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A bstract

It is argued that there are strong sin ilarities between the nfra—red
physics of N= 2 supersym m etric Yang-M ills and that of the quantum
Halle ect, both systam sexhbit a hierarchy ofvacua w ith a sub-group
of the m odular group m apping between them . The coupling ow for
pure SU (2) N = 2 supersymm etric YangM ills in 4-din ensions is re—
exam Ined and an earlier suggestion in the literature, that was singular
at strong coupling, ism odi ed to a form that iswellbehaved at both
weak and strong coupling and describes the crossover In an analytic
fashion. Sin ilaritiesbetween the phase diagram and the ow ofSUSY
YangM ills and that of the quantum Hall e ect are then described,
with the Hall conductivity in the latter playing the rol of the -
param eter in the form er. H all plateaux, w ith odd denom inator Iling
fractions, are analogous to xed points at strong coupling In N=2
SUSY YangM ills, where the m assless degrees of freedom carry an
odd m onopolk charge.
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1 Introduction

In this paper argum ents w ill be given that there there are strong sin ilarities
In the nfra—red physics of N = 2 supersymm etric YangM ills and that of
the quantum Halle ect. A common feature of these two system s is the
am ergence ofm odular sym m etry (strictly a sub-group ofthem odular group)
In the mnfrared regine. That the m odular group m ay be relevant to the
quantum Halle ect was st suggested In [J_J], though the correct subgroup
was only found Jater R].

In the nfra-red lim it both theories can be param eterised by a com plex
param eter whose real part is the co-e cient of a topological tetm in the
e ective action describing the Infra—red physics and whose In agihary part is
essentially the coe cient of the kinetic term , which must be positive. In
N = 2SUSY the complex parameteris = —+ ‘;—Ziwjth the QCD vacuum
param eter and g° the YangM ills coupling (in unitswih h = c= 1), in the
quantum Halle ect the complex parameter is = ,, + 1 4«x where ,, is
the Hall conductivity and ., the Ohm ic conductivity. In both cases the
com plex param eter is constrained to lie in the upper-half com plex plane for
stability reasons.

In the low energy e ective action for supersymm etric YangM ills  is
proportional to the coe cient of the topological term F ~ F and 1=g? is
proportional to the co-e cient of the kinetic F 2 term 1. Th the low energy
e ective action for the electrom agnetic eld in quantum Halle ect 4, is
proportional to the co-e cient of the Chem-Sim ons tem and  ,, is related
to the co-e cient ofthee ective kinetictem [} (h a conductihgm edium the
dielectric constant is the coe cient of E' £ in the long wavelength e ective
action and has a sinplk pok at zero frequency, the O hm ic conductivity is
the residue of the polk).

Both systam s have a hierarchy of phases: di erent strong coupling vacua
0fSUSY YangM illson the one hand and di erent quantum Hallplateaux on
the other. These di erent phases are m apped Into each other by the action
of a sub-group of the m odular group.

There are also ram arkable sin ilarities between the scaling ow of the
com plex couplings in both system s and the m ain focus of this paper is to
exam Ine this relation. M athem atically the link is the m odular group.

In section 2 the scaling ow forN = 2 SUSY YangM ills w thout m atter
isdiscussed and a ow ofthe e ective com plex coupling asthe H iggsVEV is
varied is constructed which iscompatble wih () symm etry and reduces
to the Callan-Sym anzik —fiinction nearthe xed points. The ow isam odi-

cation ofthe ow described in [B], that had singularities at strong coupling,



and these singularities are avoided in the ow proposed here. Striking sin
larities w ith the tem perature ow of the conductivities of the quantum Hall
e ect are descrlbbed In section 3, together w ith other parallels between these
tw o system s.

