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A bstract

Chem-Sim ons type gauge eld is generated by the m eans of the sin-
gular area preserving transfom ations In the lowest Landau level of elec—
trons form ing fractional quantum Hall state. D ynam ics is govemed by
the system of constraints which correspond to the G auss law In the non—
com m utative C hem-5im ons gauge theory and to the lowest Landau level
condition in the picture of com posite fermm ions. P hysically reasonable so—
Iution to this constraints corresponds to the Laughlin state. It is argued
that the m odel leads to the non-com m utative C hem-Sin ons theory ofthe
QHE and com posite ferm ions.

1. Introduction

O ne ofthe intriguing features of the quantum Halle ect QHE) (fora com —
prehensive Introduction see Ref. 1) is that it is a sin plest physical realization
of the non-com m utative spatial geom etry (see eg. Ref. 2). D ue to the intense
orthogonalm agnetic eld B = (0;0;B - ), electrons are con ned to the lowest
Landau lkevel (LLL) and their position coordinates do not comm ute:

R;y1= i: 1)

B-

T his fact had stim ulated a considerable num ber ofpapers, In which quantum
Halle ect isexam ned from the point ofview ofthe non-com m utative quantum

eld theory 'E] ELQI] _

In the Ref. 3 it was shown, that the Laughlin’s theory EL_:] of fractional
quantum Halle ect FQHE) forthe odd nverse lling factors ! = 2p+ 1can
be presented as a non-com m utative C hem-Sin ons W CC S) gauge theory. This
assertion is form ulated in tem s of the uid m echanics and is based on the use
of hydrodynam icalvariables introduced in Ref. 12.

Tt would be interesting to substantiate the above assertion using m echanical
variables { electron coordinates and m om enta. T his could m ake m ore transpar-
ent a transition to the traditional quantum m echanical description of the elec—
tron system . A nother Interesting question ishow ts spatialnon-com m utativity
w ith a com posite ferm ion (CF) picture 'g-é"], according w hich the fractionalquan-—
tum Hall states are ©om ed by quasiparticles experiencing the reduced m agnetic
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eldB? = B, .Henceone hasto take into account that in the CF picture the
non-com m utativity param eterwillbe = !

In the eld theory the com posite particle scenario can be introduced by
the m eans of the Chem-Sin ons (CS) gauge theory t_lff, :;Lg: . Here the central
rolk is played by the G auss’s law { constraint binding the CS m agnetic eld
to the electron density and providing a ux attachm ent m echanisn . In Ref. 3
i was obtained the G auss’s law for the CS theory based on the group of area
preserving di eom orphysn s |:L6|] APD) wih a subsequent Interpretation of it
asa rst order truncation of the corresponding non-com m utative theory.

In the present paper we discuss these questions considering electrons as
charged particles w ith zero kinetic m om enta, ie. In the LLL.In Ref. 17 it
was argued that the standard CS approach and CF picture can be developed
starting w ith som e area preserving singular geom etric transform ations and con-
sidering them in the context of QHE . Below we will show, 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 sin ple m odi cation of the area transformm ation rule,
which will perm it to w rite down the G auss’s law directly for the full non-linear
NCCS theory. Area transfomm ations induce corresponding changes in the N —
particle Lagrangian and can be interpreted as a transition to the CF picture n
the fram ework ofthe NCC S theory.

The lay-out of this paper is as follows. In Section 2 we introduce trans-
form ations of the electron Lagrangian and relate them to the area preserving
transform ations. In rem aining sections 3 and 4 the corresoonding NCC S theory
is considered and the sin ple solution for the Laughlin state is determ ined.

N otations:. In the x vy plane together w ith the Cartesian coordinates
xt = x; A= 1;2) weuse the complex ones: z = x+ iy, z= x iy. In the
naturalunits c = = 1 electrons have a charge e = 1, massm and m ove
in the area  in the hom ogeneous m agnetic eld pointing down the 2 axis:
B, = @kA, @A, = B < 0. For 2+1 spacetime we use coordinates x
®° = t;x') and m etric tensor = diag( 1;+1;+1).

