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A bstract

Chern-Sim ons type gauge �eld is generated by the m eans ofthe sin-

gular area preserving transform ations in the lowestLandau levelofelec-

trons form ing fractionalquantum Hallstate. D ynam ics is governed by

the system ofconstraintswhich correspond to the G ausslaw in the non-

com m utative Chern-Sim onsgauge theory and to the lowestLandau level

condition in the picture ofcom posite ferm ions.Physically reasonable so-

lution to thisconstraintscorrespondsto the Laughlin state. Itisargued

thatthem odelleadsto thenon-com m utativeChern-Sim onstheory ofthe

Q HE and com posite ferm ions.

1. Introduction

O neoftheintriguing featuresofthequantum Halle�ect(Q HE)(fora com -

prehensive introduction see Ref. 1)isthatitisa sim plestphysicalrealization

ofthe non-com m utativespatialgeom etry (see e.g. Ref.2).Due to the intense

orthogonalm agnetic �eld B = (0;0;B ? ),electrons are con�ned to the lowest

Landau level(LLL)and theirposition coordinatesdo notcom m ute:

[̂x;ŷ]=
i

B ?

� � i�: (1)

Thisfacthad stim ulated aconsiderablenum berofpapers,in which quantum

Halle�ectisexam ined from thepointofview ofthenon-com m utativequantum

�eld theory [3]� [10].

In the Ref. 3 it was shown,that the Laughlin’s theory [11]offractional

quantum Halle�ect(FQ HE)fortheodd inverse�lling factors�� 1 = 2p+ 1 can

be presented asa non-com m utativeChern-Sim ons(NCCS)gaugetheory.This

assertion isform ulated in term softhe 
uid m echanicsand isbased on the use

ofhydrodynam icalvariablesintroduced in Ref.12.

Itwould beinteresting to substantiatetheaboveassertion using m echanical

variables{ electron coordinatesand m om enta.Thiscould m akem oretranspar-

enta transition to the traditionalquantum m echanicaldescription ofthe elec-

tron system .Anotherinterestingquestion ishow �tsspatialnon-com m utativity

with acom positeferm ion (CF)picture[13],accordingwhich thefractionalquan-

tum Hallstatesareform ed by quasiparticlesexperiencing thereduced m agnetic
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�eld B ?
?
= �B ? .Henceonehasto takeinto accountthatin theCF picturethe

non-com m utativity param eterwillbe �? = �� 1�.

In the �eld theory the com posite particle scenario can be introduced by

the m eans ofthe Chern-Sim ons (CS) gauge theory [14,15]. Here the central

role is played by the G auss’s law { constraint binding the CS m agnetic �eld

to the electron density and providing a 
ux attachm entm echanism . In Ref. 3

itwasobtained the G auss’slaw forthe CS theory based on the group ofarea

preserving di�eom orphysm s[16](APD)with a subsequentinterpretation ofit

asa �rstordertruncation ofthe corresponding non-com m utativetheory.

In the present paper we discuss these questions considering electrons as

charged particles with zero kinetic m om enta,i.e. in the LLL.In Ref. 17 it

was argued that the standard CS approach and CF picture can be developed

starting with som earea preserving singulargeom etrictransform ationsand con-

sidering them in the context ofQ HE.Below we willshow,that in reality the

area invariance condition leads to the G auss’s law for CS theory with APD

group. W e also propose a sim ple m odi�cation ofthe area transform ation rule,

which willperm itto writedown the G auss’slaw directly forthefullnon-linear

NCCS theory. Area transform ations induce corresponding changes in the N -

particleLagrangian and can beinterpreted asa transition to theCF picturein

the fram ework ofthe NCCS theory.

The lay-out ofthis paper is as follows. In Section 2 we introduce trans-

form ations ofthe electron Lagrangian and relate them to the area preserving

transform ations.In rem aining sections3 and 4 thecorrespondingNCCS theory

isconsidered and the sim ple solution forthe Laughlin state isdeterm ined.

N otations:. In the x � y plane together with the Cartesian coordinates

xi = xi (i= 1;2) we use the com plex ones: z = x + iy,�z = x � iy. In the

naturalunits c = �h = 1 electrons have a charge e = � 1,m ass m and m ove

in the area 
 in the hom ogeneous m agnetic �eld pointing down the ẑ axis:

B ? = @xA y � @yA x = � B < 0. For 2+ 1 space-tim e we use coordinates x�

(x0 = t;xi)and m etrictensor��� = diag(� 1;+ 1;+ 1).

