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Abstract

W e propose eld theordies for the buk and edge of a quantum H all state In
the universality class ofthe H aldaneR ezayiwavefunction. T he bulk theory is
associated w ith thec= 2 conform al eld theory. T he topological properties
of the state, such as the quasiparticle braiding statistics and ground state
degeneracy on a torus, m ay be deduced from this conform al eld theory. T he
10-fold degeneracy on a torus is explained by the existence of a logarithm ic
operator n the ¢ = 2 theory; this operator corresponds to a novel buk
excitation in the quantum Hall state. W e argue that the edge theory is the
c= 1 chiral D irac form ion, which is related In a simple way to thec= 2

theory of the bulk. This theory is reform ulated as a truncated version of a
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doublet ofD irac ferm ions in which the SU (2) symm etry { which corresponds
to the soin—rotational sym m etry of the quantum Hall system { is m anifest
and non-local. W em ake predictions for the current<olage characteristics for

transport through point contacts.
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I. NTRODUCTION

In 1987, W illet, etal. fl] discovered a fractionalquantum Hallplateau w ith conductance

xy = 2 % . Shortly thereafter, H aldane and Rezayi B] suggested
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(A m eans antisym m etrization over all exchanges of electrons, u;, v; are resoectively up and
down spin states of the i electron, and Y, is the m agnetic Jength) as a variational ansatz
for the Incom pressble state of electrons cbserved in this experim entﬂ D espoite the passage
of nearly 10 years, this proposal has been neither con m ed nor ruled out by experin ent,
In large part because the theoretical understanding of this state is still prin itive. In this
paper, we try to address this de ciency by proposing e ective eld theories of the buk and
edge of a system of electrons w ith ground state given by ().

O ur faith in Laughlin’swavefiinctions for the principal odd-denom inator states stem snot
only from their lJarge overlap w ith the exact ground state of sn all system s. R ather, their
success lies in the fact that they exhbit properties { topological ordering’” §[] { which
are plausbly farm ore robust than the speci cs of any trial wavefunction. The topological
ordering’, which refers to the fractional statistics of quasiparticles §§]and o -diagonallong-
range-order of certain non-local order param eters @], could be dem onstrated for Laughlin’s
w avefliinctions because the plaan a analogy facilitates caloulations w ith these wavefuinctions.
The topological ordering’ is sum m arized by the @belian) Chem-Sin ons e ective eld the-
ories of the quantum Halle ect (see also [A{H]). The fractional statistics is the linchpin
of the theory and itsm ost startling prediction, and, hopefully, willbe con m ed som e day
soon. The Chem-Sin ons e ective eld theory ld, n tum, to a conform al eld theoretic

1 ﬂ) is a wavefunction for electronsat = 1=2. It isassum ed that at = 5=2 the lowest Landau
Jlevels ofboth spinsare lled and the appropriate analog of ) in the second Landau level describes

the additional = 1=2.



description of the edge excitations [[3]. D etailed predictions based on the edge theory have
recently been spectacularly con med {L{[4]. Unfortunately, there isno plasn a analogy for
the H aldaneR ezayi wavefunction, nor for a num ber of other proposed wavefiinctions such
as the Pfa an state. Consequently, the correct Chem-Sin ons theory of the quasiparticle

statistics and the conform al eld theory of the edge excitations have ram ained elusive.

A way of skirting this obstacle was suggested by M oore and Read [[3]. They cbserved
that the Laughlin state and a num ber of other quantum Halle ect wavefunctions, including
the H aldaneR ezayi state, could be interpreted as the conform alblocks of certain confom al

eld theordes. This cbservation gains great power in light of the equivalence, discovered
by W itten [L4], between the states of a Chem-Sin ons theory and confom alblocks in an
associated conform al eld theory. It is offen the case that a quantum Hall state can be
reproduced by the conform alblocks of a conform al eld theory. Since this conform al eld
theory isequivalent to a C hem-Sin onstheory, it isvery tem pting to close the circle, follow Ing
M oore and Read, and concture that this Chem-Sin ons theory is the desired e ective
theory of the bulk, which would be ocbtained by a direct calculation using brute foroe or
som e generalization of the plaan a analogy. This conecture is true for states w ith abelian
statistics, such asthe Laughlin states and theirhierarchicaldescendents. A generalargum ent
In avorofthispram isswasgiven in @], where twasused to deduce the SO (2n) non-abelian
statistics of quasihholes in the P fa an state once the correspondence between this state and
the confom alblocks of the ¢ = % + 1 conformal eld theory was dem onstrated In some
detail. If correct, this concture In plies that the conform alblocks are the preferred basis
ofthe quantum H allwavefuinctions since they m ake the quasiparticle statistics transparent.

Tt hasbeen observed [1§[1§[19] that the H aldaneR ezayi state is a conform alblock in the
c= 2 oonfom al eld theory. Here, we derive som e consequences of this fact. Am ong these
is the 10-fold degeneracy ofthe ground state on the torus. T he ground state degeneracy on a
torus is not m erely m athem atical trivia. Tt is equalto the num ber of Yopologically dictinct’
quasihol excitations { ie. that have inequivalent braiding properties (so, for instance, the

com bination of any excitation with a bosonic excitation does not produce a topologically



distinct excitation) { which there are In the system . Aswe w illexplain, the 10-fold degener-
acy is a surpiss, and is due to the existence of an excitation which cannot be found in other
proposed even-denom nator quantum Hall states, such asthe Pfa an and (3;3;1) states.
The 10-fold degeneracy isdue, n the c= 2 conform al eld theory, to the existence of a
logarithm ic operator B]]. W e elucidate the structure of the ¢ = 2 theory, w ith particu—
lar em phasis on the calculation of conform alblocks and on the logarithm ic operator. The
form er allow us to obtain the non-abelian statistics of the quasiholes.

In principle, i should be possble to use the Chem-Sin ons theory of the buk to deduce
the conform al eld theory of the edge excitations. However, a m ore direct approach is
possble. As can be explicitly shown for the Laughlin states PQ] (see, also, the second
ref. In [LQ)), the states of the edge conformal eld theory can be enum erated by direct
construction of the corresponding lowest Landau level wavefiinctions which are the exact
zero-energy eigenstates of certain m odel H am iltonians. Under m ild asum ptions about the
con ning potential at the edge ofthe system , which gives these excitations non-—zero energy,
the energy spectrum can be cbtained as well. M iovanovic and Read [3] generalized this
construction to thePfa an, (3;3;1), and HaldaneR ezayi states. In the case ofthe Pfa an
and (3;3;1) states, their construction led inm ediately to the correct edge theory. W e propose
that the edge theory of the H aldaneR ezayi state is a theory ofa chiralD irac femn ion, w ith
c= 1. Thistheory possesses a globalSU (2) sym m etry which becom esm anifest when recast
as a truncated version of a ¢ = 2 theory. The SU ) symm etry { which is jast the spin—
rotationalsym m etry, an approxin ate symm etry In G aA sw ith itssm allg factorand e ective
m ass { is unusual in that the local spin-densities do not have local com m utation relations
(see, also, Q). This indicates the inpossbility of localizing spin at the edge which, we
argue, is supported by an analysis of the explicit wavefunctions. T he relationship between
thec= 2 and c= 1 theories [RB[3#40] { they have nearly the sam e states, spectra, and,
therefore, partition functions { is very natural in this context since these theories describe
the bulk and edge of the H aldaneR ezayi state.

Section ITisa review ofthe relevant factsand standard lore regarding the H aldaneR ezayi



state. In section ITI we recapitulate, in order to m ake our exposition as selfcontained as
possible, the conform al eld theory approach to the bulk wavefunctions in the quantum Hall
e ect. Tn section IV, we discuss the ¢ = 2 confom al eld theory and, In section V, we
apply it to study quasipartickes in the HaldaneRezayi state. Section V I is devoted to the
relationship between the c = 2 and c= 1 conform al eld theories. The edge theory of
the H aldaneR ezayi state is discussed in section V IT and the physical consequences follow ing
from the results of sections V and V IT are discussed iIn section V ITI. Parts of this paper
are rather technical. Readers who are uninterested In the subtleties and ner points of the
c= 2andc= 1 conformal eld theoriesbut are interested In the observable consequences

which follow from them may wish to skip orm erely skin sections ITT, IV, and V 1.