2. E lectrons in LLL and G eom etric Transform ations

Consider electrons m oving in the x { y plane in the presence of the intense
orthogonalm agnetic eld. In the case of quantum Hall states w ith the Illing
factor

2N 1

B 2p+ 1

@)

one dealsw ith the incom pressble quantum uid form ed by LLL electrons occu—
pylhgthearea .Inwhat ollowswem ainly considera nite system ofelectrons
ofa lim ited spatial extent.

In the symmetric gauge where A; = B yxx*, the N -particle LLL wave
finction m ust satisfy equations

*, Eajuyxy) B, AL )g &Kijuixy )= 0: 3)



Here the locus of particles is described by their position vectors x ( =
1;2; =N ). Solution to the Eq.{3) is of the orm
S b
®1jmixy ) = F (@juizy Je ©

% f @)
and the dynam ical nform ation on the system isencapsuled in the holom orphic
function F (z1; 52y ) -

T he equation 6) can be view ed as a condition in posed on the physicalstates
by the constraint dynam ics (in the D irac’s @é] sense), and at the classical level
these constraints lead to the vanishing kinetic m om enta:

. 0: ©)

Constraints are of the second class w ith the inm ediate consequence that the
electron coordinates do not comm ute:

R ;9] = ifx ;¥ Pirac= 1 : (6)
Interesting to note that the D irac bracket for the particle densities is also non-
Zero f_lC_i]
@ @
®)— &9 )

. 0 —
f ®); ®) irac = J'.k@xi @xk

Constraints 0 are provided by the singular Lagrangian l_l-€_i']
Ly = Ak )= ¥ px: @®)

In the Im it of the strong m agnetic eld one can neglect the kinetic tem ,
ie omally putm = 0. In {g) we have not included di erent interaction temm s
(electron-electron, electron-background etc.) or con nem ent forces and concen—
trate on the tem s which are of rst order in tim e derivatives.

The corresponding canonical Ham iltonian vanishes and the quantum dy-—
nam ics is com pletely govemed by constraints @) . At the sam e tim e one cannot
Im pose operator constraints

/\iij_:o th\i=0;
because they do not com m ute am ong them selves

O=h i ;" Jri= B 6 0:
Instead, constraints can vanish only "weakly", ie.

~,Jui=0; h .71, =0:

T his is consistent w ith classicalE gs. (:5) , aswellas the corresponding quantum
averages vanish

h 3] ci=0:



?

Rem ark now , that the form alsubstitution B ! B B, ! am ounts
to the change of the lling factor ! ? = 1. Referred to above substitution
can be expressed In termm s of the transform ations of particle coordinates and
velocities

N p—_ ?
! : Jkak (17 :25%Xy )9 9)

p—_ 2 i
x’ P R &7 uuxy )g 10)
where a; and g are yet unspeci ed functions of particle coordinates.
Under @) and {10) Lagrangian (@) is transform ed to

? x‘[ i d ? ){\I
Ly = X A& )+ta &) +? a; a : 1)
=1 =1

In orderto specify functionsa; and a; weappealto the physicalpropertiesof

theHall uid. First ofall, the system ofelectronsm oving in the strongm agnetic

eld form sa gpecialkind of incom pressble quantum uid and incom pressibiliy

can be form ulated In termm s ofthe area preserving di eom orphisn s, which is the

sym m etry of non-interacting electrons in the m agnetic eld f_Z-(_)', 2-1_:]. Secondly,

according to the CF picture t_l-j] electrons in the quantum H all state are replaced

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

num ber of elem entary m agnetic ux quantum . C om posite particles experience

the e ectivem agnetic eld B ° = B and they Ilup their own lowest Landau

level.

In the present paperw e argue that the em ergence ofthe C hem-Sim onsgauge

eld can be understood considering the area preserving transform ations, ie.

CS el has a geom etric origih. In order to clarify this point lt us tum to

the incom pressibility and its geom etric m anifestation. P articles are restricted
to move In the area:

_ Y e 2
= x= (Qp+ 1)BN. 12)

Consider the m ap

xt1 x%= Fix); @3)

Fi
v 9= @xJ (ék ; (14)
D X
where
@r*t 1 .
o~ o v EFGFS 15)



is a Jacobian of the transform ation @-é)
Introduce a deform ed m ultiplication of two fiinctions

€ 9) =fg ig "te, fehg 16)

where is som e param eter. Then the area transform ation can be presented in
the follow Ing form
L Z L Z
1 2 i 0 1 2 i k
= - Exgap& 1 == EPxpF' OF) e a7
D D
Here we adm i, that the m ap C_l-g:) is accom panied by the param eter change

! ?

