehaveto countallconform alblockswith 2n �eldswhich can be

either� or��.Recallthat�� isobtained by fusing � and @��.Hence,ifwecalla half
ux

quantum quasiholeoperatorsa,which could beeithers0 = � ors�
1

2 = ��,and ifwefurther

writeIa;~Ia to denotem em bersoftheconform alfam iliesofI;~I fora 2 Z,and of@��;@�� ~I

(thespin doubletofconform alweighth = 1)fora 2 Z + 1

2
,wecan collectallfusion rulesin

thecom pactform [sa]� [sb]= [Ia+ b]+ [~Ia+ b]and [sa]� [Ib]= [sa]� [~Ib]= [sa+ b].Conform al

blocks as hsa1(z1)s
a2(z2):::s

a2n (z2n)i have an essentially predeterm ined form with som e

straighforward productsofpowersof(zi� zj)and productsofcertain functionsdepending

an allpossible crossing ratios. However, these functions depend only on the conform al

weightsofthe�eldsin thecorrelatorand theinternalchannelsoftheconform alblock,not

on thespin indicesdirectly.

Let us assum e m om entarily that we work in a basis where the m etric on the internal

channelsisdiagonal,sothatwedon’thavetothinkaboutadditionalindicesfortheendpoints

ofinternalpropagaters. W hat this m eans is that we only have to keep track ofthe spin

indices m odulo integers. Then,counting conform alblocks is very sim ple. W ith 2n �elds

sai(zi)in a correlatorwe have (n � 1)internalchanelsoftype Ia or ~Ia,the otherinternal

chanelsbeing oftypesa.Sinceeach oftheform erinternalchanelscan beeitherIa or ~Ia,we

have 2n� 1 possible choices.Further,each such internalchannelhasa � 0 m odulo integers,

ora � 1

2
m odulo integers(the outerchanels,i.e.�elds,appropiately chosen). Due to the

overallcondition thatin totalweneed spin 0�xesthe(n� 1)-th internalchanel,iftheother

(n-2)arechosen.So wegetin total2n� 12n� 2 = 22n� 3 possibleconform alblocks.

W eturn now tothem onodrom y m atriceswhich aregenerated when quasiholesaretaken

around oneanother.Considerthe sim plestnon-trivialcase,with fourquasiholes. The two

degeneratestatescan beobtained from theconform alblocksofh����@� :::@�i(correlation

functionswith som e ofthe �’sreplaced by �’shave identicalconform alblocksin the four-

quasihole case,which isthe sim plest instance ofthe above reduced degeneracy). Even in
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the absence ofthe explicit form softhese conform alblocks,the m onodrom y m atrices can

beobtained from thedi�erentialequationswhich theconform alblockssatisfy (they arethe

equations for the fullelliptic integrals,see [27]). Apart from a trivialphase e� �i=4 which

arisesfrom thechiralboson sectorofthetheory,them onodrom iesare:

0

@
1 0

� 2i 1

1

A (59)

when �1 istaken around �2,

0

@
1 � 2i

0 1

1

A (60)

when �1 istaken around �4,and

0

@
� 3 2i

2i 1

1

A (61)

when �1 is taken around �3. �1;�2;�3;�4 are the positions ofthe four quasiholes and the

m atricesreferto thepreferred basisoffour-quasiholestateswhich isgiven by theconform al

blocks (which,again,we are unable to obtain explicitly). The m ost salient property of

these m atricesisthatthey are notunitary. However,they are unitary with respectto the

inde�nitem etric

0

@
0 1

1 0

1

A (62)

