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A bstract

Zhang and Hu have form ulated an SU (2)quantum Hallsystem on thefour-

sphere,with interesting three-dim ensionalboundary dynam icsincluding gapless

states of nonzero helicity. In order to understand the local physics of their

m odelwe study the U (1) and SU (2) quantum Hallsystem s on at R 4,with

at boundary R
3. In the U (1) case the boundary dynam ics is essentially one

dim ensional.The SU (2)theory can be form ulated on R
4 forany isospin I,but

in orderto obtain a atboundary theory we m usttake I ! 1 asin Zhang and

Hu. The theory sim pli�es in the lim it,the boundary becom ing a collection of

one-dim ensionalsystem s. W e also discussgeneralconstraintson the em ergence

ofgravity from nongravitational�eld theories.
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1 Introduction

Thetwo-dim ensionalquantum Halle�ect(QHE)hasbeen a rich and fascinating sub-

ject. The bulk has a m ass gap, and so the low-lying excitations live on the one-

dim ensionaledge. M any nontrivialphenom ena of(1+ 1)-dim ensionalquantum �eld

theory arisein theQHE edgedynam ics.

Recently, Zhang and Hu have found a beautifulfour-dim ensionalgeneralization

ofthe QHE,with three-dim ensionaledge dynam ics,based on ferm ions m oving in a

background SU(2) gauge �eld [1,2]. Their m ost striking result is the presence of

gaplessspin-two bosonsin the edge theory,suggesting the em ergence ofgravity. The

m odelaspresently form ulated isa free theory,so there isno gravitationalforce,and

thereareactually m asslessbosonsofallhelicities.However,ithasbeen argued [1]that

introducing interactions m ightplausibly rem ove the unwanted states while leaving a

theory ofgravity.

Ourgoalisto develop a betterunderstanding ofthelocaldynam icsofthe Zhang-

Hu m odel,where m ostofthe key physicsissuesshould arise. The m odelisoriginally

form ulated with thespatialdim ensionsform ing a four-sphereS4.To expose thelocal

physics one m usttake the in�nite-radiuslim itwhile focusing on a patch with geom -

etry R 4. In the Zhang-Hu m odelthis lim itis nontrivial: the ferm ions couple to the

background gauge�eld with isospin I,and onem usttake I to in�nity along with the

radius. W e would like to understand betterwhy thisisnecessary,and in whatsense

the lim itexists.Further,ifthelim itdoesexistthen we m ighthope thatitallowsfor

som e sim pli�cation,so thatthe im portantaspects ofthe physics are clearer than in

theform ulation on S4.

Let us m ention in particular one puzzling feature ofthe Zhang-Hu m odel. The

‘graviton’is a particle-hole state. It is argued in refs.[1,2]that the particle-hole

separation rem ainssm allatalltim es,even in theabsence ofinteractions,so thatone

can think ofthestateasa singleparticle.However,theuncertainty principlenorm ally

forbidsthis.Iftheseparation isinitially �nite,j�~xj< 1 ,then therelativem om entum

oftheparticleand holeisuncertain,j�~pj> 0.Butthevelocity isin generalanontrivial

function ofthem om entum ,so thatj�~vj> 0 aswell,and then theseparation willgrow

linearly in tim e.Theoneexception tothisisforrelativisticparticlesin onedim ension,

which m ove with velocity c independent oftheir m om entum . This is the essence of
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bosonization:anoninteractingferm ion-antiferm ion pairform sabosonicexcitation that

rem ainslocalized.Butin m orethan onedim ension @vi=@pj isnontrivial(in particular

thedirection ofthevelocity dependson thatofthem om entum ),and thereisnonatural

bosonization.

Our approach willbe to form ulate the quantum Halle�ect directly on at R 4,

m akingcontactwith theZhang-Hu m odelonlylater.In section 2weconsidertheQHE

based on gauge group U(1). W e �rstreview the two-dim ensionaltheory and itsedge

dynam ics.W ethen extend thisto fourdim ensionsin theobviousway,by introducing

U(1)m agnetic�eldsin twoindependentplanes.W eshow thattheedgedynam icsisnot

truly three-dim ensional. Rather,itcorrespondsto a one-dim ensionalsystem with an

in�nite num berofferm ion �elds,with helicities0;1;2;:::,orequivalently to parallel

one-dim ensionalsystem sarrayed (fuzzily)in two transversedim ensions.Nevertheless,

thissystem turnsoutto be a usefulbuilding block toward understanding the SU(2)

system . By taking a particle and hole with di�erent helicities,we obtain localized

gaplessparticle-holeexcitationsofarbitrary helicity asclaim ed in ref.[1].W edevelop

som e ofthe propertiesofthese states,and we �nd som e curiousaspectsthatm ay be

an obstacleto a relativistic theory.

The failure ofthe U(1)exam ple can be ascribed to insu�cientspatialsym m etry.

The sym m etry group isU(2),which issm allerthan the spatialsym m etry group (ro-

tationsplustranslations)ofR 3. In section 3 we show thatby introducing an SU(2)

gauge �eld as in ref.[1],it is possible to retain an SO (4) sym m etry that com bines

spatialrotationswith gaugerotations.Thisreducesto thespatialsym m etry group of

R 3 in the atlim it. W e are able to form ulate,and solve,thisversion ofthe QHE on

atR 4 even for�nite isospin I. However,the density ofstatesin the lowestLandau

levelofour system is �nite for �nite I. A bubble ofquantum Halluid thus has a

m axim um radius,so theedge theory liveson S3 notR 3.In orderto take the lim itof

a large bubble ofquantum Halluid,so thatitsedge becom eslocally R 3,we �nd it

necessary to takeI ! 1 justasin ref.[1].1

In section 4 wesim plify thesystem to them axim um extentpossibleby taking the

I ! 1 lim itofoursystem atthebeginning,beforetakingthesizeoftheHallbubbleto

belarge.The resultisa continuously in�nite collection offour-dim ensionalU(1)sys-
1There isanothercase in which the num beroflowestLandau levelstatesisin�nite butthe local

density divergesatlargeradius,which isalso unsatisfactory forgoing to the R 3 lim it.
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tem s,distinguished by thespatialorientation ofthem agnetic�eld.Thecorresponding

edgetheory isan in�nitecollection ofone-dim ensionaltheories,distinguished by their

orientation in threedim ensions.