T he area preservation condition looks as follow s
! 0 22 18)
Let
Fix)=s@fx' 7 %a x)g 19

where a; (x) is a deform ation eld and s(i)’s are som e constants.
Taking Into account the de nition ofthe 1ling factor (@:) one gets

Z
1 s2N 5 .
—— = 7 @%x *Diay: 20)
s B D

Here s= s(l)s(2) and we use the notation

Diax = @Giax  ils &) =: @1)
Settihgs= = (1+ 2p) * weend up wih the equation
Z
&x ¥Diay = 4 pN: ©2)

D

Introduce the localdensity (x;t), satisfying the condition
Z
N = ?x x;t): 23)
D
I £3) we adm it that the density can be tin e-dependent.
Now the integral relation ('_2-2:) can be w ritten in the form of localconstraint
In posed on the deform ation eld a; (k)

&+ *Diax = 0; 1= = 4 p: 4)

The last relation resembles the G auss law known in the Chem-Sin ons gauge
el theory. Them ah di erence isthat .n (24:) we use the "covariant curl" (21_:),

di ering from the usualone by the non-lineartem *@; a) - .



D enote the solution ofEq. {_éé_l') by a; kK1 u5xy ) and form ally de ne

Qe = Ay (x }(l 17 929XN )j(——x ax X ) (25)
and
= } ) k= x ) (26)
Q, = ax x ;X = ax X ): 26
dy 20 @ k X1 N ) Xk=x > dk

Substitution of C_2-§) and {_2-§) into Lagrangian @-]_;) yields

h ) R ?q :I_X\I )
L] = X Al )tak) + ——— Fai & Jax (a) @7)
2 2p

N

=1 =1

?

where = 2 =B _
Ifwe suppose that the sum In C_2]) m ay be replaced by the integral, ie.
A ik ik ’ 2 ik
ai(® )ax ®a) ! d'x Ta; x;H)Qax x;t) 28)
-1 D
we arrive at the Lagrangian
Z
7= d'x FenBle)+ akinlt - Takihtackin 1 @9)

D

Validity of the substitution d_2-§') can be corroborated by the fact that isan
elem entary area occupied by the CF in them agnetic eld B 7.
In the Lagrangian {_29‘)

Fei= ¥ 0 & x ) 30)

is a 2-current and the el a; (x;t) is sub Fct to the Gauss law {24)
&+ *Diac=0 @1)

Rem ark that the constraint C_?;]_:) is Invariant under the In niesin al gauge
transform ations

aikit)= @ +if( aj)): (@  )-g (32)
;0 = if( )2 ):g (33)
The Gauss law = 0 can be taken into account considering Lagrangian
Z
L= dIx T AL T aiki) + o Faikineax ki)
ap k;t) &it) (34)



Vardation w ith respect to the Lagrangem ultiplier eld ap in posesthe constraint
GL).

A ssum ing that on the boundary ap %) 3p = 0 the corresponding Lagrangian
density can be presented in the ollow Ing form

L= 3 @ira) " a@a+§l" @ a a)- (35)

Here J (x) isa 3-current consisting ofthe density and 2-current jt.
Lagrangian ('_3-5) is equivalent to the one given in Ref. 3, but isbased on the
use of m echanical variables and as it is clain ed In Ref. 3, this Lagrangian can
be considered as an approxin ation to the NCC S Lagrangian.
Transition to NCC S theory can be perform ed sin ply substituting the de—
form ed product (.'_l-é) by the M oyalW eylstar product

Ex)2g&) = e 7 Cifrfx+ ) gx+ )3 o
= (& g&)+0(? (36)

T his step can be accom plished, taking into account that the LLL condition
forcesthe area  to be a part ofa noncomm utative x  y plane. T he expression
L Z
1 .
- d?x 5 & ?x
D
can be used for an heuristic de nition ofthe area and is transform ation under

the m ap 6_1'3') accom panied by the change of the non-com m utativiy param eter
| ? = 1.