Itisworth noting thatthism etricisprecisely them etricon thespaceof4-pointconform al

blockswhich isnecessary toobtain single-valued correlation functionsfrom theleftand right

conform alblocks(see[27]).Itisnaturalto conjecturethattheseSU(1;1)m onodrom y m a-

tricesaretheanalyticcontinuation tothisinde�nitem etricofthecorrectSU(2)m onodrom y

m atricesofthe Haldane-Rezayiquasiholes,which m ustbe unitary with respectto the def-

inite m etric ofthe Hilbertspace oflowestLandau levelstates. Thisanalytic continuation

m ay be done for(59)-(61)butitis notenlightening. In [17],itwas found thatthe m on-

odrom y m atricesofthePfa�an statearegiven by certain SO (2n)rotationsin theirspinor

representation.Itisplausiblethatthenon-abelian statisticsofthe2n quasiholestatesofthe
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Haldane-Rezayistate isgiven by a reducible representation ofsom e group G (and,hence,

ofthebraid group)becausestatesofdi�erentspinswillnotm ix.Onepossibility isthatthe

statescan begrouped into a directsum oftheSO (2n)orSU(n)irreduciblerepresentations

into which a productofSO (2n)spinorrepresentationsm ay bedecom posed.

V I.R ELAT IO N SH IP B ET W EEN C = � 2 A N D C = 1 T H EO RY .

A num berofpapershaveestablished arelationship between thethepartition functionsof

c= � 2and c= 1,R = 1theories(ie.thec= 1theoryofaDiracferm ion orafreeboson with

com pacti�cation radiusR = 1)[34],[28].W hiletheproofrequiresa carefulconstruction of

c= � 2 characterstaking into accountthe presence ofthe logarithm icoperators(ref.[34]),

thereisa way to roughly understand therelationship in rathersim pleterm s(see,especially,

[40]).

One can easily check thatforeach operatorofdim ension hc= � 2 in the c = � 2 theory

thereisan operatorofdim ension hc= 1 in thec= 1,R = 1 theory such that

hc= � 2 �
� 2

24
= hc= 1 �

1

24
(63)

Therefore,in the theory on the cylinder,where the partition function is com puted,and

wheretheedgetheory lives,theirzero-pointenergiesarethesam e.

M oreover,foreach descendantstatein thec= � 2 theory thereisa corresponding state

in thec= 1,R = 1 theory.Indeed,takethelattertheory asrepresented by a Diracferm ion

S =

Z

 y�@ (64)

Them odes y
n and  � n,n > 0 can beused to constructdescendantstates,

 
y
n1
::: 

y
n�

 � m 1
::: � m �

j0i (65)

which havethesam eenergiesand m om enta asthestatescreated by �� n and ��� n,

�� n1 :::�� n�
��� m 1

:::��� m �
j0i (66)
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Them odeexpansion ofthe�eld  (on theplane)is

 (z)=
X

n

 nz
� n�

1

2 (67)

sotheDiracferm ion hashalf-integralm om entain theuntwisted sectorandintegralm om enta

in the twisted sector,while the opposite istrue forthe c= � 2 theory. Therefore,we m ap

thetwisted sectorofc= � 2 into theuntwisted oneofc= 1 and vice versa.(See[40]fora

m oredetailed discussion ofthem apping atthelevelofthem odeexpansions.)

Ofcourse,there isstilla question ofthezero m odes�;they do notseem to correspond

to anything in c = 1. However,the zero m odes� are ratherspecial�elds. They m ustbe

present asout-(orin-)statesofthe c = � 2 theory to m ake the correlatorsofthe theory

nonzero,and they haveto bepresentonly once(since�2 = 0).

Asfarasm anyoftheirconform alpropertiesareconcerned,thetheoriesofanticom m uting

bosonsand ofDiracferm ionsarethesam eon thecylinder.Theirrespectivevacua havethe

sam eenergyand foreach operatorofc= � 2theorythereexistsan operatoratc= 1,R = 1.

However,thehigherm odesoftheenergy-m om entum tensoraredi�erentin thetwotheories.

Consequently,the Virasoro algebra representationsare di�erent;in the c= 1 theory,they

areunitary whilein thec= � 2 theory they arenon-unitary.