Section 5 issom ewhatindependentfrom therest,an essay aboutem ergentgravity.

W eexplain why wedo notbelievethatthisispossiblein theZhang-Hu approach,and

contrastthiswith theAdS/CFT duality which isan exam pleofem ergentgravity.W e

also relatethisto them orefam iliarphenom enon ofem ergentgaugesym m etry.

Ref.[3]considersboth U(1)and SU(2)m agnetic �eldson CP 2,so the discussion

in oursection 2.2 would govern thelocaland edgedynam icsoftheU(1)case.Refs.[4]

develop the Zhang-Hu idea in otherdirections;itm ay be interesting to consider the

locallim itsofthese.

2 T he U(1)Q H E on R 2 and R 4

2.1 T he U(1)Q H E in two dim ensions

2.1.1 T he bulk

W e �rst review the physics ofcharged ferm ions in a constant m agnetic �eld in two

dim ensions.Forsim plicity theferm ionsarespinless.W euseunits�h = e=c= 1,so the

covariantderivative isD a = @a � iAa. The spatialdim ensionsare indexed a;b;since

thesearespatialindices,thereisno distinction between upperand lower.W ework in

thegauge

A 1 = �
B

2
x2 ; A 2 =

B

2
x1 : (2.1)

TheHam iltonian is

H = �
1

2m
D aD a

=
1

2m

�

� @a@a +
B 2

4
xaxa � B L12

�

=
jB j(n + 1)� B L12

2m
: (2.2)

Heren isthetotalnum berofoscillatorexcitationsand

Lab = � i(xa@b� xb@a): (2.3)
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ForB > 0 thelowestLandau level(LLL)consistsofallstateswith L12 = n;these

havethem inim um energy B =2m .Itisconvenientto work with com plex coordinates,

z =
1

2
(x1 + ix2); @z = @1 � i@2 ;

D z = @z � B �z ; D�z = @�z + B z : (2.4)

TheHam iltonian isthen

H =
B

2m
�

1

2m
D zD �z : (2.5)

Thesecond term isnonnegativeand forB > 0theLLL statessatisfyD �z = 0,im plying

that

 = f(z)exp(� B z�z) (2.6)

with f(z)analytic.ThecaseB < 0 isgiven by z$ �z,so withoutlossofgenerality we

takeB positivein therem ainderofthissection.

The system is translationally invariant,and so there exist m agnetic translation

operators� a having theproperty

[� a;D b]= 0 : (2.7)

In the gauge (2.1) these are sim ply given by � a = � i(@a + iA a). There are two

convenientbasesfortheLLL.The�rstaretheeigenstatesofL12,

f(z)/ z
l
; n = L12 = l: (2.8)

Thesecond aretheeigenstatesof� 1,

f(z)/ exp(B z2 + 2ip1z); � 1 = p1 : (2.9)

In thelattercase,j jisindependentofx1 and gaussian in x2.

2.1.2 T he edge

To produce a localized bubble one addsa con�ning potentialto the Ham iltonian (we

also add a constantso thattheLLL energy iszero):

H
0= H �

B

2m
+ V ; V =

�

2
xaxa ; (2.10)
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with � a positive constant.Now takethelim itm ! 0.In thislim itallexcited states

go to in�niteenergy and so only theLLL statesm ix underV ;wecan write

H
0= V (between LLL states): (2.11)

By rotationalinvariance,V isdiagonalin theL12 basis,and thereforeso istheHam il-

tonian

hljxaxajl
0i=

2

B
(l+ 1)�ll0 ; hljH 0jl0i=

�

B
(l+ 1)�ll0 : (2.12)

Thesecond-quantized Ham iltonian is

H
0=

�

B

1X

l= 0

(l+ 1)cylcl : (2.13)

W ith D ferm ionstheground statehaslevelsl= 0;1;:::;D � 1�lled,form ingabubble

ofradiusr0 =
q

2D =B .Thenum berofstatesperarea is

� =
D

�r20
=

B

2�
; (2.14)

independentofD .Low-lying excitationsinvolve ferm ionsand holeswith lcloseto D ,

which by eq.(2.12)areneartheedge.Thelevelspacing�=B correspondstoam assless

�eld with velocity v = r0�=B .Thisisthesam evelocity thatonegetsby balancing the

Lorentzforceagainstthatfrom thecon�ning potential.

W eareinterested in thelim itofan in�nitebubble,wheretheedgeS1 becom esthe

realline R. Take r0 to in�nity while holding B and v �xed,and focuson a pointon

theedge,say xa = (0;� r0).By translation invariancewecan takethispointto bethe

origin,and in thelim itthepotentiallinearizes,V = � vB x2.Then

H
0= � vB x2 = v� 1 (between LLL states): (2.15)

The lastequality followsfrom � 1 + B x2 = � i(Dz + D �z)=2,since D z (D �z)giveszero

acting to the left(right).Equivalently,itreectsthe noncom m utativity in thelowest

Landau level,[x1;x2]= � i=B . The Ham iltonian (2.15)describesferm ionsm oving to

theleftwith velocity v.Thesecond quantized description is

H
0= � iv

Z 1

�1

dx1	
y
@1	 : (2.16)
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2.2 T he U(1)Q H E in four dim ensions

2.2.1 T he bulk

Them ostdirectextension oftheQHE tofourdim ensionsistointroduceconstantU(1)

m agnetic�eldsin two independentplanes,

F12 = F34 = B : (2.17)

TheHam iltonian is

H = �
1

2m
D aD a

=
1

2m

�

� @a@a +
B 2

4
xaxa � B (L12 + L34)

�

(2.18)

wherenow aruns1;:::;4.Thisisjusttwocopiesoftheprevioussystem .In particular,

wecan introducetwo com plex coordinatesz�,

z1 =
1

2
(x1 + ix2); z2 =

1

2
(x3 + ix4); (2.19)

and thelowestLandau levelconsistsofallstatesoftheform

 = f(z1;z2)exp(� B z
y� z): (2.20)

wherezy� z= z1z1 + z2z2.Thebackground can bewritten

F� �� = 2iB �� �� ; F�� = F�� �� = 0 : (2.21)

In thisform thereisa m anifestU(2)sym m etry,

z� ! M ��z� (2.22)

forany 2� 2 unitary m atrix M . There are also translationalsym m etriesin the four

dim ensions.

