arXiv:hep-th/0209104v2 12 Sep 2002

N SF-IT P -02-120

The Quantum HallE ect on R*

H enriette E Ivang

D epartm ent of P hysics
U niversity of C alifomia
Santa Barbara, CA 93106
elvang@ physics.ucso.edu

Joseph Polchinski

Institute for T heoretical P hysics
U niversity of C alifomia
Santa Barbara, CA 931064030
ep@ itp ucsb.edu

A bstract

Zhang and Hu have form ulated an SU (2) quantum Hall system on the four-
sphere, w ith interesting three-dim ensionalboundary dynam ics incliding gapless
states of nonzero helicity. In order to understand the local physics of their
model we study the U (1) and SU 2) quantum Hall systems on at R4, w ith

at boundary R3. In the U (1) case the boundary dynam ics is essentially one
din ensional. The SU () theory can be m ulated on R* for any isospin I, but
In order to obtain a at boundary theory wemusttake I ! 1 asin Zhang and
Hu. The theory sin pli es In the lim i, the boundary becom Ing a collection of
one-din ensional system s. W e also discuss general constraints on the em ergence
of graviy from nongravitational eld theordies.
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1 Introduction

T he two-din ensional quantum Halle ect QHE) hasbeen a rich and fascinating sub—
fct. The buk has a mass gap, and so the low-lying excitations live on the one-
din ensional edge. M any nontrivial phenom ena of (1 + 1)-din ensional quantum eld
theory arise In the QHE edge dynam ics.

Recently, Zhang and Hu have found a beautifiil ourdim ensional generalization
of the QHE, wih threedin ensional edge dynam ics, based on ferm ions moving in a
background SU ) gauge eld fi, Pl. Their most striking result is the presence of
gaplss spin-two bosons in the edge theory, suggesting the em ergence of gravity. The
m odel as presently form ulated is a free theory, so there is no gravitational force, and
there are actually m asslkess bosons of allhelicities. H owever, it hasbeen argued []]1that
Introducing interactions m ight plausbly rem ove the unwanted states whik leaving a
theory of gravity.

O ur goal is to develop a better understanding of the local dynam ics of the Zhang—
Hu m odel, where m ost of the key physics issues should arise. The m odel is origihally
om ulated w ith the spatial din ensions form ing a Hur-sphere S*. To expose the local
physics one m ust take the in niteradius lim it whilk focusing on a patch with geom —
etry R*. In the Zhang-Hu m odel this lin it is nontrivial: the ferm ions couple to the
badkground gauge eld with isosoin I, and one must take I to in niy along w ith the
radius. W e would like to understand better why this is necessary, and in what sense
the lin it exists. Further, if the 1im it does exist then we m ight hope that it allow s for
som e sin pli cation, so that the in portant aspects of the physics are clearer than in
the form ulation on S*.

Let us mention In particular one puzzling feature of the ZhangHu model. The
Yraviton’ is a partick-hok state. I is argued In refs. [l, @] that the particke-hok
separation ram ains sn all at all tin es, even In the absence of Interactions, so that one
can think ofthe state as a single particle. H owever, the uncertainty principle nom ally
forbids this. Ifthe separation is nitially nite, j xj< 1 , then the relative m om entum
ofthe partick and hol isuncertain, j pj> 0. But the velocity is in generala nontrivial
function ofthe m om entum , so that j vj> 0 aswell, and then the ssparation w ill grow
Iinearly in tim e. T he one exosption to this is for relativistic particles in one din ension,
which m ove wih velocity ¢ Independent of their m om entum . This is the essence of



bosonization: a noninteracting ferm ion-antiferm ion pair form sa bosonic excitation that
rem ains Jocalized. But in m ore than one din ension @v'=@p’ is nontrivial (in particular
the direction ofthe velocity dependson that ofthem om entum ), and there isno natural
bosonization.

Our approach will be to ©mulate the quantum Hall e ect directly on at R 4,
m aking contact w ith the Zhang-H u m odelonly Jater. Tn section 2 we considerthe Q HE
based on gauge group U (1). W e rst review the two-din ensional theory and is edge
dynam ics. W e then extend this to four din ensions in the obvious way, by Introducing
U (1) m agnetic eldsin two ndependent planes. W e show that the edge dynam ics isnot
truly three-din ensional. Rather, it corresoonds to a one-dim ensional system w ith an
In nite number of ferm ion elds, w ith helicities 0;1;2;:::, or equivalently to parallel
one-din ensional systam s arrayed (fuzzily) in two transverse din ensions. N everthelss,
this system tums out to be a usseful building block toward understanding the SU (2)
system . By taking a particke and hol with di erent helicities, we cbtain localized
gapless particke-hok excitations of arbitrary helicity as clain ed in ref. [l]. W e develop

som e of the properties of these states, and we nd som e curious aspects that m ay be
an obstaclk to a relativistic theory.