Tounderstand theequivalenceofthec= � 2and c= 1theoriesbetter,letustakeacloser

look atthesectorsofthec= � 2 theory.Ordinarily,each prim ary �eld �(z)ofa conform al

�eld theory and allitsdescendantsgeneratea highestweightrepresentation oftheVirasoro

algebra,perhapswith achiralsym m etry algebra(seerf.[37]).M oreover,thatrepresentation

isirreducible.W e achieve itsirreducibility by rem oving allthedescendantsofthe prim ary

�eld which arethem selvesprim ary operators.TheHilbertspaceofa conform al�eld theory

can then bewritten asa directsum overirreduciblehighestweightrepresentations.

The problem we im m ediately encounterin the c = � 2 theory isthatitsstatesdo not

constitute ordinary irreducible highest weight representations ofthe m axim ally extended

chiralsym m etry algebra (W -algebra)oreven ofthe Virasoro algebra itself. W e know that

wehavea statethere,j~Ii,such thatL0j~Ii= j0i,j0ibeing thevaccuum whilej~Ii= ~I(0)j0i.
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j~Iiand j0ihave to be considered together,and togetherthey are usually referred to asa

reducible butindecom posable representation (ref.[29]). Indeed,we can certainly reduce it

byconsideringasubsetofit,consistingofj0iand itsdescendantsonly,withoutj~Ii.However,

wecannotdecom poseitinto a directproductofj0iand j~IiasL0j~Ii= j0i.

According to [28],[29],[36]there are foursectorsgenerated by operatorswith hc= � 2 2

f� 1

8
;0;3

8
;1g,denoted V� 1=8;R 0;V3=8;R 1 in the following (we use the notation of[28])and

thecharactersoftheserepresentationsare

�V� 1=8
=

1

�(�)
� 0;2(�) (68)

�V3=8 =
1

�(�)
� 2;2(�)

�R 0
= �R 1

=
2

�(�)
� 1;2(�)

where �(�)= q1=24
Q

n> 0(1� qn)isthe Dedekind eta function,� �;k =
P

n2Z q
(2kn+ �)2=4k are

ordinary Theta functions,and q= exp(2�i�)isthem odularparam eterofthetorus.

Note the m ultiplicity of2 in the lasttwo characters. Itforcesan overallm ultiplicity of

4 in thediagonalpartition function to ensurem odularinvariance7

Zc= � 2 = j�R 0
j2 + j�R 1

j2 + j2�V� 1=8
j2 + j2�V3=8j

2 = 4Zc= 1(R = 1) (69)

such thatequivalence ofthe partition functionsofthec= � 2 theory and the c= 1 theory

is really established only up to a factor of 4. M oreover, there is no way to avoid the

m ultiplicitiesoftheV� 1=8 and V3=8 representations.Theoverallm ultiplicity of4 stem sfrom

7M oular invariance ofthe torus partition function ofa conform al�eld theory is an im portant

requirem entforconsistency.In thecontextofthetheory ofthebulk ofa quantum Hallstate,itis

justthestatem entthatthetheory,when puton thetorus,should beindependentofthecoordinate

system on the torus. Ithasbeen proven [38]thatconform alinvariance ofa theory on S
2 im plies

m odularinvariance on the torus,ifL0 isdiagonal. Thisshould extend to the case oflogarithm ic

conform al�eld theory by thelim iting proceduredescribed in [34].
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thezerom odes�;��.Itturnsoutthatboth indecom posablerepresentationsareform ed outof

foursubsectorsaccordingtothefourpossiblewaystodistributethesezerom odes.However,

the com binatorics ofthe subsectors fallsinto just two di�erent types which coincide with

the com binatorics ofthe irreducible subrepresentations ofR 0 and R 1,called V0 and V1

respectively.Theircharactersare[34],[28]

�V0 =
1

2�(�)

�

� 1;2(�)+ �3(�)
�

(70)

�V1 =
1

2�(�)

�

� 1;2(�)� �3(�)
�

and each ofthese two sectortypes appearstwice in each ofthe indecom posable represen-

tations. W e thusconclude thatthe partition functionsconsistsoffourcopiesofthe c= 1

Diracferm ion partition function,oneforeach possiblecom bination ofthe�;�� zero m odes.