2.2.2 T he boundary

Thecon�ning potential

V = �xaxa=2= 2�zy� z (2.23)
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givestwo copiesofthetwo-dim ensionalsystem (2.10).Forexam ple,

hl1l2jV jl
0
1l
0
2i=

�

B
(l1 + l2 + 2)�l

1
l0
1
�l

2
l0
2
; (2.24)

where l1 and l2 are the eigenvaluesofL12 and L34. Thispotentialpreservesthe U(2)

sym m etry (2.22)whilebreaking thetranslationalsym m etries.

Now letusgo to thelinearized lim it,

V = uaxa : (2.25)

By a U(2)rotation wecan take(u1 + iu2;u3 + iu4)to (0;� ivB )so thatthecon�ning

forceisin the4-direction.Thiscorrespondsto looking ata pointon thespherethatis

tangentto the1-2-3 plane.Then

H
0= � vB x4 = vP3 (between LLL states): (2.26)

W e thushave two copiesofthe two-dim ensionalsystem . The �rst,in the 1-2 plane,

hasno potentialand so an in�nitely degenerate ground state. The second,in the 3-4

plane,hasa linearpotentialand one-dim ensionaledgedynam ics.W ecan usetheL12

basisforthe �rstand the P3 basisforthe second,so thatthere isan in�nite num ber

ofone-particlestates l1;p3 with given m om entum p3.

Thesecond-quantized description thusinvolvesan in�nitenum berof�elds,

H
0= � iv

Z 1

�1

dx3

1X

l= 0

	 y

l@3	 l : (2.27)

Here l� l1 isthe helicity,the eigenvalue ofthe rotation L12 around the direction of

m otion.Alternatively,

H
0= � iv

Z

d
3
x	 y(~x)@3	(~x); (2.28)

but with the 1-2 plane noncom m utative,[x1;x2]= � i=B . The boundary theory is

not truly three-dim ensional,but rather one-dim ensionalwith an in�nite num ber of

�elds. W e can understand this in term s ofthe sym m etries ofthe system . W e have

noted thatthecon�ning potential(2.23)leavesa U(2)spatialsym m etry.In thelinear

lim it(2.25)the foursym m etry generatorsbecom e the translationsin the 1-,2-,and

3-directions and the rotation in the 1-2 plane. W e are m issing the additionaltwo

rotationalsym m etriesofR 3,which would rotatethe3-direction intotheothertwo and

so require�eldsm oving in alldirections.

8



2.2.3 Particle-hole states

Although theU(1)system isnottruly three-dim ensional,itisa usefulwarm up forthe

SU(2)system ,and so wedevelop som eofthepropertiesofitsparticle-holestates.W e

focuson thetwo-body wavefunction

 (x;x0)= h0j	(x)	 y(x0)j�i (2.29)

wherej�iisa particle-holestate.

Onebasisfortheparticle-holestatesis

 (x;x0)=  l1;p3(x) 
�
�l0

1
;�p 0

3

(x0); (2.30)

taking the particle and hole each to have de�nite 3-m om entum and de�nite helicity.

The totalquantum num bersforthe pairare then P3 = p3 + p03 and L12 = l1 + l01. In

particularthereisan in�nitenum berofwaysto getL12 = � 2.

The totalparticle-hole m om enta are � a = � p
a + � h

a with � p
a = � i@a + A a(x)and

� h
a = � i@0a � Aa(x0). Note that unlike the separate particle and hole m om enta,the

totalm om enta com m ute,[� a;� b]= 0.Thuswecan takeforexam plea basisthatare

eigenstatesof� 1,� 2,�
p

3,and �
h
3 with respective eigenvaluesP1,P2,p3,and p

0
3.One

�nds

 P1;P2;p3;p03(x;x
0)/ exp

�

� B
�

z
y� z+ z

0y� z
0� 2z1z01 � z

2
2 � z02

2
�

+i(P1 � iP2)z1 + i(P1 + iP2)z01 + 2ip3z2 + 2ip03z
0
2

�

:(2.31)

In the1-2 planethesearegaussian in theseparation and planewavesin thecenterof

m ass.In the3-4 planethey areplanewavesin x3 and x03 and gaussian in x4 and x
0
4.

The states (2.30)and (2.31)are both nonseparating: the particle and hole m ove

in the 3-direction with �xed velocity, while in the 1-2 plane they are con�ned by

the m agnetic force as argued in ref.[1]. The loophole in the argum ent given in the

introduction is that the velocity here is va = v�a3,independentofthe m om entum :

bosonization ispossiblebecausethedynam icsisone-dim ensional.

To obtain a relativistic theory we should retain only stateswhere the m om entum

is proportionalto the velocity. The states with this property are the m om entum

eigenstates(2.31)such thatP1 = P2 = 0.Notehoweverfrom theirexplicitform that
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allthese states have helicity identically zero: they are invariant under sim ultaneous

rotation ofz1 and z01.Thisisan obstacleto a relativistictheory with spin.

Refs.[1,2]identify extrem e dipole states(EDS),which arethecandidate graviton

states. These have an analog in the U(1)m odel. To m ake contactwith the notation

ofref.[2]we start with the spherically sym m etric potential(2.23). The EDS are

eigenstates ofthe SU(2) part ofthe unitary sym m etry (2.22). Callthis sym m etry

K 1i where i= 1;2;3,and the totalfor a particle-hole pair is T1i = K 1i+ K 0
1i. Let

the particle have totalharm onic oscillator leveln and the hole totalleveln0. The

LLL statesaresum sofm onom ialsofdegree n in z� and ofdegree n0 in z�0,tim esan

invariantgaussian,so k1 = n=2 and k01 = n0=2.Then t1 � (n� n0)=2,and theEDS are

de�ned to saturatethisinequality,t1 = (n � n0)=2.Onereadily �ndsthatthesestates

areoftheform

 
ED S
m (x;x0)/ z

m
1 z

n�n 0�m
2 (z0y� z)n

0

exp
n

� B (zy� z+ z
0y� z

0)
o

: (2.32)

To m akecontactwith thebasis(2.31)wem ustexpand neartheboundary,

(z1;z2)= (~z1;~z2)+ (0;� ir0=2): (2.33)

Also,becausethevectorpotentialistranslation-invariantonly up to a gaugetransfor-

m ation wem usttransform to

~ = U ; U = e
iB r0(x

0

3
�x 3)=2 : (2.34)

This is determ ined by H f~z;@~zg = UH fz;@zgU
�1 . The tilded wavefunction in the

tilded coordinatesisto becom pared (dropping thetildes)to thewavefunctions(2.31)

obtained directly neartheorigin.

