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A bstract

W epresenta sim pleapproach to calculatethedegeneracy and thestructure

ofthe ground states ofnon-abelian quantum Hall(Q H) liquids on the torus.

O urapproach can be applied to any Q H liquids (abelian or non-abelian) ob-

tained from the parton construction. W e explain our approach by studying

a series ofexam ples ofincreasing com plexity. W hen the e�ective theory of

a non-abelian Q H liquid is a non-abelian Chern-Sim ons (CS) theory,our ap-

proach reproduces the wellknown results for the ground state degeneracy of

the CS theory. However,our approach also apply to non-abelian Q H liquids

whose e�ective theoriesare notknown and which cannotbe written asa non-

abelian CS theory.W e�nd thattheground stateson a torusofallnon-abelian

Q H liquidsobtained from the parton construction can be described by points

on a lattice inside a \folded unitcell." The folding is generated by reection,

rotations,etc.Thusthe ground state structureson the torusdescribed by the

\folded unitcells" providea way to (atleastpartially)classify non-abelian Q H

liquidsobtained from the parton construction.

PACS num ber:73.40.Hm ,03.65Fd,02.20.Km
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1 Introduction

It has becom e increasingly clear that the Quantum Hall(QH) liquids[1,2]are not

m erely disordered liquids:they arequantum liquidswith extrem ely rich and totally

new internalstructures(ortopologicalorders)[3]. ThusQH liquidsrepresenta new

classofm atter.Although westilldo nothavea com plete theory ofthisnew kind of

order,we do know thatQH liquidscan bedivided into two classes{ abelian[4,5,6]

and non-abelian[7,8].Thee�ective theory ofabelian QH liquidsisknown to bethe

U(1)Chern-Sim ons(CS)theory [5,6],and becauseofthatwehavea classi�cation of

allabelian QH liquids[11]in term softheso-called K m atrix.

In contrast, the e�ective theories of m any known non-abelian QH liquids are

unknown. The problem isnotbecause we know too little abouta non-abelian QH

liquid so thatwe cannotdeduce the e�ective theory. In m any cases,we know a lot

aboutthe low energy properties ofa QH liquid,and stilldo not know its e�ective

theory. Thisissim ply because the correcte�ective theory hasnotbeen nam ed yet.

Giving a nam e is easy,but giving a proper nam e is hard. Giving a proper nam e

which carriesm eaningfulinform ation am ountsto thetask ofclassifying non-abelian

QH liquid,and so farwedo notknow how to do this.

In thispaperwe concentrate on the physicalpropertiesofnon-abelian stateson

the torus,and use a sim ple approach to calculate the ground state degeneracy of

non-abelian states. W e assum e no priorknowledge ofthe subject. Ourapproach is

down to earth,and weproceed through speci�cexam ples.

Firstwetestourapproach on abelian states.Then westudy thenon-abelian state

with wave function (�q(fzig))
2 where �q is the wave function with q �lled Landau

levels.Using theSU(2)q CS e�ectivetheory ofthe(�q(zi))
2 state[8],we�nd thatthe

(�q(zi))
2 statehasq+ 1 degenerate ground stateson a torus.Theq+ 1 degeneracy

ofthe SU(2)q CS theory hasbeen calculated before,using a powerfulm athem atical

approach based on algebraic geom etry,topologicaltheory,and Lie algebraic theory

[9,10].W ehopethatourdiscussion willbem oreaccessibleto thenon-m athem atical

reader. Next, we study a slightly m ore com plicated non-abelian state with wave
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function �1(fzig)(�q(fzig))
2. W e are able to setup a sim ple m odelwhich describes

the(q+ 1)(q+ 2)=2 degenerateground statesofthe�1(fzig)(�q(fzig))
2 QH liquid on

thetorus.Itisnotclear,however,whetherourm odelcan bederived from a nam ed

topological�eld theory.Sincethem odelisgiven by theU(1)2q+ 4� SU(2)q CS theory

(which has2(q+ 1)(q+ 2)groundstatesonthetorus)with som eadditionalprojections,

wecalloure�ectivetheory (U(1)2q+ 4 � SU(2)q)=Z2 theory.Then,westudy thenon-

abelian state with wave function [�q(fzig)]
3 (associated with SU(3) CS theory) to

dem onstratem orefeaturesoftheground stateson torus.In particularweshow that,

on torus,thenon-abelian state[�q(fzig)]
3 can described by a U(1)� U(1)CS theory

plussom eprojections.

Although weonly discussed som esim pleexam ples,theapproach used herecan be

applied to m orecom plicated non-abelian states.Through thosestudieswesee som e

generalpatterns.W ehopethosepatternswillshed lighton how toclassify topological

ordersin non-abelian QH liquids. W e outline such a classi�cation in the concluding

section.

2 A belian FQ H states

Itiswellknown by now thatthefractionalquantum Hall(FQH)uid can berepre-

sented e�ectively by a Chern-Sim onsCS �eld theory [5,6,11]

S =

Z

d
2
x dt

1

4�
K IJ �

���
a
I
� @� a

J
� (1)

withanintegervaluedm atrixK .Thetheoryistopological,withlow energyproperties

characterized bydegenerateground states.In aclassicpaper[12]on thesubject,W en

showed thattheground statedegeneracyof(1)when quantized on am anifold ofgenus

g isgiven by

D = (detK )g (2)

In this paper,we study the sim ple case when the m anifold is a torus (g = 1).

First let we assum e the m atrix K is 1� 1 and equalto an integer k. In this case

the CS theory (1)is the e�ective theory of�lling fraction � = 1=k Laughlin state,
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and D is just the ground state degeneracy ofthe Laughlin state. Let us callthe

CS theory with K = k the U(1)k CS theory. The approach used below and in the

nextsection forabelian and non-abelian CS theoriesare notentirely new (see Ref.

[9]).W epresentithereforthepurposeofintroducing propernotationsand concepts

forlaterdiscussions. W e also presentourintroduction to the CS theory (abelian or

non-abelian)in a way which iseasy forpeople notin the �eld of�eld/string theory

to understand.

W en [12]determ ined the ground state degeneracy D by adding to S the non-

topologicalM axwellterm

Z

d
2
x dt

p
g g

��
g
�� 1

f2
F�� F�� (3)

with f2 som e coupling constant. Here g�� denote the m etric ofthe m anifold. On a

torus,theground statepropertiesaredeterm ined byconstant(independentof(x1;x2)

butofcoursedependenton tim e)gaugepotentials

a0(x1;x2;t)= 0; a1(x1;x2;t)=
2�x(t)

L1

; a2(x1;x2;t)=
2�y(t)

L2

(4)

where(L1;L2)arethesizeofthetorus.Thedynam icsoftheconstantgaugepotentials

is described by the Lagrangian obtained by inserting (4) into (1) and (3) (with m

determ ined by theM axwellcoupling 1=f2)

L = �k(y_x� x_y)+
1

2
m

�

_x2 + _y2
�

(5)

The \large" gauge transform ationsV = ei2�x 1=L1 and V = ei2�x 2=L2 transform a

constantgaugepotentialto anotherconstantgaugepotential,and induce(underthe

gaugetransform ation a� ! a� � iV �1 @�V )thefollowingchanges:(x;y)! (x+ 1;y)

and (x;y)! (x;y+ 1). Since (x;y),(x + 1;y),and (x;y+ 1)are related by gauge

transform ation,they representequivalentpoint

(x;y)� (x + 1;y)� (x;y+ 1) (6)

ThusLagrangian in (5)describesa m assm particleon a toruswith a uniform \m ag-

netic�eld." Thetotalnum berofux quanta isk,which leadsto a k-fold degenerate

ground state.
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The de�ning characteristic ofa topologicaltheory such as (1) is that it does

not depend on the m etric. W e should be able to determ ine the ground state ofa

topological�eld theory without having to add a regulating term which breaks the

topologicalcharacterofthe theory. In the following,we willdeterm ine the ground

statedegeneracy withoutadding theregulating term .