The failure of the U (1) exam ple can be ascribed to nsu cient spatial sym m etry.
The symm etry group is U (2), which is an aller than the spatial symm etry group (ro—
tations plus translations) of R®. In section 3 we show that by introducing an SU (2)
gauge eld as in ref. fll], i is possble to retain an SO (4) symm etry that combines
Soatial rotations w ith gauge rotations. T his reduces to the spatial sym m etry group of
R3 in the at limit. W e are abl to fom ulate, and solve, this version of the QHE on

at R? even for nite isospin I. However, the density of states in the Iowest Landau
level of our systam is nie or nite I. A bubblk of quantum Hall uid thus has a
maxinum radius, so the edge theory lives on S° not R®. In order to take the lin it of
a large bubble of quantum Hall uid, so that its edge becom es Iocally R3, we nd it
necessary totake I ! 1 -ast as in ref. [[1f}

In section 4 we sin plify the system to them axinum extent possibl by taking the
I! 1 Imiofoursystem atthebeginning, before taking the size ofthe H allbubble to
be large. The resul is a continuously in nite collection of fourdim ensionalU (1) sys—

1T here is another case n which the num ber of lowest Landau kvel states is .n nite but the local
density diverges at large radius, which is also unsatisfactory for going to the R 3 lim it.



tam s, distinguished by the spatial orientation ofthem agnetic eld. T he corresoonding
edge theory isan in nite collection of one-din ensional theories, distinguished by their
orientation in three dim ensions.

Section 5 is som ewhat independent from the rest, an essay about em ergent graviy.
W e explain why we do not believe that this ispossibl in the ZhangH u approach, and
contrast this w ith the AdS/CFT duality which is an exam ple of em ergent graviy. W e
also relate this to the m ore fam iliar phenom enon of em ergent gauge sym m etry.

Ref. E] considers both U (1) and SU ) m agnetic elds on CP 2, so the discussion
in our section 2 2 would govem the localand edge dynam ics ofthe U (1) case. Refs. (]
develop the ZhangHu idea In other directions; it m ay be Interesting to consider the
Jocal lim its of these.

2 TheU(@)QHE on R? and R*

21 TheU(@01)QHE in two dim ensions

211 Thebuk

W e rst review the physics of charged fem jons in a constant m agnetic eld In two
din ensions. For sin plicity the ferm ions are spinless. W e uss unitsh = e=c= 1, so the
covariant derivative isD , = @, iA. . The spatial dim ensions are indexed a;b; since

these are spatial indices, there is no distinction between upper and lIower. W e work In

the gauge
B B
A]_: EXZ H A2: EX]_ . (2.1)
The Ham iltonian is
H = D.D,

B 2
@@a + Txaxa BLlZ

2m
_ Bin+ 1) Bl .

2m
1

= 22
om 22)

Here n is the total num ber of oscillator excitations and
Lap= 1@  x%Q,) : 2.3)



ForB > 0 the lowest Landau level (LLL) consists of all states with L, = n; these
have them lnimum energy B =2m . &t is convenient to work w ith com plex coordnates,

1
z=§(X1+1'Xz); @=0 i%;
D,=@Q, Bz; D,=Q@Q,+Bz: 24)
The H am iltonian is then
B 1

H=— —D,D,: 2.5)
2m 2m

The second temm  isnonnegative and forB > 0theLLL statessatisfyD, = 0, mplying
that

= f(z)exp( B zz) (2.6)

wih f (z) analytic. ThecaseB < 0 isgiven by z $ 2z, so w ithout loss of generality we
take B positive In the ram ainder of this section.

The system is translationally Invariant, and so there exist m agnetic translation
operators , having the property

[ aiDp]=0: 2.7)

In the gauge @.) these are smply given by . = i@ + iA,). There are two
convenient bases for the LLL.The rst are the eigenstates of L 15,

f(z)/ zl; n= L= 1: 2 .8)
The s=socond are the eigenstates of 4,
f@)/ exp®2'+ 2imz) ; =P ¢ 2.9)
In the latter case, j jis independent of x; and gaussian in x;.

212 The edge

To produce a localized bubble one adds a con ning potential to the Ham iltonian we
also add a constant so that the LLL energy is zero):

H%=H E+V; V=Exaxa; (2.10)



wih a positive constant. Now takethe Imitm ! 0. In this lim i all excited states
go to in nite energy and so only the LLL statesm ix underV ; we can w rite

H°=V (oetween LLL states) : ¢ 11)

By rotational invariance, V is diagonalin the L, basis, and therefore so is the Ham ik
tonian
2

hlk,x, 1= = A+ 1) p; hH9i= = A+ 1) 1p : 212)

T he second-quantized H am iltonian is

0 ®
H°= — 1+ 1)dcg : 213)

B =0

W ith D femn'ogstheground statehas levels1= 0;1;:::;D 1 Iked, form Ing a bubbl

of radiusry = 2D =B . The number of states per area is

-5, (214)
2 14

5./ ®

Independent of D . Low —lying excitations involre ferm ions and holeswih lclossto D,
which by eq. £17) are nearthe edge. The kvelspacing =B corresponds to am assless
eld w ith velocity v= r, =B . This isthe sam e velocity that one gets by balancing the
Lorentz foroe against that from the con ning potential.
W e are interested in the lin it ofan in nite bubble, where the edge S* becom es the
reallne R . Take ry to n nity while holding B and v xed, and focus on a point on
the edge, say x5 = (0; 13).By transhtion Invariance we can take this point to be the

origin, and in the lin i the potential Iinearizes, V. = vBx%. Then

H°= vBx=v ; (@etween LLL states) : © 15)
The Jast equality follows from 1+ Bx, = i®, + D,)=2, sihce D, O ,) gives zero
acting to the kft (dght). Equivalently, it re ects the noncom m utativity In the lowest
Landau level, ki;x,]= =B . The Ham iltonian |2.1p) describbes ferm ions m oving to
the kft w ith velocity v. The second quantized description is