From thediscussion in section 2.1 itfollowsthatasr0 ! 1 ,statesof�xed energy

relativeto theFerm ilevelhave

n = B r
2
0=2+ r0q ; n

0= B r
2
0=2� r0q

0 (2.35)

with q and q0�xed.Taking thelim itofthestates(2.32)with thisscaling gives

~ ED S
m ! z

m
1  0;0;q;q0 : (2.36)

Thusform = 0theEDS isthezero-helicity planewavestateencountered above,while

forpositivem weobtain a non-norm alizablestateofhelicity m .W econcludethatthe
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EDS ofnonzero helicity are notgood statesin the R 3 lim it. W e can also understand

thisasfollows.One�ndsthatUT1ifz;@zgU �1 = � ir0� i=2,so thattheEDS condition

linearizesto(� 2
1+ � 2

2) = 0.Theonly norm alizablesolutionsagain haveP1 = P2 = 0,

but m ultiplying by a power of z1 gives a nonnorm alizable solution. Thus we can

characterizetheEDS with m 6= 0 asstatesofde�nitehelicity and de�nitem om entum -

squared,butinde�nitem om entum .Onecan generalizetheEDS to t1 = s+ (n� n0)=2

with �xed s.Thisintroducesan extra powerofz10s in theatlim it,allowing negative

helicitiesbutstillnon-norm alizable.

The energy ofa particle-hole state is E = v(n � n0)=r0 = v(q+ q0) = vP3. The

EDS states thus have a relativistic dispersion relation E 2 = v2P 2. Note that the

non-EDS statesarealltachyonic (in thesense oftheirm om enta,nottheirvelocities):

E 2 = v2P 2
3 < v2P 2.Thisisa furtherobstacleto obtaining a relativistictheory.

3 T he SU(2)Q H E on R 4

3.1 T he m odel

By extending to an SU(2)m agnetic�eld itispossible to obtain a largerspatialsym -

m etry [1].Considerthecon�guration

F
1
23 = F

1
14 = F

2
31 = F

2
24 = F

3
12 = F

3
34 = B : (3.1)

In otherwords,F i
ab = B �iab where

�
i
ab = �iab4 + �ia�4b� �ib�4a (3.2)

isthe’tHooftsym bol.Notethata;brun 1;:::;4 and i;j run 1;:::;3.

Let us analyze the sym m etries ofthis con�guration. First use the separation of

SO (4)into two com m uting SO (3)algebras,

K
(0)

1i = �
1

4
~�iabLab =

1

2
(Li+ L4i);

K
(0)

2i =
1

4
�
i
abLab =

1

2
(Li� L4i); (3.3)

where

~�iab = � �iab4 + �ia�4b� �ib�4a (3.4)
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isthe parity-reected ’tHooftsym bol. W e follow the notation ofrefs.[1,2]. W e can

sim ilarly separatethe�eld strength

G
i
1j = �

1

4
~�jabF

i
ab ; G

i
2j =

1

4
�
j

abF
i
ab : (3.5)

Then G i
1j is invariant under K

(0)

2 ,while it transform s as a vector ofK (0)

1 on its j

index. Sim ilarly G i
2j is invariantunder K

(0)

1 ,while ittransform s as a vector ofK (0)

2

on itsj index. Also,each isa vectorofisospin I on itsiindex. In thisnotation the

con�guration (3.1)is

G
i
1j = 0 ; G

i
2j = B �

i
j=2 : (3.6)

Itfollows thatthis is invariantunder K (0)

1 and under sim ultaneous rotation by K
(0)

2

and by I.Thuswede�ne[1]

K 1i= K
(0)

1i ; K 2i= K
(0)

2i + Ii ; (3.7)

which are the sym m etries ofthis con�guration; here Ii is the (2I + 1)-dim ensional

representation ofSU(2).Thegenerators(3.7)form anSO (3)� SO (3)= SO (4)algebra,

allgeneratorsofwhich actnontriviallyonspace.ThegeneratorsK 2ihavealsoanaction

on theSU(2)isospin indices.

Theactualm odelthatwewillstudy isslightly di�erentfrom theabovebuthasthe

sam esym m etries.Thatis,wewilltakethevectorpotential

A
i
a = �

B

2
�
i
abxb : (3.8)

In thecorresponding �eld strength,

F
i
ab = @aA

i
b� @bA

i
a + �ijkA

j
aA

k
b ; (3.9)

the linear term s reproduce the earlier con�guration (3.1),but the quadratic term is

nontrivialand oforderx2. W e take the potentialto be sim ple,ratherthan the �eld

strength,becauseitisthisthatappearsin theHam iltonian.

The con�guration (3.8) is invariant under SO (4) rotations but it is clearly not

translationally invariant because ofthe O (x2) term s in the �eld strength. However,

thecon�ning potentialthatisto beadded breaksthesesam etranslation sym m etries.

Curiously,the con�guration (3.1),in spite ofitssim ple appearance,isnottrans-

lationally invariant either. That is,there is no m agnetic translation � a having the

property

[� a;D b]= 0 (3.10)
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foralla;b.Herethecovariantderivativeis

D a = @a � iA
i
aIi� @a � iAa ; (3.11)

while

� a = � i(@a � iVa) (3.12)

is the com bination ofa translation in the a-direction with som e in�nitesim algauge

transform ation V a.To show thatthereisno such sym m etry,note�rstthattheprop-

erty (3.10),with theJacobiidentity,im plies

h

[� a;� b];[D �;D �]
i

= 0 ) [W ab;Fcd]= 0 : (3.13)

Here

Fcd = F
i
cdIi= @cA d � @dA c� i[Ac;A d] (3.14)

isthe �eld strength in m atrix notation,while W ab issim ilarly constructed from V a.