Given (taking m = 0 in (5))

S =

Z

dtL =

Z

dt2�k x _y (7)

wehave
�L

� _y
= 2� kx (8)

and so

[x;y] =
i

2�k
(9)

Ifweregardyasthepositionvariable,theconjugatem om entum isgivenbyp = 2�kx.

TheHam iltonian H vanishes,

H = p _y � L = 0 (10)

a hallm ark ofa topologicaltheory.ThustheSchr�odingerequation justreads

0�  = E  (11)

How then do wedeterm ine thewavefunctions (y)?

Naively,any function  (y)willhave zero energy and would qualify asa ground

statewavefunction.Butsuch awavefunction would in generalnotsatisfy theequiv-

alencecondition (6)!Theallowed wavefunctionsaredeterm ined by therequirem ent

that the particle lives on a torus with coordinates (x;y) such that x � x + 1 and

y � y+ 1.In otherwords,y and y+ 1 really representthesam epointand hencewe

m ustrequire (y) =  (y+ 1).Thisperiodicity condition im pliesthat

 (y) =

1X

n = �1

cn e
i2�ny (12)
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with n an integer. To im pose the periodicity condition in the x direction x � x +

1,we need to m ake a Fourier transform ation to obtain the wave function in the

\m om entum " space.Canonicalconjugation givesp = i@
@y

and so

~ (p) =
X

cn �(p � 2� n) (13)

Itisuseful(ifonly to getrid ofthe (2�)’s,butm ore im portantly to em phasize the

equalstatusofx and y)to recallp = 2� k x and henceto de�nea wavefunction in

thex coordinate

�(x) =
X

cn �(kx � n) (14)

Thecondition x � x + 1 now im pliesthat

cn = cn+ k (15)

W ehave thusreached theconclusion thattheground statedegeneracy D isk,since

there are k independent cn’s, nam ely c1;c2;:::;ck. W e have thus shown how to

determ inetheground statedegeneracy withoutbreaking thetopologicalcharacterof

thetheory.

Itisusefulto de�netheperiodicdelta function

�
P (y) �

1X

l= �1

e
i2�ly (16)

equalto 1 (up to som e irrelevantoverallin�nite constant) ify isan integer,and 0

otherwise.Itisalso convenientto write,forany integern,

n = lk + m (17)

(with lan integer)and de�ne [n]k � m asthe reduced partofn.W ewillsuppress

the index k on [n]k ifthere isno am biguity. W ith these de�nitionswe can re-write

(12)as

 (y) =

 
kX

m = 1

cm e
i2�m y

! 0

@

1X

l= �1

e
i2�lky

1

A

= g(y)�P (ky) (18)
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Again writing n = lk + m ,we obtain from (14)that[kx] = m .Since cn = cm

by periodicity,wehave

�(x) = c[kx]�
P (kx) (19)

Thisshowsthat�(x)and  (y)areindeed on thesam efooting,and that (y)is,in the

sense described here,justthe Fouriertransform ofcm . W e note that�(x)and  (y)

are proportionalto �P (kx) and �P (ky) respectively. Thus the position coordinates

x and y are both quantized to be 1

k
;2
k
;:::;k�1

k
;1. Ofcourse,x and y cannot be

sim ultaneously diagonalized.M oreprecisely,thewavefunction  (x)isnon-zero only

when x takeon certain discretevalues,(and sim ilarly with x replaced by y.)

W em ention hereforlaterusethatitisnow ofcoursestraightforward togeneralize

thecasegiven in (1).Thee�ectivepointparticlequantum m echanicsisdescribed by

theLagrangian

L = 2� K IJ xI _yJ (20)

(repeated indicesin I;J sum m ed)and thecom m utation relation

[xI;yJ] =
i

2�
(K �1 )IJ (21)

Thewavefunction in they coordinatesisgiven by

 (y) =
X

n

cn e
i2� n�y (22)

wherenI,thecom ponentsofn,areintegers.Thecorresponding wavefunction in the

x-coordinatesis

 (x) =
X

n

cn �
�

xI � (K �1 )IJ nJ

�

(23)

3 SU(2)non-abelian FQ H states

Next,letuscalculate the ground statesdegeneracy ofa sim ple classofnon-abelian

QH states. It was pointed out [8]that the QH liquid described by wave function

(�q(z1;:::;zN ))
2
(where �q isthe ferm ion wave function with q �lled Landau levels)
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isa non-abelian QH state,whose e�ective theory isthe SU(2)q CS theory (i.e. the

SU(2) level-q CS theory). Let us �rst recallhow the non-abelian states [7]can

be constructed,using the rather physicalparton construction [8]. For the sake of

pedagogicalclarity,wefocuson a speci�c(butunphysical)exam ple.

W eim aginethatatshortdistancestheelectron can becutinto two constituents

(\partons"),each ofcharge e0 = e=2. The long distance physics ofthe resulting

Halluid should beindependentofthedetailsoftheshortdistance dynam ics.This

can be explained very sim ply in term sofwave functions. Denote the coordinatesof

thepartonsby fz�ig ;� = 1;2 and i= 1;2;:::;N ,with N electronsin thesystem .

Leteach speciesofpartons�llq Landau levels,and denote the corresponding wave

function by �q.Thewavefunction oftheentireuid isthen given by

	 � � q

�

z
(1)

1 ;:::;z
(1)

N

�

�q

�

z
(2)

1 ;:::;z
(2)

N

�

(24)

W e now have to tie the \partons" togetherto form the electrons. This is done by

setting z
(1)

j = z
(2)

j = zj in the wave function 	. Forinstance,forq = 1,we have

�1 =
Q

i> j

(zi � zj),and so weobtain 	 �
Q

i> j

(zi � zj)
2,which isnothing butthe

� = 1

2
Laughlin state(forbosonicelectrons),asLaughlin [2]taughtus.

In �eld theoretic language,beforewe bind the\partons" togetherinto electrons,

wehavetheLagrangian

L = i 
y

1@t 1 +
1

2m
 
y

1(@i� ie0A i)
2
 1

+i 
y

2@t 2 +
1

2m
 
y

2(@i� ie0A i)
2
 2 (25)

with  1,  2 corresponding to the two parton �elds. W e glue the two \partons"

togetherby coupling them to an SU(2)gaugepotentialsa�:

L = i 
y(@t� ia0) +

1

2m
 
y(@i� ie0A i� iai)

2
 (26)

where  =

�
 1

 2

�

and a� are herm itian traceless 2 by 2 m atrices. Now we can

integrateout 1;2 (seeforexam pleRef.[6])and obtain thee�ectivetheory:

L =
2qe20

4�
�
���

A �@�A � +
q

4�
Tr���� (a�@�a� +

i

3
a�a�a�) (27)
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Allweneed from Ref.[6]istheresultthatgiven

L = i 
y
@t +

1

2m
 
y(@i� ie0A i)

2
 (28)

and with  �lling q Landau levelsweobtain thee�ective Lagrangian

L =
qe2

0

4�
�
���

A �@�A � (29)

upon integratingout .Thereisalsoan analogousform ulaforthenon-abelian sector.