2 N =28SUSY SU Q) YangM ills

A fter the sem nal results of Seberg and W itten ], n which the low energy
e ective action forN = 2 supersymm etric Y ang-M ills theory in 4-din ensions
was explicitly constructed, scaling functions were derived explicitly for par-
ticular gauge groups and m atter content n H]. The case of pure SU (2)
YangM illswas taken further in [§]. The scaling function can be constructed
in tem sthe com plex coupling = -+ ‘;—zi and the vacuum expectation value
of the Higgs eld, or better the gauge invariant mass scale, u = tr< 2>,
where /' isthe Higgs eld in the adjpint of SU (2). A non-zero vacuum ex—
pectation value for /' gives the W -bosons a m ass and breaks the gauge
symm etry down to U (1). The scaling function introduced in B] was essen—
tially the logarithm ic derivative of the Selberg¥W itten low energy e ective
coupling (u) wih respect to u,

) d 1 1 N 1 W
° du 21 #() #i()
where #5 ( )=P111= L e and #,( )=Prl1= L (1)"el ™ are Jacobi #-

functions. In the de nitions of {i] o ( ) is a m odular function of the group
0 (), ofweight 21,

Although (1) does take into account all non-perturbative e ects, it is
only valid in the weak-coupling regin e and was criticized n g, 9] shce it is
unphysical at strong coupling, giving a sihgularity at = 0. o also hasan
attractive xed pointatu= 0 ( = 3~ and its inages under , (2)) which
arises because the ow isde ned to be radially inwards tow ards the origin in
the u-plane. W e can change this and put the attractive xed point anyw here
In the nite uplane, without a ecting the behaviour at in niy, by de ning
a m erom orphic scaling fiinction

d
w()= @@ w—: @)
du
1 4 @) is the sub-group of the fall modular group (1) consisting of m atrices =
]; 2 () wih a,b, cand d integers, ad bc= 1 and c restricted to be even.



From (L) i is straightforward to express ) asan explicit function of using
elem entary properties of #-fiinctions (see eg. {LlU]). The e ective coupling
can be w ritten in tem s of elliptic integrals {[1]

KO
= i£+ 2n 3)

K k)

R
where K (k) = 02 plk:;:szd is the com plkte elliptic integral of the st
CO
kind, k? = 2 with 2 theQCD scal, K °k) = K k) withk® =1 Kk
0

>z|W

and n isan integer ( isnot uniquely determ ined by k, ratherd = e ) -
In tem s of K (k) the -functions are
S S

2K 2kK
#3( )= ) and #s.( )= 7&): 4)

Shcek?= 2 ?=@u+ 2)we dbtain

#3() , u 2 u #+ #
=1 k= — == 5
#1() u+ 2 ) 2 #1 # ©)

Combining thiswih () gives

()= @ wie b I %, 1tw 6)
TR T T #

wih & = up= ?

The shift ! + 1 is equivalent to gy ! Uy (this ollow s from the
property of Jacobi #-functions, #3( + 1) = #,( )) which in tum is a man-
ifestation of the the Z, action on the u-plane fam iliar from [B]. Sihce @)
is not Invarant under this shift when wy 6 0 it is not a m odular function
of (@), rather it is a m odular function of weight 2 for the an aller group

@ The sihgularity at = Opresent n o ( ) can be avoided by choosing
v = 1,whik that at = 1 isavoided by usingw = 1. In either case the

ow generated by 1 runs along the sam icircle spanning = 1to = 0,
this sam icircle is the straight-line segm ent in the u-plane running between
u=+ 2andu-= 2 and all its in ages under (2) are also sam icircles in
the upperhalf -plane.

Considerwg = +1 (@ sin ilar analysisappliesto = 1),

2
1

(7

2 (2) consists ofm atrices =

and both b and c even.



Theresulting ow inthe -plneshown in gurel and issym m etric under
translationsin by 2, ! 2. Any starting value of at weak coupling
u=1 wih 2 < < 2 isdmven to = 0 at strong coupling so consider
the posttive In aghary axis in the -plane = 0, where = é;. In gure?2
the function ,; isplotted as a function of Im ( ) = 4g—2 along the positive
In agihary axis, = 0. Note the constant value 1= at amnallg, consistent
w ith asym ptotic freedom behaviour u% ;—32 .