II.THE HALDANE-REZAYISTATE

In this paper, we w illbe studying the zero-energy eigenstates of the Ham ilttonian J]
H=vi ‘@& 2); )

whereV; > 0. W hil thisisalm ost certainly not the H am iltonian goveming any experin ent,
it has the advantage of tractability, and the properties which interest us are universal and
should be stabl against perturbations. W e have assum ed that the Zeam an energy vanishes
Se) Q) is Invariant under SU (2) spin rotations. In GaA s, the Zeam an energy is % of the
cyclotron energy, so SU (2) willbe a reasonable approxin ate sym m etry.

This Ham iltonian shares w ith other sin ple, short—range lowest Landau level H am iltto—
nians the property that not only the ground state, but also states wih quashols and
edge excitations, have zero energy. T his should not be troubling since the incom pressibility
of the quantum H all state depends upon the existence of a discontinuity in the chem ical
potential. If quasiparticlkes have nite energy but quasholes do not, there will be such a

discontinuity. Fora m ore realistic interaction, both quasiholes and quasiparticles have nite

energy, but the discontinuiy persists. Since they are annihilated by the H am itonian, the



m ultiquashol states are easier to enum erate, so in what ollow s, we w ill discuss them ex—
clusively; the properties of quasiparticles { though di cul to study directly { are trivially
related to those of quasihols. The vanishing energy of the edge excitations should not be
a surprise, either. These have nite energy only if there is a con ning potential at the edge
of the system , as there willbe in any real 2D electron gas. A s we discuss further below,
we will sin ply assum e that, In the presence of a con ning potential, the energy of an edge
excitation is proportionalto its angularm om entum . For these reasons, we w ill refer to the
state w ith no quasiholes and no edge excitations { the m axin ally com pressed state { as the
ground state’ and refer to the other zero-energy states as fuasihol states’ and ®dge stated/,
respectively, despite the fact that, strictly speaking, all of these states are ground states of
@) . The multiquashol states, which are buk excitations, can be distinguished from the
edge states by the property that the form erm ust be hom ogeneous in the z;’s since only such
wavefunctions can be extended to the sohere W here there is no edge and, hence, no edge
excitations). T he inhom ogeneous zero-energy waveflinctions are edge states.
Aswem entioned above, the ground state of @) is the HaldaneR ezayi state,
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where P f, the P fa an, is the square root of the determm inant of an antisym m m etric m atrix,
or, equivalently, the antisym m etrized product over pairs introduced in {l]). It ressmbles is

cousins, the Pfa an’ and (3;3;1) states:
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ThePfa an factors are rem Iniscent of the real space form ofthe BC S pairing wavefunction.
T he HaldaneR ezayi state can be interpreted as a quantum H all state of soin-singlet d-wave
pairswhil the Pfa an and (3;3;1) states can be Interpreted as spin-triplkt p-wave paired

stateswith S, = 1and S, = 0, respectively. T hese states are discussed in I3 23 2317 241.



The quasitholes in the HaldaneR ezayi state are, like the vortices in a superconductor,
half ux quantum excitations. A waveflinction for a state with two such quasholes at ;

and , can be written down by m odifying the factor inside thePfa an in (§]:
|
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Here, and henceforth, we w ill be sloppy and om it the G aussian factor In the wavefunction

50 as to avoid excessive clutter. The half ux quantum quasiholes have charge % Asin

the case of the Pfa an and (3;3;1) states, there is not a unique state of 2n quashols at

for non-Abelian statistics. C onsider the fourquasholk case. D e ne the three polynom ials
P (zi;z5) = 2z oz e 2 3 Z @ + 1S 3 (7)

where isa pem utation of £1;2;3;4g. The ollow Ing fourquasihole states
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are annihilated by @). These wavefunctions are not all linearly independent. Linear rela—
tions, ound in [[]], reduce the set ) to a basis set of 2 Iinearly independent states. T here
are also states which are not spin-singlets. W hen there are 2n quasholkes, there are 22* 3

linearly independent states; the ollow ing particularly elegant basis was found I P4]:
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where ; is the spin wavefinction of the i* electron, k n, p n 2 and issome

pem utation which is xed once and for all. The m ost general m ultiquasihole excitation
can also have charge % Laughlin quasiholes’ at 1; 27:::; 1

2 .
N R Uk Vir 1 ¥Uke1) P (@i Zer 1)
= 21 13840 x 1 >
(zx Fr1)

U+ 2Vics 3 42Ukt 3) P Zn (Zx+ 27 Zic+ 3) Y ¥ 2
i (21 ) @z 3)

2
(Zk+2 Lo+ 3) i >

10)




A Yhough the charge % Laughlin quashols’ can be m ade by bringing together two charge
% quasiholes, we distinguish them because they do not a ect the P fa an, or bairing,” part
of the wavefuinction.

It is instructive to consider the HaldaneR ezayi state on a torus. The Ham iltonian {)

no longer has a unique ground state. Its degenerate ground states are:
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where ,,k = 1;2 are arbitrary com plex numbers. Here a;b= 2;3;4, but there is a lnear
relationship between #3;#3;#2, so there is a 5-©d degeneracy arising from this choicd.
There is an additional factor of two from the choice of the (’s, so the total ground state
degeneracy is 10 (see, also, R3)). T he degeneracy on a torus is not only an in portant way
of distinguishing quantum Hall states found In num erical studies, but also has a simple
physical signi cance. The di erent degenerate ground states are ocbtained from each other
by creating a quasiholequasiparticle pair, taking one around a non-trivial cycle ofthe torus,
and annihilating them . There are asm any degenerate ground states as there are distinct,
non-trivial ways of doing this. In other words, the ground state degeneracy on a torus is
equalto the num ber of distinct bulk excitations that the quantum H all state adm its, where
distinct refers to the braiding properties of the excitations. W e w ill retum to this issue In
the next section.
A s In the case of the buk excitations, the edge excitationsm ay be naturally divided into
a direct product ofthose which do not a ect the pairing part ofthe wavefunction w ith those
which only a ect the Pfa an factor. The fom er are generated by m ultiplying the ground
state by sym m etric polynom ials. They form a 1+ 1-din ensional chiralbosonic theory w ith
c= 1. In a Laughlin state at = mi, these would be su cient to span the space of edge
excitations. In the HaldaneR ezayi state, however, we also have the wavefinctions which
2For the de nition of the standard elliptic #-fiinctions and their use in constructing the wave

functions on a torus see, for exam ple, ref. @].



m odify the pairing part of the wavefunction {[3]. These are closely related to the form  (§)

of the m ultiquasihol wavefunctions
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In these states, k 1 of the electrons are unpaired. T here is no restriction on the p’s, so
the unpaired electrons increase the angular m om entum (the total num ber of powers of z)

above that ofthe ground stateby p1 + Ly + 1;:::; 1+ 1, wih positive p;, no m ore than

T hese electronshave soins 1;:::;  1.D Wwiding the p;’s into those associated w ith up-spin
electrons, n;’s, and those associated w ith down-spin elctrons, m ;’s, this sector of the edge

theory is com posed of states

Tang;iiyn ymompyiinm i (13)

wihn; 6 ny,m; 6 m; if i€ j. These states correspond to wavefunctions

m
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and have angularm om enta which, in the 1 + 1-din ensional edge theory, are Just the m o-

m enta along the edge)

i+ 1) + ms+ 1) (€3)
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This is sin ply a Fock space ofspjn-; ferm ions. T he ferm ions are neutral, since the number

10



of llked ferm fonic levels can be changed w ithout changing the elkectron numberf] If we
assum e that the energy of a state is proportional to its angularm om entum relative to that
of the ground state (In general, it w ill be som e fiinction of the angular m om entum , which
we expand In powers of the angular m om entum ; the higher powers w ill be irrelevant, in a
renom alization group sense), then the low-energy e ective eld theory of the edge must
be a theory of spjn-; neutral (@nd, hence, real) form ions. Since the spjn-; representation
0f SU (2) is not a real representation, it is di cult to see what this theory should be. W e

retum to this puzzle in section V IT.