The�rstterm tellsusthatthethisstatehasa�llingfraction � = 2qe2
0
=e2 = q=2.

The second term describes a levelq SU(2)(denoted by SU(2)q)Chern-Sim ons CS

e�ective theory,which determ ines the ground state properties ofthe QH liquid on

com pactspaces.

Starting from theSU(2)q CS theory (27),wechoosethea0 = 0 gaugetocalculate

theground stateson a torus.In thisgaugeweneed to enforcetheconstraintofzero

�eld strength: fij = 0. Introduce W ilson loop operatorsUc � P[e
i
H

c
dx� a�]2 SU(2)

(whereP[:::]isa path ordered product).Fora contractablepath c,wehavetrivially

Uc = 1 due to the constraint. On a torus,allthe gauge invariant quantities are

contained in thetwo W ilson loop operatorsforthetwo non-contractableloopsc1;2 in

thex1 and x2 directions:U1 = P[e
i
H

c1
dx� a�

]and U2 = P[e
i
H

c2
dx� a�

].SinceU1U2U
y

1U
y

2

is a W ilson loop operatorfora contractable loop,we have U1U2U
y

1U
y

2 = 1,and U1

com m uteswith U2.M aking a globalSU(2)gaugetransform ation,wecan m akeU1;2

havetheform

U1 = e
i2�x�3; U2 = e

i2�y�3 (30)

Thiscorrespondsto spatially constantgaugepotentials:writing ai= ali�lwith �l the

usualPaulim atriceswehave

a
1;2

i = 0; a
3

1
(x1;x2;t)= 2�x(t)=L1; a

3

2
(x1;x2;t)= 2�y(t)=L2 (31)

W e see that the SU(2) CS theory has at low energies non-trivialphysicaldegrees

offreedom described by (x;y)(justas in (5)). Classically di�erent values of(x;y)

correspond to di�erentdegenerate physicalstates,and there are in�nite num ber of

8



degenerateground states.However,in quantum theory,x and y donotcom m uteand

the uncertainty relation leads to only a �nite num ber ofdegenerate ground states.

To obtain the com m utatorbetween x and y,we insert (31)into (27)to obtain the

e�ective theory

S =

Z

dt2�q(x_y� y_x): (32)

Thisisidenticaltothee�ectivetheory fortheU(1)k theory (7)with theidenti�cation

k = 2q.Theresulting com m utatoris

[x;y]=
i

2�k
(33)

Again,undera largegaugetransform ation,wehave

x � x + 1; y � y+ 1 (34)

Thus,naively one m ightthink thatthe SU(2)q theory isdescribed by (32)and

(34)which isnothing buta U(1)k theory with k = 2q.Butthatwould bewrong.In

fact,theSU(2)q theory isnotequivalentto theU(1)2q theory,becausetheSU(2)CS

theory containsan additionalglobalSU(2)gaugetransform ation thatchangesa3 to

�a3.Thisgaugetransform ation im posesan additionalequivalence condition

(x;y)� (�x;�y) (35)

Eqs. (32),(34),and (35)form a com plete description ofthe SU(2)q theory on the

torus.

From the above discussion,we see thatthe SU(2)q statescan be obtained from

theU(1)k= 2q states.Thek statesin theU(1)k theory isgiven by

 (y) =
X

cn e
i2�ny (36)

or

�(x) =
X

cn �(kx � n) (37)

9



with cn = cn+ k. The additionalcondition (35) im plies that only those states that

satisfy  (y) =  (�y) and �(x) = �(�x) can belong to the SU(2)q theory. This

requirescn = c�n .ThustheSU(2)q CS theory,aswellasthenon-abelian FQH state

described by (�q)
2,hasq+ 1 degenerate ground states,corresponding to the q+ 1

independentcoe�cientsc 0,c1,...,cq.

ItturnsoutthatSU(2)1 CS theory representsa specialcase.W enotethatwhen

q = 1,the requirem ent cn = c�n doesnotrem ove any states. Thisagreeswith the

known resultthattheSU(2)1 CS theory isequivalentto theU(1)2 CS theory.

4 U(1)� SU(2)non-abelian FQ H states

In this section we are going to discuss a non-abelian state which is closely related

to the one discussed above,but which is physical. The electron is a ferm ion and

we would like to split it into three ferm ionic partons. Thus we �rst split an elec-

tron into three di�erent partons of electric charge e0 = q=(q + 2), e1 = e2 =

1=(q + 2) (so that e0 + e1 + e2 = 1), and write the above wave function as

�1(z
(0)

1 ;::;z
(0)

N )�q(z
(1)

1 ;:::;z
(1)

N )�q(z
(2)

1 ;:::;z
(2)

N ).Thisnon-abelian statehasawavefunc-

tion �1(z1;::;zN )(�q(z1;:::;zN ))
2
.Thee�ective theory forthepartonsisgiven by

L = i 
y

0@t 0 +
1

2m
 
y

0(@i� ie0A i)
2
 0

+i 
y

1@t 1 +
1

2m
 
y

1(@i� ie1A i)
2
 1

+i 
y

2@t 1 +
1

2m
 
y

2(@i� ie2A i)
2
 2 (38)

The above e�ective theory describes three independent QH uids of�lling fraction

�0 = 1,�1 = �2 = q.Now weincludea U(1)and an SU(2)gauge�eld,b� and a�,to

recom binepartonstogetherto form an electron:

L = i 
y

0(@t� 2ib0) 0 +
1

2m
 
y

0(@i� ie0A i� 2ibi)
2
 0

+i y(@t� ia0 + ib0) +
1

2m
 
y(@i� ie1A i� iai+ ibi)

2
 

(39)
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where  =

�
 1

 2

�

and a� are 2 by 2 m atrices. Now we can integrate out 0;1;2 (see

(29)orRef.[6])and obtain thee�ective theory forthe�1�
2
q state:

L =
e2
0
+ 2qe2

1

4�
A �@�A ��

��� +
22 + 2q

4�
b�@�b��

��� +
q

4�
Tr���� (a�@�a� +

i

3
a�a�a�)

�
4e0 + 4qe1

4�
A �@�b��

��� (40)

The�rstterm tellsusthatthe�1�
2
q statehasa �lling fraction � = e2

0
+ qe2

1
+ qe2

1
=

q=(q+ 2).Thenexttwoterm sdescribeaU(1)2q+ 4� SU(2)q CS e�ectivetheory,which

determ inestheground statepropertiesoftheQH liquid on com pactspaces.

According to the resultswe have thusfar,the U(1)2q+ 4 � SU(2)q CS theory has

(2q+ 4)(q+ 1)degenerateground stateson thetorus.Thusonem ay naively expect

thatthe �1�
2
q state also has(2q+ 4)(q+ 1)degenerate ground stateson the torus.

However this results cannot be right,since when q = 1 the �1�
2
q state is nothing

butthe � = 1=3 Laughlin state and should have 3 degenerate ground statesinstead

of12 as im plied by (2q+ 4)(q+ 1). Therefore despite the above \derivation",the

U(1)2q+ 4� SU(2)q CS theory cannotbethecorrecte�ectivetheoryforthe�1�
2
q state.