For hrge g, +1 s perfectly well behaved and In tem s of the
dual coupling gy , de ned by , = 1w , = i;? when = 0, one nds

3
(u 2 )% g% In agreem ent w ith the expectations for the dualtheory

Bl. .1 frthe thegry and its dual are m apped onto each other using the
dentity #3( 1= )= 1 #( ) gving

: 8)

(p)= —
+1\D #g ( 5 )
T his therefore is a well behaved scaling function which is de ned for both
the the theory and its dualand gives the crossover between weak and strong
coupling. Tt was suggested In B] that the zero of  in equation ) atu= 0
was spurious and that a better scaling function would be

()=G() () ©)

where G ( ) is a renom alisation factor with a polk at u = 0 which accounts
forthezeroin .Weseeherethat ,; = uu2 o Isndeed related to
by a sin ple pol in the u variabk at u = 0.

Near u 1 and u + 2 the function ., behaves lke a Callan—
Sym anzik —function and this is the physical di erence from the scaling
fiinction considered in {]. At weak coupling, where u 1 , the gluinos
have amassM proportional to the the VEV ofthe Higgs, < / >= a, and
u a’=2s . gives

d ,d , d
+1 UE a @ M M 2: (10)
Near 0, where u + 2, the dualng%g@ VEV, ap, goes lke ap /
@ 2)= and themonopolkemassisM p = 2ap SO ,; gives
,.d d MZ d
+1 u )a ap da 2 a2 : (11)

+1 reduces to the Callan-Sym anzik -function close to the two dualpoints
= il and = 0, apart from an overall factorof2 at = 0. Away from
these points its physical interpretation is not so clear.



There is however still a pathology in ;1 sihce there is singularity at
u = 2 where = 1. This can be avoided by using ; to describbe the
crossover from u= 1 tou= 2 and the discussion exactly paralkls that
for ., except that Isrplhoed with + 1 or equivalently # is replaced
wih #,. The ow isthat of gure 1 wih the horzontal axis digplaced by
one uni in etther direction. Any starting value 0 < < 4 atweak coupling
isdrven to 2 at strong coupling. T here is no holom orphic scaling fiinction
com patible wih ) symm etry which has no singularities at all, sinhce any
m odular function of weight 2 m ust have at least one singularity som ew here
w ithin, oron the boundary of, the fundam entaldom ain | at best the scaling
function ism erom orphic.

In fact one can do better and de ne a scaling function that gives the
correct behaviour at all three singular points in the u-plane (from now on we
shallsst = 1 sothese singularitiesareatu= 1 ,u= +landu= 1).We
want to construct a scaling function that ism erom orphic In u and vanishes
atboth u= 1, wihout distuding the behaviour fatu il and
this can be done using the ideas ofR itz in [j6]. Ifwe wish to avold extraneous
polks or zeros the only possibility is

@ 1" @+ 1) d

= u— 12
um+n du ( )
with m and n positive Integers.
D em anding the correct asym ptotic behaviour at u 1 requiresm =
n=1s
@ 1)d 2 1 1
()= ———=——x1 2 ! —: 13)
u du i@ )+ #0)) b i i
This ow isshown In gure 3. Thebehaviournear = 0 is
2i
() — (14)
or, In tem s of the dual coupling o, ,
21
(p)! — (15)
as p ! il . Thisistwice 11(p) as p ! il , because of the prefactor

ut+l! 2asu! 1. Itistherefore a factorof4 greaterthan C allan-Sym anzik
—finction at this xed point.
By construction (I3) issymmetricunder ! + 1 and so isamodular

function ©or (), jastas o was, but now there is a shgulrity at = 3~



(where #3 = #;) corresponding to a repulsive xed point, rather than the
attractive xed ponnt of 4.
There isan In nitehierarchy of crossoversnearthe realaxisin gure 3 asa

b
consequence of ( (2) symm etry. Underthe action ofan element = a d
of (), ! i:g wih ceven andad kc= 1) thepoint = il ism apped
to ()=a= =0to ()=lb=dand =1to ()= @+ b=+ d).As

observed in 3], the in nite hierarchy of vacua at strong coupling can thus be
classi ed Into three types, In term sof ( 2) theseare: Inagesof = il wih