The states {[3) are the vacuum sector of the edge theory. T here are also sectors in which
charge has been added to the edge. T he wavefunctions for these sectors have fractionally—
charged quasiholes in the Interior which results in fractionalchargesbeing added to the edge.
W hen an integer charge is added to the edge, the vacuum sector is recovered again. W hen
a charge ocorresponding to half-ntegral ux is added to the edge, a quasihol of the type
@) is present in the buk. The edge excitations are still of the form (1), but the angular

Landm;+ 1. Thisisa twisted

m om enta associated w ith them are now half-ntegral, n; + 3 >

sector’ [I9].

IIT.CFT FOR THE BULK OF A QUANTUM HALL STATE

T he signature of a quantum H all state is the braiding statistics of the localized excita—
tions, the quasholes and quasiparticles. Follow ing [4], we would calculate them using the

Berry’s phase technique, acocording to which the states Jii transform as

I

3T his is not quite true. T he ferm jon number is congruent to the electron num ber m odulo 2; see
9] oor a dicussion of this point. However, this does not a ect the conclusion that the form jonic

excitations are neutral since pairs of ferm ions can be created w ithout changing the charge.

11



(P exp is the path-ordered exponential ntegral) when the P quashole, with position , is

taken In a loop enclosing others, where
L
i = hij— 1 (18)

T he fractional statistics of quasiholes in the Laughlin states were established in thisway [g].
H owever, them atrix elem ents {L§) cannot be directly evaluated form ore com plicated states
such as the HaldaneR ezayi state.

To calculate the braiding statistics ofquasiholes In the H aldaneR ezayistate, we w ill take
the approach suggested by M oore and Read [[3], which is, essentially, to guess the Chem-—
Sinons e ective eld theory of this state. To m otivate this guess, we look for a conform al

eld theory which has conform alblocks which are equalto the quantum H allwavefunctions.
Asawam -up, kt’'s sse how thisworks in the case ofthe Laughlin stateat = mi where the
Berry phase calculation can be used as a check for the correctness of this procedure.
The Ham ittonian

v 1ox
H= W “@ 3 (19)
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l=m = (zi 3) 20)
> 5
h Y Y Y n
o= @ 1) it (@ oa) (@ 3) @1)
x K 9

T he ground state is equal to the follow ng conform alblock in the ¢ = 1 theory ofa chiral

boson, , with compacti cation radiusR = pﬁ:

R
P — P — P — . 2 P —
len = het m (Zl)el m (z2) el m (zy )e i dz" m o (z)l (22)

In which electrons are represented by the operator eip ™ The last factor in the correlation
function corresponds to a neutralizing badckground ( o is the electron density); w ithout
it, this correlation fnction would vanish. M ultiquasihole wavefuinctions are obtained by
inserting e T i this correlation function:

12
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Asmay be seen directly from {0) or £7), the ekctrons are ferm ions, as they must
be. It m ay, furthem ore, be seen by inspection from @) or @3) that a phase of e * = 1
is aquired when an electron is taken around a quasiparticlke. However, the advantage of
the conform al block construction is evident when we tum to the phase aquired when one

i=m

quasiparticle is taken around another. A ccording to @3), this phase is & . W hereas
the ’sarem erely param eters in an electron wavefunction, so that their braiding properties
m ust be determ ined from the Berry’s phase, the conform al blocks put the ’s and z’s on
an equal footing. The key congcture is that the braiding properties of both can e seen by
inspection of the conform alblocks [24/17]. T hese conform alblocks are isom orphic to the

states of an abelian C hem-Sin ons theory which describes these braiding properties

=
Il

ma @a +aj (24)

where j isthe quashol current and an electron is sin ply an aggregate ofm quasiparticks.
 J g
In the c= 1 theory, the electron is represented by " ™ ; the quashole, by e~ ™ . The

prin ary elds of the algebra generated by the V irasoro algebra together w ith the electron

. P— . p— . P
operator, ie. the rational torus, are 1;et = ™ ;e?t = ™ ;i Di=m

. These operators
create excitations consisting of 0;1;:::;m 1 quasihols. The primnary elds correspond
to the topologically nequivalent, non-trivial excitations at = 1=m , since electrons have
trivialbraiding properties w ith all excitations. An excitation consisting ofk + m quasiholes
is equivalent to one com prised of k quasiholes because the additionalm quasholes have no
e ect on braiding, or, in conform al eld theory language, because the form er is a descendent
of the Jatter In the rational torus algebra. Sin ilarly, a quasiparticle is equivalent to m 1
quasiholes. Them di erent inequivalent confom alblocks ofthe vacuum { which correspond

to the degenerate quantum H allground states { on the torus are constructed via the Verlinde

algebra by creating a pair of conjugate elds, taking one around a loop, and annihilating.

13



In the case ofthe P fa an state, a correspondence can bem ade between the ground state
and m uliquashole states and the confom alblodks ofthe c= % + 1 confom al eld theory.
T he braiding m atrices, which are emnbedded In a spinor representation of SO (2n), can be
obtained from the latter. H owever, a direct check cannot be done using the plasn a analogy
to com pute the Berry’s phase m atrix elem ents; the m ore indirect argum ents of [[]] must
be usad to jastify the guess based on conform al eld theory. The ¢ = 1 part of the theory
must be present In any quantum Hall state; i sinply keeps tradk’ of the charge. In the
wavefunction, it yields the Jastrow factors, which determ ine the 1ling fraction. In the edge
theory, the c= 1 sector ofthe theory describes the surface density waves ofan incom pressible
quantum Halldroplkt. The c= % part of the theory is responsble forthe P fa an factor in
the wavefunction, and, hence, for the non-Abelian statistics. It also describes the neutral
ferm ionic excitations at the edge ofthe P fa an state.

Ifwe wish to follow the approach outlined In this section to study the HaldaneR ezayi
state, wemust, rst, nd a conform al eld theory which reproduces this state. A s usual,
there must be a ¢ = 1 sector, which is the theory of a chiralboson, with com pacti cation
radius P 2 aswould be expected as = % . Acoording to [T, the pairing part of the
HaldaneRezayi ground state is given by a correlation function in the ¢ = 2 confom al

eld theory. W e w ill discuss this at length In the follow Ing section, but, for now, we state,

w ithout justi cation, that there are dimension 1 ferm ionic elds, @ , In thec= 2 theory

andh@ @ i= =z?. The electron can be represented as '= @ ;&' 2 u+ Q ,&' 2 v
since
1
b P u;v. . Y
h ¢ e “H=ma :::Q ik ? :::et 2 i=PF J \ﬂ;j (24 2_3)2 (25)
(Zj_ Zj) >
In the next section, we discuss the c = 2 conform al eld theory, wih an eye towards

calculating its conform alblocks. In the follow ing sections, we use these conform alblodks to

discuss the bulk excitations of the H aldaneR ezayi state.
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IV.CORRELATION FUNCTIONSOF THE C= 2THEORY

The c= 2 theory has been extensively studied (refs. [BB], [BF], [BP), [BE], [BF). Here
we want to give a selfcontained acoount which inclides all of the developm ents relevant to
our discussion of the HaldaneR ezayi state. Som e of what we present here has not, to our
know ledge, been published before.

Thec= 2 theory can be represented as a pair ofghost elds, or anticomm uting elds

, with the action (ref. 27))
s= ee (26)

Thisaction hasan SU (2) (@ctually even an SL (2;C)) symm etry which becom es evident
ifwe introduce the oh-up’ and oih-down’ elds ; and , In tem s of which the

action is
S/ @ @ 27)

where is the antisymm etric tensor. Acting on by SU (2) m atrices does not change the

action. The SU (2) algebra is generated by the SU (2) trplt of generators
Wwo/e@ @ +@ @° (28)

ofdim ension 3, which form a W -algebra rather than a K acM oody algebra (ref. @])ﬁ.

