arXiv.cond-mat/9711223v2 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 25 Aug 1998

Topological D egeneracy of Q uantum H allF luids

XG.Wen*® & A.Zecs

a) D epartm ent of P hysics,
M assachusetts Institute of Technology,
Cambridge, M A 02139, USA
b) Physics D irision,

N ational C enter for T heoretical Sciences
P O Box 2-131, Hsinchu, Tawan 300, ROC
c) Institute for T heoretical P hysics,

U niversity of C alifomia,

Santa Barbara, CA 93106, U SA

A bstract

W e present a sin ple approach to calculate the degeneracy and the structure
of the ground states of non-abelian quantum Hall @Q H) liquids on the torus.
O ur approach can be applied to any QH liquids (@belian or non-abelian) ob—
tained from the parton construction. W e explain our approach by studying
a series of exam ples of increasing com plexiy. W hen the e ective theory of
a non-abelian QH liquid is a non-abelian Chem-Sim ons (CS) theory, our ap—
proach reproduces the well known results for the ground state degeneracy of
the CS theory. However, our approach also apply to non-abelian QH liquids
whose e ective theories are not known and which cannot be w ritten as a non—
abelian CS theory. W e nd that the ground states on a torus of allnon-abelian
QH liquids obtained from the parton construction can be described by points
on a lattice inside a \folded unit cell" The folding is generated by re ection,
rotations, etc. T hus the ground state structures on the torus described by the
\fded unit cells" provide a way to (at least partially) classify non-abelian Q H
liquids obtained from the parton construction.
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1 Introduction

Tt has becom e increasingly clear that the Quantum Hall QH) liquidsfl, ] are not
m erely disordered liquids: they are quantum liquids w ith extrem ely rich and totally
new Intemal structures (or topolgical orders) J]. Thus QH liquids represent a new
class ofm atter. A lthough we still do not have a com plete theory of this new kind of
order, we do know that QH liquids can be divided into two classes { abelian g, [, [4]
and non-abelian [],[§]. The e ective theory of abelian Q H liquids is known to be the
U (1) Chem-Sinons (CS) theory f,[§], and because ofthat we have a classi cation of
allabelian QH liquids [L1] in temn s of the socalled K m atrix.

In contrast, the e ective theories of m any known non-abelian QH liquids are
unknown. The problm is not because we know too little about a non-abelian Q H
liquid so that we cannot deduce the e ective theory. In m any cases, we know a lot
about the low energy properties of a QH liquid, and still do not know its e ective
theory. This is sin ply because the correct e ective theory has not been nam ed yet.
G Iving a nam e is easy, but giving a proper nam e is hard. G iving a proper nam e
which carries m eaningfil nform ation am ounts to the task of classifying non-abelian
QH Iiquid, and so farwe do not know how to do this.

In this paper we concentrate on the physical properties of non-abelian states on
the torus, and use a sinplk approach to calculate the ground state degeneracy of
non-abelian states. W e assum e no prior know ledge of the sub gct. O ur approach is
down to earth, and we proceed through speci c exam ples.

F irst we test our approach on abelian states. T hen we study the non-abelian state
with wave function ( (fzig))* where  is the wave function with g Ikd Landau
levels. Using the SU )4 CS e ective theory ofthe ( 4 (z))? stateff], we nd that the

(g (z1))? state has g+ 1 degenerate ground states on a torus. The g+ 1 degeneracy
ofthe SU (2)4 CS theory hasbeen calculated before, using a powerfilm athem atical
approach based on algebraic geom etry, topological theory, and Lie algebraic theory
@, Ld]. W e hope that our discussion w illbe m ore accessible to the non-m athem atical
reader. Next, we study a slightly m ore com plicated non-abelian state with wave



function ; (fzi9) ( 4 (fzig))2 . Weare able to set up a sin ple m odelwhich describbes
the (+ 1) @+ 2)=2 degenerate ground statesofthe 1 (fz9) ( 4 (fzig))2 QH liquid on
the torus. It is not clear, however, whether our m odel can be derired from a nam ed
topological eld theory. Since them odelisgiven by theU (1),4+4 SU (2)4 CS theory
(which has2 (gt 1) (gt 2) ground states on the torus) w ith som e additionalproctions,
we calloure ective theory U (1)2q+4 SU (2)q)=Z, theory. Then, we study the non-—
abelian state with wave function [ 4(fz;9)F (associated with SU (3) CS theory) to
dem onstrate m ore features of the ground states on torus. In particularwe show that,
on torus, the non-abelian state [ 4 (fzg) can descrbed by aU (1) U (1) CS theory
plis som e progctions.

A Tthough we only discussed som e sin ple exam ples, the approach used here can be
applied to m ore com plicated non-abelian states. T hrough those studies we see som e
generalpattems. W e hope those pattemsw ill shed light on how to classify topological
orders in non-abelian QH liquids. W e outline such a classi cation in the concluding
section.

2 Abelian FQH states

Tt iswellknown by now that the fractionalquantum Hall FQH) uid can be repre-

sented e ectively by a Chem-Sinons CS eld theory [, B, [1]I
? 1

S = dx dt4— K 15 at @ a’ 1)

w ith an Integervalued m atrix K . T he theory istopological, w ith low energy properties

characterized by degenerate ground states. In a classic paper [[3]on the sub fct, W en

show ed that the ground state degeneracy of () when quantized on am anifbld ofgenus

g is given by

D = (detK)? @)

In this paper, we study the sinpl case when the m anifold is a torus @ = 1).

First et we assume thematrix K is1 1 and equal to an integer k. In this case

the CS theory {l) is the e ective theory of 1lling fraction = 1=k Laughlin state,



and D is jast the ground state degeneracy of the Laughlin state. Let us call the
CS theory with K = k the U (1)x CS theory. The approach used below and In the
next section for abelian and non-abelian CS theories are not entirely new (see Ref.
g1 . W e present it here for the purpose of introducing proper notations and concepts
for Jater discussions. W e also present our introduction to the CS theory (abelian or
non-abelian) in a way which is easy for peoplk not n the eld of eld/string theory
to understand.