2,
H°= v dx; Y@ : @ 16)

1



22 TheU (1) QHE in four din ensions

221 Thebuk

T hem ost direct extension ofthe Q HE to fourdin ensions is to introduce constant U (1)
m agnetic elds In two independent planes,

FlZ = F34 =B : (2.17)
The Ham iltonian is
1
H = XD aDa
1 B*?
= g @@a-l' Txaxa B (L12 + L34) (2-18)
wherenow a runs1;:::;4. This is Just two copies of the previous system . In particular,

we can Introduce two com plex coordinates z ,
1 ) 1 ,
zl=§(xl+ ixy) ; 22:§(X3+ iXy) ; 2.19)
and the lowest Landau level consists of all states of the form
= f@z;z)exp( BZ z): (2 20)
where z¥ z =7z + Z,2,. The background can be w ritten
F = 2B ; F o =F =0: 221)
In this form there isa m anifest U (2) symm etry,

z ! M z 222)

forany 2 2 unitary matrix M . There are also translational symm etries in the four
din ensions.
222 The boundary

The con ning potential
V= xX,=2=2 72" =z 223)



gives two copies of the two-din ensional system @I(). For exam pk,

00s = _ oo
hLyvili B G+ L+ 2) 10 1,8 7 (224)

where }; and L are the eigenvalues of L1, and Ly, . This potential preserves the U (2)
symm etry {227) while breaking the transhational sym m etries.
Now Jt usgo to the linearized 1im it,

V = usX, : (225)

By a U (2) rotation we can take (u; + iu,;us + iuy) to (0; ivB ) so that the con ning
force is In the 4-direction. T his corresponds to looking at a point on the sphere that is
tangent to the 123 plane. Then

H°= <vBx = vP; (between LLL states) : 2 26)

W e thus have two copies of the two-din ensional system . The rst, in the 12 plane,
has no potential and so an In nitely degenerate ground state. The sscond, In the 34
plane, has a lnear potential and one-din ensional edge dynam ics. W e can use the L,
basis for the rst and the P ; basis for the second, so that there is an in nite number
of oneparticle states i, 5, with given m om entum ps.

T he sscond-quantized description thus involves an In nite num ber of elds,

0 ?1 2
H" = iv . dX3 i{@3 1 . (2.27)
=0

Here 1 1 is the helicity, the eigenvalue of the rotation L, around the direction of

m otion. A Ifematively, 7
H’= v &x Y& ®); 228)
but wih the 12 plane noncomm utative, Ki;xX,] = =B . The boundary theory is

not truly threedin ensional, but rather onedin ensional wih an in nie number of

elds. W e can understand this in tem s of the sym m etries of the system . W e have
noted that the con ning potential @ 23) leaves a U (2) spatial symm etry. Th the linear
lim it £29) the four symm etry generators becom e the transktions in the 1 2- and
3-directions and the rotation In the 12 plane. W e are m issing the additional two
rotational sym m etries of R *, which would rotate the 3-direction into the othertwo and
S require eldsm oving in all directions.



2.2.3 Particle-hole states

A though the U (1) system isnot truly three-din ensional, it isa ussfulwam up for the
SU () system , and so we develop som e of the properties of its particle-hole states. W e
focus on the two-body wavefunction

e;x%) =hg &) YHFi 2 29)

where j i is a particle-holk state.
O ne basis for the particle-hol states is

(ix) = o &) 10,50 &) G (2.30)

taking the particke and hol each to have de nite 3-m om entum and de nite heliciy.
The total quantum numbers for the pairare then P3 = ps+ p; and L, = L+ §. In

particular there isan in nite number ofwaystoget L, = 2.
The totalpartickhokmomentaare .= 2+ 2wih 2= i@+ A, &) and
b= i@ A, x%. Note that unlke the ssparate particke and holk m om enta, the

totalmomenta commute, [ 5; p]= 0. Thuswe can take for exam pl a basis that are
eigenstatesof 1, ,, 5,and 5 wih respective eigenvaluesPy, Py, ps, and p3. O ne

nds

bl (%) / e Bz z+% %2 2320 £ %
+iP: )z + i@y + Py)Z) + 2ipsz, + 2005z : (231)

In the 12 plane these are gaussian in the ssparation and plane waves In the center of
m ass. In the 34 plane they are plane waves in x3 and x3 and gaussian in x4 and xJ.

The states £3() and £31) are both nonseparating: the particke and hol m ove
In the 3direction wih xed velocity, whilke in the 12 plne they are con ned by
the m agnetic force as argued in ref. []]. The loopholk in the argum ent given in the
Introduction is that the velocity here is v, = Vv 53, independent of the m om entum :
bosonization is possibl because the dynam ics is one-din ensional.

To obtain a relativistic theory we should retain only states where the m om entum
is proportional to the velocity. The states with this property are the m om entum
eigenstates R31)) such that P; = P, = 0. Note however from their explicit form that



all these states have helicity identically zero: they are invariant under sim ultaneous
rotation of z and z?. This is an cbstack to a relativistic theory w ith spin.

