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ABSTRACT

In previous papers we solved the Landau problm s, indexed by 2M , for
a particlke on the \super ag" SU @J)=U 1) U (1)],theM = 0 case be-
ng equivalent to the Landau problem for a particle on the \supersphere"
SU @J)=U (1j)]. Here we solve these m odels in the planar lm it. For
M = 0 we have a particle on the complex superplane ¢ *¥; is Hibert
Soace is the tensor product of that of the Landau m odel w ith the 4-state
space of a \ferm Jonic" Landau m odel. O nly the lowest level is ghost-free,
but forM > 0 there are no ghosts in the st PM ]+ 1 kevels. W hen 2M is
an Integer, the @M + 1)th levelstates form short supem ulipletsasa conse-
quence of a ferm jonic gauge invariance analogous to the \kappa-sym m etry"
of the superparticle.
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1 Introduction

In 1930 Landau posed and solved the quantum m echanicalproblem ofa charged particle
In a plane orthogonal to a uniform magnetic eld, showhg in particular that the
partick’s energy is restricted to a series of \Landau levels" [l]. In the low -energy lin it
only the Iowest kevel is relevant, and the low -energy physics is descrioed by a  rst-order
\LowestL.andauT.evel" (LLL) model with a phase space that is a non-com m utative
version of the original con guration space. In m ore recent tim es, this connection w ith
non-ocom m utative geom etry has led to a revival of interest in Landau-type m odels.

In 1983 Haldane generalized the Landau m odel to a particle on a sphere in E° of
radiis R, n the uniform m agnetic eld B generated by a m agnetic m onopolk at the
centre of the sphere R]. Ifthem onopolk strength isn tin es them inin alvalie allowed
by the D irac quantization condition then B / n=R? and the planar Landau m odel is
recovered In the Imit thatn ! 1 and R ! 1 wih B kept xed. If Instead one
takesthe lmit asR ! Owithn xed then one ndsa LLL modelw ith an action that
isn tinesthem nmalU (1) W essZum no W Z) term associated w ith the description
of the sohere as SU 2)=U (1) = CP 1. The phase space of this LLL m odel is a fuzzy
sphere [3].

In two previous papers #, 5] we have considered Landau m odels for a particke
on a superspace with CP ! body. The m inin al din ension symm etric superspace w ith
this property is CP @3% = SU (29)=U (11l), which we called the supersphere’. The
LLL m odel for a particke on the supersphere yields a physical realization of the fizzy
supersohere #]. A though thism odel is perfectly physical, the fiillLandau m odel for a
particle on the supersohere is unphysical because the higher Landau levels all contain
ghosts; ie., states of negative nom . T his feature is directly related to the presence of
a non-canonical ferm ionic kinetic term w ith two tim e dervatives.

In an attem pt to circum vent this problem , we considered In [B] the Landau m odel
for a particke on the coset superspace SU @2il)=U (1) U (1)]. This supem anifold
again has CP ! body but i is not a symm etric superspace; it is an analg of the

ag manifold SU 3)=U (1) U ()], and for this reason we called it the \super ag".
For given m agnetic eld strength there is a oneparam eter fam ily of super ag Landau
m odels param etrized, in the notation of [B], by the coe cient 2M of an additional,
purely \ferm ionic", W Z tem . A Yfhough the relationship between the super ag and
supersohere Landau m odels was not spelled out in our earlier work, one can show that
supersohere m odel is equivalent to the M = 0 super agm odel. The param eterM has
no e ect on the energy levels, which are therefore the sam e as those of the supersphere
Landau m odel, but one now nds that states In the rst PM ]+ 1 levels have positive
nom , although all higher levels still contain states of negative nom?. W hen 2M is
an Integer, the @M + 1)th lkvel states form a short representation of SU 27l) as a
consequence of the presence of zero-nom states.

Oneain ofthispaper isto elucidate these features of soherical superd.andau m odels

10 ther de nitions of \supersphere" occur in the literature (references can be und i our previous
papers) but none is obviously equivalent to our de nition.
2RM ]isthe integer part of2M .



by an analysis of the much sin pler m odels cbtained In the plnar lim it. The planar
lin it of the supersphere is the com plex superplane ¢ 3., This can be viewed as the
coset superspace

I0 AH=U ai) z1; 1.1

where TU (1;1) is a central extension of a contraction of SU 27l) and Z is the abelian
group generated by the central charge. T he corresponding \superplane Landau m odel"
has a quadratic Lagrangian and a H ibert space that is the tensor product of the
standard Landau m odel H ibert space w ith a 4-state gpace of a \femm ionic Landau
m odel". Analysis of this 4-state system show s clearly how negative nom states arise
as a consequence of the tw o-derivative, and hence non-canonical, ferm ion kinetic tem ,
but also why the LLL is ghost-free.