k) = 37)

7
[ Fx p Fx)?2F* x)) - (38)

)
A 11 the consideration given above can be repeated w ith the m Inorm odi ca—

tion ofthe product: (£ g): ! (£ ?29) . Forexam plk for the "covariant curl”
one m ust take

D i?ak = @iax i@; ?ax) - (39)
instead of £1).
P roceeding in thisway we arrive at the NCC S Lagrangian

2 2
Lycecs= J A" +a) 5" a? Qa iga ?7a (40)

In this expression and hereafter we use the star product w ith param eter
f?2g ((E°29):).
3. Chern-Sim ons Theory in LLL

Up to now we have considered area preserving geom etric transfom ations,
which are supposed to satisfy the constraint equation

®)+ *@Ea H@i?a)= 0: (41)



T his constraint have been related to the eld theory Lagrangian @(_i) . Up to
the surface temm s this Lagrangian density is equivalent to

L= J'@l+a)+ afdy (¥ @a i%aiza)g+ 3 *asay 42)

For the interior points of the area  the Eulerlagrange equation for the
gauge eld a reads

J = f" Qe a " a 2ag 43)
and In particular leads to the constraint
o= Jo+ f ¥eiay i%™a;?ag 0: 44)
T he 3—current is not conserved in the usualsense aswellas
@RJ =1i" @ a ?a : 45)

Rem ind, that the 3-current is given by
J'®) = &b Jix)=  x & x ©): (46)

The eld ap isLagrangem ultiplier providing constraint Cfl-l_ll) and one can set
ag = 0. In the com plex coordinates Lagrangian reads

Z >£\] ? >£\] ?

L = dxL = za OFA7, ®a) + a; ®a)g Ze OFA7, Xa) + 2, k)9
D 7 a=1 a=1
+2i dxa; k)as &) @7

D

and the G auss law (44) is given by
®;t)+ 2i @,a, @ua,) 4a,?a,=0: 48)

Lagrangian Cfl- j) isa rst order in particl velocities and generatesthe system
of second-class constraints

p, +A.& )+ a, ®a) 0; 49)

, =P, tAl&x )+a,x ) O0: 50)

Chem-Smmons eld a x) must be quantized. The equal tin e canonical
com m utation relation reads

1
B, x);4, ®)]= o & x%): 1)

[o¢]



Choosing the holom orphic polarization I_Z-Ei] we set

1
a; &) = 2 aw” 52)

The quantum state vector m ust satisfy the G auss law Cfl-g')

0®) Boixiiuxy 1= 0 (53)

w here

A

1
o) = &)+ 21 Qa, ®) Th—— 23 K)? (54)

a; x) az (x)

Together w ith C_gg:) the state vector is sub fected to the constraint {5@)

A
z

. 1
= AC - =0:
p,+Ax )+ > A ) 0 55)

E quation @5) gives

e f &) @ a,x)? = 0: (56)
a; (x)

Consider a sin plest case of constant (@, -independent) fiinctionals

0=0 c7)

az (x)

Ream ark, that In the subspace of constant wave fiinctionals current is conserved
@ &) o=0 (58)

and one can set “(x) fo(x)= -1 & x ).Now theGausslaw is reduced
to the equation

bl
X Xa)+ 2iQ.a, 0= 10 (59)
=1
Solring the last equation one gets
i ¥
a, &)= — (60)
2 z Z

T his isa com plex connection [_23] used In the holom orphic gauge quantization of
the non-Abelian CS elds (see eg. Ref. 24). Ram ark, that the use of this non—
Hem itian connection requires ntroduction of com pensating m easure in scalar
products I_2-§, 2@]



A comm ent is in order here. It regards the status of the variabls z and z In
the transfom ation ('_é) . The proper approach isto handle coordinatesz and z as
independent and in pose the reality condition z° = z at the end of calculations.

The wave function ( depends on the particle coordinates, and this depen—
dence can be read out from the LLL condition a_5-§):

f6, + A] x )g o= O: ©61)

T he corresponding solution looks as follow s

o ®iju5xy ) F o (ziuiizn e ENEE (62)

w ith a holom orphic function F .