Aswe willsee later,however,the correcte�ective theory can be obtained from the

U(1)2q+ 4 � SU(2)q CS theory.

RecallthattheU(1)2q+ 4 � SU(2)q CS theory on a toruscan bedescribed by four

degreesoffreedom s(x;y)and (x0;y0).Thecorresponding gauge�eldsaregiven by

b1(x1;y1;t)= 2�
x(t)

L1

; b2(x1;y1;t)= 2�
y(t)

L2

(41)

and

a1(x1;y1;t)= 2�
x0(t)

L1

�
1 0

0 �1

�

; a2(x1;y1;t)= 2�
y0(t)

L2

�
1 0

0 �1

�

(42)

Thisreducesthee�ective theory (40)to

L = �(2q+ 4)(x_y� y_x)+ 2�q(x0_y0� y
0_x0): (43)

As noted before,large gauge transform ations give us som e equivalence conditions.

Forexam ple the U(1)large gauge transform ation exp

0

B
@ i

2�x 1

L1

0

B
@

2

�1

�1

1

C
A

1

C
A that
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actson

0

B
@

 0

 1

 2

1

C
A shiftsx to x + 1. Thiskind oflarge gauge transform ationsleadsto

theequivalence condition

x � x + 1; y � y+ 1 (44)

Sim ilarly,theSU(2)largegaugetransform ations(such asexp

0

B
@ i

2�x 1

L1

0

B
@

0

1

�1

1

C
A

1

C
A )

leadsto

x
0� x

0+ 1; y
0� y

0+ 1 (45)

TheSU(2)CS theory also hasan additionalreection equivalence condition

(x0;y0)� (�x0;�y0) (46)

Equations(43),(44),(45),and (46)describetheU(1)2q+ 4� SU(2)q CS theory on the

torusand has(2q+ 4)(q+ 1)degenerateground states.

However,forourtheory we have an additionallargegaugetransform ation which

m ixesthe U(1)and the centerofSU(2).The largegaugetransform ationsaregiven

by exp

0

B
@ i

2�x 1

L1

0

B
@

1

�1

0

1

C
A

1

C
A and exp

0

B
@ i

2�x 2

L2

0

B
@

1

�1

0

1

C
A

1

C
A and gives rise to the

following equivalence conditions

(x;x0)� (x+
1

2
;x

0�
1

2
); (y;y0)� (y+

1

2
;y

0�
1

2
) (47)

since

�
1 0

0 0

�

= 1

2

�
1 0

0 1

�

+ 1

2

�
1 0

0 �1

�

.

W ebelievethatequations(43),(44),(45),(46),and (47)describethethecorrect

e�ective theory forthe �1�
2
q state on torus. Because the correcte�ective theory is

obtained from theU(1)2q+ 4� SU(2)q CS theorybyapplyingtheadditionalequivalence

condition (47),wewillcallitthe(U(1)2q+ 4� SU(2)q)=Z2 theory.Theedgeexcitations

ofthe �1�
2
q state isdiscussed in Ref. [8],which isdescribed by the U(1)� SU(2)q

KM algebra m atching very wellwith thebulk e�ective theory.

To obtain the ground state degeneracy of the �1�
2
q state, we start with the

U(1)2q+ 4 � U(1)2q theory.Thestatesaregiven by

�(x;x0)= c[(2q+ 4)x];[2qx0]�
P ((2q+ 4)x)�P (2qx0) (48)

12



wherethecoe�cientc n;n0 (with n;n
0=integer)satisfy

cn;n0 = cn+ 2q+ 4;n0 = cn;n0+ 2q (49)

asaconsequenceoftheequivalenceconditions(44),and (45).Thecondition (x;x0)�

(x + 1

2
;x0� 1

2
)in (47)issatis�ed by requiring

cn;n0 = cn+ q+ 2;n0�q (50)

and (y;y0)� (y+ 1

2
;y0� 1

2
)in (47)issatis�ed by requiring

cn;n0 = 0 ifn + n
0= odd (51)

Thiscan beseen from therelation

 (y;y0) =
X

n;n0

cn;n0 e
i2�(ny+ n 0y0) (52)

Thereection condition (46)givesus

cn;n0 = cn;�n 0 (53)

In Fig.1,the circlesrepresent(2q+ 4)(2q)=4 independentcn;n0 afterim posing (49),

(50)and (51). The �lled circles represent
(2q+ 4)(2q)

4�2
+ 2q+ 4

2�2
=

(q+ 1)(q+ 2)

2
independent

cn;n0 afterim posing theadditionalreection condition (53).Thereforethe�1�
2
q state

has

D = (q+ 1)(q+ 2)=2 (54)

degenerateground stateson torus.

Note that when q = 1 the �1�
2
q state is just the � = 1=3 Laughlin state and

(q+ 1)(q+ 2)

2
= 3istheexpected ground statedegeneracy.W hen q= 2the� = 1=2�1�

2
2

statehassix degenerateground states.

By an elegantargum ent,Tao and W u [14]threaded a solenoid through thequan-

tum Hallgeom etry proposed by Laughlin and showed thatastheux ofthesolenoid

13



n

n’

q+2

q

q+2

q

n

n’

(a)

(b)

Figure1:Theground statesof�1�
2
q non-abelian statefor(a)q= 3 and (b)q= 2.
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increasesby quantized units,ifthesystem goesthrough pdegeneratestatesbeforere-

turning to itsoriginalstate,an integernum bern ofelectronsaretransported.Thus,

the Hallconductance or �lling fraction is given by � = n=p while the degeneracy

D = m p isan integerm m ultiple ofp.Thatisthe ground state degeneracy D isan

integerm ultiple ofthedenom inatorof�.W enotethat,forourresults,the denom i-

natorofthe�lling fraction
q

q+ 2
isalwaysa factorofthedegeneracy

(q+ 1)(q+ 2)

2
.Thisis

consistentwith theaboveresult.

5 SU(3)non-abelian FQ H states

Now letuscalculate the ground statesdegeneracy ofSU(3)non-abelian QH states,

whose wave functionsare given by (�q(z1;:::;zN ))
3
and which have a �lling fraction

q=3.In theparton construction,wecuttheelectron into threepieces,each ofcharge

e0 = e=3. W e put the partons into Landau levels. Finally,we glue the partons

togetherinto electrons.

Atthegluing stage,wehavea choice.W ecan do thegluing eitherwith an SU(3)

gauge �eld,thus obtaining a non-abelian CS theory,orwith two U(1)gauge �elds

a� and b�,thusobtaining an abelian (U(1))
2
CS theory. W e willdiscussthe second

option �rstasitisconceptually som ewhatsim pler.