2. Electrons in LLL and G eom etric Transform ations

Considerelectronsm oving in the x { y plane in the presence ofthe intense

orthogonalm agnetic �eld. In the case ofquantum Hallstates with the �lling

factor

� =
2�N

B 

=

1

2p+ 1
(2)

onedealswith theincom pressiblequantum 
uid form ed by LLL electronsoccu-

pyingthearea
.In whatfollowswem ainly considera�nitesystem ofelectrons

ofa lim ited spatialextent.

In the sym m etric gauge where A i = 1

2
B �ikx

k, the N -particle LLL wave

function m ustsatisfy equations

�̂
�
�z 	(x 1;:::;xN )� fp̂

�
�z + A �z(r�)g	(x 1;:::;xN )= 0: (3)
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Here the locus of particles is described by their position vectors x� (� =

1;2;:::N ).Solution to the Eq.(3)isofthe form

	(x 1;:::;xN )= F (z1;:::;zN )e
� B

4

P

�
jz� j

2

(4)

and thedynam icalinform ation on thesystem isencapsuled in theholom orphic

function F (z1;:::;zN ).

Theequation (3)can beviewed asacondition im posed on thephysicalstates

by theconstraintdynam ics(in theDirac’s[18]sense),and attheclassicallevel

theseconstraintslead to the vanishing kinetic m om enta:

�
�
i � 0: (5)

Constraints are ofthe second class with the im m ediate consequence that the

electron coordinatesdo notcom m ute:

[̂x�;ŷ�]� = ifx�;y�gD irac = � i���� : (6)

Interesting to note thatthe Dirac bracketforthe particledensitiesisalso non-

zero [10]

f�(x);�(x 0)gD irac = � ��ik
@

@xi�
�(x)

@

@xk�
�(x0): (7)

Constraints��i � 0 areprovided by the singularLagrangian [19]

LN = �

N
X

�= 1

_xi�A i(x�)= �
B

2

N
X

�= 1

_xi��ikx
k
�: (8)

In the lim it ofthe strong m agnetic �eld one can neglect the kinetic term ,

i.e form ally putm = 0.In (8)wehavenotincluded di�erentinteraction term s

(electron-electron,electron-background etc.) orcon�nem entforcesand concen-

trateon the term swhich areof�rstorderin tim e derivatives.

The corresponding canonicalHam iltonian vanishes and the quantum dy-

nam icsiscom pletely governed by constraints(5).Atthesam etim eonecannot

im poseoperatorconstraints

�̂
�
i j L i= 0 h L ĵ�

�
i = 0;

becausethey do notcom m uteam ong them selves

0 = h L j[̂�
�
1
;̂�

�
2
]j L i= iB 6= 0:

Instead,constraintscan vanish only "weakly",i.e.

�̂
�
�z j L i= 0; h L ĵ�

�
z = 0:

Thisisconsistentwith classicalEqs.(5),aswellasthecorresponding quantum

averagesvanish

h	 L ĵ�
�
i j	 Li= 0:
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Rem ark now,thatthe form alsubstitution B ! B ? � �B ,
 ! 
 am ounts

to the change ofthe �lling factor� ! �? = 1. Referred to above substitution

can be expressed in term s ofthe transform ations ofparticle coordinates and

velocities

x
i
� !

p
�fx

i
� � �

?
�
ik
a
�
k(x1;:::;xN )g (9)

_xi� !
p
�f_xi� � �

?
�
ik _a�k(x1;:::;xN )g (10)

wherea�i and _a�i areyetunspeci�ed functionsofparticlecoordinates.

Under(9)and (10)Lagrangian (8)istransform ed to

L
?
N = �

N
X

�= 1

_xi�
�

A
?
i(x�)+ a

�
i(x�)

	

+
�?