Refs. [, @] dentify extrem e dipok states ED S), which are the candidate graviton
states. These have an analog In the U (1) m odel. To m ake contact w ith the notation
of ref. []] we start with the spherically symm etric potential 223). The EDS are
elgenstates of the SU (2) part of the unitary symmetry £27). Call this symm etry
K; where i = 1;2;3, and the total for a partick-hok pair is T;; = K3+ K 2. Let
the particle have total ham onic oscillator Jevel n and the holk total level n®. The
LLL states are sum s ofm onom ials ofdegreen in z and ofdegree n® in z %, tim es an
invariant gaussian, so k; = n=2 and kY = n®=2. Then n A=2,and theEDS are
de ned to saturate this nequality, ty = 0 )=2. One readily nds that these states

are of the form

n (@]
iDS(x;xO)/ zy zgnom ¥ Qgexp B z+% % (232)
To m ake contact w ith the basis € 31)) we m ust expand near the boundary,

(Z1722) = (@i;z)+ 0; 1ip=2) : 2.33)

A 1so, because the vector potential is translation-invariant only up to a gauge transfor-
m ation we m ust transform to

Y= U ; U= eBnkxa?, 2 .34)

This is determ ined by H fz;Q,g = UH fz;@,gU ! . The tided wavefiunction in the
tilded coordinates is to be com pared (dropping the tildes) to the wavefiinctions @ 31))
obtained directly near the origh.

From the discussion in section 21 it followsthatasr, ! 1 , statesof xed energy
relative to the Fermm i level have

n=Bri=2+ rq; n’=Bri=2 g @ 35)

wih gand o xed. Taking the lim it of the states €.37) w ith this scaling gives

~EDS
n .

Z7 o 2 .36)

Thusform = 0theED S is the zero-helicity plane wave state encountered above, whilke
forpositive m we ocbtain a non-nom alizable state ofhelicity m . W e conclude that the

10



ED S of nonzero helicity are not good states in the R® lim it. W e can also understand
this as ®llows. One ndsthat UT,;fz;Q,gU ' = i =2, so that the ED S condition
linearizesto ( 2+ 2) = 0. Theonly nom alizable solutions again haveP; = P, = 0,
but multipling by a power of z; gives a nonnom alizable solution. Thus we can
characterize the ED Swith m 6 0 as states ofde nite helicity and de nite m om entum —
squared, but inde nitem om entum . O ne can generalizethe EDS tot; = s+ (0 1)=2
with xed s. This ntroduces an extra power of zZ;® in the at lim i, allow ing negative
helicities but still non-nom alizable.

The energy of a particlkhole state isE = vin =r, = vig+ ) = vP5. The
ED S states thus have a relativistic dispersion relation E? = v?P 2. Note that the
non-ED S states are all tachyonic (in the sense of theirm om enta, not their velocities) :
E?= v’PZ < v’P?. This is a further cbstack to cbtaining a relativistic theory.

3 TheSUQ@ QHE on R?

31 Them odel

By extending to an SU (2) m agnetic eld it ispossible to obtain a lJarger spatial sym —
m etry f]]. Consider the con guration

1 _pml 22 m2 =3 o3 .
Fu=Fy=Fy=F,=F,=F3y=B: 3.1)
o= dad T i 4b b 4a 32)

Let us analyze the symm etries of this con guration. First use the separation of
SO (4) nto two comm uting SO (3) algebras,

©) 1 i _ 1 .
Kll ZNabLab_ 5 (Li+ L4i) 7
o 13 1
K, = — abLab = = (L; Lys) 5 33)
4 2
where
Nei;b = iabd T ia 4 b 4a 3 4)

11



is the parity—e ected 't Hooft symbol. W e ollow the notation of refs. fll, Pll. W e can
sin ilarly ssparate the eld strength
1 . - 1

i -] i, i
Gl'_ Fab’ G2j_

3 2 W e (3 .5)

Zl ab
Then Gij is Ivariant under K ', whik i transfm s as a vector of K, on is j
index. Sinilarly G}, is invariant under K @, while i transom s as a vector of K
on is j index. A lso, each is a vector of isogpin I on is i index. In this notation the
con guration 1) is

Gi;=0; Gyy=B =2: (3.6)
I follow s that this is mvarant under K 1(0) and under sin ulaneous rotation by K 2(0)
and by I. Thuswede ne [l]

©0) 0)
Kli=Kli H K2i=K21+Ii. (3.7)

which are the symm etries of this con guration; here I; is the @I + 1)-din ensional
representation ofSU (2) . T he generators @) form an SO 3) SO (3)= SO (@) algebra,
allgenerators ofw hich act nontrivially on space. T he generatorsK ,; have also an action
on the SU (2) isospin Indices.
The actualm odelthat we w ill study is slightly di erent from the above but has the
sam e sym m etries. T hat is, we w ill take the vector potential
B

AL= S ke (3.8)
In the corresponding eld strength,
Fo= @A, GAL+ yAJAL; (3.9)

the Iinear tem s reproduce the earlier con guration 1)), but the quadratic tem is
nontrivial and of order x?. W e take the potential to be sin ple, rather than the eld
strength, because it is this that appears n the Ham iltonian.

The con guration .9) is nvariant under SO (4) rotations but it is clearly not
translationally invariant because of the O ?) tem s in the eld strength. However,
the con ning potential that is to be added breaks these sam e transhtion sym m etries.