Although wedon’tneed to takethism ultiplicity into accounton thec= 1 side,because

there everything factorizes, this m ultiplicity is intrinsic on the c = � 2 side due to the

factthatsom erepresentationsareindecom posable.However,therearesom edisadvantages

with thisapproach to the c = � 2 theory: The m odularbehaviorofthe characters(68)is

am bigousdue to the equivalence of�R 0
and �R 1

.M oreover,the S-m atrix forthe m odular

transform ation S :� 7! � 1=� doesnotreproduce the correctfusion rulesvia the Verlinde

form ula.

In [34]it was attem pted to overcom e these di�culties by using the fact that the �;��

zero m odes are necessary to m ake any n-pointfunction non-zero. Thatm eans thatthere

isa way to partially factorizetheuntwisted partofthepartition function by splitting each

indecom posable representation into itsirreducible subrepresentation and the partwith the

opposite �-ferm ion num ber(the totalferm ion num berincluding the � zero m ode isalways

even in R 0 and odd in R 1).Theresultis

~Zc= � 2 = j�V� 1=8
j2 + j�V3=8j

2 +
�

�V0�
�
W 0

+ �V1�
�
W 1

+ c:c:
�

= Zc= 1(R = 1) (71)

where�W 0
= �W 1

= � 1;2(�)=�(�).Thenon-diagonalstructure precisely resem blesthenon-
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diagonalstructureoftheconform alblocksnecessary in thec= � 2theory toensurecrossing

sym m etry and singlevaluednessofthefourpointfunction,see[27].

W e conclude by m entioning thatthispartition function iscertainly m odularinvarinat,

butthesetofcharactersf�V� 1=8
;�V3=8;�V0;�W 0

;�V1;�W 1
gisnot.Oneoftheresultsof[34]is

thatby introducingaregularizingterm � i� log(q)�3(�)into�W 0
;�W 1

,onerecoversm odular

covariance forthe characters. However,the physicalm eaning ofa log(q)term in character

functionsrem ainsunclear.Aslong as� istaken non-zero,onehasa well-de�ned S-m atrix

which can beused tocalculatefusion coe�cientsviatheVerlindeform ula.Asshown in [34],

the latterhave physicalm eaning only in the lim it� ! 0 and coincide then with explicit

results.

V II.ED G E T H EO RY O F T H E H A LD A N E-R EZAY I STAT E

The preceeding considerationsinspire usto hope forthe following happy ending to our

story:theneutralsectorofthelow-energy edgetheoryoftheHaldane-Rezayistateisac= 1

Diracferm ion.

How can we show thatthisassertion iscorrect? Since a quantum -m echanicaltheory is

de�ned by itsHilbertspaceofstates,innerproduct,and algebraofobservableoperators,we

m ustshow thatthese structuresareidenticalforthec= 1 theory and theedgeexcitations

annihilated bytheHam iltonian (2).Clearly,theHilbertspaces,(13)and (65),arethesam e.8

Thespectra(assum ing thattheenergy isproportionaltotheangularm om entum ,asbefore)

and,hence,the partition functions are,aswell. Ofcourse,the sam e m ay be said forthe

c= � 2 theory (ignoring subtletiesassociated with thezero m odes,�,��),aswediscussed in

8Alm ost.Thetwisted sectorofthec= 1Diractheory has2zerom odes,whiletheedgeexcitations

ofthe Haldane-Rezayistate begin atangularm om entum 1,ie. k = 2�=L. Thiszero m ode m ust

be projected outofthe theory,which can be done very naturally in the truncation from a c= 2

theory described below.
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the previous section. The observables{ such asthe localenergy and spin densities { and

the innerproductm ustdistinguish the correctedge theory. However,these are di�cultto

calculate.