The elds are complex. Neverthelss writing down the fi1ll action

z z
S/ i @ @ i QYe” 29)
show s that ¥ decouple from and we can oconsider them Independently. If, on the other

hand, we include them , the central charge for the theory £9) isc= 4. W e em phasize that

4A s has been noted in a num ber of publications, the dimension 1 elds @ have logarithm s in

their correlations functions and therefore do not form a K acM oody algebra.
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isnot a com plex conjigate of , but is jast another eld. A tematively, we could take ,
tobereal eddswih an SL (2;R) symm etry.

To quantize the theory @7) we have to com pute the femm jonic finctional integral

z
D D exp( S) (30)
W e note that com puted fom ally this fem ionic path integral is equal to zero due to the
\zero m odes" or constant parts of the elds which do not enter the action [2]). Tom ake
it nonzero we have to insert the elds into the correlation finctions (com pare w ith ref.

B3), as
D D z) @exp( S)=1 31)
T herefore, the vacuum i of this theory is som ewhat unusual. ks nom is equalto zero,
H0Pi= 0 (32)

while the explicit nsertion ofthe elds produces nonzero resuls
D E
z) w) =1 (33)
Furthem ore, if we want to com pute correlation finctions ofthe elds @ we also need
to Insert the zero m odes explicitly,

D E
@ ()@ w) = 0; but (34)

D E
@ @e w) O O =

z w¥
T he second correlation function is com puted by analogy to the free bosonic ed.
From the point of view of conformal eld theory, the strange behavior of §2), §3),
and {34) can be explained in tem s of the logarithm ic operators which naturally appear at
c= 2.Aswasdiscussed In [Bf], the theory c= 2 must necessarily possess an operatord’

of din ension 0, in addition to the unit operator I, such that

Lo;T]=1I 35)

16



Where L istheH am iltonian) . M oreover, it can be proved by generalargum ents ofconform al
eld theory, such as confom al Invarance and the operator product expansion, that the

property {33) necessarily Jeads to the correlation functions (refs. 7] and [B1))

hITi= 0; (36)
D E
I@)TwW)
D E
T@)ITw)

1;

2bgz w)

T hese relations force us to conclude that the operator I'm ust be identi ed w ith the nom al

ordered product of and [39%],

T = (37)
T2
T he stress energy tensor of the theory £7) is given by
T=:Q @ : 38)
and it is easy to see that its expansion w ith I is ilndeed given by
1 (Chg
T@@)ITw)= + + ::: (39)
z w§ z w
The m ode expansion ofthe elds hasto be wrtten in the formm
X n
@)= nz + olog(z)+ (40)

né0
where are the crucial zero m odes (they disappear In the expansion for@ ). Heren 2 Z in
the untw isted sector (. w ith periodic boundary conditions) and n 2 Z + % in the tw isted
sector (antiperiodic boundary conditions).

To be consistent w ith the earlier results (34) and {39) we have to in pose the ©llow ing
anticom m utation relations (com pare w ith ref. @])

n @) 1

n’7 m = — n+m;0r n€ 0 (41)
n

17



The last two relations are absolutely crucial in keeping (39) intact. Them ode expansion
» should notbe confused w ith the notations ; and , introduced earlier. To avoid confiision
we willprim arily use the ; notation.

Note that them odes becom e the creation operators for logarithm ic states. Indeed,

LPi= 0orn 0 42)

™i= i 43)

The m ode expansion {@() together with {@3) and

D E
hoPi= 0; =1 (44)

can be used to com pute any correlation function In the theory.

For Instance, we can reproduce the correlation functions of (34)

D E D E D E
I@Z)Iw) = W) W) = =1 (45)
whike
D E D E
TE)TW) = : (2) () = W) W):= (46)
D E D E
(z) W) + () w) = Z2lg@z w)

The Jast line of (44) can be com puted either directly In tem s of m odes or by com parison
wih (39).
A s has been discussed at length in the literature, the eldsW Introduced In ) form

a W -algebra and in fact all the states of the ¢ = 2 theory can be classi ed according
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to various representations of that algebra. A clear review can be found i ref. P§]. Six
representations are listed in that paper. They can easily be represented in tem s of the
elds of our theory. W e have the unit operator I, the logarithm ic operator I = : Y
the SU (2) doublkt of dinension 1 elds@ and @ ,thetwist ed ofdmension 1=8,a
doublkt of twist elds () 1 of dim ens:onﬂ 3=8, and nally a structure of elds ,

@ and @ oonnected wih each other by the action of the V irasoro generators .
W ith all the prelim inaries com pleted we can proceed to construct the correlation func-

tions ofthe elds . The correlation fiinction

D E X VS 1
@ @) Gw):::@ &) W,)I =  sign i @7)

=1 Zi W g )?
where (i) is the pem utation of the numbers 1, 2, ::: n, reproduces the HaldaneR ezayi
wave function. Note the explicit nsertion of the logarithm ic operator T = : : to m ake
@) nonzero. For convenience, we express the correlation functions in this section n 2w’
notation n which the ’sareatthepointsz and the ’sareatthew;’s. In the next section,
we revert to the Lu-v’ notation which is better adapted for a discussion of wavefuinctions.
T he correlation fiinctions in the tw isted sector can be found by solitting the logarithm ic

operator into two twist eds according to the general ormulk (ref. 7))

(z) @) Ilog(z w)+T 48)
and isequalto
D E
@ @)@ (W1):::@ ()@ W,) (1) (2) = 49)
11X ¥ (24 1) W 2)t+ 2z 2) W 1)
(1 2)* son &
=1 @ W) (@ 1) (@ 2) W 1) W g 2)

N ote that we do not need the logarithm ic operator any m ore. It has been split into two
twist elds. A ltematively, we can say that in the twisted sector the summ ation in @Q) is
over half Integer num bers and the zero m odes no longer enter the expansion forthe elds

5 1 isthem ode expansion @) for wheren2 Z + % to reproduce the tw isted sector. T he zero

2

m odes are naturally absent in that sector.
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Correlation functions of the type (49) are, as we w ill see below , usefil or constructing
the buk excitations. However, the tw ist elds are not the only way of doing it. W e could

also split the logarithm ic operator according to the operator product expansion
T@)ITW)= 2logz wI+ ::: (50)

which ©llows from (384). T he ©llow ing correlation fiinction
D E
@ (z)@ (wy):::@ ()@ W,)T)TW) 1)
w ill be needed In the next section. It can be com puted by either solving the di erential
equations of conform al eld theory, or by the straightforward m ode expansion ({#() and

@) . E ither m ethod resuls in

D E
@ (@)@ @wy):::@ (%)@ Wy)TU)TW) = (62)
X w 1
2bg w) sin >
1 @ W)

8 | 9
X X<y 1 w  w)? -
sign

W) W ) W)l ) W)

W e see that it splits into two tem s. O ne is the product of the H aldaneR ezayi wave
finction {@7) and the logarithm . T he other is a nontrivial expression. In fact, it is easy to
get rid of the trivial part by taking one of the logarithm ic operators to in nity. In doing so
we have to ram em ber the transform ation law for the logarithm ic elds which follow s from
€D,

(Chd
T€E@)= T+ g oz (63)

A ccording to the standard procedure, taking the position ofthe eld T'(z) to in nity corre-
soonds to taking the position of the eld T'(1=z) = I'(z) 2 log(z) to the origin. T herefore

the trivial part of (53) disappears.
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V. TOPOLOGICAL PROPERTIES OF BULK EXCITATIONS IN THE

HALDANEREZAYISTATE.

A m ed wih the preceding resuls, we can discuss the bulk excitations of the H aldane—
Rezayistate. T he discussion w illbem ore com plicated than but otherw ise directly analogous
to the discussion of the Laughlin state in section IIT and ofthe P fa an state in [[7).