Curiously, the con guration B)), In spite of its sin ple appearance, is not trans-
lationally invariant either. That is, there is no m agnetic transhtion ., having the
property

[ 2iDp]= 0 (3.10)

12



for all a;b. Here the covariant derivative is
D,=@ AL @& iBA,; (311)

whilke
2= 1@ ivy) (312)

is the combination of a translation in the a-direction with som e in nitesim al gauge
transform ation V ;. To show that there isno such symm etry, note rst that the prop—
erty .10), w ith the Jacobi identity, in plies

h i
[ a7 oD ;D 1 =0 ) W /Ful=0: 313)

Here
Fu=FiLi= @A, GA. iR A4] (3.14)

is the eld strength in m atrix notation, while W ., is sin ilarly constructed from V ;.
Since the F oy span a com plete set 0of SU (2) generators it ollow s that

Wa=0 ) V.=9g@g" (315)
orsome g) n SU ). But then the de nition I0) inplies
B89 ' iDp]=0 ) [R.jg'Dirgl= R.;@ AJ]=0: (3.16)
That is, there is a gauge in which the vector potential A ¢ is constant and so
Fo, = iRp%Ad]: 317)

Finall, et c= 1 and ktdrun over2;3;4. Then the kft-hand side runsover a com plete
set of Independent SU (2) generators, whik the right cannot (its trace with A ¢ always
vanishes). QED

E ssentially, the naive transhtional variance of the con guration 1)) is broken
by the action of paralel transport on the isospin index. It is interesting to com pare
this w ith the Zhang-Hu con guration ] which has the larger symm etry SO (5). One
can think ofthe gauge curvature In that con guration as conspiring w ith the curvature
ofthe S* to allow the extra symm etries to exist. T his is one reason why in that system
the gauge el strength must go to zero as the radius of the S* goes to in nity, and

13



50 why the isosoin must be taken to in niy to get a nontrivial lim i. By kesgoing only
SO (4) symm etry from the start it ispossbl to nd a larger set ofm odels on the at
R®.

H owever, there w illultin ately be a penalty forthe lack oftranslation lnvariance. In
the usualQ HE , the com bination of translation invariance and localized states im plies
an In niely degenerate LLL with a uniform density ofstates. Thisw illnot be the case
here, and w ill necessitate tking the I ! 1 Iin it.

3.2 The spectrum
The Ham iltonian for a spinless particle coupled to the vector potential (3.9) is
1
H = EDaDa—I—EXaXa:Hl—I—HZ; (3.18)
where H ; is the oscillator H am iltonian
1 B?

H;i= —( Qe +m?!?); m?1?2= —I@T+1)+m ; (319)
2m 4

and H , is the soIn-isospin interaction

B
Hy= —kK,2 1
m
B
- — kK, ¥ 1 1 R ¥ : (320)
2m

N ote that we have introduced a ham onic potential from the start, since this entails
no loss of symm etry. There is no change of variables that reverses the sign of B, and
the physics w ill depend on the sign.

&t is straightforward to diagonalize the Ham iltonian by addition of angular m o—
m enta. H owever, the reader who is interested in the R lim it ofthe edge need not work
through the detailed counting of states and enum eration of cases, butm ay jum p to the
next section, since In the lim it the H am iltonian becom es even simpler. The only result
one needs from the ram ainder of this section is that in order to reach the R? lim it one
mustalsotake I ! 1 .ThustheR? lim it of ourm odel coincides w ith the R® lim it of
the Zhang-H u m odel.

To diagonalize H consider rstthe oscillatorpart. W ith n excitations the oscillator
energy isE; = @+ 2)! . The raising operators

al= @Q+m!'x, 321)

a

14



are vectors of SO (4), which can also be w ritten asm atrices

&’ & +dal(hH 322)

These transform as spjn-; under both K 1(0) and K 2(0); the K 1(0) hdex is written as a

subscript and the K 2(0) Index as a superscript. At Jeveln, the product of n al’s gives
an n-fold symm etric tensor; by subtracting traces this decom poses into irreducible
representations

®) o 2) o 4) ::: £(1) or O)g 323)

where (r) denotesthe rank r traceless sym m etric tensor. In term softhe SO 3) SO (3)
quantum numbers ;" k'), the representation (r) is (Grizr) and so at kveln the

states are

(%n;%n) én l;%n 1) —;(n 2An  2) N %(;%) or (0;0)g : (324)

2
Foreach value (r;lr) the quantum numbersk s and kys run independently from 21

2
to + %r. T he totaldin ension is
1
m+ 1)+ @ 1f+ @ 3)2+:::+f4orlg=%(n+3)(n+2)(n+l): (3.25)

T he equality ofkl(O) and kZ(O) ollow s from the operator dentity K 1(0) If) =K 2(0) I%m .
Tt is also evident from the explicit form of the states,

n on o n o
1.1 — Y 1Y 2 eeeqY y 14y 2 eee Y 14y ' .
Gm;sm) = a  ‘a irza? " a ntla nt2ooannoa mtat v Pig;

2 m ) fm+ 1 m + 2] h 1 n]
(326)
where we symm etrize the rstm  Indices and antisym m etrize the rest in pairs: the
Indices autom atically have the sam e sym m etry.

To diagonalize H ,, add K 2(0) and T to go to a basis ofde nie k,. Then

B
E= @0+ 2)! gkz(k2+l) IT+ 1) kk; + 1)]: 327)

W e have used k; kl(O) = kZ(O) . States are labekd by the quantum numbers
n;ki5kizikeiks;3) (3.28)
w ith the ranges
n2 £0;1;2;::9;
ki 2 f%n;%n ZL;:::'l or0g; kiz2 fki;k; 1;:::5 kg
kpy 2 £fI+ ki;I1+ k3 1;::2; kB, ks 2 fkyike 1;:::5; kg: ((329)
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3.3 The lowest Landau level

Unlke the U (1) theory, the physics depends on the sign of B . Thus the analysis
Separates Into two cases.