In trying to calculate the inner products ofthe edge excitations (15),we run into a

fam iliarroadblock: in the absence ofa plasm a analogy,there is no painless way ofdoing

this calculation. This com plicates m atters when we turn to the algebra ofobservables,

because we are interested in these operatorsprojected into the low-energy subspace. Ifthis

were sim ply a m atterofprojecting into the lowest Landau level,itwould be no problem .

However,we m ustprojectinto the zero-energy subspace ofthe Ham iltonian (2),since this

isthe subspace which containsthe low-energy edgeexcitations.Ifwe sim ply acton a edge

excitation with an operatorsuch asthelowestLandau levelprojected density operator,the

resulting statewillbein thelowestLandau level,butitwillno longerbeannihilated by the

Ham iltonian (2).Hencewem ustprojecttheresultingstateintothespaceofedgeexcitations

annihilated by (2).Thisprojection cannotbe perform ed withouta knowledge ofthe inner

productsofstates,so wearestuck again.

Ordinarily,this would not worry us too m uch because the com m utator algebra ofthe

resulting projected operatorswould bem oreorlesscanonicaland easily guessed.However,

in the case ofthe Haldane-Rezayistate,the SU(2)spin sym m etry m ustbe realized in an

unusualway because the edgetheory containstwo real,i.e.M ajorana,ferm ions,say  1(x)

and  2(x). Their Lagrangian isinvariantunder the O (2)rotations i
0 = O ij j. There is

no local9 SU(2)transform ation law which preserves the reality property ofthe M ajorana

spinors.Thesim plestway ofhaving an SU(2)doubletofferm ionsisto have two com plex,

i.e.Dirac,spinors,�i,which transform as�i
0= Uij�j.However,sincea singleDiracspinor

iscom posed oftwoM ajoranaspinors,such atheorywillhavetoom anystatesateach energy

level.SincetheSU(2)sym m etry cannotberealized in thestandard way,thealgebra ofthe

9i.e.so that i
0(x)dependsonly  j(x)and noton  j(x

0)forx06= x
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spin-densitiesin thec= 1 theory can beand { aswewillseem om entarily { isanom alous.

First,however,we m ustanswera m ore basic question: if,aswe have conjectured,the

c= 1 Diractheory isthecorrectedgetheory,whereistheSU(2)sym m etry? Theansweris

thatthesym m etry ishidden and non-local.TheDiractheory hastheHam iltonian

H =
X

k

vk 
y

k k (72)

where  isa com plex chiralferm ion or,equivalently,two realferm ions, 1, 2,with  =

 1 + i 2,and v isthe (non-universal) velocity ofthe neutralferm ions. The generatorsof

theSU(2)sym m etry are:

Sz =
X

k

 
y

k k (73)

S+ =
X

k> 0

 
y

k 
y

� k

S� =
X

k> 0

 � k k

These generatorscom m ute with the Ham iltonian and,thus,generate a globalSU(2)sym -

m etry ofthetheory.Thesesym m etry generatorswereconstructed in [40].

In m apping the neutralsector ofthe edge theory onto the c = 1 Dirac ferm ion,we

associate the up-spin neutralferm ionswith the particles,created by  
y

k with k > 0. The

down-spin neutralferm ionsare associated with the anti-particles,created by  � k (k > 0).

TheSU(2)sym m etry ofthetheory rotatesup-spin ferm ionsinto down-spin ferm ions,i.e.it

m ixesparticlesand anti-particles.Asa result,thetransform ation law isnotlocal.

W e can reform ulate the Dirac theory in such a way thatthisSU(2)sym m etry ism ore

transparent.W em ap  k ! �1k and  
y

� k ! �2k where k > 0.The�elds�� form an SU(2)

doubletwith Ham iltonian

H =
X

k> 0

vk�
y

ik�ik (74)

and sym m etry generators

S
a =

X

k> 0

�
y

�k �
a
�� ��k (75)
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Asaresultoftherestriction tok > 0,they are‘half’ofan SU(2)doubletofDiracferm ions.