W en [[3] determ ined the ground state degeneracy D by adding to S the non-

topological M axw ell term
z

_ 1
dx dtpgg g

= F F 3)
with £2 som e coupling constant. Here g denote the m etric of the m anifold. On a
torus, the ground state properties are determm ined by constant (independent of (x1;x%5)
but of course dependent on tim €) gauge potentials

2 x () 2 y@©

A X1;%x2;0) = 0; a1 ®y;xp5;0) = oAy XXt =
Ll L2

@)

where (L;;L,) are the size ofthe torus. T he dynam ics ofthe constant gauge potentials
is described by the Lagrangian cbtained by inserting @) into {) and @) with m
determ ined by the M axwell coupling 1=f?)

1
L= kiyx xy)+-m + v (5)

The \large" gauge transform ations V. = &2 *171 and v = &2 *272 transform a
constant gauge potential to another constant gauge potential, and induce (under the
gaugetransformationa ! a iV '@ V) the Pllowing changes: (x;y) ! &+ 1;y)
and x;y) ! x;y+ 1). Shee (x;y), X+ 1;v), and &;y+ 1) are related by gauge
transfomm ation, they represent equivalent point

xyy) &+ 1l;y) &jy+ 1) ©)

Thus Lagrangian in {J) describbes am assm particle on a torusw ith a uniom \m ag-
netic eld." The totalnumber of ux quanta isk, which ladsto a k-fold degenerate
ground state.



The de ning characteristic of a topolgical theory such as () is that it does
not depend on the metric. W e should be ablk to determ ine the ground state of a
topological eld theory without having to add a regulating term which breaks the
topological character of the theory. In the follow ing, we w ill determ ine the ground
state degeneracy w ithout adding the reqgulating tem .

Given (takingm = 0 in @)

7 7
S = dtL = dt2 kxy (7)
we have
L
— = 2 kx 8)
Y
and so
X;yl = ! ©)
1Y% > k

Ifwe regard y astheposition variabl, the conjugatem om entum isgivenbyp = 2 kx.

The Ham iltonian H wvanishes,
H =py L =20 (10)
a halim ark of a topological theory. T hus the Schrodinger equation Jjust reads
0 = E (D)

How then do we detem ine the wave functions (y)?

N aively, any function (y) will have zero energy and would qualify as a ground
state wave function. But such a wave finction would In generalnot satisfy the equiv—
alence condition (§)! The allowed wave functions are detemm ined by the requirem ent
that the particle lives on a torus w ith coordinates (X;y) such that x x+ 1 and
y v+ 1. In otherwords, y and y+ 1 really represent the sam e point and hence we
must require ) = (v + 1). This perodicity condition im plies that

) = G e? (12)



with n an Integer. To inpose the periodicity condition in the x direction x  x +
1, we neaed to m ake a Fourier transformm ation to cbtain the wave function In the
\m om entum " space. Canonical conjigation givesp = 1@% and so
X
") = G P 2 n) 13)
Tt isuseful (if only to get rid of the (2 )’s, but m ore in portantly to em phasize the
equalstatusofx and y) to recallp = 2 k x and hence to de ne a wave function in

the x coordnate
X
x) = G kx n) (14)

The condition x x+ 1 now inpliesthat

G T Gk 15)
W e have thus reached the conclusion that the ground state degeneracy D is k, since
determ ine the ground state degeneracy w ithout breaking the topological character of

the theory.
Tt isusefulto de ne the periodic delta fiinction

\%) e? ¥ (16)

equalto 1 (up to som e irrelevant overall In nite constant) if y is an integer, and 0

othemw ise. Tt is also convenient to w rite, for any integern,
n=1XkX+m 17)

(wih lan integer) and de ne hl m as the reduced part ofn. W e w ill suppress
the ndex k on hk if there isno ambiguity. W ih these de nitions we can rew rite

1) as

I
Q
<
v)
%
<

18)



Agah wrtingn = 1k + m,we obtain from ) that kx] = m.Shceg = @
by periodicity, we have
®) = Cpxy © kx) 19)

Thisshowsthat (x)and (y) are Indeed on the sam e footing, and that (y) is, in the
sense described here, just the Fourer transform of g, . W e note that (x) and (y)
are proportionalto * (kx) and F (ky) respectively. Thus the position coordinates

sim ultaneously diagonalized. M ore precisely, the wave function (X) isnon-zero only
when x take on certain discrete values, (and sin ilarly with x replaced by v.)

W em ention here for lateruse that it isnow of course straightforw ard to generalize
the case given in {ll). The e ective point particle quantum m echanics is described by
the Lagrangian

L =2 Kpyxi¥s (20)

(repeated Indices in I;J summ ed) and the com m utation relation

Kei ysl = ® ") @1)

i
2
The wave function In the y coordinates is given by

X ,
y) = c,e” Y 22)

n

where n;, the com ponents ofn, are Integers. T he corresponding wave fiinction in the

x-coordinates is
®) = G Xp ® ')sny 23)

3 SU Q) non-abelian FQH states

Next, ket us calculate the ground states degeneracy of a sin ple class of non-abelian
QH states. Tt was pointed out [{] that the QH liquid described by wave function
(g@;ayzy ))2 Where , isthe ferm ion wave function wih g Iled Landau levels)
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is a non-abelian QH state, whose e ective theory is the SU (2)4 CS theory (ie. the
SU (2) levelq CS theory). Let us rst recall how the non-abelian states [f] can
be constructed, using the rather physical parton construction [d]. For the sake of
pedagogical clarity, we focus on a soeci ¢ (put unphysical) exam pl.

W e In agine that at short distances the electron can be cut into two constituents
(\partons"), each of charge ¢y = e=2. The Jong distance physics of the resuling
Hall uid should be independent of the details of the short distance dynam ics. This
can be explained very sin ply In tem s of wave functions. D enote the coordinates of
the partonsby £z, g ; = 1;2and i= 1;2;:::;N ,with N electrons in the system .
Let each species of partons 1l g Landau levels, and denote the corresponding wave
function by 4. The wave function ofthe entire uid is then given by

g Z1 Piiiizy g Z1 iy (24)

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

setting zj(l) = zj(z)
0 . 0 C. .
1 = (zy z4), and so we obtain (z4 Z4 )2, which is nothing but the
> >

= % Laughlin state (forbosonic ekectrons), as Laughlin ] taught us.