2

N
X

�= 1

�
ik
a
�
i _a

�
k: (11)

In ordertospecifyfunctionsa�i and _a�i weappealtothephysicalpropertiesof

theHall
uid.Firstofall,thesystem ofelectronsm ovingin thestrongm agnetic

�eld form sa specialkind ofincom pressiblequantum 
uid and incom pressibility

can beform ulated in term softhearea preservingdi�eom orphism s,which isthe

sym m etry ofnon-interacting electronsin the m agnetic �eld [20,21]. Secondly,

accordingtotheCF picture[13]electronsin thequantum Hallstatearereplaced

by the so called com posite particles { ferm ions (bosons) carrying even (odd)

num berofelem entary m agnetic 
ux quantum . Com posite particlesexperience

the e�ective m agnetic �eld B ? = �B and they �llup theirown lowestLandau

level.

In thepresentpaperwearguethattheem ergenceoftheChern-Sim onsgauge

�eld can be understood considering the area preserving transform ations,i.e.

CS �eld has a geom etric origin. In order to clarify this point let us turn to

the incom pressibility and its geom etric m anifestation. Particles are restricted

to m ovein the area:


 =

Z

D

d
2
x = (2p+ 1)

2�

B
N : (12)

Considerthe m ap

x
i
! x

0i = F
i(x); (13)

which inducesthe changeofthe area (12):


 ! 
 0=

Z

D

d
2
xJ

�
@F i

@xk

�

; (14)

where

J

�
@F i

@xk

�

=
1

2
�ik�

m n
@m F

i
@nF

k (15)
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isa Jacobian ofthe transform ation (13)

Introducea deform ed m ultiplication oftwo functions

(f � g)� = fg� i
�

2
�
m n

@m f@ng (16)

where � issom e param eter.Then the area transform ation can be presented in

the following form


 =
i

�

Z

D

d2x�ik(x
i
� x

k)� ! 
0=
i

�?

Z

D

d2x�ik(F
i
� F

k)�?: (17)

Here we adm it,that the m ap (13) is accom panied by the param eter change

�! �?.

The area preservation condition looksasfollows


� � 
 ! 
 0
� 
�?: (18)

Let

F
i(x)= s(i)fxi� �

?
�
ik
ak(x)g (19)

whereak(x)isa deform ation �eld and s(i)’saresom econstants.

Taking into accountthe de�nition ofthe �lling factor(2)onegets

1� s

s

2�N

�B
= � �

?

Z

D

d2x�ikD iak: (20)

Heres= s(1)s(2)and weusethe notation

D iak = @iak � i(ai� ak)�?: (21)

Setting s= � = (1+ 2p)� 1 weend up with the equation

Z

D

d2x�ikD iak = � 4�pN : (22)

Introducethe localdensity �(x;t),satisfying the condition

N =

Z

D

d2x�(x;t): (23)

In (23)weadm itthatthe density can be tim e-dependent.

Now theintegralrelation (22)can bewritten in theform oflocalconstraint

im posed on the deform ation �eld ai(x)

�(x;t)+ ��
ik
D iak = 0; 1=�= 4�p: (24)

The last relation resem bles the G auss law known in the Chern-Sim ons gauge

�eld theory.Them ain di�erenceisthatin (24)weusethe"covariantcurl"(21),

di�ering from the usualoneby the non-linearterm �ik(ai� ak)�?.
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Denote the solution ofEq.(24)by ai(xjx1;:::;xN )and form ally de�ne

a
�
k = a

�
k(xjx1;:::;xN )jx= x�

� ak(x�) (25)

and

_a�k =
1

2p

@

@t
ak(xjx1;:::;xN )jx= x�

�
1

2p
_ak(x�): (26)

Substitution of(25)and (26)into Lagrangian (11)yields

L
?
N = �

N
X

�= 1

_xi�
�

A
?
i(x�)+ ai(x�)

	

+
�?

2

1

2p

1

�

N
X

�= 1

�� ik
ai(x�)_ak(xa) (27)

where� = 2�=B ?.

Ifwe supposethatthe sum in (27)m ay be replaced by the integral,i.e.

N
X

�= 1

�
ik�� ik

ai(x�)_ak(xa)!

Z

D

d2x�ikai(x;t)@tak(x;t) (28)

wearriveatthe Lagrangian

L
? =

Z

D

d2x

�

� j
i(x;t)[A ?

i(x)+ ai(x;t)]+
�

2
�
ik
ai(x;t)@tak(x;t)

�

: (29)

Validity ofthe substitution (28)can be corroborated by the factthat� isan

elem entary area occupied by the CF in the m agnetic�eld B ?.