331 B>0

For given ki, the energy ism Inin ized by taking k, to have itsm axinum valie k; + I,
so that
E= 0+ 2)! BkI=m ; &y,=k;+ I): (3.30)

Forgiven n, this ism inin ized in tum by taking k; to have itsm axinum value %n,and
O
E=2'+n( BI=2m) ; (]<;L=%n;k2=%n+l): (331)

In order that thisbe Independent ofn, wemust take ! = B I=2m and so the ham onic
potentialis = B?I=4m . Th contrast to theU (1) case, we need a ham onic potential
to obtain a large degeneracy; this is due to the lack of translation Invarance of the
vector potential.

The LLL states, allwith E = 2! = B I=m , are then

I: (n;%n;km;%n+ I;ky3) 5 n2 £0;1;2;::g (332)

w ith degeneracy v+ 1) (n + 2I+ 1) orgiven n.

332 B<O

Now for given k;, the energy is m inin ized by taking k, to have itsm ininum value
i Ijgiving

(

mh+2)! BRkTC+1l=m; k=I k 0);

E - (3.33)
h+2)! PBik+I=m ; =k I 0):

Forgiven n and either sign of I Kk, this is again m Inin ized by taking k; to have is

maxinum valie in, and so

( :
g o 2trnld BIL+1RZm); G<1=%n;ll<2=I %ll’l 0); 55
2! B I=m + n(! BI=2m); Gk=3n;k=3sn I 0) :

2
There are now two values of that give a large ground state degeneracy. For =
B?(I+ 1)=4m so that ! = BIL+ 1F2m , the stateswih n 21 are degenerate and
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liebelow thosewih n > 2I.For = B?I=4m so that ! = B jl=2m , the states w ith
n 21 are degenerate and lie below thosewih n < 2I.

To summ arize, ©r = B2 (I + 1)=4m the LLL stateshave E = B I+ 1Fm and
quantum num bers

II: @;3n;kis; I 3njkes) 5 n 2 £0;1;2;:::52Ig (3.35)

with degeneracy m+ 1) @RI n+ 1) orgiven n. For = BI=4m the LLL states
have E = B F¥m and quantum num bers

IIT: (n;%n;kl,.g,;%n I;ks); n2 £2I;2I+ 1;::g (3.36)
wih degeneracy m+ 1) (n  2I+ 1).

3.3.3 D iscussion

T he next step isto nd the boundary theory, Increasing the ham onic potential slighthy
SO asto con ne a nite bubbl of form ions, and then taking the size of the bubblk to
In nity whilke focusing on a point on the boundary. W e have three LLL system s to
work with, Jabeled I, II, and IIT above.

However, none of these allow s a straightforward lim iting process. Consider the
m ean valie of x,x, = r* In the LLL states. Sihce the LLL states have distinct SO (4)
quantum numbers, r* is diagonalin the basis 8 2§) and a short calculation gives

5 n+ 2
r’= (LLL) : 3.37)
m!

The volum e of the shellbetween n and n + 1 isthen

Voo 2p T 2 2r?

= r— :
n BRI

W e take n;I 1 so that the kevels are clossly spaced. The num ber of states In the

shell, divided by the voluime V , is

(3.38)

.I3
I: = j32f2 1+ B ¥=4)
.I3
II: = j32f2 1 B ¥=4)
23
IIT: = jsz ( 1+ B ¥=4): (3.39)
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The range of r is in plicitly lin ited by the positivity of . In allcases isa nontrivial
function of r. This is In contrast to the fam iliar Abelian case where the density is
constant. T he rdependence would not be present ifthe LLL were translation lnvariant,

but we have em phasized that this invariance is absent. Ifwe try to m ake an boundary

system on R® by takingr ! 1 in case Ior III, the lin it is singular because the local
density of states diverges as r*. In case II we do not even have this option: the LLL

hasa nite radiuseven in the absence of a con ning potential.

N ote that the density of states is constant In cases I and IT in the lim ied range
r¥ Bi'.However, mnordertotaker ! 1 wemusttakeB ! 0, and then must
also take I ! 1 to get a nontrivial result. Equivalently, r? B i isn I, o
n! 1 mpliesI! 1 .Thus whikwe are abl to fomulate the SU ) QHE on R*
or nite I, when we attem pt to reach the boundary theory on R° we are forced to
take the sam e lim it as ;n refs. I, B1.

In fact, our case II is very sin ilar to the Zhang-Hu m odelon S*. In both cases the
LLL hasa nite number of states, and the SO (4) representations are the sam e,

Kki;ky) = (%n;I %n) ; n2 £0;1;:::;2Ig : (3.40)
T he total degeneracy
®I 1
n+ )R n+ 1)=%(2I+ 1) RI+ 2) QI+ 3) (341)

n=0

is then the same. In the Zhang-Hu m odel the LLL is unifom Jy distributed on S*.
Roughly speaking, one can think of our case IT as cutting this open at the north pole
and spreading it out to om aballon R*. Near the origih ofR*, corresponding to the
south pole of S, the Zhang-Hu system and ours m atch; this is the region of interest
for reaching the lim it of atR 3.