=2 = a=c, a mtionalnumber w ith even dencm inator; inagesof = 0 wih
=2 = b=d, a rational num ber w ith odd denom inator and magesof = 0
wih =2 = @+ b)=(+ d) again a rationalnum ber w ith odd denom inator.

T he fem ionic degrees of freedom at = i1 are gluinos w ith electric charge
+ 1 and m agnetic charge 0, at = 0 they are m onopoles w ith electric charge

zero and m agnetic charge + 1 whilke at = 1 they are dyons w ith electric
charge 1 and m agnetic charge + 1. In general, at a strong coupling xed
polnt, =2 = o=m where g is the ekctric charge and m is the m agnetic

charge of the m asskss ferm ionic degrees of freedom , which are com posite
ob fcts In tem s of the relevant degrees of freedom at weak coupling.

Let us now look a little more closely at the ow structure generated
by near the realaxisin gure 3. Asu vares between +1 and +1,
generates a sam icircke between two states on the real line, =2 = ¢g=m;
and ,=2 = @=m, We shallassume that g and m ; are mutually prine,
sim iarly for ¢ and m,). This sam icircle can be cbtained from the the
positive in aginary axis In the -plane, with end points i1 and 0, by the

b
action of some = id 2 @), wih a and d odd and c even. Thus
g=m; = a=candg=m,= b=d,soq = aisoddandm; = ceven,

& = bisofundetem ned parity whilem, = disodd. Sincead kc= 1
we see that
gm, om;= 1 16)

and we have a selkction rule for transitions between vacua I the strong
coupling regin e as u is varied.

The ow from u= 1ltou= +1,which isthe sam Icircular arch spanning

= 1lto = 0Inthe -plne, cannot be obtained from the ow alng the
In aghhary axis in the -plane by using , (2) so we consider this ssparately.
T his sam icircle is m apped to ancother sam icircle Iinking @+ b)=(c+ d) to
Ib=d: that is Inking =2 = g=m; = @+ b=+ d) (som; is odd) to
=2 = g=m,=b=d (som, isodd). Agaln ggm, ogm;= 1.
T his selection rule is related to the Schw lngerZw anziger quantisation rule



for a pair of D yons w ith charges Q1;M 1) and Q ;M ,) 21
Q:M, O,M;=4n @7)

with n an jntegerff: W ritingQ;= ggandM ;= m i%,withqiandm ; Integers,
this is

gmz <m;=n 18)
and the selection rule ([14) dictates that ow always connects the nearest
pairs allowed by the Schw ingerZw anziger quantisation rule.

3 The Quantum HallE ect

T he interpretation of the in nite hierarchy of states for N=2 SUSY Yang—
M ills presented In the previous section is very sim ilar to the hierarchy of
states observed in the quantum Hall e ect (@ connection between N = 2

SUSY YangM ills and the quantum Halle ect was suggested in fL3]). For
the quantum Halle ect the com plex coupling  is replaced w ith a com plex
conductivity, = 4, + 1k, with 4, the Hall conductivity and ,, the
Ohm ic conductivity (foran isotropic layerwih ., = ,).AtHallplateaux
where ., = 0) the Hall conductivity is quantised, in units in which e?=h =

1, as a rmtional number ., = g=m wherem is odd. These plateau are
attractive xed points ofa scaling ow, even denom inators being repulsive,
{15, 16]. The suggestion in fl] that the m odular group m ight be relevant to
the quantum Halle ect was further developed In R, 13, 14, 1§, 19, 20, 211
Indeed the group ¢ (2) has an action known as the \Law of C orresponding
States" In the condensed m atter literature {4, 22], which holds under the
assum ption of well ssparated Landau kevels with com plktely soin polarised
electrons (when spin e ectsare in portant twasargued in 23]thatthe 4 (2)
symm etry isbroken to (2)).