4. Laughlin W ave Function

W ave function of the system of electrons satis es LLL condition (:j) . The
wave function C_éZ_i) also belongs to the LLL, but with respect to the reduced
magnetic eld B’ = B .One ofthe principalassertions of CF approach is that
function F in d_é_') gives the holom orphic part of the total LLL wave function
@)

2Py
2pB— z 63)

1juixy )= e 1 cF

For the electrons In the LLL the ling factor can be de ned by the ratio

_Ne n_ I .
2d J
where J isa totalangularm om entum ofthe system ofelectrons. Strictly soeak—
ing de nition (5@:) is valid in the them odynam ical lim i, but we suppose its
validity in our case.
W rite down the operator equation

F= ep+ 1)F%; (65)

which corresponds to the fact, that the CF in the m agnetic eld B ? occupies
the site, which is 2p+ 1) tin es larger than Landau site for the original electron
in themagnetic ed B .

Angularm om entum operator for electrons in LLL is given by

X

J= b, 2.&)IP, A& (66)

Uj|[\)

and classically on the constrained m anifold

a B .
J(i=0=5 %3 67)



O ne easily veri es that analogous expression for the com posite particles is given
by

? 2){\1 d ?
J(§=0 = ~ b, Al )+a,x)p, A& )+ a,&x )]
=1
2 ¥
B
= = 7 F: (68)

U sing this observation and Eq.C_6-(_j) we write down the angular m om entum
for the system of com posite particles

2 ¥ ) ) X 1
= = p. A, x) P A, )+2Db — :  (69)
B _, e 2 02

ol

T he sought or LLL com posite ferm ion wave fiinction is the angularm om en—
tum elgenstate

~o N 1
£ N )

Csz CFJ (70)

and satis es the K nizhnik~Zam olodchikov f_Z-]'] equation

., X 1 X 1
B, A, +2p — ¢cr = 1 —— <¢F (71)

T he corresponding solution is given by

Y ?PN

cr= @z z)®EleTm L FT 72)
<

yielding the nalresult { Laughlin wave function

Y BPN .
- @ z)Ptle T ¥ 7T 73)

5. Conclusions

In the present paper we have considered a system of electrons in the lowest
Landau lkevel w ith the ain to obtain the non-com m utative version of the CS
description of quantum Halle ect In tem s ofparticlk variables. W e have Intro—
duced the area preserving singular geom etric transform ations and conclude that
the area preservation condition when interpreted in term softheQHE 1ling fac—
tor yields the Gauss law in CS theory wih APD as a gauge group. G eom etric
transform ations are generated by the gauge eldsand the G auss law is invariant
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w ith respect to generalized gauge transfom ations. In that part we reproduce
corresoonding conclusions given in Ref. 3.

A s a further step we have proposed the m odi cation of the area transfor-
m ation rule. This m odi cation is presented as an heuristic tool w tthout any
soecial jasti cation. Despite of that, this Ansatz leads to the Gauss law in
the form adopted In the NCC S theory and pem its to w rite down correspond—
ing Lagrangian. T his Lagrangian describes particles In the e ective (reduced)
m agnetic eld and interacting w ith the non-comm utative CS eld. D eveloped
schem e corresponds to the com posite ferm ion picture in the non-com m utative
C S theory.

The quantum state vector depends on the gauge eld con gurations and
particle coordinates. D ynam ics is govemed by the system ofconstraintsim posed
on the state vector. T hese conditions are G auss law and constraints expressing
vanishing of kinetic m om enta of particles in the LLL.W e have exam ined the
self-consistent solution corresponding to the constant (gauge eld independent)
wave functional. In that case one m ay identify the particle density as a tine
com ponent of the conserved local 3-current and consideration is reduced to the
linear C S theory in the holom orphic gauge.

T he detailed orm ofthe wave function was determ ined considering the total
angular m om entum of the system of com posite ferm ions. This pem itted to
express the corresponding solution in the form of the Laughlin wave fiinction.

T he proposed schem e seem s to be equivalent to the hydrodynam ical form u—
Jation, but the use ofm echanical variables pem its to reconstruct the structure
of the m any-electron wave fiinction in the com posite ferm on approach.
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