In the Lagrangian (29)

j
i(x;t)=

N
X

�= 1

_xi�(t)�(x � x�) (30)

isa 2-currentand the �eld ai(x;t)issubjectto the G ausslaw (24)

� � �(x;t)+ ��
ik
D iak = 0 (31)

Rem ark that the constraint(31)is invariantunder the in�nitesim algauge

transform ations

�ai(x;t)= @i�+ if(�� ai)�? � (ai� �)�?g (32)

��(x;t)= if(�� �)�? � (�� �)�?g (33)

The G ausslaw � = 0 can be taken into accountconsidering Lagrangian

L =

Z

D

d2x

�

� j
i(x;t)(A ?

i(x)+ ai(x;t))+
�

2
�
ik
ai(x;t)@tak(x;t)

� a0(x;t)�(x;t)

�

: (34)
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Variation with respecttotheLagrangem ultiplier�eld a0 im posestheconstraint

(31).

Assum ing thaton theboundary a0(x)j@D = 0 thecorrespondingLagrangian

density can be presented in the following form

L = � J
�(A ?

� + a�)�
�

2
"
���

a�@�a� +
i

3
"
��� (a� � a� � a�)�? (35)

HereJ�(x)isa 3-currentconsisting ofthe density �and 2-currentji.

Lagrangian (35)isequivalentto theonegiven in Ref.3,butisbased on the

use ofm echanicalvariablesand asitisclaim ed in Ref. 3,thisLagrangian can

be considered asan approxim ation to the NCCS Lagrangian.

Transition to NCCS theory can be perform ed sim ply substituting the de-

form ed product(16)by the M oyal-W eylstarproduct

(f(x)?g(x))� = e
� i�

2
�
ik
@
�i
@
�k f(x + �)� g(x + �)j�= �= 0

= (f(x)� g(x))� + O (�2) (36)

Thisstep can be accom plished,taking into accountthatthe LLL condition

forcesthearea 
 to bea partofa noncom m utativex� y plane.Theexpression

i

�

Z

D

d2x�ik(x
i
?x

k)� = 
� (37)

can be used foran heuristicde�nition ofthearea and itstransform ation under

the m ap (13)accom panied by the changeofthe non-com m utativity param eter

�! �? = �� 1�:


� ! 
0
�? =

i

�?

Z

D

d2x�ik(F
i(x)?F k(x))�? (38)

Alltheconsideration given abovecan berepeated with them inorm odi�ca-

tion oftheproduct:(f � g)�? ! (f ?g)�?.Forexam pleforthe"covariantcurl"

onem usttake

D
?
iak = @iak � i(ai?ak)�? (39)

instead of(21).

Proceeding in thisway we arriveatthe NCCS Lagrangian

LN C C S = � J
�(A ?

� + a�)�
�

2
"
���

a� ?

�

@�a� � i
2

3
a� ?a�

�

: (40)

In this expression and hereafter we use the star product with param eter �?

(f ?g � (f ?g)�?).

3. C hern-Sim ons T heory in LLL

Up to now we have considered area preserving geom etric transform ations,

which aresupposed to satisfy the constraintequation

�(x)+ ��
ik(@iak � iai?ak)= 0: (41)
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This constrainthave been related to the �eld theory Lagrangian (40). Up to

the surfaceterm sthisLagrangian density isequivalentto

L = � J
i(A ?

i + ai)+ a0fJ0 � �(�ik@iak � i�ikai?ak)g+
�

2
�
ik
ai_ak: (42)

For the interior points ofthe area 
 the Euler-Lagrange equation for the

gauge�eld a� reads

J
� = � �f"

���
@�a� � i"��� a� ?a�g (43)

and in particularleadsto the constraint

� 0 = � J0 + �f�
ik
@iak � i�ikai?akg� 0: (44)

The 3-currentisnotconserved in the usualsenseaswellas

@�J
� = i�"��� @�

�

a� ?a�
�

: (45)

Rem ind,thatthe 3-currentisgiven by

J
0(x)= �(x;t) J

i(x)=

N
X

�= 1

_xi��(x � x�(t)): (46)