= z; In thewave function . For instance, org= 1, we have

In eld theoretic language, before we bind the \partons" together into electrons,

we have the Lagrangian

1
L = 1% ; + — Y@ igAy)?
2m
1
+1 3@ o + — Y@ iRy . 25)
2m
wih ,, , correpponding to the two parton elds. W e glue the two \partons"

together by coupling them to an SU (2) gauge potentialsa :

. . 1 . 2
L = 1Y@ idap) + — Y@ idsA; day) (26)
2m
w here = ! and a are hem iian traceless 2 by 2 matrices. Now we can

2
Integrate out i, (see Drexampl Ref. [@) and cbtain the e ective theory:
2

, .
L=  aen +4ﬁTr (a@a+§laaa) 27)




Allwe need from Ref. [§] is the result that given

1
L = iY + o Y@ depAs)” 28)

and w ith lling g Landau kevels we obtain the e ective Lagrangian

A QA 29)

upon integrating out . T here isalso an analogous form ula for the non-abelian sector.
The rsttem tellsusthatthethisstatehasa lling fraction = 2ggi=e’ = g=2.
The second term describes a evel g SU (2) (denoted by SU 2)g) Chem-Sinons CS
e ective theory, which detem ines the ground state properties of the QH liquid on
oom pact spaces.
Starting from the SU (2)4 CS theory 1), we choose the 3y = 0 gauge to calculate
the ground states on a torus. In this gauge we need to enforce the oHonst:cajnt of zero
eld strength: fi; = 0. Introduce W ilson loop operatorsU. P E <™ ® 12 SU @)
Where P [:::] is a path ordered product) . For a contractable path ¢, we have trivially
U, = 1 due to the constraint. On a torus, all the gauge nvariant quantities are
contained In thetwo W ilson loop ol%erators forthetwo nonH—oontractab]e Joops g, n
the x; and x, directions: U; = P B = ® JandU,= P B = * 1. Sthce U,U,UUY
isa W ilson loop operator for a contractabl loop, we have U,U,U{U; = 1, and U,
commutes wih U,. M aking a global SU (2) gauge transform ation, we can make U,
have the form
U, =e?*3; U,=e?v> (30)
T his corresponds to spatially constant gauge potentials: w riting a; = aj  with ; the

usualPaulim atrices we have

a” = 0; a &ix;t) =2 xM=L1; a &;x;t) =2 y©=l, (31)

1

W e see that the SU (2) CS theory has at low energies non-trivial physical degrees
of freedom descrbed by (x;y) (ust as n {§)). Classically di erent values of (x;y)

corresoond to di erent degenerate physical states, and there are In nite number of



degenerate ground states. H owever, In quantum theory, x and y do not com m ute and
the uncertainty relation leads to only a nite number of degenerate ground states.
To obtain the comm utator between x and y, we insert 1) into 27) to cbtain the
e ective theory

S= dt2 gky yx): 32)

T his is identicalto the e ective theory fortheU (1), theory (]) w ith the identi cation

k = 2g. The resulting com m utator is

fiyl= —— 33)
Iy - k

A gain, under a Jarge gauge transfom ation, we have
x x+1; y y+1 (34)

Thus, naively one m ight think that the SU (2)4 theory is descrdoed by (87) and
34) which isnothing but a U (1), theory with k = 2g. But that would be w rong. Th
fact, the SU (2)4 theory is not equivalent to the U (1),4 theory, because the SU 2) CS
theory contains an additional globalSU (2) gauge transfom ation that changes a® to

a’. This gauge transfom ation in poses an additional equivalence condition

x;y) (x5 V) (35)

Egs. 383), B4), and @Y) orm a complete description of the SU (2), theory on the
torus.
From the above discussion, we see that the SU (2)4 states can be obtained from
the U (1)x-2q states. The k states in the U (1) theory is given by
X

) = c, e? (36)

or

x) = G kx n) 37)



wih ¢, = ¢+x. The additional condition ) In plies that only those states that
satisfy () = (y) and &) = ( x) can belong to the SU 2); theory. This
requires G, = ¢, . Thusthe SU (2)4 CS theory, aswell as the non-abelian FQH state
described by ( q)2, has g+ 1 degenerate ground states, corresponding to the g+ 1
independent coe clentsco, ¢/ ... , -

Tt tums out that SU (2); CS theory represents a special case. W e note that when
g= 1, the requirement ¢, = ¢, does not ram ove any states. This agrees w ith the
known result that the SU (2); CS theory is equivalent to the U (1), CS theory.

4 U @0d) SU (@) nonabelian FQH 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 fem ion and
we would like to split it into three femm ionic partons. Thus we st split an elec—
tron into three di erent partons of ekctric charge g = =@+ 2), & = & =
=g+ 2) (c0othat g + & + & = 1), and wrte the above wave function as

@) @)

(O)) a (zl(l); :::;zN(l)) q(z; 71527y ). Thisnon-abelian state hasa wave func-

©0)
10z 7

AL
tion  1(z17 5z ) g (@Zs 2y ))2 . The e ective theory for the partons is given by

. 1 .
L = 13@ o+ — 7@ dehAs) o
2m

. 1 .
+1 7@ 1+ pe. Y@ deAs)®

+1 3@ 1+ L @ imAs) (38)
2m

The above e ective theory describes three independent QH uids of lling fraction
0o=1, 1= ,=dgd.Now weincludea U (1) and an SU (2) gauge eld,b anda , to
recom bine partons together to form an electron:

_ sy : i Y@, 1 . b )2
L 10(@t 2]12)) O+ n 0(@1 :IeOAl 2ibl) 0

+1 Y@ dag+ dy) + — Y@ deA; da+ iy)?

10



where = ! anda are?2 by 2 m atrices. Now we can integrate out ;,, (see

2
) orRef. [§]) and cbtain the e ective theory forthe ; 2 state:
g9

e+ 2gef 224 2 i
L=O47qelA@A + qb@b +4gTr (a@a+§aaa)
dey + 4
€0 qelA@b (40)
4
The rsttem tellsusthatthe ; 2 statehasa lling fraction = &+ g&f + gef =

=gt 2). Thenexttwo term sdescribbea U (1)2q:4 SU (2)4q CS e ective theory, which
determm ines the ground state properties of the QH liquid on com pact spaces.

