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ABSTRACT

W e exam ine Chem-Sin ons theory w ritten on a noncom m utative plane w ith a hol’, and
show that the algebra of observables is a nonlinear deform ation of the w; algebra. The
deform ation depends on the kvel (the coe cient in the Chem-Sin ons action), and the non-
com m utativity param eter, which were identi ed, respectively, w th the inverse lling fraction
(m inus one) and the inverse density In a recent description of the fractional quantum Hall
e ect. W e ram ark on the quantization of our algebra. T he resuls are sensitive to the choice

of ordering in the G auss law .
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An e ective hydrodynam ic description of the fractional quantum Halle ect FQHE) In
term s of noncom m utative C hem-Sin ons theory was recently proposed in E.']. Tt connected
the area preserving di eom orphisn symm etry of an Incom pressible Hall uid and w ith that
present In  rst order noncom m utative C hem-Sim ons theory. The sym m etry is generated by
the w1 algebra, and it therefore should be present n both contexts. W ithin the context of
Hall uid, the ol ofthew, algebra and its quantization to W1 (OrW 141 ) a]gebras'g] has
been discussed In a num berofpapers.B],El],ES],f_é] Herewe show how to recover thew, algebra

(and defom ations thereof) from noncom m utative C hem-Sim ons theory.

Tt iswellknown how to w rite C hem-Sim onstheory on the noncom m utative plane tim ef_7.],
but as with the com m utative version, the theory is em pty. This can be recti ed with the
Introduction of sources. In the com m utative theory, sources can be introduced by punching
holes in the plane. The nonocom m utative analogue of a punctured plane was developed in
fg]. A hok was introduced by rem oving low lying states from the H ibert space. D erivations
could be de ned, and by utilizing deform ed coherent statesf], {101, it was shown how to recover
the punctured plane in the com m utative lin it. Here we w rite down Chem-Sin ons theory on
such noncom m utative spaces. In posing the necessary boundary condiions on the eldsat the
hok’, we nd the resulting gauge Invariant ocbservables on phase space and show that their
P oisson bradket algebra is a two param eter nonlinear deform ation ofthew; algebra. Thetwo
param eters are the ¥evel’ k (having Integer values ~) and the noncom m utativity param eter
0. In ﬂ:], E.-;'] the Integer values were identi ed w ith inverse 1lling fractions 1= (m inusone) ,
and (o was identi ed w ith the Inverse density (in the co-m oving fram e). W e nd that the 1im it
k! 1 givesthe contraction to lineardeform ationsW 1 ,while (! 0 givesthe contraction to
w1 . W e thereby recover the sym m etry algebra for rst order noncom m utative C hem-Sin ons
theory. O ur resuls are in contrast to previous quantum m echanical descriptions ofthe FQHE
in tem s of the linear deform ations W1 ©Or W 141 ) E],EI],E_S],E_G]. At the end of this ltter,
we rem ark on the quantization of our algebra, where we thus introduce a third deform ation
param eter , which contains quantum corrections and is sensitive to the choice of ordering in
the G auss law . Initial resuls suggest that appears as an overall factor.

W e rst consider C hem-Sim onstheory w ritten on the noncom m utative plane tin e, which
we denote by M F(O) F(O) is generated by som e operator z and

its hemm itian conjugate z, satisfying [z;z]1= o, o beinga cnumber. z and z have In nie

R . The noncom m utative space M

din ensional representations. W e denote the vector space on which they act by H @ , with

basis vectors 1 >2 H @ ;n = 0;1;2;:: . The spaceM V)

F
MF(O)ijlbedenotedby and , and assum ed to com m ute

adm its derivations. D erivatives on

Acting on a function ofz and z,

= ip; 1; = ipi I: @)



T he operator p can be taken tobe i 01 z, wih iEshem itian conqugatep= i Olz.Then

bipl= ' @)

which is consistent with @).

The degrees of freedom for noncom m utative Chem-Sim ons theory can be taken to be

©)

a conjigate pair of potentials A and A. They are functions on M |

transform ations:

R . Under gauge

A ! UYU+U7YAU
A ! UYU+UYAU ; @)

where U isunitary function. It is convenient to introduce X = p+ A and X = p+ A forthey
transform covariantly: X ! UYXU , X ! UYXU :The el strength is

F = 1i2A iA+ B;2a]
X;X1 [pipl; )

which then also transform s covariantly. T he Chem-Sin ons Lagrangian can be w ritten

i
Les = k oTT @A AR)+ AF

i _
kTr - o DXX XDX) + By ©®)

where DX = X- iR ;X ]; the dot denotes a tim e derivative and Tr is the trace over basis
states in H @ . W e have dropped total tin e derivatives and equated tem s related by cyclic
pem utation In going from the rst line to the second in ('6) . Ay plys the role of a Lagrange
muliplier. It is assum ed to be hem itian and gauge transform asAg ! UYU-+ UYAU ; and
s0o D X and its hem itian conjagate ﬂ transform ocovariantly.