The�eld a0 isLagrangem ultiplierprovidingconstraint(44)and onecan set

a0 = 0.In the com plex coordinatesLagrangian reads

L =

Z

D

dxL = �

N
X

a= 1

_za(t)fA
?
z(xa)+ az(xa)g�

N
X

a= 1

_�za(t)fA
?
�z(xa)+ a�z(x�)g

+ 2i�

Z

D

dxa�z(x)_az(x) (47)

and the G ausslaw (44)isgiven by

�(x;t)+ 2i�(@ �zaz � @za�z)� 4�az ?a�z = 0: (48)

Lagrangian(47)isa�rstorderin particlevelocitiesand generatesthesystem

ofsecond-classconstraints

� �
z = p

�
z + A

?
z(x�)+ az(xa)� 0; (49)

� �
�z = p

�
�z + A

?
�z(x�)+ a�z(x�)� 0: (50)

Chern-Sim ons �eld a�(x) m ust be quantized. The equaltim e canonical

com m utation relation reads

[̂az(x);̂a�z(x
0)]=

1

2�
�(x � x

0): (51)
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Choosing the holom orphicpolarization [22]weset

â�z(x)=
1

2�

�

�az(x)
: (52)

The quantum state vectorm ustsatisfy the G ausslaw (48)

�̂ 0(x)�[a z;x1;:::xN ]= 0 (53)

where

�̂ 0(x)= Ĵ
0(x)+ 2i�

�

@�zaz(x)�
1

2�
@z

�

�az(x)

�

� 2az(x)?
�

�az(x)
: (54)

Togetherwith (53)the statevectorissubjected to the constraint(50)

�̂ �
�z� =

�

p̂
�
�z + A

?
�z(x�)+

1

2�

�

�az(x�)

�

� = 0: (55)

Equation (45)gives

�

@� Ĵ
�(x)� @t

�

az(x)?
�

�az(x)

��

� = 0: (56)

Considera sim plestcaseofconstant(az-independent)functionals

�

�az(x)
�0 = 0 (57)

Rem ark,thatin thesubspaceofconstantwavefunctionalscurrentisconserved

@� Ĵ
�(x)�0 = 0 (58)

and onecan set�̂(x)� Ĵ0(x)=
P N

�= 1
�(x� x�).Now theG ausslaw isreduced

to the equation

� N
X

�= 1

�(x � xa)+ 2i�@�zaz

�

�0 = 0 (59)

Solving the lastequation one gets

az(x)=
i

2��

N
X

�= 1

1

z� z�
: (60)

Thisisacom plex connection [23]used in theholom orphicgaugequantization of

thenon-Abelian CS �elds(seee.g.Ref.24).Rem ark,thatthe useofthisnon-

Herm itian connection requiresintroduction ofcom pensating m easure in scalar

products[25,26].

9



A com m entisin orderhere.Itregardsthestatusofthevariablesz and �z in

thetransform ation (9).Theproperapproach istohandlecoordinateszand �zas

independentand im posethereality condition z? = �z attheend ofcalculations.

The wavefunction �0 dependson the particlecoordinates,and thisdepen-

dencecan be read outfrom the LLL condition (55):

fp̂
�
�z + A

?
�z(x�)g�0 = 0: (61)

Thecorresponding solution looksasfollows

�0(x1;:::;xN )� F (z1;:::;zN )e
� B

?

4

P
N

�= 1
jz� j

2

(62)

with a holom orphicfunction F .

4. Laughlin W ave Function

W ave function ofthe system ofelectrons satis�es LLL condition (3). The

wave function (62) also belongs to the LLL,but with respect to the reduced

m agnetic�eld B ? = �B .O neoftheprincipalassertionsofCF approach isthat

function F in (62)givesthe holom orphic partofthe totalLLL wave function

(4)

	(x 1;:::;xN )= e
� 2p B

?

4

P
N

�= 1
jz� j

2

�C F : (63)

Forthe electronsin the LLL the �lling factorcan be de�ned by the ratio

�=
N (N � 1)

2J
=
J?

J
: (64)

whereJ isa totalangularm om entum ofthesystem ofelectrons.Strictly speak-

ing de�nition (64) is valid in the therm odynam icallim it,but we suppose its

validity in ourcase.