Theprimary edsofthec= 2+ 1 theory are: 1;¢& :pé, which create the ground state

. P-
and the Laughlin quasiparticlke; @ ;@ ¢~ 2, which create neutral form ions in the bulk;

. P . P_ . P - . P ) ' .
e 2, gt i 2 g2, o2 217 2 yhich create half ux quantum quasi-

14

holes; and Te' = 2;Te! "2, A though there are 10 elds, they are not cbtained by sinply
muliplying the 2 primary elds ofthe c= 1 theory wih the 5 ofthe c= 2 theory. The
last 3 pairs of elds nvolve particular combinations of elds from the c = 2andc=1
theories. These are necessary to give wavefiinctions which are sihglkevalued in the electron
coordinates. M ilovanovic and Read have shown that this requirem ent is equivalent to an
orbifbld construction [[9]. These 10 prinary elds correspond to the 10 topologically dis-

tinct bulk excitations of the HaldaneR ezayi state. T he corresponding wavefunctions are

©ip = 0;1):
!
- Y Y
p = pf 23 TH g § g g) 54)
zi 3) i >3
!
1 UzV3 VK] Y Y 2
= A EE @ 5 @ 3 (55)
‘ ( 2° @& 3)° : § b 23
Ry . . . i : ! Y Y
= (1 )P oy  wuy) (& o) (sz 2+ 15 9 (21 ¥ (zy  3)
@z 3) i B3
(56)
19=8 v, + viuy) (z z)
= 57
(1 2) (1 3) (2 3) (1 Ié)(z z) ©7
sva  wug) (@ 1)@ 2)+3% 4 ¥ o ¥ :
2 R (@3 ) @z 3)
(zz ) i > 5
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2
1 v, vuz) (1 2) U3Vy KUy

(z1 1) =z 2) (22 1) (Z 2) (23 3z)?

Y
R @ )

i >3

The states §3), 7)) are not kgitin ate Iowest Landau kevel wavefinctions. H owever, they
have the correct braiding properties, and should be thought of as shorthand for the correct
wavefiinctions which can be constructed along the lines ofthe neutral ferm ion wavefiinctions
given in P7]. If this is done for the state {7), it will vanish, but when there are m ore
quasiholks, there are non-trivial conform al blocks with 's which are di erent from those
wih ’s (seebelow). Th [56)-{58), we have created pairs of excitations, as m ust be done
on the sphere. In the plane, single excitation wavefunctions can be obtained by taking

> ! 1 | The excitations given by 4)—{57) have analogs in other paired states. H owever,
(B8), which raises the ground state degeneracy on the torusto 10, rather than 6 or 8 as it is
InthePfa an and (3;3;1) states, isnew . T here is an analogousw avefunction in the 3;3;1)
state which, as In the HaldaneR ezayi state, can result from bringing together (ie. fiisng)
two half- ux quantum quasholes. H owever, it has trivial braiding properties, and therefore
does not contribute to the ground state degeneracy ofthe (3;3;1) state on the torus. In the
HaldaneR ezayi state, however, the T excitation (6§) braids non-trivially with the half- ux
quantum quasiholes.

N on-Abelian statistics rst raises itshead when there are four quasihols. Unfortunately,
we cannot explicitly calculate the corresponding confomm al blocks, which would require
calculating h @ :::@ iand smmilarconform alblocksw ith m ore twist elds. Since

°A s a general ruk, conom al eld theory in poses requirem ents such as charge neutrality, ux
quantization, etc. which must be satis ed by wavefiinctions on the sphere. These can be relaxed
on the plane by taking som e of the quasiparticles to in nity. The conform alblocks m ust also be
soin-singlets, which m eans that they m ust be Invariant under rotations ofthe ’sand the @ 's.
Taken as electron wavefiinctions, how ever, they need not be singlets under rotations of the electron

soins alone.

22



I+ T, there are 2° ! confom alblockswith 2n  ’s (and any number of@ ’s). To count the
other 2n quasiholke states, we have to count allconform alblocksw ith 2n  eldswhich can be
either or .Recallthat is obtained by fusing and @ . Hence, ifwe calla half ux
quantum quasihole operator s?, which could be etthers° =  ors = , and ifwe further
write 1%;T® to denote m em bers of the conform al fam iliesof I; T fora 2 Z,and of@ ;@ T
(the spin doublt of conform alweight h = 1) ora2 Z + %,we can ocollect all fusion rules n
the compact orm [*]  B]= I**°]+ [**"land *] [Pl= B*] I’]= E*"]. Conformal
blocks as hs® (z;)s™ (zp) :::8%" ()1 have an essentially predetemm ined form with some
straighforw ard products of powers of (z;  z) and products of certain functions depending
an all possibl crossing ratios. However, these functions depend only on the conformm al
welghts of the elds In the correlator and the intemal channels of the conform alblock, not
on the spin indices directly.

Let us assum e m om entarily that we work in a basis where the m etric on the intemal
channels isdiagonal, so that we don’t have to think about additional ndices for the endpoints
of Intemal propagaters. W hat this m eans is that we only have to keep track of the soin
Indices m odulo integers. Then, counting conformm alblocks is very simple. W ith 2n elds
s% (z;) In a correlator we have (n 1) intemal chanels of type F or I%, the other lntemal
chanels being of type s®. Since each ofthe fom er intemal chanels can be either 1% or I%, we
have 2" ! possble choices. Further, each such intemal channelhas a 0 m odulo Integers,
or a % m odulo integers (the outer chanels, ie. elds, appropiately chosen). D ue to the
overall condition that in totalweneed spin 0 xesthe (n  1)-th intemalchanel, ifthe other
(n—2) are chosen. So we get In total2" 12" 2= 22" 3 possble conform alblocks.

W e tum now to them onodrom y m atrices w hich are generated when quasiholes are taken
around one another. C onsider the sin plest non-trivial case, w ith four quasiholks. The two
degenerate states can be obtained from the conform alblocks ofh @ :::@ i (corr=lation
functions with som e ofthe ’'s replaced by ’s have identical conform alblocks in the four—

quashole cass, which is the sin plest instance of the above reduced degeneracy). Even In
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the absence of the explicit o s of these conform al blocks, the m onodrom y m atrices can
be obtained from the di erential equations which the conformm alblocks satisfy (they are the
equations for the full ellptic ntegrals, see P1])). Apart from a trivialphass e ** which

arises from the chiralboson sector of the theory, the m onodrom is are:

0 1
1 0
@ A (59)
21 1
when ; istaken around ,,
0
1 21
d A (60)
0 1
when ; istaken around 4, and
0 ,
3 2i
@ A (61)
21 1

when ; istaken around 3. 1; »; 3; 4 are the positions of the four quasiholes and the
m atrices refer to the preferred basis of ourquashol states which is given by the confom al
blodcks Which, again, we are unabl to obtain explicitly). The m ost salient property of
these m atrices is that they are not unitary. H owever, they are uniary wih respect to the

inde nite m etric
@ A (62)

Tt is worth noting that thism etric is precisely the m etric on the space of 4-point conform al
blockswhich isnecessary to obtain singlevalued correlation functions from the keft and right
conform alblocks (see @]) . It isnatural to con ecture that these SU (1;1) m onodrom y m a—
trices are the analytic continuation to this inde nitem etric ofthe correct SU (2) m onodrom y
m atrices of the H aldaneR ezayi quashols, which m ust be uniary wih respect to the def-
Inite m etric of the H ibert space of Iowest Landau level states. T his analytic continuation
m ay be done for $9)-(1) but i is not enlightening. In [[7], i was found that the m on-
odrom y m atrices ofthe P fa an state are given by certain SO (2n) rotations in their spinor

representation. It isplausible that the non-abelian statistics ofthe 2n quasihol states ofthe
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HaldaneR ezayi state is given by a reduchble representation of som e group G (and, hence,
ofthe braid group) because states of di erent spinsw illnot m ix. O ne possbility is that the
states can be grouped Into a direct sum ofthe SO 2n) or SU (n) irreduchble representations

Into which a product o£ SO (2n) sonor representations m ay be decom posed.

VI.RELATIONSHIP BETW EEN C= 2AND C=1THEORY.

A num ber ofpapers have established a relationship between the the partition functionsof
c= 2andc= 1,R = 1 theories (. thec= 1 theory ofaD irac foarm ion ora freeboson w ith
com pacti cation radiusR = 1) B4], Bgl. W hile the proof requires a carefiil construction of
c= 2 characters taking into account the presence of the logarithm ic operators (ref. [BR]),
there isa way to roughly understand the relationship In rather sin ple tem s (see, especially,
Aq).