For gauge invariance one can assum e that U and UY act asthe dentity on h > asn ! 1 .
T his corresponds to the requirem ent in the com m utative theory that gauge transform ations
vanish at spatial in niy. Applying the cyclic property of the trace, TD +X X and TxX ﬂ
are gauge Invariant. Conceming the ram aining term in 6_6), the condition of invariance was
shown to lead to ]exéelquantjzation .{_ia'], tL-j] M ore precisely, level quantization follow s from the
dem and that expi ; dtL¢s is nvariant under gauge transform ations satisfying

U! 11; as t! 1 (7)

T he quantization condition is k = integer ~, and the integer was identi ed in L], L 1] w ith
the inverse of the 1ling fraction (m inus one) .

A sw ith Chem-Sin onstheory on com m utative R 3, the above theory isem pty. T his is easily
seen In the canonical form alism . T he tin e derivative termm s in (:_6) de ne the Poisson structure.



The phase space is spanned by matrix elements ' =< n¥X ;n > and [ =< n¥X ;n >,wih

n

P oisson brackets )
1
k o
T he rem aining tem s i the trace in {§) give the G auss law constraints

=]

£ Sg= n ®)

G =<niK; XM >+ J 0= D

n

R ©

They are rst class, and from

ikofmng= m s S m

n '-r r n n r

. m.,~sS__ m s s m
lkofn'Grg_rn n r

generate gauge transform ations. Sihce every rst class constraint elin inates two phase space
variables, no degrees of freedom rem ain after progcting to the reduced phase space.

o) .
Foo- T heir

com m utative lim i was shown to be the punctured plane w ith a nontrivial P oisson structure.

For convenience we again callthe generatorsofthealgebra by z and z, although now [z;z]6 .

A temative noncom m utative spacesw ere exam ined in E_S]. W e denote them by M

T hese generators act on a H ibert space H ©°) which isan in nite din ensional subset ofH @ .
H ®0) is spanned by basisvectors 71 > ; n = ng;ng+ 1;ng+ 2; ::3, ny beig som e positive integer.
W e have thus put a hok’ in the H ibert space H @ . M ;nO) was shown to adm it derivations.
W e once again denote derivatives by and , and assum e they comm ute. Now introduce a

finction on M ;nO) . Tt can be nonvanishing onl on vectors belonging to H ©°), A s before,
we assum e {2), so we need (-_3). An explicit expression for p and p In tem s of z and z was
given in ES], but it is not necessary here. @) show s that p and p are proportional to the usual
raising and low ering operators, respectively. W e take > 0.) But then p takes vectors out
ofH ®°) while p takes (pora) vectors out of the dual space. For derivations to be wellde ned
we then must In pose boundary conditions’ on eldsat the hok’. iswellde nedonH @0

when < ngjJn >= 0, whik is well de ned on the dual space when < njh o >= 0.
Stronger boundary conditions are needed for higher derivatives to be de ned. On the other
hand, for Chem-Sin ons theory one only needs st order der:iyattfes.-'_: M ore speci cally, the

dervatives A and A should bewellde ned as they appear in the eld strength (8), and so

our boundary conditions are:
<ngAnh>=<nAng>=0; 8n ng 10)
Since p and p are proportionalto raising and low ering operators, respectively, we can also w rite
<neXh>=<n¥X ho>=0; 8n ng 11)

In order that these boundary conditions are preserved under gauge transform ations we need
the uniary m atrices to satisfy

<nyP¥p>=< ailnp>=0; 8ajb;:: ng+ 1 12)

W e regard A and A —and not X and X -as the findam entalcon guration space variables.



Since gauge transform ations are thereby restricted, not all phase space degrees of freedom in

Chem-Sim ons theory can be gauged aw ay, as was the case previously.

For the Chem-Sin ons Lagrangian we once again assum e (_6), only now the trace is over a
basis In H ®°), Retuming to the Ham iltonian form ulation, and now in posing the boundary
conditions é'_l-j:), one is keft w ith the follow ing phase space variables:

b b
a= o0<aXb> a= o<aXb>;

a=<aX > =< noX Ra>;

where again a;b;:::> ng, and we have rescaled and In order to later obtain the desired

com m utative lin it. T he nonzero P oisson brackets are

i
0o 08 £ 4 Pg= —02 (13)

i
f ab; cdg= X

k
For Jater convenience we also re-scale the G auss law oonst_tajntsg

Go= §<aliXIp>+ o7= F2 70

S Py P+ 2P 0 14)

[e]
a

T hey generate gauge transform ations w hich are consistent w ith (_l-_Z) :

R CICIEI RS-

R XTI R

ik ol f 4iGyg = b5

ik ' f %609 = °3 (15)