Thek < 0partofthetheory hasbeen discarded.Itthen followsthatthereisnolocalSU(2)

Kac-M oodyalgebra.Ifweintroducelocalspin densities,Sa(x)and theirFouriertransform s,

Sa
q =

X

k> 0

�
y

�k+ q �
a
�� ��k (76)

we�nd thattheircom m utatorsdonotclosebecausethesum soverk arerestricted tok > 0.

In particular,theircom m utatorsarenotlocal,i.e.[Sa(x);Sb(x0)]/ 1=(x � x0)ratherthan

[Sa(x);Sb(x0)]/ �(x � x0).

Thism ightappearto bea death blow to the c= 1 theory ofthe neutralsector.In the

underlying quantum m echanicsofelectrons,these com m utatorsarelocal,i.e.proportional

to �-functions,so we would expectthatin the low-energy theory they would be,atworst,

�-functionssm eared outatthescaleofthecuto�.However,thisargum entisabittooquick.

Thecuto� in thistheory isO (V1)(see(2))m eaning thatouredgetheory isan e�ective�eld

theory forenergies lessthan O (V1). However,unlike in a Euclidean orrelativistic theory,

this energy scale does not im ply a length scale. W hile the theory m ust be localin tim e

(again,m odulo non-localitiesatscalessm allerthan thecuto�),itdoesnotnecessarily have

com m utatorswhich arelocalin space.

Butdo the spin-densities,projected into the low-energy subspace actually have such a

non-localalgebra? Ifnot,the c = 1 theory m ustbe ruled out. Ifso { and,aswe argued

above this would not contradict any fundam entalprinciple which is dear to our hearts {

then thec= 1 theory isa viablecandidateto describetheneutralsectoroftheedgeofthe

Haldane-Rezayistate. Consider the following state,where PH is the projection operator

into thezero-energy subspace of(2):

PH S
+ (w)PH � 	0 = (77)

PH A

 

e(2w z1� jw j
2� jz1j

2)=4‘2
0

u1u2

(w � z2)
2

u3v4 � v3u4

(z3 � z4)
2

:::

!
Y

i> 1

(w � zi)
2

Y

k> l> 1

(zk � zl)
2
e
�

1

4‘
2

0

P

i> 1
jzij

2

which resultsfrom acting on theground statewith thelocalprojected S+ (w)operator.Itis

quiteplausiblethattheright-hand-sidevanishesupon projection.Thiswould agreewith the
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c= 1 theory,whereS+ (x)j0i=
P

k> 0;qe
iqx �

y

�k �
+
�� ��kj0i= 0 because ��kj0i= 0 fork > 0.

Fora doubletofDirac ferm ions(and presum ably forany othertheory with a localSU(2)

transform ation law),on theotherhand,thek < 0 m odeswillgivea non-zero contribution.

Furtherm ore,supposeweactwith thisoperatoron a statewith 1 neutralferm ion:

PH S
+ (w)PH � A

 

zk1v1
u2v3 � v2u3

(z2 � z3)
2

:::

!
Y

(zi� zj)
2 = (78)

PH A

 

e(2w z1� jw j
2� jz1j

2)=4‘2
0 w ku1

u2v3 � v2u3

(z2 � z3)
2

:::

!
Y

i> 1

(w � zi)
2

Y

k> l> 1

(zk � zl)
2
e
�

1

4‘
2

0

P

i> 1
jzij

2

+ term s in which the spin acts on paired electrons

Ifthis is non-vanishing,it is plausibly equalto (the aj are som e,possibly w-dependent,

coe�cients):

A

0

@
X

j

ajz
j

1 w
ku1

u2v3 � v2u3

(z2 � z3)
2

:::

1

A
Y

i> j

(zi� zj)
2 e

�
1

4‘
2

0

P

i
jzij

2

(79)

Ifso,then theup-spin electron (and itsconcom itantneutralferm ion)isno longerlocalized

atw because ofthe large powers ofz1 from the Jastrow factor. In such a case,however,

when weactwith anotherlocalspin operator,S� (w 0),thecom m utator,which receivesnon-

vanishing contributions only when the two spin operators act on the sam e electron,need

notvanish forw 6= w 0(or,rather,need notdecay asa Gaussian in w � w0).