One can easily check that for each operator of dimension h , in thec = 2 theory

there is an operator of dim ension h..; in thec= 1,R = 1 theory such that

2 1
he 2 z=hc:1 22 (63)

Therefore, in the theory on the cylinder, where the partition finction is com puted, and
w here the edge theory lives, their zero-point energies are the sam e.

M oreover, for each descendant state in the c= 2 theory there is a corresoonding state
Inthec= 1,R = 1 theory. Indeed, take the latter theory as represented by a D irac ferm ion

Z
S = o (64)
Themodes Y and ,,n > 0 can beused to construct descendant states,
v ] m, i oo Pi (65)

which have the sam e energies and m om enta as the states created by , and 4,

ny 530 n my 22t o Pi (66)

25



The m ode expansion ofthe eld (on the plane) is

X
(z) = nZ "
n

IS

©7)

0 the D irac ferm ion hashalf-integralm om enta in the untw isted sector and Integralm om enta
in the tw isted sector, whik the opposite is true forthe c= 2 theory. T herefore, we m ap
the tw isted sector of c= 2 Into the untw isted one of c= 1 and vice versa. (See] fora
m ore detailed discussion of the m apping at the Jevel of the m ode expansions.)

O f course, there is still a question of the zero m odes ; they do not seem to correspoond
to anything in ¢ = 1. However, the zero modes are rather special elds. They must be
present as out— (or in-) states of the c = 2 theory to m ake the correlators of the theory
nonzero, and they have to be present only once (shce 2= 0).

A s farasm any oftheir confom alproperties are concemed, the theories of anticom m uting
bosons and ofD irac fem ions are the sam e on the cylinder. T heir regoective vacua have the
sam e energy and foreach operatorofc= - 2 theory there exists an operatoratc= 1,R = 1.
H ow ever, the higherm odes ofthe energy-m om entum tensor are di erent in the two theories.
C onsequently, the V irasoro algebra representations are di erent; in the c= 1 theory, they
are unitary while in thec= 2 theory they are non-unitary.

To understand the equivalence ofthec= 2 and c= 1 theordesbetter, let ustake a closer
ook at the sectorsofthe c= 2 theory. O rdinarily, each primary eld (z) ofa conform al
eld theory and all its descendants generate a highest weight representation of the V irasoro
algebra, perhapsw ith a chiral symm etry algebra (see rf. B]]) . M oreover, that representation
is irreducible. W e achieve is irreducihbility by rem oving all the descendants of the prim ary
eld which are them selves prin ary operators. T he H ibert space of a conform al eld theory

can then be w ritten as a direct sum over irreducible highest weight representations.

The problem we Inm ediately encounter In the c= 2 theory is that its states do not
constitute ordinary irreduclble highest weight representations of the m axim ally extended
chiral symm etry algebra W -algebra) or even of the V irasoro algebra itself. W e know that

we have a state there, i, such that Lo Ti= i, Pibeing the vaccuum whilke jfi= I'(0)i.
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T1i and Pi have to be considered together, and together they are usually referred to as a
reducble but indecom posable representation (ref. B9]). ndeed, we can certainly reduce it
by considering a subset of it, consisting of Pi and its descendants only, w ithout iIi. H ow ever,
we cannot decom pose it into a direct product of i and JTiasL,Ti= Pi.

According to B8], B3], B4 there are four sectors generated by operators wih he , 2
f %;0;%;1(;, denoted V 1-g;R ¢;V3—g;R ;1 In the ©llow ing (we use the notation of R§]) and

the characters of these representations are

1
V oig = —() 02 () (68)
1
Vis = T 22 ()
2
Ro = R1 = —() 1;2( )
2
where ()= 81=24Q o &) istheDedekind eta function, 4 =  nuz 9% 7% are

ordinary Theta functions, and g= exp 2 1 ) is the m odular param eter of the torus.
N ote the multiplicity of 2 in the last two characters. It forces an overallm ultiplicity of

4 in the diagonalpartition function to ensure m odular invariancd]

Zee 2= FroJ+ I, F+ R v T+ R v, T=421R=1) 69)

such that equivalence of the partition functions ofthe c= 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 ultiplicities ofthe V -5 and Vs representations. T he overallm ultiplicity of4 stem s from
"M oular hvariance of the torus partition finction of a conform al eld theory is an in portant
requirem ent for consistency. In the context of the theory ofthe buk ofa quantum Hall state, it is
Just the statam ent that the theory, when put on the torus, should be ndependent of the coordinate
system on the torus. It has been proven @] that conform al invariance of a theory on S? inplies
m odular nvariance on the torus, if Ly is diagonal. T his should extend to the case of logarithm ic

conform al eld theory by the lin iting procedure described in @].
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thezerom odes ; . ktumsoutthatboth indecom posable representations are form ed out of
four subsectors according to the fourpossibl ways to distribute these zero m odes. H ow ever,
the com binatorics of the subsectors falls into just two di erent types which coincide w ith
the combinatorics of the irreduchble subrepresentations of R g and R, called Vy and V;
respectively. Their characters are [34], B9]

1

= 20 1w ()+ 20 (70)

Vl:ﬁ) 12() ()

and each of these two sector types appears tw ice iIn each of the indecom posable represen—
tations. W e thus conclude that the partition fiinctions consists of four copies ofthec= 1
D irac ferm ion partition function, one for each possbl combination ofthe ; zerom odes.

A Though we don’t need to take thism uliplicity iInto acoount on the c= 1 side, because
there everything factorizes, this muliplicity is intrinsic on the ¢ = 2 side due to the
fact that som e representations are indecom posable. H owever, there are som e disadvantages
with this approach to the c= 2 theory: The m odular behavior of the characters [6B) is
am bigous due to the equivalence of g, and &z, . M oreover, the S-m atrix for the m odular
transform ation S : 7 1= does not reproduce the correct fusion rules via the Verlinde
formula.

In B4] 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-point fiinction non—zero. That m eans that there
isa way to partially factorize the untw isted part of the partition finction by solitting each
Indecom posable representation Into its irreducihble subrepresentation and the part w ith the
opposite —ferm ion number (the total ferm ion number ncluding the zero m ode is always

even N Ry and odd in R ;). The resul is
Z— 2=jvl:8f+jv3:8f+ vo Wo T vy W1+C:C:=Zc:lCR=l) (71)

where 3y, = y,= 12( )= ( ).Thenon-diagonalstructure precisely resambles the non—
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diagonal structure of the conform alblocks necessary n thec= 2 theory to ensure crossing
symm etry and single valuedness of the four point function, see B71.

W e conclude by m entioning that this partition function is certainly m odular lnvarinat,
but the set ofcharactersf v |_.; v,,7 ve7 wos vi; w,g iSnot. Oneofthe resultsof @] is
that by introducing a reqularizingterm i log(g) *( ) nto y ,; w,,one recoversm odular
covariance for the characters. H owever, the physicalm eaning of a log () term in character
functions ram ains unclear. A s long as  is taken non—zero, one has a wellkde ned S-m atrix
which can be used to calculate fiision coe cients via the Verlinde formula. A s shown in [§4],
the Jatter have physical meaning only In the limi ! 0 and coincide then wih explicit

resuls.

VII.EDGE THEORY OF THE HALDANE-REZAYISTATE

T he preceeding considerations Inspire us to hope for the follow Ing happy ending to our
story : the neutral sector of the low -energy edge theory ofthe HaldaneR ezayistate isac= 1
D irac ferm ion.