SincetheFcd span a com pletesetofSU(2)generatorsitfollowsthat

W ab = 0 ) V a = g@ag
�1 (3.15)

forsom eg(x)in SU(2).Butthen thede�nition (3.10)im plies

[g@ag
�1
;D b]= 0 ) [@a;g

�1
D bg]= [@a;@b� iA

g

b]= 0 : (3.16)

Thatis,thereisa gaugein which thevectorpotentialA g
a isconstantand so

F
g

cd = � i[Agc;A
g

d]: (3.17)

Finally,letc= 1and letdrun over2;3;4.Then theleft-hand siderunsoveracom plete

setofindependentSU(2)generators,whiletherightcannot(itstracewith A g
c always

vanishes).QED

Essentially,the naive translationalinvariance ofthe con�guration (3.1)is broken

by the action ofparalleltransporton the isospin index. Itisinteresting to com pare

thiswith the Zhang-Hu con�guration [1]which hasthe largersym m etry SO (5).One

can think ofthegaugecurvaturein thatcon�guration asconspiring with thecurvature

oftheS4 toallow theextra sym m etriestoexist.Thisisonereason why in thatsystem

the gauge �eld strength m ustgo to zero asthe radiusofthe S4 goesto in�nity,and
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so why theisospin m ustbetaken to in�nity to geta nontriviallim it.By keeping only

SO (4)sym m etry from thestartitispossibleto �nd a largersetofm odelson theat

R 4.

However,therewillultim ately beapenalty forthelack oftranslation invariance.In

theusualQHE,thecom bination oftranslation invariance and localized statesim plies

an in�nitely degenerateLLL with auniform density ofstates.Thiswillnotbethecase

here,and willnecessitate tking theI ! 1 lim it.

3.2 T he spectrum

TheHam iltonian fora spinlessparticlecoupled to thevectorpotential(3.8)is

H = �
1

2m
D aD a +

�

2
xaxa = H 1 + H 2 ; (3.18)

whereH 1 istheoscillatorHam iltonian

H 1 =
1

2m
(� @a@a + m

2
!
2); m

2
!
2 =

B 2

4
I(I+ 1)+ m � ; (3.19)

and H 2 isthespin-isospin interaction

H 2 = �
B

m
K

(0)

2 � I

= �
B

2m

�

K 2 � K2 � I� I� K
(0)

2 � K
(0)

2

�

: (3.20)

Note thatwe have introduced a harm onic potentialfrom the start,since thisentails

no lossofsym m etry. There isno change ofvariablesthatreversesthe sign ofB ,and

thephysicswilldepend on thesign.

It is straightforward to diagonalize the Ham iltonian by addition ofangular m o-

m enta.However,thereaderwhoisinterested in theR 3 lim itoftheedgeneed notwork

through thedetailed counting ofstatesand enum eration ofcases,butm ay jum p tothe

nextsection,sincein thelim ittheHam iltonian becom eseven sim pler.Theonly result

oneneedsfrom therem ainderofthissection isthatin orderto reach theR 3 lim itone

m ustalso takeI ! 1 .ThustheR 3 lim itofourm odelcoincideswith theR 3 lim itof

theZhang-Hu m odel.

TodiagonalizeH consider�rsttheoscillatorpart.W ith n excitationstheoscillator

energy isE 1 = (n + 2)!.Theraising operators

a
y
a = � @a + m !xa (3.21)
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arevectorsofSO (4),which can also bewritten asm atrices

a
y
�
� � a

y

4��
� + ia

y

i(�
i)�

�
: (3.22)

These transform as spin-1
2
under both K

(0)

1 and K
(0)

2 ;the K (0)

1 index is written asa

subscriptand the K (0)

2 index asa superscript. Atleveln,the productofn aya’sgives

an n-fold sym m etric tensor; by subtracting traces this decom poses into irreducible

representations

(n)� (n � 2)� (n � 4)� :::� f(1)or(0)g (3.23)

where(r)denotestherankrtracelesssym m etrictensor.In term softheSO (3)� SO (3)

quantum num bers (k(0)1 ;k
(0)

2 ),the representation (r)is (1
2
r;1

2
r)and so at leveln the

statesare

(1
2
n;1

2
n)� (1

2
n � 1;1

2
n � 1)� (1

2
n � 2;1

2
n � 2)� :::� f(1

2
;1
2
)or(0;0)g : (3.24)

Foreach value(1
2
r;1

2
r)thequantum num bersk(0)1;3 and k

(0)

2;3 run independently from � 1

2
r

to + 1

2
r.Thetotaldim ension is

(n + 1)2 + (n � 1)2 + (n � 3)2 + :::+ f4 or1g=
1

6
(n + 3)(n + 2)(n + 1): (3.25)

Theequality ofk(0)1 and k(0)2 followsfrom theoperatoridentity K (0)

1 � K
(0)

1 = K
(0)

2 � K
(0)

2 .

Itisalso evidentfrom theexplicitform ofthestates,

(1
2
m ;1

2
m )=

n

a
y
�(1

�1a
y
�2

�2 :::a
y
�
m )

�m
on

a
y
�[m + 1

�m + 1a
y
�
m + 2]

�m + 2

o

:::
n

a
y
�[n� 1

�n� 1a
y
�
n]

�n
o

j0i;

(3.26)

wherewesym m etrizethe�rstm � indicesand antisym m etrizetherestin pairs:the�

indicesautom atically havethesam esym m etry.