A coording to the results we have thus far, the U (1);q:4  SU 2)q CS theory has
g+ 4) @+ 1) degenerate ground states on the torus. Thus one m ay naively expect
that the (21 state also has @2g+ 4) @+ 1) degenerate ground states on the torus.
However this results cannot be right, since when g = 1 the ; 51 state is nothing
but the = 1=3 Laughlin state and should have 3 degenerate ground states nstead
of 12 as iInplied by 2g+ 4) @+ 1). Therefore despite the above \derivation", the
U (1)2q+a SU )q CS theory cannot be the correct e ective theory forthe é state.
A swe will see Jater, however, the correct e ective theory can be obtained from the
U (@L)2q+4a SU (2)g CS theory.

Recallthat theU (1)2q+4 SU (2)q CS theory on a torus can be described by four

degrees of freedom s (x;y) and (x%y?). The corresponding gauge elds are given by

% (t) y ()
b &Ki;y170 = 2 i bt =2 — (41)
Ll L2
and
0 1 0 v 1 0
a1 Xy;y150) = 2 L. 0 A &5yt = 2 L, 0 1 42)
T his reduces the e ective theory (#0) to
L = @g+4kxy yx)+2 gy’ v%): (43)

A s noted before, large gauge transform ations give us som e guivalence copditions.
2
For exam pl the U (1) large gauge transform ation exp% i% 8 1 5% that
1

11



0 1

0
acts on% 1% shifts x to x + 1. This kind of Jarge gauge transfom ations leads to

2
the equivalence condition

x x+1; y y+1 44)
0 0 11
0
Sin ilarly, the SU 2) Jarge gauge transfom ations (such asexp]é’ i% 8 1 z(izcx )
1
Jeads to

0 x°+1; ¢ y'+1 45)

The SU (2) CS theory also has an additional re ection equivalence condition
&%y (=% Y0 (46)

Equations @3), (44), @9), and {@9) descrbe theU (1);q+4 SU )4 CS theory on the
torus and has 2g+ 4) (@+ 1) degenerate ground states.
However, for our theory we have an additional lJarge gauge transfom ation which
m ixes the U (1) and the cepter of SU (2). T he jarge gauge {ransfom ations are given
1 1

by expgi%% 1 %g and expgi%% 1 %% and gives rise to the
follow ing equivalence oonglitjons ’
0 1, 1 0 1 5, 1
®;x) (X+§;x 5); viy) (y+§;y 5) @7)
shoe 10 _, 10 L1 1 0
0 O 2 01 20 1

W e believe that equations ¢3), {44), &3), ¢4), and {47) describe the the correct
e ective theory for the 1 fl state on torus. Because the correct e ective theory is
obtained from theU (1)2q+4 SU (2)q CS theory by applying the additionalequivalence
condition @),wewﬂlca]litthe U Q)2qra SU )g)=Z, theory. The edge excitations
ofthe ; fl state is discussed in Ref. [], which is descrbed by the U (1)  SU ()4
KM algebra m atching very wellw ith the bulk e ective theory.

To obtain the ground state degeneracy of the ; é state, we start with the
U (I)2q+ra U (1)2q theory. The states are given by

®;x%) = Clogr ampaxt | (RI+ 4)x) F (2ax") (48)

12



where the coe clent ¢, 0 (With n;n®= integer) satisfy

Cmn® = Gir2g+41n° = Cim% 2g 49)

asa consequence of the equivalence conditions @4), and {@J). The condition (x;x°)
&+ 2;x° ) in {&]) is satis ed by requiring

Cin®= G+ gr2in® g (50)

and (v;v) + 3iy°

NI

) In @) is satis ed by requiring
Gimo= 0 ifn+ n’= odd (51)

This can be seen from the relation

X
O 2 @y+n %%
yiy) = Gumo € 7YY

nn®

52)
The re ection condition @6) gives us

Cmo= Gy;no (63)

In Fig. 1, the circles represent 29+ 4) 2g)=4 independent ¢, no after in posing @9,

Q) and (1). The led circles represent (2q242) €a) 4 22q+24 = @ 1)2(q+ 2 independent

Gh o afber in posing the additionalre ection condition §3). Therefore the ; 2 state

has

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

degenerate ground states on torus.
Note that when g = 1 the ;  state is just the = 1=3 Laughlin state and
atllar2)
2

state has six degenerate ground states.

= 3 isthe expected ground state degeneracy. W hen g= 2the = 1=2 ; %

By an ekgant argum ent, Tao and W u [L4] threaded a soknoid through the quan-
tum Hallgeom etry proposed by Laughlin and showed that asthe ux ofthe solenoid

13



*******************************************************

(b) g+2

Figure 1: The ground states of ; énon—abe]jan state for @) g= 3 and ) g= 2.
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Increases by quantized units, ifthe system goes through p degenerate statesbefore re—
tuming to its origihal state, an Integer num ber n of electrons are transported. Thus,
the Hall conductance or lling fraction is given by = n=p whik the degeneracy
D = mp isan Integerm multiple ofp. That is the ground state degeneracy D is an

Integer m ultiple of the denom nator of . W e note that, for our resuls, the denom i

@t 1) @+ 2)

nator ofthe 1lling fraction — isalways a factor of the degeneracy 5 . Thisis

at 2
consistent w ith the above resul.

5 SU @) non-abelian FQH states

Now lt us calculate the ground states degeneracy of SU (3) non-abelian Q H states,
whose wave functions are given by ( g (215 25 2y ))3 and which have a 1ling fraction
og=3. In the parton construction, we cut the electron Into three pieces, each of charge
e = e=3. W e put the partons into Landau lvels. Fially, we glie the partons
together into electrons.

At the gluing stage, we have a choice. W e can do the gluing eittherw ith an SU (3)
gauge eld, thus obtaining a non-abelian CS theory, or wih two U (1) gauge elds
a and b , thus obtaining an abelian U (1))2 CS theory. W e w ill discuss the second
option rst as it is concsptually som ew hat sim pler.