How can we show that this assertion is correct? Since a quantum -m echanical theory is
de ned by its H ibert space of states, Inner product, and algebra of observable operators, we
must show that these structures are identical for the c= 1 theory and the edge excitations
anniilated by the H am iltonian {@). C learly, the H ibert spaces, {I3) and §3), are the sam eff
T he spectra (assum Ing that the energy is proportionalto the angularm om entum , asbefore)
and, hence, the partition functions are, as well. O f course, the sam e m ay be said for the
c= 2 theory (ignoring subtleties associated w ith the zerom odes, , ), aswe discussed In

A In ost. T he tw isted sector ofthe c= 1D irac theory has 2 zero m odes, w hilk the edge excitations
of the HaldaneRezayi state begin at angularmomentum 1, ie. k = 2 =L. This zero m ode m ust
be procted out of the 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 cbservables { such as the local energy and spin densities { and
the Inner product m ust distinguish the correct edge theory. H owever, these are di cul to
calculate.

In trying to calculate the Inner products of the edge excitations (1), we mun into a
fam iliar roadblock: In the absence of a plasn a analogy, there is no painlss way of doing
this calculation. This com plicates m atters when we tum to the algebra of cbservables,
because we are interested in these operators profcted into the low-energy subspace. If this
were sin ply a m atter of propcting into the lowest Landau level, i would be no problan .
However, we must proct into the zero-energy subspace of the Ham iltonian (4), since this
is the subspace which contains the low -energy edge excitations. If we sim ply act on a edge
excitation w ith an operator such as the Iowest Landau lkevel profcted density operator, the
resulting state w illbe in the lowest Landau Jevel, but it w illno longer be annihilated by the
Ham itonian @). Hence wem ust progct the resulting state into the space ofedge excitations
anniilated by {3). This projction cannot be perfom ed w ithout a know edge of the inner
products of states, so we are stuck again.

O rdinarily, this would not worry us too much because the com m utator algebra of the
resulting procted operators would be m ore or less canonical and easily guessed. H owever,
iIn the case of the HaldaneR ezayi state, the SU (2) soin symm etry must be realized In an
unusual way because the edge theory contains two real, ie. M aprana, fem ions, say 1 X)
and , (X). Their Lagrangian is invariant under the O (2) rotations io = 0j5 5. There is
no locaf] SU () transfom ation law which preserves the reality property of the M aprana
goinors. The simplest way of having an SU (2) doublkt of ferm ions is to have two com plex,
ie. D irac, spinors, i, which transom as °= Ui 5. However, since a single D irac spinor
iscom posed oftwo M aprana spinors, such a theory w illhave toom any states at each energy
Tevel. Since the SU (2) sym m etry cannot be realized in the standard way, the algebra ofthe

%ie. so that io(x) dependsonly 5 (x) and not on j(xo) rx®6 x
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Foin-densities in the c= 1 theory can be and { aswe will see m om entarily { is anom alous.
F irst, however, we m ust answer a m ore basic question: if, as we have con pctured, the
c= 1D irac theory is the correct edge theory, where isthe SU (2) symm etry? The answer is

that the symm etry is hidden and non—local. T he D irac theory has the H am iltonian
H= vk !, (72)

where is a complex chiral fermm ion or, equivalently, two real ferm ions, 1, ,,wih =
1+ 1 ,,and v is the (hon-universal) velociy of the neutral ferm ions. The generators of

the SU (2) symm etry are:

X
S% = }Zk (73)
+ X v v
S’ = k  k
k>0
X
S = kK k

k>0
T hese generators comm ute w ith the H am iltonian and, thus, generate a global SU (2) sym —
m etry of the theory. These sym m etry generators were constructed in @].

In m apping the neutral sector of the edge theory onto the ¢ = 1 D irac ferm ion, we
associate the up-spin neutral ferm ions w ith the particles, created by | with k > 0. The
down-soin neutral ferm ions are associated w ith the antiparticles, created by ¢ &k > 0).
The SU (2) symm etry of the theory rotates up-spoin form jons into down-son farm ions, ie. it
m ixes particles and antiparticks. A s a resul, the transform ation law is not local.

W e can reform ulate the D irac theory In such a way that this SU 2) symm etry ism ore
transparent. Wemap ! xand Y, ! . wherek> 0.The eds fom an SU (2)

doublet w ith H am iltonian
H = vk I u (74)
and sym m etry generators

Sa — yk a . (75)



A sa result ofthe restriction to k > 0, they are half’ ofan SU (2) doublt ofD irac ferm ions.
Thek < 0 part ofthe theory hasbeen discarded. It then follow s that there isno localSU (2)
K acM oody algebra. Ifwe Introduce local spin densities, S® (x) and their Fourder transfom s,
; = yk+q ? k (76)
k>0

we nd that their com m utators do not close because the sum s overk are restricted to k > 0.
In particular, their com m utators are not local, ie. B2 &);S°®9)1/ 1=(x ¥) mather than
B*x);SP&)1/ & 3R.

Thism ight appear to be a death blow to the c= 1 theory of the neutral sector. In the
underlying quantum m echanics of electrons, these com m utators are local, ie. proportional
to —functions, so we would expect that In the low-energy theory they would be, at worst,

—functions an eared out at the scale ofthe cuto . H owever, this argum ent isa bit too quick.
The cuto in thistheory isO V1) (see {)) m eaning that our edge theory isan e ective eld
theory for energies less than O (V1). However, unlke in a Euclidean or relativistic theory,
this energy scale does not inply a length scale. W hik the theory must be lIocal in time
(@again, m odulo non-localities at scales an aller than the cuto ), it does not necessarily have
com m utators which are Jocal in soace.

But do the spin-densities, profcted into the low-energy subspace actually have such a
non-local algebra? If not, the c= 1 theory must be ruled out. If so { and, as we argued
above this would not contradict any fundam ental principle which is dear to our hearts {
then the c= 1 theory is a viabl candidate to describe the neutral sector of the edge of the
HaldaneRezayi state. Consider the follow ing state, where Py is the profction operator
into the zero-energy subspace of @):

Py S" W)Py 0= | . (77)
Uilz  UsVva  ¥lUg Y 2 ¥ 2 Lg S

o ot W 3) @z 3) e’

PH A e(ZWZI 3"7]2 j21j2)=4‘g >

which results from acting on the ground state w ith the Jocalprofcted S* (W) operator. It is

quite plausbl that the right-hand-side vanishes upon profction. Thiswould agree w ith the
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2 .
c= 1theory, where S* ®x)Pi= . ,qe® ¥, 7 (Pi= Obecause ,JPi= 0fork> 0.

For a doublkt of D irac fam jons (and presum ably for any other theory with a localSU (2)
transform ation Jaw ), on the other hand, the k < 0 m odes w ill give a non—zero contrioution.

Furthem ore, suppose we act w ith this operator on a state with 1 neutral form ion:

BYA% BUs Y
Py S" w)Py Az]fvli2 Tt (z; %)2= (78)
(22 z) \
! P
C o . 2\ _ge U, V- u Y Y = L, ®TF
@ 3) 1 k> 1

+ term s In which the spin acts on paired elctrons

If this is non-vanishing, it is plausbly equal to (the a; are som e, possibly w-dependent,

coe clents):

0 1 p

X - U,V u Y < ¥
AR ayz] wkulL‘i3 1 )2 e ‘% ° (79)
3 (22 %) >

If so, then the up-soin electron (@nd its concom itant neutral ferm ion) is no longer localized
at w because of the large powers of z; from the Jastrow factor. In such a cass, however,
when we act w ith another local spin operator, S (w ), the com m utator, which receives non-
vanishing contrlbutions only when the two spin operators act on the sam e electron, need
not vanish forw € w’ (or, rather, need not decay asa Gaussian nw  w9).

Even if our hypothesis is lncorrect, and the H aldaneR ezayi edge theory is som e other
theory, it isdi cult to see how the SU 2) symm etry could be Iocal. There are sin ply ‘oo
few ' single ferm ion states, by a factor of two, to allow fora localSU (2) symm etry. This is
quite clear from the fom ulation as a truncated D irac doublt. Ifwe were to take an Inner
product di erent from the inner product of the c = 1 theory, this would not help m atters
since it could not Increase the size of the H ibert space. Could it be that we have sin ply
chosen the wrong symm etry generators? This is unlkely since the symm etry generators
(73) have the desired action: they rotate the spins of the ferm jons. In principle, there is
one other possibility. Ifthere were low -energy excitations in the bulk w ithh anom alous total
derivative temm s In their SU (2) algebra, these temm s could cancel the anom alous temm s at

the edge. H owever, there is no trace of such excitations am ong the states annihilated by @).
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VIIT.EXPERIMM ENTAL CONSEQUENCES.