Constraints on the scaling functions for the quantum Hall e ect, as a
result of m odular symm etry, were discussed In [14]. If m erom orphicity is
assum ed stronger statem ents can bem ade and a m erom orphic ow diagram
was presented in f13], which developed the orighal ow suggested in f15].
Thism erom orphic ow is given byt

2
d

() ’ ! 19)
@)+ #0))
3M ore generally n could be halfintegral, but in pure SUSY YangM illswe are always
dealingw ith U (1) charges com Ing from the adpint representation ofSU (2) so it is integral
in this case.
4Up to an undetem ined constant which is chosen to agree w ith C_lg;) here.

8



and is dentical to gure 3 though the physical nterpretation is di erent.
For the quantum Halle ect the ow lnes are in the direction of ncreasing
e ective system size (In practice this can be translated to decreasing tem per-
ature) [17] and di erent lines correspond to di erent values of the extemal
m agnetic eld. A s the tem perature is owered and the ow runs down from
large Ly, Isdrven onto a sem icircular arch in the complex -plane, such
asthe sam icircke connecting = 2to = 1in gure 3 forexample. On this
sam icircle, there is a second order quantum phase transition, as T ! 0, at
= 3+ D=2.Atorcls=toT = 0, beocomesa function ofa single scal-
Ing variable, (B=T ), wherr B = B . is the deviation of the m agnetic
eld from its crtical value and  a scaling exponent for the tem perature
5,18, I7]. In this regin e of very low tem peratures ,, runsbetween 2 and
lasB isvarded at xed T.

T he picture is the sam e at all copies of the sam icircle under the action
of (@), the exponent is believed to be the sam e for every transition, a
phenom enon known as superuniversality’, and there is good experin ental
evidence that this is ndeed the case P4] (the experin ental situation is a
little m urky on thispoint however, In som e experin ents scaling appears to be
violated at low tem peratures P5]). Under the assum ption of  (2) symm etry
the critical points above the real axis are xed points of , (2)3 and so their
positions can easily be calculated for the crossover between any two given
plteaux.

The derivation of the (@) ow In [3] was made under the ollow ing
assum ptions: i) in the long wavelength lim it the ow should comm ute w ith
the action of  (2), In particular this In plies that any point which isa xed
point of () should also be a xed point of the ow; ii) there are no xed
points ofthe ow that arenot xed ponntsof , (2); iil) the scaling functions
are m odular fom s of weight -2, In the sense of [}] (in particular they are
m erom oxphic); ) due to the stability of the quantum H all plateaux, the

ow should approach the realaxis at rationalnum bersw ith odd denom inators
(attractive xed pointsofthe ow) as fast aspossbl; v) the ow should be
vertically dow nwards when the O hm ic conductivity is lJarge.

A ssum ption iii) is an assum ption about the analyticity propertiesof ow .

M apping ! ()= @ + b= + d) wehave, under any variation of
4
(()N= ! (20)
c + d)?
shcead bcec= 1,50 () isautom atically a m odular function ofweight 2

if it ism erom orphic. The general form ofthe ow does not depend crucially

Sie. there exists an elam ent of o0 (2) which leaves the point invariant.



on assum ption iil), provided i) and i) hold an all deform ations away from
m erom oxphicity cannot change the topology of the ow or even the posi
tion ofthe xed points | any such deformm ation would an oothly distort the
lines of gure 3 but must kave the xed points and the topology invariant.
Experim ental ow diagram s are in rem arkabl agreem ent w ith the ( (2) pre—
dictions: the ow diagram in 6] found for the integer quantum Halle ect
is reproduced in  gure 4 and that ©und in R7] for the fractional e ect in
gure 5.