A s before, we have

Y% ' 1 vy . . 2
L = 1i;@ i@+t 1+ o 1@ deA; i@t )T
Y . 1 y . . 2
+15 @ 1i( ap+ky)) 2 + o 2@ dgA; i( ait b)) 2
Ly . 1 y : : 2
+13 @ i( Zy) 3+ — 3@ ieA; i( 2b))° 3 (65)

2m

(N ote that we need two gauge elds. Suppose we introduce only b . Then we would
have the bound states | 1 3, 2 2 3,aswellas ;1 , 3. Therr would be three

di erent kinds of electrons.)
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Filling gLandau kevelswih 1, »,, 3,and Integrating outthe elds, we obtain

L = A QA
4
4

+ RaRa + 6bRDb) (56)

Introducing W ilson loops as before, we w rite

2 2
a; = L—lX(t), a; = L—Zy(t) (67)
and
b = 2—x°(t>;b2 = 2—y°(t> (58)
L, L,

We nsert ) and (5§) nto BJ) to obtain the e ective action for the low energy
degrees of freedom :

7
S= dt2 gy yx) + 6 g &2 y%9 (59)

Perform ing a U (1), transformm ation of the form U, = e? *17h1  we oonclude that
X x + 1 with y;x%y® unchanged. Sim ilarly, perform ing a U, transfom ation,
we conclude that x° x°+ 1 with x;y;y° unchanged. Furthem ore, we can also
perform the corresponding transfom ations along the x, direction and change y and
y° respectively. W e can thus interpret (§9) as descrbing the m otion of two particles
on a torus of size (1,1).

However, there is an additional slightly subtle point: we can perform a gauge
transformm ation using the diagonal subgroup of U (1), U (1)p. M ore precisely, we
transform ;! &2 *T1 | and 5 ! e®*11 . Jeaving , unchanged. This
In plies

1 1

S : x;x9) x + 5P % + 5 (60)

w ith y;y° left invariant. Sin ilarly, perform ing the corresponding transfom ation along
the x, direction we have (y;v°) y + 2; ¥° + 2 . Inotherwords, various points
in the phase space of the two quantum particles have to be identi ed.
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W e can now write down the wave fiinction In the y basis as

X

viy) = Guo €2 0¥+ 2 (61)
nmo
and correspondingly In the x basis as
0 X 0
;X)) = Gimo @Rax  n) (6@ nf) (62)

n;no®

T he torus boundary condition in plies that n and n® are integers and
Gin® = Git2gm® = Gim 6g (63)
Furthem ore, the equivalence relation (6Q) in plies that
Cin® = Gign03g (64)

N ext, we note that the Lagrangian {59) enpys three discrete interchange symm e~
trdesu : ;1 $ YA s;andw : 1 S 3; w ith the corresponding oper-
ations on the two gauge elds a and b. Indeed, m athem atically, the three operations
u, v, and w generate the permm utation group S; on three ob Fcts, and our construction
am ounts to nding the two-din ensional representation induced on a and b. Taking
out the irelevant factors we can represent u, v, and w on x;x% (and sim ilarly on
;" as Pllows. D e ne the two din ensional colum n vector X w ith the com ponents

10

x and x°. Then under the three discrete interchange symm etries X 1 0 1 X ;
1 3 W 1 3 , .

x 12 ;] 1 Xijadx 1 2 , 1 X.Mmposhg thes transfom ations

on the wave function ({6J) we obtain the conditions

Cin® = Cnppmo (65)
Gin® = Ca+n®3n n0 (66)
2 T 2
and
Cnno = Cn_no 3n+n0 (67)
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The conditions (3) and (3) inply that we can restrict n to range over (0;1;:::;9
1;q) and n° to range over (1;2;:::;6q). It is convenient then to visualize a g+ 1 by
6q toroidal lattice (ie. one w ith periodic boundary conditions) w ith sites Jabelled by
;n°% and on which a particle hops according to the rules

0;n% 1 @0 gn® 39 (68)
1

(n;no) 1 §(n+ n0;3n no) (69)

n;n% %(n n% 3n n9 (70)

W e see from the rules (69) and (70) that only even lattice sites . n° = even) are
visited. Starting from a given site, all the sites visited by the partick by ollow ng
an arbitrary sequence ofu, v, and w hops, before retuming to the starting site, are
equivalent. W e call the st of points thus visited a trip.

T he desired ground state degeneracy D is equal to the num ber of di erent trips
the particle can take (or equivalently, the num ber of inequivalent sites on the lattice.)

The reader can easily compute D pictorially for an all values of g by draw ing a
@+ 1) by 6g lattice and hop around on it according to the hopping rules given above.
For exam pl, forg= 3, we have the trips

©;2) 1;17) @;8) G;11),

©;4) @;16) 3;13) @7,

©;6) 3;15),

©;8) @;14) @;17) 1;5),

0;10) 1;13) @;4) Gil),

0;12) @i3),

0;14) 1;11) @i2) Bi5),

©;16) @;10) 1;1) @i,

0;18) 3i9),

1;3) 1;15) @;12) 1;9) @;6) @;18),

There are ten trips, one with six sites visited, six w ith four sites visited, and three
w ith two sites visited. This nventory of the number of trips w ith given lengths is
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also characteristic of the QH state being studied. Thus, the topological degeneracy
ofthisQH stateisD (= 3) = 10.W e can also check that the totalnum ber of sites
visted =1 6+ 6 4+ 3 2= 36) is indeed equal to the num ber of even lattice sites
26q(@+ 1)je3 = 36:

W e can readily determ ne D for an arbitrary g. W e argue that we start w ith
a Jattice whose number of sites is a quadratic function of g and that this num ber
is reduced by various symm etry relations. So it is at least plausbl that D (@) is
a quadratic of the form aq® + bg+ c. Tt is simple to determine D (@ = 1) = 3
(Laughlin’s resul Q] ) and D (@= 2) = 6, n addition to the result we showed
explicitly D (= 3) = 10. F iting to these three pointswe nd

1
D = 7 @+t 2 (71)

W e have veri ed this result by hand (frg= 4) and by a com puter program (for a
large num ber of d’s) .
W enow follow the altemative of gluing the partons into electronsusing an SU (3)

gauge eld. The e ective parton theory is given by

) ) 1 e .2
L = 1Y@ ida) +— Y@ 1izA; iay) (72)
2m 3
0 1
e
where =6 ,% anda are hem itian traceless 3 by 3 matrices. Note that (54)

3
is just the restriction of (77) to the diagonal subgroup of SU (3). A fter integrating
out the partons (with each species 1ling out g Landau levels), we get the SU 3)4 CS

theory:

L = ! A Q@A +gTr (a@a+—iaaa) (73)
3 4 4 3

Again we choose the ay = 0 gauge. Follow ng what we did for the SU Q) case, we

nd the gauge Invarant W ilson loops are given in tem s of the follow Ing spatially
constant gauge potentials (in analogy with @I)):

U, (t) U (t) V1 (t) ) (t)
a1 X1;x2;0) = 2 3+ 2 P=— g axXyixpt) =2 3t 2 P= &5
Ll 3L1 Ll 3L1

(74)
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w here 0 1 0 1
1 0 0 10 0
;=80 1 0 £; ¢=801 0 & (75)
0 0 0 00 2

W e see that at low energies the non-trivial physical degrees of freedom ofthe SU (3)
C S theory aredescribed by u = (ui;u,) and v = (v1;Vv,) where we introduced a vector
notation. A fter w riting the e ective Lagrangian for u and v, we see that u and v
satisfy the follow ing com m utation relation

Biivs]= > (2q); ijusl= 0;  Wiivs]l= 0 (76)
T he large gauge transfom ations
0 0 11
1
8 2 X1 cc
exp@ i 1 AK
L,
0
0 0 11
0
B.2 X1 B cc
exp @ @ 1 AR
L,
1
0 0 11
2 % 1
expf i—— @ 0 %% 77)
L, 1

and the ones in the x, direction lead to the follow Ing equivalence relations:

u ute; v v+t e (78)

P P

wheree; = (1;0),e;= ( 3;5),ande; = ( :

%; — ). Note that the angles betiween

the ej’sare 120 .
From the requirement @) = b+ e;)),i= 1;2;3, we have the wave fuinction
X

@) = G, e”" " (79)

w

where w is restricted by dem anding that w  eare integers. From the com m utation
relation between u and its conjigate m om entum v, we obtain the wave function



Thus, (v) isnon-vanishing only when

1

V= —w
29

orupon dotting w ith e;, only when 2qv  e= Integersi-ip;3

Thusthewave function (v) isnon-zero only on the duallattioe points spanned by

(d:17dy) which satisfy d;  e= ;5=29. Due to the periodic condition )= (v + &)

only the circles inside the \unit cell" spanned by e; and e, can be ndependent. (See

Fig. 2)
The global SU (3) gauge transform ations
0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
1 0 0 1
d 1 X' & 1 £; B 1 K18 0o £ (82)
0 1 1 1

generate a sin ultaneous 120 rotation on u and v. T his lkeads to the follow ing equiv—

alence relation:

@;v)  Raiz u;R1z V) 83)
The global SU (3) gauge transform ation ( 1; ,; 3) ! @ 2;1 1; 3) also generate a
transform ation (Ui;u;vi; ) ! ( up;uy; vi;w) and the corresoonding equivalence

relation.
A 1l the above equivalence relations can be satis ed by requiring the wave function
to satisfy

V)= R V); (i) = ( vi;v2) (84)

Now only theblack circles in the \unit cell" are independent (seeF ig. 2). T he num ber
ofthe ground states (the black circles) can be calculated as ollow s. F irst the num ber
of the black circles inside the shaded trangle (sse Fig. 2) is % . However each of the
3(g 1) black circles on the edge is only counted as 1/2 in the above calculation. To
Include the otherhalfwe need to add 3% . The 3 black circles on the comers isonly
oounted as 1/6 each. So we also need to nclude a tem 3% . Thus the total number

ofstatesjs%+ 3%+ 3§= w in agreem ent w ith {71)).
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€3

Figure 2: The ground states of 3non—abe]jan state for @) g= 1 and ) g= 2.
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6 A generalpicture

A generalpicture em erges from these calculations. W e can now propose the follow Ing
com plete classi cation schem e for the ground state structures for a large class ofQ H
states on a torus, abelian or non-abelian: For allQ H states reachabl by the parton
construction, the ground states on the torus are characterized by a lattice and the
hopping rules on this Jattice.

To be m ore preciss, the ground states are labeled by lattice points In a vector
goace. The equivalent lattice points label the sam e physical ground state. T here are
two kinds of equivalence relations: A ) Translation:

\ v+ eij: 1;:5D I (V) (85)
and B) Inearmap:
v M ivj: 1;2;::: (86)

whereM ; isaDin (v) by D In (v) m atrix.
v have conjigate variables, u, which satisfy the sam e equivalence relations (89)
and @9). The comm utator between v and u has the fom

Vijusl= igyy=2 @87)

Thesymmetricm atrix g= (g;;) de nesan lnerproductv; y vi, @ ! )13V, (which
m ay notbe positive de nite). T he lattice that labels the ground states is Jjust the dual
lattice Which willbe called the d-lattice) of the lattice generated by basis vectors e;
(which willbe called the e-lattice) . T he basis vectors d; of the d-lattice are given by

di e= 88)

For this to be consistent w ith the equivalence relation 3), we also require that the
e-lattice is a sub-attice of the d-Jattice. In other words, K i3 = e; emust be an
Integer for all i and j. This also In plies that

di d= K )i (89)
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where K ismatrix: K = K;3). We would Ike to ram ark that di erent choices of
basis for v and u lead to di erent g;5. But K ;5 does not depend on the choice of the
basis. In our discussion ofthe SU (3) QH liquid, g;; was taken tobe ;=29 (see @)) .

For abelian states, only the equivalence relation (8Y) appears and the K -m atrix
com pletely describbes the ground state structures. T he ground states are labeled by
the points on the d-lattice inside the unit cell of the e-lattice. However, for non—
abelian states, we also have an additional type of equivalence relation of the form in
) . This com pltely changes the structure of the ground states. O nly part of the
points in the unit cell corresoond to independent ground states.

W e s=e that the ground state structure ofa Q H state on a torus is described by a
lattice characterized by the K -m atrix (9) plus a set of linearm apsw ithin the lattice.

Now lt us discuss what kind of linear m aps are allowed. For convenience, we
choose the basis or v and u such that g;5 = K . )i5. This is always possble since
g;5 and K j5 have the sam e signature (ie the sam e num ber of positive eigenvalues and
the sam e num ber of negative eigenvalues). W ih this choice ofbasis, e; becom e the
standard basis vector: the ™ elments ofe; is just (€1) = 5.