Asbefore,wehave

L = i 
y

1(@t� i(a0 + b0)) 1 +
1

2m
 
y

1(@i� ie0A i� i(ai+ bi))
2
 1

+i 
y

2(@t� i(�a0 + b0)) 2 +
1

2m
 
y

2(@i� ie0A i� i(�ai+ bi))
2
 2

+i 
y

3(@t� i(�2b0)) 3 +
1

2m
 
y

3(@i� ie0A i� i(�2bi))
2
 3 (55)

(Notethatwe need two gauge�elds.Supposewe introduceonly b�.Then wewould

have the bound states  1 1 3, 2 2 3,as wellas  1 2 3. There would be three

di�erentkindsofelectrons.)
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FillingqLandau levelswith  1, 2, 3,and integratingoutthe �elds,weobtain

L =
3qe2

0

4�
�
���

A �@�A �

+
q

4�
�
��� (2a�@�a� + 6b�@�b�) (56)

Introducing W ilson loopsasbefore,wewrite

a1 =
2�

L1

x(t);a2 =
2�

L2

y(t) (57)

and

b1 =
2�

L1

x
0(t);b2 =

2�

L2

y
0(t) (58)

W e insert (57) and (58) into (55) to obtain the e�ective action for the low energy

degreesoffreedom :

S =

Z

dt2�q(x_y� y_x) + 6�q (x0_y0 � y
0_x0) (59)

Perform ing a U(1)a transform ation ofthe form Ua = ei2�x 1=L1,we conclude that

x � x + 1 with y;x0;y0 unchanged. Sim ilarly, perform ing a Ub transform ation,

we conclude that x0 � x0+ 1 with x;y;y0 unchanged. Furtherm ore,we can also

perform the corresponding transform ationsalong thex2 direction and change y and

y0respectively. W ecan thusinterpret(59)asdescribing them otion oftwo particles

on a torusofsize(1,1).

However,there is an additionalslightly subtle point: we can perform a gauge

transform ation using the diagonalsubgroup ofU(1)a � U(1)b. M ore precisely,we

transform  1 ! ei2�x 1=L1 1 and  3 ! e�i2�x 1=L1 3,leaving  2 unchanged. This

im plies

S : (x;x0) �

�

x +
1

2
;x

0 +
1

2

�

(60)

with y;y0leftinvariant.Sim ilarly,perform ingthecorrespondingtransform ation along

thex2 direction wehave(y;y
0) �

�

y + 1

2
;y0 + 1

2

�

.In otherwords,variouspoints

in thephasespaceofthetwo quantum particleshaveto beidenti�ed.
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W ecan now writedown thewave function in they basisas

 (y;y0) =
X

n;n0

cn;n0 e
i2�(ny + n 0y0) (61)

and correspondingly in thex basisas

�(x;x0) =
X

n;n0

cn;n0 �(2qx � n)�(6qx0 � n
0) (62)

Thetorusboundary condition im pliesthatn and n0areintegersand

cnn0 = cn+ 2q;n0 = cn;n0+ 6q (63)

Furtherm ore,theequivalence relation (60)im pliesthat

cnn0 = cn�q;n 0�3q (64)

Next,wenotethattheLagrangian (55)enjoysthreediscreteinterchangesym m e-

triesu :  1 $  2;v :  2 $  3;and w :  1 $  3;with thecorrespondingoper-

ationson thetwo gauge�eldsa and b.Indeed,m athem atically,thethreeoperations

u,v,and w generatetheperm utation group S3 on threeobjects,and ourconstruction

am ountsto �nding the two-dim ensionalrepresentation induced on a and b. Taking

outthe irrelevant factorswe can represent u,v,and w on (x;x0)(and sim ilarly on

(y;y0)asfollows.De�nethetwo dim ensionalcolum n vectorX with thecom ponents

x and x0.Then underthethreediscreteinterchangesym m etriesX
u

�!

�
�1 0

0 1

�

X ;

X
v

�! 1

2

�
1 3

1 �1

�

X ;and X
w
�! 1

2

�
1 �3

�1 �1

�

X . Im posing these transform ations

on thewave function (62)weobtain theconditions

cnn0 = c�n;n 0 (65)

cnn0 = cn+ n0

2
;
3n�n 0

2

(66)

and

cnn0 = cn�n 0

2
;�

3n+ n0

2

(67)
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Theconditions(63)and (65)im ply thatwecan restrictn to rangeover(0;1;:::;q�

1;q)and n0 to range over(1;2;:::;6q).Itisconvenientthen to visualize a q+ 1 by

6q toroidallattice(i.e.onewith periodicboundary conditions)with siteslabelled by

(n;n0)and on which a particlehopsaccording to therules

(n;n0)
u

�! (n � q;n
0� 3q) (68)

(n;n0)
v

�!
1

2
(n + n

0
;3n � n

0) (69)

(n;n0)
w
�!

1

2
(n � n

0
;�3n � n

0) (70)

W eseefrom therules(69)and (70)thatonly even latticesites(n � n0 = even)are

visited. Starting from a given site,allthe sitesvisited by the particle by following

an arbitrary sequence ofu,v,and w hops,before returning to the starting site,are

equivalent.W ecallthesetofpointsthusvisited a trip.

The desired ground state degeneracy D isequalto the num berofdi�erenttrips

theparticlecan take(orequivalently,thenum berofinequivalentsiteson thelattice.)

The reader can easily com pute D pictorially forsm allvalues ofq by drawing a

(q+ 1)by 6qlatticeand hop around on itaccording tothehoppingrulesgiven above.

Forexam ple,forq= 3,wehavethetrips

(0;2) � (1;17) � (2;8) � (3;11),

(0;4) � (2;16) � (3;13) � (1;7),

(0;6) � (3;15),

(0;8) � (2;14) � (3;17) � (1;5),

(0;10) � (1;13) � (2;4) � (3;1),

(0;12) � (3;3),

(0;14) � (1;11) � (2;2) � (3;5),

(0;16) � (2;10) � (1;1) � (3;7),

(0;18) � (3;9),

(1;3) � (1;15) � (2;12) � (1;9) � (2;6) � (2;18),

There are ten trips,one with six sitesvisited,six with foursitesvisited,and three

with two sites visited. This inventory ofthe num ber oftrips with given lengths is

18



also characteristic ofthe QH state being studied. Thus,the topologicaldegeneracy

ofthisQH stateisD (q= 3) = 10.W ecan also check thatthetotalnum berofsites

visited (= 1� 6+ 6� 4+ 3� 2= 36)isindeed equalto thenum berofeven latticesites

1

2
6q(q+ 1)jq= 3 = 36:

W e can readily determ ine D for an arbitrary q. W e argue that we start with

a lattice whose num ber ofsites is a quadratic function ofq and that this num ber

is reduced by various sym m etry relations. So it is at least plausible that D (q) is

a quadratic ofthe form aq2 + bq + c. It is sim ple to determ ine D (q = 1) = 3

(Laughlin’s result [2]!) and D (q = 2) = 6,in addition to the result we showed

explicitly D (q= 3)= 10.Fitting to thesethreepointswe�nd

D =
1

2
(q+ 1)(q+ 2) (71)

W e have veri�ed thisresultby hand (forq = 4)and by a com puterprogram (fora

largenum berofq’s).