To diagonalizeH 2,add K
(0)

2 and I to go to a basisofde�nitek2.Then

E = (n + 2)! �
B

2m
[k2(k2 + 1)� I(I+ 1)� k1(k1 + 1)]: (3.27)

W ehaveused k1 = k
(0)

1 = k
(0)

2 .Statesarelabeled by thequantum num bers

(n;k1;k1;3;k2;k2;3) (3.28)

with theranges

n 2 f0;1;2;:::g ;

k1 2 f1
2
n;1

2
n � 1;:::;1

2
or0g ; k1;3 2 fk1;k1 � 1;:::;� k1g ;

k2 2 fI+ k1;I+ k1 � 1;:::;jI� k1jg ; k2;3 2 fk2;k2 � 1;:::;� k2g : (3.29)
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3.3 T he lowest Landau level

Unlike the U(1) theory, the physics depends on the sign ofB . Thus the analysis

separatesinto two cases.

3.3.1 B > 0

Forgiven k1,theenergy ism inim ized by taking k2 to haveitsm axim um valuek1 + I,

so that

E = (n + 2)! � B k1I=m ; (k2 = k1 + I): (3.30)

Forgiven n,thisism inim ized in turn by taking k1 to haveitsm axim um value 1

2
n,and

so

E = 2! + n(! � B I=2m ); (k1 =
1

2
n ;k2 =

1

2
n + I): (3.31)

In orderthatthisbeindependentofn,wem usttake! = B I=2m and so theharm onic

potentialis� = � B2I=4m .In contrasttotheU(1)case,weneed aharm onicpotential

to obtain a large degeneracy;this is due to the lack oftranslation invariance ofthe

vectorpotential.

TheLLL states,allwith E = 2! = B I=m ,arethen

I: (n;1
2
n;k1;3;

1

2
n + I;k2;3); n 2 f0;1;2;:::g (3.32)

with degeneracy (n + 1)(n + 2I+ 1)forgiven n.

3.3.2 B < 0

Now for given k1,the energy is m inim ized by taking k2 to have its m inim um value

jk1 � Ij,giving

E =

(
(n + 2)! � jB jk1(I+ 1)=m ; (k2 = I� k1 � 0);

(n + 2)! � jB j(k1 + 1)I=m ; (k2 = k1 � I � 0):
(3.33)

Forgiven n and eithersign ofI� k1,thisisagain m inim ized by taking k1 to haveits

m axim um value 1

2
n,and so

E =

(
2! + n(! � jB j[I+ 1]=2m ); (k1 =

1

2
n ;k2 = I� 1

2
n � 0);

2! � jB jI=m + n(! � jB jI=2m ); (k1 =
1

2
n ;k2 =

1

2
n � I � 0):

(3.34)

There are now two values of� that give a large ground state degeneracy. For � =

B 2(I+ 1)=4m so that! = jB j[I+ 1]=2m ,the stateswith n � 2I are degenerate and

16



liebelow thosewith n > 2I.For� = � B2I=4m so that! = jB jI=2m ,thestateswith

n � 2I aredegenerateand liebelow thosewith n < 2I.

To sum m arize,for� = B 2(I+ 1)=4m the LLL stateshave E = jB j[I+ 1]=m and

quantum num bers

II: (n;1
2
n;k1;3;I�

1

2
n;k2;3); n 2 f0;1;2;:::;2Ig (3.35)

with degeneracy (n + 1)(2I� n + 1)forgiven n. For� = � B2I=4m the LLL states

haveE = jB j=m and quantum num bers

III: (n;1
2
n;k1;3;

1

2
n � I;k2;3); n 2 f2I;2I+ 1;:::g (3.36)

with degeneracy (n + 1)(n � 2I+ 1).

3.3.3 D iscussion

Thenextstep isto�nd theboundarytheory,increasingtheharm onicpotentialslightly

so asto con�ne a �nite bubble offerm ions,and then taking the size ofthe bubble to

in�nity while focusing on a point on the boundary. W e have three LLL system s to

work with,labeled I,II,and IIIabove.

However, none ofthese allows a straightforward lim iting process. Consider the

m ean valueofxaxa = r2 in theLLL states.Since theLLL stateshave distinctSO (4)

quantum num bers,r2 isdiagonalin thebasis(3.28)and a shortcalculation gives

r
2 =

n + 2

m !
(LLL): (3.37)

Thevolum eoftheshellbetween n and n + 1 isthen

V = 2�2r3
�r

�n
�
2�2r2

jB jI
: (3.38)

W e take n;I � 1 so thatthe levels are closely spaced. The num ber ofstatesin the

shell,divided by thevolum eV ,is

I: � =
jB j2I3

2�2
(1+ jB jr2=4)

II: � =
jB j2I3

2�2
(1� jB jr2=4)

III: � =
jB j2I3

2�2
(� 1+ jB jr2=4): (3.39)
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Therangeofr isim plicitly lim ited by thepositivity of�.In allcases� isa nontrivial

function ofr. This is in contrast to the fam iliar Abelian case where the density is

constant.Ther-dependencewould notbepresentiftheLLL weretranslation invariant,

butwehaveem phasized thatthisinvarianceisabsent.Ifwetry to m akean boundary

system on R 3 by taking r! 1 in caseIorIII,thelim itissingularbecause thelocal

density ofstatesdivergesasr2. In case IIwe do noteven have thisoption:the LLL

hasa �niteradiuseven in theabsenceofa con�ning potential.

Note that the density ofstates is constant in cases Iand IIin the lim ited range

r2 � jB j�1 . However,in orderto take r ! 1 we m usttake B ! 0,and then m ust

also take I ! 1 to get a nontrivialresult. Equivalently,r2 � jB j�1 is n � I,so

n ! 1 im pliesI ! 1 .Thus,while we areable to form ulate the SU(2)QHE on R 4

for �nite I,when we attem pt to reach the boundary theory on R 3 we are forced to

takethesam elim itasin refs.[1,2].

In fact,ourcaseIIisvery sim ilarto theZhang-Hu m odelon S4.In both casesthe

LLL hasa �nitenum berofstates,and theSO (4)representationsarethesam e,

(k1;k2)= (1
2
n;I� 1

2
n); n 2 f0;1;:::;2Ig : (3.40)

Thetotaldegeneracy

2IX

n= 0

(n + 1)(2I� n + 1)=
1

6
(2I+ 1)(2I+ 2)(2I+ 3) (3.41)

is then the sam e. In the Zhang-Hu m odelthe LLL is uniform ly distributed on S4.