4 TheI! 1 1m it

41 Thebulk

W e have concluded that wemustkesp I nasn ! 1 . It is ogical therefore to rst
takeI! 1 at xedn,andthenn! 1 .W ehave been unabl to avoid the problm
of an In niedim ensional SU (2) representation, but at least we can m ake a virtue of
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necessity and take advantage of the sin pli cations that occurwhen I'! 1 . A lso, this
ism ore clossly parallel to the usualQ HE, where the Ham iltonian is held xed (aside
from scaling the con ning potential) as the size ofthe bubble istaken to In nity. Note
that there is another lin iting process as well, takingm ! 0 to restrict to the LLL.
Thislm it commuteswih I ! 1 ; forexample, In either order the ratio =I, where
is the density of LLL states, approaches the r-independent value =2 2. Tt is sin plest
totakethe Imitsin theorderI! 1 ,thenm ! O,and nallyn! 1 .

In order to cbtain a nontrivial I ! 1 Iin it of the Ham itonian §1§), we must

hold xed b= BI;inthissamelmi ! 0 and the Ham itonian becom es
H= Qe, + gxaxa 2be K.V @)
2m 4
Here we have de ned g
e=1L I@T+1): @42)
Sihce
g
Bijejl= ivex I@C+1); e e=1; 43)

e becom es a chssicalunit vectorasI ! 1 .
The Ham itonian {.J) is the same as the Abelian Ham itonian @1§), with the
replacam ents
B! b; L+ Ly! 2 R =e@; Ly : @ 4)

In particular, fore= (0;0;1), 2e K"Z(O) = L, + L3 and the H am iltonians are identical.
Thuswe have a sin ple nterpretation ofthissystem ntheI ! 1 limi: i isan In nite
num ber of copies of the U (1) quantum Hallsystem on R*?, w ith the spatial orientation
of the m agnetic eld indexed by the unit vector e. N ote that in the lim it transktion
invariance on R* is restored.

The LLL then consists of states w ith the appropriate analyticity

%) = f €5z ;2" )e ™" 45)
where now the coordinates z have an in plicit dependence on e,

Z1 = (ui+ lVl)Xl; Zy = X5+ j.X4 H (4.6)
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Here (g;u;v) form an orthonomn al fram e In three din ensions. One can see this by
rotating to a frame where e = (0;0;1), where it reduces to the earlier U (1) ana]ysjsﬁ
O ne can then verify that

b 1
H=— —DUD ; D =2a@ bz ; D =0@ +bz : @.)
m 2m

42 The boundary

AsinhtheU (1) cass, therpy ! 1 Im it is equivalent to linearizing around the origin,
Introducing a potentialV =  vix . Between LLL states thisbecom es

H = vepP; : 4 .8)

A gain, this is an in nite collection of U (1) systam s, w ith all possible spatial orienta—
tions: the velocity ofthe boundary excitations isve. In second-quantized form one can
w rite for exam ple 7
H= v ded®x YEix)e @ (€x) ; 4.9)

but where the space is noncomm utative in the directions orthogonalto e, [Ki;x5] =
1ikec=b.

A s has been noted in various places, one can think ofthe I ! 1 Il i asa six-—
din ensionalsystem with a ve-dim ensionalboundary, elevating e to a coordinate. The
space isthen R? &, and itsboundary isR® . However, the boundary dynam ics
is still onedin ensional. T he velocity is lndependent of the m om entum | it depends
only on the position on S?, and is tangent to R .

For particle-hol states to have a nite value of Tp; = Ko + Kgi asI! 1 ,1iis
necessary to take e = & e. A basis of such states, analogous to the plane wave
basis {237), would then be

®P:je  pie ip (4.10)

where ? denotes the two dim ensions orthogonal to e; one should note thate p and
e Parealwayspositive. The T; eigenstates are obtained as in the U (1) case, while the
T, eigenstates corresoond to approprate superpositions of di erent values of e, since
T, rotates e.

25 ince the space of com plex structures on R ? is part ofthe tw istor construction, one could say that
we are now considering a Ferm i liquid on tw istor space.
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From the point ofview of obtaining a relativistic theory w ith soin, the sam e prob—
Jem s as discussed In section 223 forthe U (1) case ardse here. To obtain a relativistic
theory we need In som e way to truncate the oneparticle spectrum to states in which P
isparaliel to eﬁ However, the only such states have zero helicity. T he extrem e dipolke
states of nonzero helicity are nonnom alizable. T he statesw ith P' not parallelto e are
alltachyonic, not in their velocities but in the sense that P ? > E ?=v*. Since the energy
ofa state sE = ve P, the stateswih e F are actually the highest energy states
w ith given P'.

Because of the e ective one-din ensionality of the edge theory it is lkely that one

can solve various our-ferm ion interactions by m eans ofbosonization, though the I !
1 Iin it is somewhat subtlke because (0) appears In various expressions, from the e
dependence. For now we just note that the m ost cbvious e ect of Interactions is to
allow the relativistic stateswith E = vP to decay to tachyonic stateswih E < vP,
which would be a problem for obtaining a relativistic theory.

5 D iscussion

W e rst summ arize our conclusions. On R * we have formulated the U (1) and SU ()
quantum Hallsystem s, w ith arbitrary SU (2) isospin I. In the fom er case theboundary
theory is e ectively one-dim ensional. In the lJatter case i isnecessary totake I ! 1
in order to obtain a boundary theory, and the result is essentially an in nite collection
of one-din ensional theories.