To obtain the condition on themapsM ;, st we note that themap M ; acts on
both v and u and kesp the com m utator @) unchanged. Thus M ; must kave g;; or
In our case K ;; invariant:

MIKM;=K (90)

This mpliesthat det™ ;) = 1. M ; should also m ap the e-lattice onto itself. This
requires M ; to be an Integer m atrix. Thus the allowed maps M ; are elem ents In
LOin K );2) which lavesK invariant (97). To cbtain theM ;’s, wem ay start w ith
a transfom ation between the partons which lave the electron operator unchanged,
aswe did for the U (1)2q+ 4 SU (2)4=Z, state. Such a transfomm ation induces a
transform ation on the gauge elds, and hence a transformm ation on v’s and u’s which
is nothing but the M ; transfom ation.

It is interesting to work out the K m atrix forthe U (1),q: 4 SU (2)4=Z, and the
1=2g+ 4 0
SU (3)q states. FortheU (1);q+4 SU 2)g~Z, statewehaveg = ( % ) 1=2q '
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e = (1;0)and e, = (1=2; 1=2) (s=e @), @),and @) ). ThusK = 29+ 4 g+ 2

g+ 2 1
1=2g 0 |
FortheSU (3)4 state,wehaveg = 0 1=2g ;1= (;0)and e, = ( 1=2; 3=2).
Thusk = 2 4
a 29

In our previous work [] we have em phasized that, for abelian states, the 1ling
fraction , even when supplem ented by the topological degeneracy D , cannot (ev—
dently) capture all the Infomm ation contained in the matrix K . Sin ilarly for the
non-abelian states. For example, we note that the U (1)2q: 4 SU @2)g=Z, state
studied in section 4 has degeneracy D = 3 @+ 1) @+ 2), exactly the sam e as the
degeneracy in ({71) forthe SU (3)g states. However the two states are in general dif-
ferent. Forone thing the U (1)24+ 4 SU (2)4=Z, statehasa 1ing fraction = q%z ,
while the SU (3)q state has = %. But, org = 1,wehavethesame andD, and
indeed they both corresoond to the Laughln = % state even though theire ective
theories are quite di erent: SU (3); has eight gauge potentials, while U (1) SU @2);
hasonly four.

W e trust that the reader can now work out the lattice and the hopping ruls for
any non-abelian states reachable by the parton construction. For a state described by
the group G, the din ensions of the lattice is given by the rank ofG . For exam pl, if
we cut the electron into  ve equal pieces and construct the SU ()4 states, we would

have a particle hopping on a four din ensional lattice.

7 Summ ary

In thispaperwe propose a sin plem ethod to calculate the ground state degeneracy of
several non-abelian Q H liquids. O urm ethod can be applied to any abelian and non—
abelian QH Iiquids cbtained from the parton construction. A generalpattem em erge
from our calculation. For the QH liquids reachable by the parton construction, the
ground states on a torus can be described by points on a lattice. For abelian Q H

Tiquids, the ground states corresoond to points nside a \unit ce1l". For non-abelian
states the ground states corregpond to points inside a \folded" unit cell. The ©olding
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is generated by re ection, and possbly rotations. (SeeFig. 1 and Fig. 2)
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9 Appendix: C oset C onstruction

In this A ppendix, we are going to study the cosst construction ofthe CS theory. W e
w il see that the coset construction is closely related to the parton construction.

W e start w ith a physicalexam ple. The = 1=k Laughlin state can be constructed
from a parton construction [I3]. For example, to construct the = 1=2 Laughlin

state (ofbosons), wem ay start w ith two kinds ofpartons in the = 1 state, with the

Q @ ) ) Q @) Z(2>) @)

(1
ij(i 5] ij(l 5] 1

wave function where z; " and z represent the

coordinates of the two kinds of partons, described by a CS e ective theory () with
10
K = . ThisCS e ective theory isthusthe U (1); U (1); CS theory.

0 1
Suppose wenow m ake a pro gction by sstting zi(l) = zi(Z) . Physically, we recom bine
the two kinds of partons together into electrons. The wave function becom es
Q
i3 (
W e will now describe how this profction can be achieved n the U (1); U (1);

Z4 zj)2 and the parton state becom esthe = 1=2 Laughlin state.

CS e ective theory. Note that the profpction binds the two kinds of partons so
that they always m ove together. T hus after profction, their currents and densities
W= e a® and §@ = = e a®” must be equal. This kads to the constraint

)

we seethattheU (1); U (1); CS theory is reduced to the U (1), CS theory which is

. . 1 2
a® a®=0.Bysttinga®” =a® nL= a® e a%+ a® @ a®

the e ective theory ofthe = 1=2 Laughlin state.

Next we would like to understand how the parton-construction realizes itself in
the ground states of the Q H liquids. In other words, we would like to start with the
ground statesofthe U (1); U (1); CS theory, and to see how to \progct" to obtain
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the ground states of the = 1=2 Laughlin state (ie. the ground states ofthe U (1),
C S theory). It tums out that this can be achieved through the cosst construction.

W eknow thatbefore profction, the edge excitations ofthe parton state (described
by the K 10

0 1
each kind ofpartons. T he currents form two level-l U (1) KacM oody KM ) algebras:

CS theory) is described by two currents 3, associated with

U@); U(@);. The rrlative motion of the two kinds of partons is described by
J = 3 JHwhihfomsalvel2U (1) KM algebra: U (1),. (Scheam atically, [j;; 7] 1
and [;%] landhence [ %;h J] 2).AfterproectingoutthetheU (1), KM
algebra, the resulting edge theory isdescribed by the cosst m odelU (1); U (1):=U (1),
wih aU (1), KM algebra generated by 3 = 1 + L.

M otivated by the relation between the edge theory and the CS theory, we would
like to study the coset theory of the CS theory. In particular, we would like to show
that the coset CS theory U (1); U (1);=U (1), is nothing but the U (1), CS theory,
as suggested by the parton construction given above.

Let us st start with a sinpler problen . Consider a U (1) CS theory, which
has k degenerate ground states on the torus. The cosst U (1)x=U (1)x m odel can be
cbtained by m aking the profction a = 0. Obviously, after profction there is no
non-trivial Jow energy excitation and the ground state is non-degenerate.