Roughly speaking,onecan think ofourcase IIascutting thisopen atthenorth pole

and spreading itoutto form a ballon R 4.Neartheorigin ofR 4,corresponding to the

south pole ofS4,the Zhang-Hu system and oursm atch;thisisthe region ofinterest

forreaching thelim itofatR 3.

4 T he I ! 1 lim it

4.1 T he bulk

W ehaveconcluded thatwem ustkeep I � n asn ! 1 .Itislogicalthereforeto �rst

takeI ! 1 at�xed n,and then n ! 1 .W ehavebeen unableto avoid theproblem

ofan in�nite-dim ensionalSU(2)representation,butatleastwe can m ake a virtue of
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necessity and takeadvantageofthesim pli�cationsthatoccurwhen I ! 1 .Also,this

ism ore closely parallelto the usualQHE,where the Ham iltonian isheld �xed (aside

from scaling thecon�ning potential)asthesizeofthebubbleistaken to in�nity.Note

thatthere is another lim iting process as well,taking m ! 0 to restrict to the LLL.

Thislim itcom m uteswith I ! 1 ;forexam ple,in eitherordertheratio �=I,where �

isthedensity ofLLL states,approachesther-independentvalueb2=2�2.Itissim plest

to takethelim itsin theorderI ! 1 ,then m ! 0,and �nally n ! 1 .

In order to obtain a nontrivialI ! 1 lim it ofthe Ham iltonian (3.18),we m ust

hold �xed b= B I;in thissam elim it� ! 0 and theHam iltonian becom es

H =
1

2m

�

� @a@a +
b2

4
xaxa � 2b~e�~K (0)

2

�

: (4.1)

Herewehavede�ned

ei= Ii

. q

I(I+ 1): (4.2)

Since

[ei;ej]= i�ijkek

. q

I(I+ 1); ~e� ~e= 1 ; (4.3)

~e becom esa classicalunitvectorasI ! 1 .

The Ham iltonian (4.1) is the sam e as the Abelian Ham iltonian (2.18),with the

replacem ents

B ! b; L12 + L34 ! 2~e�~K (0)

2 = ei(Li� L4i): (4.4)

In particular,for~e= (0;0;1),2~e�~K (0)

2 = L12+ L34 and theHam iltoniansareidentical.

Thuswehaveasim pleinterpretation ofthissystem in theI ! 1 lim it:itisan in�nite

num berofcopiesoftheU(1)quantum Hallsystem on R 4,with thespatialorientation

ofthe m agnetic �eld indexed by the unitvector~e. Note thatin the lim ittranslation

invarianceon R 4 isrestored.

TheLLL then consistsofstateswith theappropriateanalyticity

 (~e;x)= f(~e;z1;z2)e�bx axa=4 ; (4.5)

wherenow thecoordinatesz havean im plicitdependence on ~e,

z1 = (ui+ ivi)xi ; z2 = eixi+ ix4 : (4.6)
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Here (~e;~u;~v) form an orthonorm alfram e in three dim ensions. One can see this by

rotating to a fram e where~e= (0;0;1),where itreducesto the earlierU(1)analysis.2

Onecan then verify that

H =
b

m
�

1

2m
D �D �� ; D � = @� � bz� ; D �� = @�� + bz� : (4.7)

4.2 T he boundary

Asin the U(1)case,the r0 ! 1 lim itisequivalentto linearizing around the origin,

introducing a potentialV = � vbx4.Between LLL statesthisbecom es

H
0= veiPi : (4.8)

Again,thisisan in�nite collection ofU(1)system s,with allpossible spatialorienta-

tions:thevelocity oftheboundary excitationsisv~e.In second-quantized form onecan

writeforexam ple

H
0= � iv

Z

d
2
ed

3
x	 y(~e;~x)~e�~@	(~e;~x); (4.9)

but where the space is noncom m utative in the directions orthogonalto ~e,[xi;xj]=

� i�ijkek=b.

Ashasbeen noted in variousplaces,one can think ofthe I ! 1 lim itasa six-

dim ensionalsystem with a�ve-dim ensionalboundary,elevating~etoacoordinate.The

spaceisthen R 4 � S2,and itsboundary isR 3 � S2.However,theboundary dynam ics

isstillone-dim ensional. The velocity isindependentofthe m om entum | itdepends

only on theposition on S2,and istangentto R 3.

Forparticle-hole states to have a �nite value ofT2i = K 2i+ K 0
2i asI ! 1 ,itis

necessary to take~ep = � ~eh � ~e. A basisofsuch states,analogousto the plane wave

basis(2.31),would then be

j~e;~P? ;~e� ~p;~e� ~p
0i (4.10)

where ? denotesthe two dim ensions orthogonalto ~e;one should note that~e� ~p and

~e� ~p0arealwayspositive.TheT1 eigenstatesareobtained asin theU(1)case,whilethe

T2 eigenstatescorrespond to appropriate superpositionsofdi�erentvaluesof~e,since

T2 rotates~e.
2Sincethespaceofcom plex structureson R 4 ispartofthetwistorconstruction,onecould say that

wearenow considering a Ferm iliquid on twistorspace.
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From thepointofview ofobtaining a relativistictheory with spin,thesam eprob-

lem sasdiscussed in section 2.2.3 fortheU(1)casearisehere.To obtain a relativistic

theory weneed in som eway totruncatetheone-particlespectrum tostatesin which ~P

isparallelto ~e.3 However,theonly such stateshavezero helicity.Theextrem e dipole

statesofnonzero helicity arenonnorm alizable.Thestateswith ~P notparallelto~eare

alltachyonic,notin theirvelocitiesbutin thesensethatP 2 > E 2=v2.Sincetheenergy

ofa state isE = ve� P,the stateswith ~e k~P are actually the highestenergy states

with given ~P.

Because ofthe e�ective one-dim ensionality ofthe edge theory itislikely thatone

can solve variousfour-ferm ion interactionsby m eansofbosonization,though theI !

1 lim it is som ewhat subtle because �(0) appears in various expressions,from the ~e

dependence. Fornow we just note that the m ost obvious e�ect ofinteractions is to

allow the relativistic stateswith E = vP to decay to tachyonic stateswith E < vP,

which would bea problem forobtaining a relativistictheory.