TIfourhypothesis is correct and the edge theory ofthe H aldaneR ezayistate isthec= 1+1
conform al eld theory, there are m easurable consequences which could elucidate the nature

ofthe = 2 plateau. The ekctron annhilation operatoris e * ? , so the coupling to a
P

Fem i liquid lead willbe e * 2 .. This is a dinension 2 operator, so the tunneling

conductance, G, through a point contact between a Fem 1 liquid lead and the edge of the

HaldaneR ezayi state is
G, T @®0)

See [I[17] to com pare {8() with the corresponding expression for a Laughlin state. If the
volageV  T,thenI V°.Fortunnelingbetween two HaldaneRezayidroplkts, G, T?
for T V and I V° for T V . The tunneling of quasiparticles from one edge of
a HaldaneRezayi droplt to another through the bulk is presum ably dom inated by the
tunneling of half ux quantum quasiparticles, which are created by e ! 22 yhere i
the D irac theory twist eld. T he resulting tunneling conductance between the two edges is
G. T °* athigh tem peratures; at low tem perature it is % w ith corrections detemm ined
by the perturbations of a strong-coupling xed point.

O ne thing which is, perhaps, surprising about these predictions is that they are precisely
the sam e as would be expected for the (3;3;1) state and for a sinpl reason: the edge
theories are aln ost the sam e. A ccording to @], the neutral sector of the (3;3;1) state isa
c= 1D iracfem ion. The only di erence w ith the edge theory ofthe H aldaneR ezayistate is
that the tw isted and untw isted sectors are exchanged, but thisdoesnot a ect the dim ensions
of the scaling operators which determ ine the above power law s. H ence, the H aldaneR ezayi
and (3;3;1) states cannot be distinguished from sin ple tunneling experin ents at the edge.
H owever, these states are de nitely not in the sam e universality class. T heirbulk excitations
have di erent topological properties, asm ay be seen from the ground state degeneracy on

the torus. In an Aharonov-Bohm experim ent wih two half- ux quantum quasiholks, the

34



phase resulting when one w inds around another is 3 =4 in the HaldaneR ezayi state (from
(E4)) but =8 in the (3;3;1) state (and 0 In the P& an state). In experin ents w ith
m ore than two quasiholks, the filll structure of the non-Abelian statistics of the Haldane-
R ezayi state com es into play and, again, A haronov-Bohm experin ents can resolve it from

the (3;3;1) and other candidate quantum H all states.

ACKNOW LEDGM ENTS

This work would not have been possibl w ithout the help, advice, and encouragem ent,
given to us by a number of peopl, particularly L. Baknts, M P A . Fisher, K . G awedzk],
FDM .Haldane, B I.Halperin, A W W .Ludwig, M .M orooni, J.Polchinski, V. Sadov, T .

Spencer, A M . T kofsky, PB.W ijegm ann, F.W ilczek, and A B . Zam olodchikov.

35



REFERENCES

LIR L.W illet, et al,, Phys. Rev. Lett. 59 (1987) 1776

RIFD M .Haldane and E H . Rezayi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 60 (1988) 956; 1886.

BIXG.Wen, Int. J.Mod. Phys.B 2 (1990) 239; Phys. Rev.B 40 (1989) 7387.X G .W en

and Q .N1u, Phys. Rev.B 41 (1990) 9377.

B1SM .Girvin and A H .M add onald, Phys. Rev. Lett. 58 (1987) 1252.SC .Zhang, T H.
Hansson, and S.K ivelson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 62 (1988) 82.N .Read, Phys. Rev. Lett. 62

(1988) 86.

B]1B I.Halerin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 52 (1984) 1583; 52 2390 E).

b]D P.Arovas, JR.Schrie er, and F .W ilczek, Phys. Rev. Lett. 53 (1984) 722.

[71A .Cappelli, et al,, Nucl Phys.B 448 (1995) 470; D FF-249-5-96, hep-th/9605127.

B]G . Chrstofano, et al, NucL Phys. Proc. Suppl 33C (1993) 119; Phys. Lett. B 262

(1991) 88.

P]J.Frohlich and A . Zes, Nucl Phys.B 364 (1991) 517.

L0]X G.Wen, Phys. Rev. B43 (1991) 11025; Int. J. M od. Phys. B6 (1992) 1711, and

references therein.

l1]C L.Kaneand M P A .Fisher, Phys.Rev.B 46 (1992) 15223.

[2]P.Fendkey, A W W .Ludwig, and H . Salkur, Phys. Rev. Lett. 74 (1995) 3005.

[13]F P.M illikan, C P.Umbadch, and R .W ebb, Solid State Comm . 97 (1996) 309.

[l4]A M .Chang, et al,, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77 (1996) 2538.

[5]G .M ooreand N .Read, NucL Phys.B 360 (1991) 362.

L6]E.W iten,Comm .M ath. Phys. 121 (1989) 351.

36


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9605127

L7]C .Nayak and F . W ilczek, Nucl Phys.B 479 (1996) 529.

I8]XG.Wen,YS.Wu,NucL Phys.B 419 (1994) 455.

[9]1M .M ibvanovic and N .Read, Phys. Rev.B 53 (1996) 13559.

ROJF D M .Haldane, Bull. of A P .S5. 35 (1990) 254.M . Stone, Ann.Phys. 207 (1991) 38;

Int. Jour.M od.Phys.B 5 (1991) 5009.

R1]1B I.Halperin, Helv. Phys. Act. 56 (1983) 75.

R2]M .Grefter, X G .W en, and F . W ilczek, Nucl Phys. B 374 (1992) 567.

R3]T L.Ho,Phys.Rev. Lett. 75 (1995) 1186.

R4]1N .Read and E H . Rezayi, jcond-m at/9609079.

R5]1E .KeskiVakkuriand X G .W en, Intl. J.M od. Phys.B 7 (1993) 4227.

26]B.Blbkand X G .W en, NucL Phys.B 374 (1992) 615.

R7]V .G urare, Nucl Phys. B 410 (1993) 535; hep<h/930316(

P8]M R .Gaberdiel, H G .K ausch, Phys. Lett. B 386 (1996) 131; hep-th/960605Q

29IM R .Gaberdel, H G .Kausch, NucL Phys.B 477 (1996) 293

BO]H G .Kausch, DAM TP-95-52, O ct. 1995; hep-th/9510149

Bl1JS.Caux, II.Kogan,A M . Tsvelk, NucL Phys.B 466 (1996) 444;hep-th/9511134.

B2]1D .Fredan, E .M artinec, S. Shenker, Nucl Phys.B 271 (1986) 93

B3]H G .Kausch, Phys. Lett. B 259 (1991) 448

B4]M A I.FIhr, Int. J.Mod. Phys. A 11 (1996) 4147; M A I.F hr, hep-th/960515], to

be published in Int. J.M od. Phys.

B5]L S.Georgiev and I.T . Todorov, INRNE-T H-96-13, hep-th/9611084.

37


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9609079
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9303160
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9606050
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9510149
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9511134
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9605151
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9611084

B6]F .Rchsiepe, BONN-TH-96-17, N ov. 1996; hep<h/961116(

B71A A .Belavin, A M .Polyakov, and A B .Zam olodchikov, NucL Phys. B 241 (1984) 333.

B8]W .Nahm Int.J.M od.Phys.A 6 (1991) 2837; n Proc. Treste July 1990 Topolkgical

m ethods In quantum el theordes, W orld Scienti c, 1991.

B9] T he authors are gratefiilto A B . Zam olodchikov for pointing out that T, aswell as any
other local eld, can be expressed In tem s of the fundamental elds and of the

theory.

M0]W hile we were com pleting this paper, a preprint, hepth/9612174, by S. Guruswamy

and A W W .Ludw iy appeared In which the relationship between thec= landc= 2

theories was discussed and the hidden sym m etry ofthe c= 1 theory was constructed.

38


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9611160
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9612172