W enow follow thealternativeofgluing thepartonsinto electronsusing an SU(3)

gauge�eld.Thee�ective parton theory isgiven by

L = i 
y(@t� ia0) +

1

2m
 
y(@i� i

e

3
A i� iai)

2
 (72)

where  =

0

B
@

 1

 2

 3

1

C
A and a� are herm itian traceless 3 by 3 m atrices. Note that (56)

isjustthe restriction of(72)to the diagonalsubgroup ofSU(3). Afterintegrating

outthepartons(with each species�lling outqLandau levels),wegettheSU(3)q CS

theory:

L =
q

3� 4�
A �@�A ��

��� +
q

4�
Tr���� (a�@�a� +

i

3
a�a�a�) (73)

Again we choose the a0 = 0 gauge. Following whatwe did forthe SU(2)case,we

�nd the gauge invariant W ilson loops are given in term s ofthe following spatially

constantgaugepotentials(in analogy with (31)):

a1(x1;x2;t)= 2�
u1(t)

L1

�3 + 2�
u2(t)
p
3L1

�8; a2(x1;x2;t)= 2�
v1(t)

L1

�3 + 2�
v2(t)
p
3L1

�8;

(74)

19



where

�3 =

0

B
@

1 0 0

0 �1 0

0 0 0

1

C
A ; �8 =

0

B
@

1 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 �2

1

C
A (75)

W esee thatatlow energiesthenon-trivialphysicaldegreesoffreedom oftheSU(3)

CS theoryaredescribed byu = (u1;u2)and v = (v1;v2)whereweintroduced avector

notation. Afterwriting the e�ective Lagrangian foru and v,we see thatu and v

satisfy thefollowing com m utation relation

[ui;vj]=
i�ij

2�(2q)
; [ui;uj]= 0; [vi;vj]= 0 (76)

Thelargegaugetransform ations

exp

0

B
@ i
2�x1

L1

0

B
@

1

�1

0

1

C
A

1

C
A

exp

0

B
@ i
2�x1

L1

0

B
@

0

1

�1

1

C
A

1

C
A

exp

0

B
@ i
2�x1

L1

0

B
@

�1

0

1

1

C
A

1

C
A (77)

and theonesin thex2 direction lead to thefollowing equivalence relations:

u � u + ei; v � v + ei (78)

wheree1 = (1;0),e2 = (� 1

2
;
p
3

2
),and e3 = (� 1

2
;�

p
3

2
).Notethattheanglesbetween

theei’sare120
�.

From therequirem ent (u) =  (u + ei),i= 1;2;3,wehavethewave function

 (u) =
X

w

cw e
i2�w �u (79)

where w isrestricted by dem anding thatw � ei areintegers.From thecom m utation

relation between u and itsconjugatem om entum v,weobtain thewave function

�(v) =
X

w

cw �

 

v �
1

2q
w

!

(80)
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Thus,�(v)isnon-vanishing only when

v =
1

2q
w (81)

orupon dotting with ei,only when 2qv � ei= integersji= 1;2;3

Thusthewavefunction �(v)isnon-zeroonlyon theduallatticepointsspanned by

(d1;d2)which satisfy di� ej = �ij=2q.Dueto theperiodiccondition �(v)= �(v+ ei)

only thecirclesinsidethe\unitcell" spanned by e1 and e2 can beindependent.(See

Fig.2)

TheglobalSU(3)gaugetransform ations

0

B
@

1

�1

0

1

C
A !

0

B
@

0

1

�1

1

C
A ;

0

B
@

0

1

�1

1

C
A !

0

B
@

�1

0

1

1

C
A (82)

generatea sim ultaneous120� rotation on u and v.Thisleadsto thefollowing equiv-

alencerelation:

(u;v)� (R 120�u;R 120�v) (83)

The globalSU(3)gauge transform ation ( 1; 2; 3)! (i 2;i 1; 3)also generate a

transform ation (u1;u2;v1;v2)! (�u1;u2;�v1;v2)and thecorresponding equivalence

relation.

Alltheaboveequivalencerelationscan besatis�ed by requiring thewavefunction

to satisfy

 (v)=  (R 120�v);  (v1;v2)=  (�v1;v2) (84)

Now onlytheblackcirclesin the\unitcell"areindependent(seeFig.2).Thenum ber

oftheground states(theblack circles)can becalculated asfollows.Firstthenum ber

oftheblack circlesinsidetheshaded triangle(seeFig.2)is
q2

2
.Howevereach ofthe

3(q� 1)black circleson theedgeisonly counted as1/2 in theabovecalculation.To

includetheotherhalfweneed to add 3q�1
2
.The3 black circleson thecornersisonly

counted as1/6 each. So we also need to include a term 35
6
. Thusthe totalnum ber

ofstatesis
q2

2
+ 3

q�1

2
+ 35

6
=

(q+ 1)(q+ 2)

2
in agreem entwith (71).
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e3

1d

e2

d2

e3

e2

d2

1d
e1

e1
A

B

q=2

q=1

Figure2: Theground statesof�3q non-abelian statefor(a)q= 1 and (b)q= 2.
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6 A generalpicture

A generalpictureem ergesfrom thesecalculations.W ecan now proposethefollowing

com pleteclassi�cation schem efortheground statestructuresfora largeclassofQH

stateson a torus,abelian ornon-abelian:ForallQH statesreachable by theparton

construction,the ground states on the torus are characterized by a lattice and the

hopping ruleson thislattice.

To be m ore precise,the ground states are labeled by lattice points in a vector

space.Theequivalentlatticepointslabelthesam ephysicalground state.Thereare

two kindsofequivalence relations:A)Translation:

v � v + eiji= 1;:::;D im (v) (85)

and B)linearm ap:

v � M ivji= 1;2;::: (86)

whereM i isa Dim (v)by Dim (v)m atrix.

v have conjugate variables,u,which satisfy the sam e equivalence relations(85)

and (86).Thecom m utatorbetween v and u hastheform

[vi;uj]= igij=2� (87)

Thesym m etricm atrixg = (gij)de�nesan innerproductv1� v2 � v1i(g
�1 )ijv2j (which

m aynotbepositivede�nite).Thelatticethatlabelstheground statesisjustthedual

lattice(which willbecalled thed-lattice)ofthelatticegenerated by basisvectorsei

(which willbecalled thee-lattice).Thebasisvectorsdi ofthed-latticearegiven by

di� ej = �ij (88)

Forthisto be consistentwith theequivalence relation (85),we also require thatthe

e-lattice is a sub-lattice ofthe d-lattice. In other words,K ij = ei� ej m ust be an

integerforalliand j.Thisalso im pliesthat

di� dj = (K �1 )ij; (89)
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where K is m atrix: K = (K ij). W e would like to rem ark thatdi�erent choices of

basisforv and u lead to di�erentgij.ButK ij doesnotdepend on thechoiceofthe

basis.In ourdiscussion oftheSU(3)QH liquid,gij wastaken tobe�ij=2q(see(76)).

Forabelian states,only the equivalence relation (85)appearsand the K -m atrix

com pletely describesthe ground state structures. The ground statesare labeled by

the points on the d-lattice inside the unit cellofthe e-lattice. However,for non-

abelian states,wealso havean additionaltypeofequivalence relation oftheform in

(86). Thiscom pletely changesthe structure ofthe ground states. Only partofthe

pointsin theunitcellcorrespond to independentground states.

W eseethattheground statestructureofa QH stateon a torusisdescribed by a

latticecharacterized by theK -m atrix(89)plusasetoflinearm apswithin thelattice.

Now let us discuss what kind oflinear m aps are allowed. For convenience,we

choose the basisforv and u such thatgij = (K �1 )ij. Thisisalwayspossible since

gij and K ij havethesam esignature(iethesam enum berofpositiveeigenvaluesand

the sam e num berofnegative eigenvalues). W ith thischoice ofbasis,ei becom e the

standard basisvector:thejth elem entsofei isjust(ei)j = �ij.