Another consequence of () symm etry for the quantum Hall e ect is
the sam icircle law . Sam icircles n the upper-half com plex plane, spanning
certain pairs of rationalpoints on the real axis, arem apped into one another
by the action of the m odular group and so are rather special curves. E xper—
In entally the crossover between two plateaux, as the extemalm agnetic eld
isvaried at xed low tem perature, is often very close to a sem tcircke P8]. In
the condensed m atter literature this is known as the \sam icircle law " and
it can be Interpreted as a consequence of o (2) symm etry. Even w ithout as—
sum Ing any m erom orphicity properties, just assum Ing that o (2) comm utes
with the ow and there is a symm etry between the pssudo-particlkes and the
acoom panying holes, the sam icircle law for the crossover between quantum
Hall plateaux can be derived R9].

0 @) symmetry also mpliesa selection mulegm, om;= 1 fortran-
sitions between quantum Hall plateaux as the m agnetic eld is varied, BO].
This rule is only expected to hold fortwo well form ed plateaux w ith no hint
of unresolved sub-structure between and is very well supported by experi-
m ental data on the quantum Hall e ect when this is the case, at last for
quantum Hallm onolyers w ith the spins well plitd

T he s=lection rule and the sem icircke law do not require any assum ptions
about the analytic properties ofthe ow | they only require that the action
of () commuteswih it.

Another sim jlarity between N = 2 SUSY YangM ills and the quantum
Halle ect isthat, in the com posite boson picture of the quantum Halle ect
described In ], the e ective degrees of freedom In a state with ,, = 1=m
are electrons w ith m -units of m agnetic ux attached wih m odd, that is
the quasiparticles are com posite cb £cts with an odd number of vortices
attached to fundam ental charged particlkes.

W hilk, as a m athem atical theory, N = 2 SUSY has an in nite hierarchy
of vacuum phases, the quantum Halle ect, as a physical phenom enon, does

6T gure 4, which is interpreted as a transition from 1=1 to 0=1, the spins are degen—
erate, which dc_)ub]es the degrees of freedom in the lowest Landau lkeveland so doubles the
conductivity R6l.
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not. Experim entally there are lim itations to the applicability of (@2) In
any given sam ple and not all m athem atically allowed phases w ill be seen.
For very strong m agnetic elds, wih Iling factors less than about 1=7, i
is believed that the 2-din ensional electron gas w ill enter a new phase at
T = 0, the W igner crystal, which is not part of the m odular hierarchy,
though factors as low as 1=9 have been seen at nite tem perature BL]. In
addition only fractions up to a maxinum denom inator, depending on the
sam ple, w ill be seen | other physical factors, such as in purties, lin it how
far into the hierarchy one can penetrate. A lso if the tam perature is too high
the quantum Halle ect isdestroyed so there isa 1im it asto how high up Into
the com plex conductivity plane one can trust the ow derived by assum ing

0 2) symm etry.

4 Conclusions

It has been argued that scaling functions can be de ned forN = 2 super—
symm etric YangM ills, without m atter elds, which are m odular form s of

o ) and which reduce to the correct Callan-Sym anzik —functions,both at
strong and at weak coupling, up to a constant. The ow isshown In gure
3 and there is one singular xed point In the fundam entaldom ain, atu = 0,
where the classical theory would have full SU (2) gauge sym m etry restored
but the W Dbosons rem ain m assive In the quantum theory. Not only does
the quantum theory prevent the classical symm etry restoration, it actively
avoids the pont u= 0 In both ow directions. M asskss dyons In the strong
coupling regin e have electric charge g and m agnetic chargem with m odd
for attractive xed pointsand m even for repulsive xed points (in the ow
direction In which the Higgsmass is owered) and = ¢=m is a rational
fraction asg! 1 .