W rite down the operatorequation

Ĵ = (2p+ 1)Ĵ?; (65)

which correspondsto the fact,that the CF in the m agnetic �eld B ? occupies

thesite,which is(2p+ 1)tim eslargerthan Landau sitefortheoriginalelectron

in the m agnetic�eld B .

Angularm om entum operatorforelectronsin LLL isgiven by

Ĵ =
2

B

X

[̂p�
�z � A �z(x�)][̂p

�
z � A z(xa)]; (66)

and classically on the constrained m anifold

J(�ai = 0)=
B

2

N
X

�= 1

jz�j
2
: (67)
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O neeasily veri�esthatanalogousexpression forthecom positeparticlesisgiven

by

J
?(� a

i = 0) =
2

B ?

N
X

�= 1

[p�z � A
?
�z(x�)+ a�z(x�)][pz � A

?
z(x�)+ az(x�)]

=
B ?

2

N
X

�= 1

jz�j
2
: (68)

Using this observation and Eq.(60)we write down the angularm om entum

forthe system ofcom positeparticles

Ĵ
? =

2

B ?

N
X

�= 1

�

p̂�z � A
?
�z(x�)

��

p̂z � A
?
z(x�)+ 2ip

N
X

�= 1;�6= �

1

z� � z�

�

: (69)

ThesoughtforLLL com positeferm ion wavefunction istheangularm om en-

tum eigenstate

Ĵ
?�C F =

N (N � 1)

2
�C F ; (70)

and satis�esthe K nizhnik-Zam olodchikov [27]equation

�

p̂
�
z � A

?
z + 2ip

N
X

�= 1;�6= �

1

z� � z�

�

�C F = � i

N
X

�= 1;�6= �

1

z� � z�
�C F : (71)

Thecorresponding solution isgiven by

�C F =
Y

�< �

(z� � z�)
2p+ 1e

� B
?

4

P
N

�= 1
jz� j

2

(72)

yielding the �nalresult{ Laughlin wavefunction

	 =
Y

�< �

(z� � z�)
2p+ 1e

� B

4

P
N

�= 1
jz� j

2

(73)

5. C onclusions

In the presentpaperwe haveconsidered a system ofelectronsin the lowest

Landau levelwith the aim to obtain the non-com m utative version ofthe CS

description ofquantum Halle�ectin term sofparticlevariables.W ehaveintro-

duced theareapreservingsingulargeom etrictransform ationsand concludethat

theareapreservation condition when interpreted in term softheQ HE �llingfac-

toryieldsthe G ausslaw in CS theory with APD asa gaugegroup.G eom etric

transform ationsaregenerated by thegauge�eldsand theG ausslaw isinvariant
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with respectto generalized gauge transform ations. In thatpartwe reproduce

corresponding conclusionsgiven in Ref.3.

As a further step we have proposed the m odi�cation ofthe area transfor-

m ation rule. This m odi�cation is presented as an heuristic toolwithout any

specialjusti�cation. Despite ofthat, this Ansatz leads to the G auss law in

the form adopted in the NCCS theory and perm itsto write down correspond-

ing Lagrangian. ThisLagrangian describesparticlesin the e�ective (reduced)

m agnetic �eld and interacting with the non-com m utative CS �eld. Developed

schem e correspondsto the com posite ferm ion picture in the non-com m utative

CS theory.

The quantum state vector depends on the gauge �eld con�gurations and

particlecoordinates.Dynam icsisgovernedbythesystem ofconstraintsim posed

on thestatevector.TheseconditionsareG ausslaw and constraintsexpressing

vanishing ofkinetic m om enta ofparticles in the LLL.W e have exam ined the

self-consistentsolution corresponding to theconstant(gauge�eld independent)

wave functional. In that case one m ay identify the particle density as a tim e

com ponentoftheconserved local3-currentand consideration isreduced to the

linearCS theory in the holom orphicgauge.

Thedetailed form ofthewavefunction wasdeterm ined consideringthetotal

angular m om entum ofthe system ofcom posite ferm ions. This perm itted to

expressthe corresponding solution in the form ofthe Laughlin wavefunction.

Theproposed schem eseem sto beequivalentto the hydrodynam icalform u-

lation,buttheuseofm echanicalvariablesperm itsto reconstructthe structure

ofthe m any-electron wavefunction in the com positeferm ion approach.
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