To obtain the condition on the m apsM i,�rstwe note thatthe m ap M i actson

both v and u and keep thecom m utator(87)unchanged.ThusM i m ustleave gij or

in ourcaseK ij invariant:

M
T
i K M i= K (90)

Thisim pliesthatdet(M i)= �1. M i should also m ap the e-lattice onto itself. This

requires M i to be an integer m atrix. Thus the allowed m aps M i are elem ents in

L(Dim (K );Z)which leavesK invariant(90).To obtain theM i’s,wem ay startwith

a transform ation between the partonswhich leave the electron operatorunchanged,

as we did for the U(1)2q+ 4 � SU(2)q=Z2 state. Such a transform ation induces a

transform ation on thegauge�elds,and hencea transform ation on v’sand u’swhich

isnothing buttheM i transform ation.

Itisinteresting to work outtheK m atrix fortheU(1)2q+ 4 � SU(2)q=Z2 and the

SU(3)q states.FortheU(1)2q+ 4 � SU(2)q=Z2 statewehaveg =

�
1=(2q+ 4) 0

0 1=2q

�

,
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e1 = (1;0)ande2 = (1=2;�1=2)(see(43),(44),and(47)).ThusK =

�
2q+ 4 q+ 2

q+ 2 1

�

.

FortheSU(3)q state,wehaveg =

�
1=2q 0

0 1=2q

�

,e1 = (1;0)ande2 = (�1=2;
p
3=2).

ThusK =

�
2q �q

�q 2q

�

.

In ourpreviouswork [6]we have em phasized that,forabelian states,the �lling

fraction �,even when supplem ented by the topologicaldegeneracy D ,cannot (ev-

idently) capture allthe inform ation contained in the m atrix K . Sim ilarly for the

non-abelian states. For exam ple,we note that the U(1)2q+ 4 � SU(2)q=Z2 state

studied in section 4 hasdegeneracy D = 1

2
(q+ 1)(q+ 2),exactly the sam e asthe

degeneracy in (71)forthe SU(3)q states.Howeverthe two statesare in generaldif-

ferent.Foronething theU(1)2q+ 4 � SU(2)q=Z2 statehasa �llingfraction � =
q

q+ 2
,

while theSU(3)q state has� =
q

3
.But,forq = 1,we have thesam e � and D ,and

indeed they both correspond totheLaughlin � = 1

3
stateeven though theire�ective

theoriesarequitedi�erent:SU(3)1 haseightgaugepotentials,whileU(1)6 � SU(2)1

hasonly four.

W e trustthatthe readercan now work outthe lattice and the hopping rulesfor

any non-abelian statesreachableby theparton construction.Forastatedescribed by

thegroup G,thedim ensionsofthelatticeisgiven by therank ofG.Forexam ple,if

wecuttheelectron into �ve equalpiecesand constructtheSU(5)q states,wewould

havea particlehopping on a fourdim ensionallattice.

7 Sum m ary

In thispaperweproposeasim plem ethod tocalculatetheground statedegeneracy of

severalnon-abelian QH liquids.Ourm ethod can beapplied to any abelian and non-

abelian QH liquidsobtained from theparton construction.A generalpattern em erge

from ourcalculation. Forthe QH liquidsreachable by the parton construction,the

ground states on a torus can be described by points on a lattice. For abelian QH

liquids,the ground statescorrespond to pointsinside a \unitcell". Fornon-abelian

statestheground statescorrespond to pointsinsidea \folded" unitcell.Thefolding
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isgenerated by reection,and possibly rotations.(SeeFig.1 and Fig.2)
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9 A ppendix: C oset C onstruction

In thisAppendix,wearegoing to study thecosetconstruction oftheCS theory.W e

willseethatthecosetconstruction isclosely related to theparton construction.

W estartwith aphysicalexam ple.The� = 1=k Laughlin statecan beconstructed

from a parton construction [13]. For exam ple,to construct the � = 1=2 Laughlin

state(ofbosons),wem ay startwith two kindsofpartonsin the� = 1state,with the

wave function 	 �
Q

ij(z
(1)

i � z
(1)

j )
Q

ij(z
(2)

i � z
(2)

j )where z
(1)

i and z
(2)

i represent the

coordinatesofthe two kindsofpartons,described by a CS e�ective theory (1)with

K =

�
1 0

0 1

�

.ThisCS e�ective theory isthustheU(1)1 � U(1)1 CS theory.

Supposewenow m akeaprojection bysettingz
(1)

i = z
(2)

i .Physically,werecom bine

the two kinds ofpartons togetherinto electrons. The wave function becom es 	 �
Q

ij(zi� zj)
2 and theparton statebecom esthe� = 1=2 Laughlin state.

W e willnow describe how thisprojection can be achieved in the U(1)1 � U(1)1

CS e�ective theory. Note that the projection binds the two kinds of partons so

thatthey alwaysm ove together. Thusafterprojection,theircurrentsand densities

j(1)� = 1

2�
���� @�a

(1)

� and j(2)� = 1

2�
���� @�a

(2)

� m ustbeequal.Thisleadstotheconstraint

a(1)� � a(2)� = 0.By setting a(1)� = a(2)� in L = 1

4�
(���� a(1)� @� a

(1)

� + ���� a(2)� @� a
(2)

� )

weseethattheU(1)1 � U(1)1 CS theory isreduced to theU(1)2 CS theory which is

thee�ective theory ofthe� = 1=2 Laughlin state.

Next we would like to understand how the parton-construction realizes itselfin

theground statesoftheQH liquids.In otherwords,we would liketo startwith the

ground statesoftheU(1)1 � U(1)1 CS theory,and to seehow to \project" to obtain
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theground statesofthe� = 1=2 Laughlin state(i.e.the ground statesoftheU(1)2

CS theory).Itturnsoutthatthiscan beachieved through thecosetconstruction.

W eknow thatbeforeprojection,theedgeexcitationsofthepartonstate(described

by the K =

�
1 0

0 1

�

CS theory) is described by two currents j1;2 associated with

each kind ofpartons.Thecurrentsform two level-1 U(1)Kac-M oody (KM )algebras:

U(1)1 � U(1)1. The relative m otion ofthe two kinds ofpartons is described by

j� = j1� j2 which form salevel-2U(1)KM algebra:U(1)2.(Schem atically,[j1;j1]� 1

and [j2;j2]� 1and hence[j1� j2;j1� j2]� 2).AfterprojectingoutthetheU(1)2 KM

algebra,theresultingedgetheoryisdescribed bythecosetm odelU(1)1� U(1)1=U(1)2

with a U(1)2 KM algebra generated by j+ = j1 + j2.

M otivated by therelation between theedge theory and the CS theory,we would

liketo study thecosettheory oftheCS theory.In particular,wewould liketo show

thatthe cosetCS theory U(1)1 � U(1)1=U(1)2 isnothing butthe U(1)2 CS theory,

assuggested by theparton construction given above.

Let us �rst start with a sim pler problem . Consider a U(1)k CS theory,which

hask degenerate ground stateson the torus. The cosetU(1)k=U(1)k m odelcan be

obtained by m aking the projection a� = 0. Obviously,afterprojection there is no

non-triviallow energy excitation and theground stateisnon-degenerate.

The ground states ofthe U(1)k CS theory are described by x and y operators

satisfyingthecom m utator(9).Firstwenotethatx and yoperatorsdonotsatisfy the

equivalencecondition (6),and hencearenotoperatorsthatactwithin thethephysical

Hilbert space. The allowed operators are Um n � e2�i(m x+ ny) with m ;n =integers.