Even ifourhypothesis isincorrect,and the Haldane-Rezayiedge theory issom e other

theory,itisdi�cultto seehow theSU(2)sym m etry could belocal.There aresim ply ‘too

few’single ferm ion states,by a factoroftwo,to allow fora localSU(2)sym m etry.Thisis

quite clearfrom the form ulation asa truncated Diracdoublet.Ifwe were to take an inner

productdi�erentfrom the innerproductofthe c= 1 theory,thiswould nothelp m atters

since itcould notincrease the size ofthe Hilbertspace. Could itbe thatwe have sim ply

chosen the wrong sym m etry generators? This is unlikely since the sym m etry generators

(75)have the desired action: they rotate the spins ofthe ferm ions. In principle,there is

oneotherpossibility.Iftherewerelow-energy excitationsin thebulk withh anom aloustotal

derivative term sin theirSU(2)algebra,these term scould cancelthe anom alousterm sat

theedge.However,thereisnotraceofsuch excitationsam ongthestatesannihilated by (2).
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V III.EX P ER IM EN TA L C O N SEQ U EN C ES.

IfourhypothesisiscorrectandtheedgetheoryoftheHaldane-Rezayistateisthec= 1+1

conform al�eld theory,therearem easurableconsequenceswhich could elucidatethenature

ofthe � = 5

2
plateau. The electron annihilation operatoris e� i

p
2�,so the coupling to a

Ferm iliquid lead willbe  e� i
p
2� 	 lead. This is a dim ension 2 operator,so the tunneling

conductance,G t,through a pointcontactbetween a Ferm iliquid lead and the edge ofthe

Haldane-Rezayistateis

G t� T2 (80)

See [10,11]to com pare (80)with the corresponding expression fora Laughlin state. Ifthe

voltageV � T,then I � V3.Fortunneling between two Haldane-Rezayidroplets,G t� T4

for T � V and I � V5 for T � V . The tunneling ofquasiparticles from one edge of

a Haldane-Rezayidroplet to another through the bulk is presum ably dom inated by the

tunneling ofhalf-
ux quantum quasiparticles,which are created by �e� i�=2
p
2 where � is

theDiractheory twist�eld.Theresulting tunneling conductancebetween thetwo edgesis

G t� T� 5=4 athigh tem peratures;atlow tem peratureitis 1

2

e2

h
with correctionsdeterm ined

by theperturbationsofa strong-coupling �xed point.

Onethingwhich is,perhaps,surprising aboutthesepredictionsisthatthey areprecisely

the sam e as would be expected for the (3;3;1) state and for a sim ple reason: the edge

theoriesarealm ostthesam e.According to [19],theneutralsectorofthe(3;3;1)stateisa

c= 1Diracferm ion.Theonly di�erencewith theedgetheory oftheHaldane-Rezayistateis

thatthetwisted and untwisted sectorsareexchanged,butthisdoesnota�ectthedim ensions

ofthescaling operatorswhich determ inetheabovepowerlaws.Hence,theHaldane-Rezayi

and (3;3;1)statescannotbedistinguished from sim ple tunneling experim entsatthe edge.

However,thesestatesarede�nitely notin thesam euniversality class.Theirbulkexcitations

have di�erenttopologicalproperties,asm ay be seen from the ground state degeneracy on

the torus. In an Aharonov-Bohm experim ent with two half-
ux quantum quasiholes,the
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phaseresulting when onewindsaround anotheris3�i=4 in theHaldane-Rezayistate(from

(56)) but � �i=8 in the (3;3;1) state (and 0 in the Pfa�an state). In experim ents with

m ore than two quasiholes,the fullstructure ofthe non-Abelian statistics ofthe Haldane-

Rezayistate com esinto play and,again,Aharonov-Bohm experim ents can resolve itfrom

the(3;3;1)and othercandidatequantum Hallstates.
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