From a ocounting argum ent alone the variables ab and ab can be gauged away, laving only

2 and 2. But the latter are not gauge invariant. Instead they transform as a vector and
con jugate vector, w hile ;’ and ;’ transform astensors. T hen we can construct gauge invariant

observables ofthe form A ;where A denotespolynom ial functions in the elds and . It

rem ains to com pute their P oisson bracket algebra. For thiswe can use

fA ; B g= — R;B] + fA ;Bg ; 16)
12 1 2 12

where [; ]isthe comm utator bracket. The labels 1 and 2 indicate two ssparate vector spaces,

where orexam ple A and B are the tensor productsA  1land 11 B; respectively, l1being
1 2

the uni operator. If we denote the right hand side of (_1-§) by Oap = Oga ,then

f A ; BC g= OA;BC + BOA;C

YFor sin plicity, we shall assum e that there are no further constraints G,; G.'° G,;° 0.Forthiswe

no

m ay set the ngh row and colum n of the Lagrange m ultiplier A, equalto zero.



W e note that O, g can depend on and , so that A do not generate a linear algebra.
Furthem ore, from the G auss law constraint @-fﬁ), cbservables obtained via a reordering of the
and factors in A form an equivalence class. W e x a gauge by choosing the follow ing

ordering
M (;) = k() () a7

From ([6),M (o, isa central charge. Exam ples of nonzero P oisson brackets are:

™M oM ;09 = M @
™M oM a9 = M e
™M q;1)iM ;09 = M ;0
™M 01)iM g = 2IM ;0
™M 02)iM q;09 = 2IM @)
™M 02)iM a9 = 2IM g
™M q1)iM g = 2IM gy
. . 2i 2 2
M o2)iM g =AM g+ 21 M o0 = M G (18)

where we used the G auss law constraint {14) to do reordering. T he last exam ple show s that
the algebra is nonlinear.

A Ithough we don’t have a closed form expression for the algebra, there are som e fam iliar
contractions. Thecomm utative Im it is ¢ ! 0. Both the P oisson bradket and the com m utator
ofany two polynom ialsA and B of and arelinearin o to ladingorder. Forthe fom erthe
result follow s from @.-3), while for the latter the result follow s from the G auss law constraint
{l4). Then the second tem i {I6) can be dropped. M oreover, at the lowest nontrivial
orderwe can represent and by commuting numbers and , respectively, and replace the
com m utator bracket [; 1by ; g, with

fA ;Bg= —_ = ===
FIT 0 e e e
Then in the Iim it
™ (;)iM ;)9 ! Kk ,0f ; g
= i IMitr 1;+ 1 19)

This is the tlassical’ w1 algebra which is associated w ith area preserving di eom orphism s.
(A ctually, asn E!] weget only a subalegra ofthew, algebra since no negative valuesfor ; ;:::
are allow ed, restricting to the nonsingular area preserving di eom orphian s of the plane.) On
the other hand, away from the lim it of vanishing ( we get a deform ation ofthe w, algebra.
It is In fact a twoparam eter nonlnear deform ation, the other param eter being the kvel k,
w hich param eterizes the nonlinearity. From {_1-_3), any n-th order term in the P oisson bracket
algebra goes ke k' ® . Since k is identi ed w ith the nverse of the lling fraction n the



FQHE, we get a di erent algebra for di erent values of . The nonlinear tem s tend to zero
for arge k (snall ) and then we approach the linear QYuantum ' W 4 a]gebra,'f

T he role of Iinear deformm ations ofthew; algebra in the quantum m echanicaldescription of
the FQHE hasbeen discussed In a num ber ofpapers.B],EfI],@] T hey m ake up the edge variables
for the system on a nite size dom ain. In contrast, for arbitrary k and , we have ocbtained
a nonlinear deform ation of the w; algebra in the candidate e ective theory for the FQHE.
(N onlinear deform ations ofthew; algebra were cbtained previously In di erent contexts f;L-é_l:],
and from [[5] such deform ations are unique.) A further distinction is that our deform ation
appears already at the classical level of noncom m utative C hem-Sim ons theory. It is not clear
whetherM (., are ®dge’ variables. P resum ably they live in the vicinity of the buncture’ in
the com m utative lim it. A carefil analysis of the continuum Im it is required to verify this.