Asclain ed in refs. [, [], even in the free theory there are Jocalized gapless particle-
hole excitations w ith arbitrary helicity. Taking the at lim it as we have done clar es
the nature of these states. W e have noted som e speci ¢ di culties wih obtaining
a relativistic theory | the absence of nonzero-helicity states with v k P, and the
existence of tachyonic states. H owever, independent of the relativistic application, the
QHE on R* is a rich and interesting system . W e believe that for analyzing any local
issues the lim iting form that we have cbtained in section 4 is the appropriate starting
point. In particular it w illbe possible to solve certain four-ferm ion interactions.

W e now discuss som e general aspects of the em ergence of gravity from nongravita—

tional eld theordes, aside from the speci c details noted above. Let us suppose that it

3T he states that m ust be rem oved were tem ed ‘ncoherent frm jonic excitations’ in ref. ].
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ispossble to add Interactions to the Zhang-H um odelin such a way that the low energy

xed point becom es P oincare invariant; likely thiswould require a certain degree of ne
tuning. Then as noted in ref. l]], W enbery’s theorem [{] would require that the low
energy Interactions ofm asskss helicity-two states take the form of general rehtiviyy,
if these states are present and if their Interactions are nontrivial at zero m om entum
transfer. T he Fierz-Pauli theoram [] (regarding the in possibility of coupling m assless
higherspin states to conserved currents) would then require that the states of helicity
greater than two decoupl.

H ow ever, under the sam e conditionsthe W einbergW itten theorem []lwould require
that the helicity-two states actually be absent from the low energy spectrum . The
conditions for the W einberg-W itten theoram are quite general | Poincare Invariance
and the existence of a conserved energy-m om entum tensor | o it is di cult to see
how the theorem s of ref. [§] could operate w ithout the W einberg# itten theorem as
well. (N ote that the energy-m om entum tensor In four spatial din ensions reduces to
an energy-m om entum tensor in the three-dim ensionalboundary theory by integrating
over x4 .) Thus it appears that an Interacting theory of gravity cannot arise in thisway.

O ne can perhaps understand this heuristically as follow s. An in portant feature of
graviy is that there are no local cbservables: to say where a m easurem ent ism ade
one m ust soecify a process of parallel transport. T his is an essential feature of general
relativity. T he Zhang-H u m odel, like any ordinary nongravitationalquantum eld the-
ory, does have local cbservables. Thiswould be evaded if all local operators decoupled
from the Iow energy physicsf] but this is not possble for the energy m om entum tensor
w hich m ust have a nonzero expectation value In any state of nonzero energy. From this
point of view itm ight m ake m ore sense to look for a theory of quantum gravity in the
zero energy states of the LLL w ithout con ning potential, rather than the edge states
w ith the potential. N ote however the com plete change of interpretation: tin e is no
Ionger associated w ith Ham iltonian evolution, rather it m ust em erge holographically’
from correlations in the statesf]

In perturbative string theory one invokesW einberg’s theoram to predict that the low

T his possibility was also noted by C . Johnson.

5A m ore sophisticated cbstacle to em ergent gravity, pointed out by S. Shenker, is the holographic
principle. T here is strong reason to believe that iIn quantum gravity the m axin um entropy In a given
volum e isproportionalto the surface area. Ifthere is an underlying nongraviationalQ FT one expects
the entropy to be proportionalto the volum e.
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energy am plitudes w ill be those of general relativity, and this is bome out by explicit
caloulation [§]. This does not con ict with the W einbergW itten theorem because
string theory has no local cbservables | W einberg’s theoram uses only properties of
the S-m a‘udx,ﬂ w hereas the W einberg-W itten theoram assum es existence of an energy—
m om entum tensor.

There is n fact a welkknown exam ple of em ergent gravity: the AdS/CFT dual-
ity [[d]. On the CFT side there is a supersym m etric gauge theory w ithout gravity, but
at large N and large 't Hooft coupling the e ective description is In tem s of quan-—
tum gravity, string theory actually. T he im portant point is that not only does gravity
em erge, but spacetin e aswell. O nly the boundary ofthe gravitationaltheory is locally
realized In the gauge theory, so there are no localbulk observables. The local observ—
ables of the gauge theory becom e boundary data in the gravitational theory [[1]. Note
that the buk di eom oxohisn Invarance is invisbl in the gauge theory; the SU N )
gauge Invariance isa di erent gauge sym m etry, which actsasa localintemalsym m etry,
not a local spacetin e sym m etry, on the boundary.

T his em ergence of di eom orphisn nvariance from hothing’ is analogous to what
happens in the various exam ples of the em ergence of gauge symm etries: in cosst eld
theories [[3], n lattice models [[3], and in the m agnetic duals to supersymm etric
gauge theories [[4]. The essential point is that gauge symm etry and di eom orphisn
Invariance are Just redundancies of description. In the exam ples where they am erge,
one begins w ith nonredundant variables and discovers that redundant variabls are
needed to give a local description of the long-distance physics. In general relativity,
the spacetin e coordinates are tham selves part of the redundant description. Thus it
appears that, as in the AdS/CFT exam pl, the em ergence of general relativity requires
the em ergence of spacetin e itself.
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T here is also the assum ption that the low energy perturbation theory can be generated by a local
Ham iltonian, which is true in generalrelativity. A n earlier paper ] obtains som ew hat weaker results
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