Naively onem ay wantto projectby requiring thestatesto satisfy x = y = 0.Or

m oreprecisely,onem ustrequireU10 = U01 =  .Sincex and y (orU10 and U01)do

notcom m ute(with acom m utatorequaltoanum ber),nostatesatis�esthiscondition.

Thus no state survives the projection. This contradicts ourphysicalintuition that

thereshould beoneand only onestatethatsurvivestheprojection.

To constructtheprojected theory U(1)k=U(1)k correctly,westartwith a U(1)k �
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U(1)�k theory described by thee�ective Lagrangian

L = 2� k (_x y � _x0y0) (91)

describing two particles living on the torus. The U(1)k in U(1)k � U(1)�k is the

theory before projection and U(1)�k isthe \conjugate" ofthe projection and hence

a U(1)�k theory.(In general,to constructtheG=H cosetm odel,onem ay startwith

theG � H � m odel.) W ehave

[x;y] =
i

2�k
(92)

and

[x0;y0] = �
i

2�k
(93)

thusim plying

[x� x
0
;y� y

0] = 0 (94)

Asin (12)and (14),thewavefunctionsaregiven by

 (y;y0) =
X

n;n0

cnn0 e
i 2�(ny + n 0y0) (95)

and

�(x;x0) =
X

n;n0

cnn0 �(kx � n)�(�kx0 � n
0) (96)

Periodicity x � x+ 1 and x0� x0 + 1 im ply,asin (15),

cnn0 = cn+ k;n0 = cn;n0 + k (97)

Thisleadsto a totalofk� k ground statesbeforetheprojection.

W e now project. Rem em ber that we want to im pose x = y = 0. But this is

im possible since x and y do not com m ute. W ith the help ofthe additionalsector

U(1)�k ,wecan im posetheconditions

x � x
0 = 0 (98)

and

y � y
0 = 0 (99)
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Thisispossiblesincex� x0and y� y0com m ute.In thelanguageof(91)theprojec-

tion hasthe physicalinterpretation ofbinding the two particlestogether. Since the

coordinateson the torusare de�ned only m od integer,the righthand sides of(98)

and (99) should be interpreted as 0 m od integer. (Or m ore precisely,we can only

im pose the condition on the allowed operators:ei2�(x�x
0) = ei2�(y�y

0) = 1.) Thusthe

statesin theprojected theory satisfy

e
i2�(x�x 0)

 = e
i2�(y�y 0)

 =  (100)

W riting (96)as

 (x;x0) =
X

n;n0

cn;n0 � (k(x � x
0) � (n + n

0)) �(kx0 + n
0) (101)

weseethatthecnn0’sarenon-zero only when

n + n
0 = 0 m od k: (102)

Next,writing (95)as

 (y;y0) =
X

n;n0

cn;n0 e
i 2�((n + n 0) y + n0 (y0 � y)) (103)

wesee,referring to (16),thatin orderfor (y;y0)to beproportionalto �P (y� y0)as

required by (99),thecnn0’sshould depend only on n + n0:

cnn0 = dn+ n0 (104)

Referring to (102) and to the periodicity condition (97) we see that dn+ n0 is inde-

pendent ofn + n0. Allthe non-zero cnn0’s are equal. There is only one state left

afterprojection,asexpected forthe U(1)k=U(1)k cosetm odel. Thus,in contrastto

thenaiveconstruction described before,wehavenow m anaged to obtain thecorrect

resultusing thisconstruction starting with theU(1)k � U(1)�k theory.

Using thefactthatn + n0 = jk hasto bea m ultipleofk,wecan now obtain

 (y;y0) =
X

j

e
i 2� j k y

X

n0

e
i 2�n 0 (y�y 0)

= �
P (ky)�P (y� y

0) (105)
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Sim ilarly,wecan write(101)as

�(x;x0) =
X

j

� (k(x � x
0) � kj)

X

n0

�(kx0 + n
0)

= �
P (kx0)�P (x � x

0) (106)

W eseeexplicitly that�(x;x0)and  (y;y0)havethesam estatus.Indeed,note

�
P (kx)�P (x � x

0) = �
P (kx0)�P (x� x

0) (107)

W erem arkinpassingtheobviousfactthat�P (kx)�P (x�x0)isnotequalto�P (kx)�P (kx0)

Theaboveexam plesuggeststhatto constructa G=H cosetm odel,onem ay start

with an enlarged theory G � H � and then project out a diagonalpart H � H � to

end up with G=H .Such an approach atleastworksforthecosetconstruction ofKM

algebras.

Now weareready to considertheU(1)1� U(1)1=U(1)2 cosetm odel.Letusstudy

them oregeneralU(1)k� U(1)k0=U(1)k+ k0 cosetm odelwherek andk
0havenocom m on

factors. Starting from the U(1)k � U(1)k0 � U(1)�(k+ k 0) CS theory described by the

operators(x;y),(x0;y0),and (x00;y00):

[x;y]=
i

2�k
; [x0;y0]=

i

2�k0
; [x00;y00]= �

i

2�(k+ k0)
; (108)

weprojectby im posing theconditions

kx + k
0
x
0 + k

00
x
00= 0 (109)

and

ky + k
0
y
0 + k

00
y
00= 0 (110)

where we have de�ned fornotationalconvenience k00 � �(k + k0). This is possible

sincekx + k0x0 + k00x00and ky + k0y0 + k00y00com m ute.Again therighthand sides

of(109)and (110)should be interpreted as0 m od integer,because the coordinates

(x;y)etc.areonly de�ned up to an integer.

Extending (95)and (96),wewritethewavefunctionsas

 (y;y0;y00) =
X

n;n0;n0

cnn0n00 e
i 2�(ny + n 0y0 + n00y00) (111)
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and

�(x;x0;x00) =
X

n;n0;n00

cnn0n00 �(kx � n)�(k0x0 � n
0)�(k00x00 � n

00) (112)

Periodicity x � x+ 1 etc.im ply,asin (97),

cnn0n00 = cn+ k;n0n00 = cn;n0 + k;n00 = cn;n0;n00+ k00 (113)

Thisleadsto a totalofkk0k00statesbeforeprojection.

Itturnsoutthattheprojection doesnotrem ove any states.Indeed,weseefrom

(112)that(109)is already satis�ed,posing no restriction on the cnn0n00’s. De�ning

m = [n]k asbefore and the corresponding prim ed and double prim ed quantitiesm 0

and m 00wewrite(Cf(18)

 (y;y0;y00) =

0

@

k;k0;k00X

m ;m 0;m 00= 1

cm ;m 0;m 00 e
i2�(m y+ m 0y0+ m 00y00)

1

A �
P (ky)�P (k0y0)�P (k00y00)

(114)

W e�nd that(110)doesnotim poseany furtherrestriction either.ThustheU(1)k �

U(1)k0=U(1)k+ k0 coset m odelhaskk
0(k + k00) degenerate ground states. In particu-

lar,the U(1)1 � U(1)k=U(1)k+ 1 cosetm odelhask(k + 1)degenerate ground states,

in agreem ent with a previous result obtained using a m ore abstract and algebraic

approach[10]. W hen k = 1 the U(1)1 � U(1)1=U(1)2 cosetm odelhas2 degenerate

ground stateswhich isthesam easthenum berofground statesin theU(1)2 theory

and the� = 1=2 Laughlin state.
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