T here hasbeen recent work on nite dim ensionalm atrix m odelsw ith the hope ofdescribing

a quantum H a]ldrop]et.['_l-lj],i_l-gi],ﬂ-:/:] In this regard, instead ofworking w ith the In nite dim en—

sionalH ibert spaceH ©°), aswe did above, we can repeat the analysis for its com plem ent H @07,

which is nite din ensional. H ©0) is spanned by basisvectors h > ;n = 0;1;2;:5n9 1.W ede-
note the corresponding noncom m uting space by M ];no ) ,and isdervativesonce again by and

, which are assum ed to comm ute. A function on M ];nO)

onH ®9) Actihngon , and arewritten asin (Z_i . Thisin plies (}:X, S0 again p and p are pro—

isde ned to be nonvanishing only

portional to the usual raising and low ering operators, resoectively. Now p takes vectors out of
H ®0), whilkep takes (ora) vectors out ofthe dualspace. T he necessary boundary conditions are
<ng lijh>=0for tobewellde ned,and< njh ¢ 1>= 0for tobewellde ned.
Then or Chem-Sin ons theory, onehas: < ng 1Ah >=<nAhy 1>=0;8n ny 1,
w ith analogous conditions on the m atrix elem ents of X and X . In order that these boundary
conditions are preserved under gauge transfom ations: < ng 1PYa>=< ailpng 1>= 0;
where here a;b;::: = 0;1;2; 500 2. Gauge transfom ations are generated by ('_l-fl), w ith
as;b;ui= 0;1;2;25n9 2.Now allbut2 g 1) phase space variables can be gauged away. T he
ram aining gauge invariant variables can again be w ritten as G_l-j.) Where ;=< aX g 1>
and ¢ =< ng 1¥X 7 > ), although or nite ny they are not all lndependent degrees of
freedom . For exam plk, the trace of (I4) gives , 2= @o 1) o - In the comm utative lin it
we should ktng! 1 (In addition to (! 0), so we again recover the w, algebra.

T hephase space description ofthe nitedin ensionalsystem described above is In agreem ent
w ith that of P o]ydlronakos'[_l—}:]. A Though we don’t Introduce vector degrees of freedom In the

a

Lagrangian as in Ef}:], analogous phase space degrees of freedom 5 and appear at the
Ham itonian level. A potential termm is ntroduced in Ef}l] and the resulting dyncam ics is

clain ed to be equivalent the C alogero system .

A dditional deform ations of our nonlinear W ; algebra can occur after quantization, w ith
the possbl nclusion of central term s. O ne quantization program is to replace the original

“M ore accurately, due to the absence of negative values for ; ;:; we approach a subalgebra of W 141 ,
which includes the socalled Wedge’ algebra W ifi'].



A Al

phase variables ;’, ab, ar 2 by the quantum operators Aab, Aab, ar , respectively, and
P oisson brackets (_1-_) by the com m utation relations:
A Ad ~ 0 A Ab ~
21— 29 ai 1= — 25 (20)
k 0

thereby introducing the additional deform ation param eter ~. Next we choose the follow ing

ordering for the G auss law operators

G’\ab= acab ac b b, 2~ ~P

a c a c 0 a 0 a

@1)

Tt can be checked that their com m utator algebra closes, and so we can consistently in pose that
they vanish on physicalstates. T he operator analogues M ( ; ) ofthe gauge invariant quantities
{{7) can be constructed, and their algebra com puted. A s in the classical case, M ©;0) is central.
Upon ocom puting the quantum analogues of P oisson brackets @-2_3), we get

A A A

M oM a0l = M g
A A A
MonManl = M ea
A A A
MaMaol = Ma
A A A

M o1)iM g0l = 2 M gy,
A A A

M 02)iM g0l = 2 M g
A A A
Mo2iManl = 2 M gp
A A A

M q1)iM g0l = 2 M gy
M 02)iM g0l = M ) 2 oM ) * oM 0,0y @2)

wherethe factor contains ~ corrections. From z_2-_2) it appearsthat m ay be an overall factor
In the quantum comm utators. For the choice of ordering In (_2-14'), onegets = ~(@1+ ~=k).
O n the other hand, if Aa and e are sw itched in the last term of ('_2-;:), then = ~. can be
reexpressed in tem s ofthe lling fraction . According to [I1], * = 1+ k=~.

T he task of w riting down a closed form expression for the full quantum algebra appears to
be nontrivial. A fter this hurdl, one is next faced w ith the task of nding unitary representa-—
tions. A Though representation theory for Inear deform ations ofthew; algebra is known ﬂ-g 1
the sam e cannot be said for the nonlinear deformm ations. If the quantization program can
be successfully carried out it should o er a nice test for the noncom m utative C hem-Sim ons
description of the FQHE . Lastly, we ram ark that the exhibition of the noncom m utative W
algebra could be helpfulin recovering the com m utative 1im it. In that 1im it, we should som ehow
recover C hem-Sin ons theory on a dom ain w ith a boundary. @A n attem pt along these lineswas
m ade In Q.__G].) T he latter is known to have all its degrees of freedom at the spatial boundary.
T hese are the so called ¥dge states’, which are associated w ith a confom al algebra, orm ore
generally a w1 algebra. T hus our gauge Invariant observables should get m apped to the edge
states in the Iim it.
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