5 D iscussion

W e �rstsum m arize ourconclusions. On R 4 we have form ulated the U(1)and SU(2)

quantum Hallsystem s,with arbitrarySU(2)isospin I.In theform ercasetheboundary

theory ise�ectively one-dim ensional.In thelattercase itisnecessary to take I ! 1

in orderto obtain a boundary theory,and theresultisessentially an in�nitecollection

ofone-dim ensionaltheories.

Asclaim ed in refs.[1,2],even in thefreetheory therearelocalized gaplessparticle-

holeexcitationswith arbitrary helicity.Taking theatlim itaswe have doneclari�es

the nature ofthese states. W e have noted som e speci�c di�culties with obtaining

a relativistic theory | the absence ofnonzero-helicity states with ~v k ~P,and the

existenceoftachyonicstates.However,independentoftherelativisticapplication,the

QHE on R 4 isa rich and interesting system . W e believe thatforanalyzing any local

issuesthelim iting form thatwehaveobtained in section 4 istheappropriatestarting

point.In particularitwillbepossibleto solvecertain four-ferm ion interactions.

W enow discusssom egeneralaspectsoftheem ergenceofgravity from nongravita-

tional�eld theories,asidefrom thespeci�cdetailsnoted above.Letussupposethatit
3The statesthatm ustbe rem oved wereterm ed ‘incoherentferm ionicexcitations’in ref.[1].
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ispossibletoadd interactionstotheZhang-Hu m odelin such awaythatthelow energy

�xed pointbecom esPoincar�einvariant;likely thiswould requireacertain degreeof�ne

tuning. Then asnoted in ref.[1],W einberg’stheorem [5]would require thatthe low

energy interactionsofm assless helicity-two statestake the form ofgeneralrelativity,

ifthese states are present and iftheir interactions are nontrivialatzero m om entum

transfer.TheFierz-Paulitheorem [6](regarding theim possibility ofcoupling m assless

higher-spin statesto conserved currents)would then requirethatthestatesofhelicity

greaterthan two decouple.

However,underthesam econditionstheW einberg-W itten theorem [7]would require

that the helicity-two states actually be absent from the low energy spectrum . The

conditionsforthe W einberg-W itten theorem are quite general| Poincar�e invariance

and the existence ofa conserved energy-m om entum tensor| so itisdi�cultto see

how the theorem s ofref.[5]could operate without the W einberg-W itten theorem as

well. (Note thatthe energy-m om entum tensor in fourspatialdim ensions reduces to

an energy-m om entum tensorin thethree-dim ensionalboundary theory by integrating

overx4.) Thusitappearsthatan interactingtheory ofgravity cannotarisein thisway.

Onecan perhapsunderstand thisheuristically asfollows.An im portantfeatureof

gravity is that there are no localobservables: to say where a m easurem ent is m ade

onem ustspecify a processofparalleltransport.Thisisan essentialfeatureofgeneral

relativity.TheZhang-Hu m odel,likeany ordinary nongravitationalquantum �eld the-

ory,doeshavelocalobservables.Thiswould beevaded ifalllocaloperatorsdecoupled

from thelow energy physics,4 butthisisnotpossiblefortheenergy m om entum tensor

which m usthaveanonzeroexpectation valuein any stateofnonzeroenergy.From this

pointofview itm ightm akem oresenseto look fora theory ofquantum gravity in the

zero energy statesoftheLLL withoutcon�ning potential,ratherthan theedgestates

with the potential. Note however the com plete change ofinterpretation: tim e is no

longerassociated with Ham iltonian evolution,ratheritm ustem erge‘holographically’

from correlationsin thestates.5

InperturbativestringtheoryoneinvokesW einberg’stheorem topredictthatthelow
4Thispossibility wasalso noted by C.Johnson.
5A m oresophisticated obstacleto em ergentgravity,pointed outby S.Shenker,isthe holographic

principle.Thereisstrong reason to believethatin quantum gravity them axim um entropy in a given

volum eisproportionaltothesurfacearea.Ifthereisan underlyingnongravitationalQ FT oneexpects

the entropy to be proportionalto the volum e.
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energy am plitudeswillbethose ofgeneralrelativity,and thisisborneoutby explicit

calculation [9]. This does not conict with the W einberg-W itten theorem because

string theory hasno localobservables| W einberg’stheorem usesonly propertiesof

theS-m atrix,6 whereastheW einberg-W itten theorem assum esexistenceofan energy-

m om entum tensor.

There is in fact a well-known exam ple ofem ergent gravity: the AdS/CFT dual-

ity [10].On theCFT sidethereisasupersym m etricgaugetheory withoutgravity,but

at large N and large ’t Hooftcoupling the e�ective description is in term s ofquan-

tum gravity,string theory actually.Theim portantpointisthatnotonly doesgravity

em erge,butspacetim easwell.Only theboundary ofthegravitationaltheory islocally

realized in thegaugetheory,so thereareno localbulk observables.Thelocalobserv-

ablesofthegaugetheory becom eboundary data in thegravitationaltheory [11].Note

thatthe bulk di�eom orphism invariance isinvisible in the gauge theory;the SU(N )

gaugeinvarianceisadi�erentgaugesym m etry,which actsasalocalinternalsym m etry,

nota localspacetim esym m etry,on theboundary.

Thisem ergence ofdi�eom orphism invariance from ‘nothing’isanalogousto what

happensin thevariousexam plesoftheem ergence ofgaugesym m etries:in coset�eld

theories [12], in lattice m odels [13], and in the m agnetic duals to supersym m etric

gauge theories[14]. The essentialpointisthatgauge sym m etry and di�eom orphism

invariance are justredundancies ofdescription. In the exam ples where they em erge,

one begins with nonredundant variables and discovers that redundant variables are

needed to give a localdescription ofthe long-distance physics. In generalrelativity,

the spacetim e coordinatesare them selves partofthe redundantdescription. Thusit

appearsthat,asin theAdS/CFT exam ple,theem ergenceofgeneralrelativity requires

theem ergenceofspacetim eitself.
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