The ground states of the U (1), CS theory are described by x and y operators
satisfying the com m utator (§). F irst we note that x and y operators do not satisfy the
equivalence condition {§), and hence are not operators that act w ithin the the physical
Hibert space. The allowed operators are U,, € 1®*' %) wih m ;n = integers.
N aively onem ay want to profct by requiring the statesto satisfy x =y = 0.0«r
m ore precisely, onemust requireU;; = Uy = .Shceexandy (0rUip andUg;) do
not comm ute W ith a com m utator equalto a num ber), no state satis esthiscondition.
Thus no state survives the proction. This contradicts our physical intuition that
there should be one and only one state that survives the pro gction.

To construct the profcted theory U (1)x=U (1), correctly, we start with a U (1)
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U (1) ¢ theory described by the e ective Lagrangian
L=2kgy 2 (91)

descrbing two particles living on the torus. The U (1) In U (1) U (1) x is the
theory before profction and U (1) x is the \conjigate" of the profction and hence
aU (1) x theory. (In general, to construct the G=H cosst m odel, onem ay start w ith
theG H model) W ehave

i
k;vl = % (92)
and
iy = o (©3)
thus in plying
kK x%5y y1=0 (94)

Asin {J) and {[4), the wave fiinctions are given by

X .
(y;y0) — Cnno elz nhy + noyO) (95)

n;mno

X
;%) = Gne kx n) (k2 n% (96)

nmo

Periodicity x x+ land x’ x°+ 1 imply, asin @),

CGn® T Gitk;n® T Gmno+ k (97)

This lradsto a totalofk  k ground states before the profction.
W e now progct. Raneaember that we want to mpose x = y = 0. But this is
In possible sihce x and y do not commute. W ih the help of the additional sector

U (1) x , we can In pose the conditions
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This ispossble sncex x%andy y°commute. In the language of (9]) the profc-
tion has the physical interpretation of binding the two particles together. Since the
coordinates on the torus are de ned only m od integer, the right hand sides of (©9)
and (99) should be interpreted as 0 mod integer. (O rm ore precisely, we can only
in pose the condition on the allowed operators: 2 & * 9 = &2 ¢ ¥ = 1) Thus the

states in the profcted theory satisfy

ei2 ®x9 _ eiZ vy9 _ (100)
W riting (99) as
X
;%% = CGmo k& ) nh+1n% X+ n’ (1o1)

n;no°

we see that the ¢,,0's are non—zero only when
n+ n’= Omodk: (102)

Next, writing {99) as
0 X i2 (0 + n% y+ nf ° ))
viy) = Camno € Y Y (103)
nmo

we see, referring to (L), that .n order for  (y;y9) to be proportionalto * (y  y9) as
required by (99), the G ,0’s should depend only on n + n©:

Gin® = dntno (104)

Referring to {[03) and to the periodicity condition {97) we see that du; o is inde-
pendent of n + n% A1l the non—zero G,,o’s are equal. There is only one state left
after profction, as expected for the U (1),=U (1)x coset m odel. Thus, In contrast to
the naive construction described before, we have now m anaged to obtain the correct
result using this construction starting w ith the U (1) U (1)  theory.
U sing the fact that n + n® = jk hasto be a muliple ofk, we can now cbtain
(y;yo) _ X et2 Jkvy X ot 2 n® ¢ y9

j no

= fan f v (105)



Sin ilarly, we can write {I01) as
x;x) = kx %) kj) k< + n’)
= kx) Tk x) (106)
W e see explicitly that (x;x% and  (y;v°) have the sam e status. Indeed, note
Fhx) Fx x) = Fkx) P& x) (107)

W e rem ark in passing the cbvious factthat ¥ kx) ¥ x x° isnotequalto * (kx) F (kx°

T he above exam ple suggests that to construct a G=H coset m odel, onem ay start
wih an enlarged theory G H and then progct out a diagonal part H H to
end up wih G=H . Such an approach at last works for the coset construction ofKM
algebras.

Now we are ready to considerthe U (1); U (1);=U (1), cosst m odel. Let us study
them oregeneralU (1), U (1)xo=U (L)x+ xo coset m odelw here k and k°® have no com m on
factors. Starting from theU L)y U (L)xo U (1) g+x9 CS theory descrbed by the
operators &;y), ®%y%),and &x%yY):

i

0,.,0 @®, ., O

. — . . — . . — . 108
By Y 7yl R iyl A TRLY (108)

we progct by in posing the conditions
kx + k%% + k%%= 0 (109)

and

ky + k§° + kx%N®= 0 (110)
where we have de ned for notational convenience k® k + k9. This is possble

shcekx + k%% + k™Pand ky + k%% + k%® commute. A gain the right hand sides
of {109) and {110) should be interpreted as 0 m od integer, because the coordinates
(x;vy) etc. are only de ned up to an integer.

E xtending @) and @), we write the wave functions as
X .
viviyD = Ganow €12 @Y * 00+ 0y (111)

nmn0%n0
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X
x;x%x") = Gnono  &kx  n) &% n% ®%® n% 112)

nmnon®

Periodiciy x %+ 1 etc. mply, asin {97),
CGinn® T Gi+k; n%m® T CGim0+ kn® T ComOmn®+ x® 113)

This Jkads to a total of kk%k® states before profpction.

Tt tums out that the profction does not ram ove any states. Indeed, we see from
{113) that (L09) is already satis ed, posihg no restriction on the cypeme’s. De ning
m = h}k asbebre and the corresponding prin ed and double prin ed quantities m °

andm ®wewrite Cf {L9)

1
k;ko;koo

viysyD = @ Groom e €2 OYIRYERIOR P geuy Bl P cPy®)
m m O%m ©O=1

(114)

W e nd that {I0) does not in pose any further restriction either. Thus the U (1)y
U (1)o=U (1)x4xo coset m odel has kk’k + k®) degenerate ground states. In particu—
lar, the U (1); U 1)x=U (1)x+1 cosst modelhas k (k + 1) degenerate ground states,
In agreem ent with a previous result obtained using a m ore abstract and algebraic
approach E]. Whenk=1theU (@); U (1);=U (1), cosst m odel has 2 degenerate
ground states which is the sam e as the num ber of ground states in the U (1), theory

and the = 1=2 Laughlin state.
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