Exactly the same ow pattemn has been predicted theoretically for the
long wavelength physics of the quantum Hall e ect, on the basis of ((2)
symm etry (the \Law ofC orresponding States") and observed experin entally.
In the quantum Halle ect the param eter governing the ow is tem perature
and odd denom inator plateaux are attractive xed pointswhik even denom —
hator plateaux are repulsive lZ: Attractive xed points give rise to quantised
Hall plateaux where the Hall conductivity ., = g=m is rationalw ith odd
denom nator.

In both cases the e ective degrees of freedom are com posite ob £cts in

"There are exceptions to this at high Landau levels, the m ost fam ous being the 5=2
state. These states can be Interpreted as being a due to BoseE Instein condensation of
pairs of com posite Fem ions and are not part ofthe ( (2) hierarchy.
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term s of the findam ental degrees of freedom | dyons in the case 0of SUSY

YangM ills and ocom posite ferm ons or com posite bosons in the case of the
quantum Halle ect. Com positebosons (odd denom inator states) are charged

particles carrying an odd number of m agnetic vortices ] and com posite
ferm ions (even denom inator states) carry an even num ber of m agnetic vor-
tices B2] (in both cases the underlying particles are still ferm jonic) .

Twould seam thatN = 2 supersymm etric YangM ills n 3+ 1 dim ensions
hasmuch n comm on w ith the quantum Halle ect In 2+ 1 din ensionsbut ex—
actly what the relation is, what are the essential features that are required to
bring out m odular sym m etry in the e ective action, is unclear at this stage,
and there is scope formuch work in the future to clarify this relation (the
m odular group was also found to play a rok in in otherm odels B3, 34] and
was considered In 2 + 1 din ensional abelian C hem-Sin ons theory n 5]).
T here is no suggestion here that supersym m etry is relevant to the quantum
Halle ect, rather it would appear that som em Inin al set of criteria is neces-
sary form odular symm etry to em erge at long wavelengths (general criteria
for any system iIn 2+ 1 din ensions were discussed in £1]) . Supersymm etry
is not essential, since nature has given us an experin ental system which ex—
hibitsm odular sym m etry w ithout it, and neither is Lorentz invariance. The
num ber of din ensions can be either 3 or 4 (from the eld theory point of
view the quantum Halle ect isa 3-din ensional phenom enon, since it occurs
at very low tem peratures). Perhaps other din ensions are possible too. Cer—
tainly topological e ects are essential and e ective degrees of freedom that
are com posite ob gcts in temm s the fundam ental degrees of freedom and the
topologically non-trivial degrees of freedom are comm on to both system s.

Tt is a pleasure to thank the M athem atics D epartm ent, H eriot#W att Uni-
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Fig. 1: Flow ofe ective coupling of N = 2 SUSY YangM ills, as the H iggs
VEV is reduced, using 7). The pattem repeats under ! + 2. There is
a shgularity at = 1 and is mmagesunder (2). Note that isdriven to
zero at strong coupling for any starting value between 2 and 2 atweak
coupling.
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Fig. 2: Crossover of In = from weak to strong coupling along the in aginary
axis = 0.
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pattem repeatsunder ! + 1. Note the repulsive xed ponntsat (1+ i)=2
and its In agesunder o (2).
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Fig. 4: As the tam perature is lowered the conductivity ows down from
xx = 1 ,dierent ow lines corresoond to di erent m agnetic elds. The
dotted Inesarethe ow follow ing from ( (2) sym m etry and m erom orphicity
(equation (_1-9)) and the symbols are experim ental data. (T he conductivities
are tw ice those in the text due to spin degeneracy | the Landau lkevels in
the sam ple used here are soIn degenerate, so conductivities are m ultiplied by

2and () actson =2 ratherthan on .) Figure reproduced from [P6].
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Fig. 5: Tam perature ow for the fractionalquantum Halle ect. T he upper

and lower gures, (@) and (), represent two di erent sam ples. D ashed and

solid lines are the ow follow ng from o (2) symm etry and m erom orphicity
(equation (19)) and the symbols are experim ental data. N ote the repulsive
xed point at = 1=2 ( gures taken from [Z-j]).
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