T his analysis of the superplane Landau m odel suggests a strategy for rem oving the
negative nom states by m odifying the Lagrangian in such a way as to cancel the two-—
derivative, or \second-order", ferm ion kinetic term . T his requires the introduction of
Interactions w ith an additional com plex \G oldstino" variable and the introduction of
a rstorderkinetic tem for i, with coe cient 2M . The resulting m odel, which is the
Landau m odel for a particke on the coset supersoace

Iwap=vad va zI; 12)

isprecisely the planar lim it ofthe super ag Landau m odel; we call it the \planar super—
ag Landau m odel". T he cancellation ofthe second-order femm ion term in this \planar
super ag" Landau m odel is lncom plete, however, because it survives n a \bodyless"
form with nilpotent G oldstino bilinear coe cient. At the quantum Jlevel, this results
not In the elim ination of allnegative nom statesbut rather In their banishm ent to the
higher Landau levels, exactly as found in [Bb] for the super ag Landau m odel. O nem ay
then discard these kevels to arrive at a modelw ith a nitedim ensional H ibert space
that generalizes the LLL m odel obtained by the truncation to the ground state level,
exactly as argued In [B] for the super ag Landau m odel.
Thus m any of the peculiar properties of the supersohere and super ag m odels of
4, 5] suxvive the planar Iim it and are readily understood In this sin pler context. In
particular, the structure of the phasse-space constraints is sinpl to analyse In the
planar lim i, and it explainswhy zero nom states appear in the @M + 1)th kevelwhen
2M is an Integer. Recall that the Ham iltonian formulation of m odels w ith canonical
ferm ion kinetic term s requires ferm Jonic constraints on the phase supersoace. No such
constraints are needed for the superplane m odel as it has non-canonical, second-order,
ferm jon kinetic tem s, but constraints are needed for the M > 0) plnar super ag
m odel. U sually, these constraints are either all \second class" (in D irac’s term inology)
or (@asinm any superparticlem odels) ade niem xture of rstand sscond class, the st
class constraints indicating the presence of a ferm ionic gauge Invariance. Here we nd
ferm jonic constraints that are seocond class everyw here exaspt on a particular energy
surface, where they are of m ixed type®. This inplies a form onic gauge invariance

3Som ething sim ilar occurs for higher-dim ensional C hem-Sin ons theories [6] but In the context of
bosonic constraints.



analogous to the \kappa-sym m etry" of the superparticle, but restricted to a subspace
of de nite energy. Because of energy quantization, this has an e ect on the quantum
theory only when 2M is an integer, and it is regponsble for the zeronom states in
the @M + 1)th level

W e shallbegin w ith an analysis ofthe superplane Landau m odel. Itsquantization is
esseentially trivialbecause the Lagrangian is quadratic, but it provides a useful starting
point, and a sin ple context In which one can discuss the IU (1) symm etries. W e then
show how a m odi cation of this Lagrangian to include Interactions w ith a G oldstino
variable yields the planar super ag Landau m odels, Indexed by the coe cient 2M of
a ferm ionic W Z tem . The equivalence w ith the superplane Landau m odel forM = 0
is then established; this equivalence is not cbvious and requires carefiil consideration
of the H am iltonian constraint structure of the planar super ag m odels. W e then use
this Ham iltonian analysis to quantize the planar super ag m odel, using the m ethods
of our previous papers. F nally, we present a geom etrical form ulation of our resuls.

2 The Superplane Landau M odel

W ebegin w ith the superplane Landau m odel. By \superplane" wem ean the superspace
¢ ) param etrized by com plex coordinates (z; ), where z is a com plex num ber and
a oom plex anticom m uting variable. T he superplane Lagrangian is

LOZLb+ Lf; (2-1)

where
Ly=%f i @z z2) 22)

isthe Lagrangian for the standard planar Landau m odelw ith energy spacing 2 Which
we take to be positive), and

L= — i — +— 2.3)

isthe Lagrangian fora fem ionic Landau m odelin termm s ofan anticom m uting com plex
variable . W e callthe total Lagrangian 1y because it is quadratic; we w ill Jater add
Interaction tem s to get the Lagrangian of the planar super ag Landau m odel.

The H ibert space of thism odel is cbviously a tensor product of the H ibert space
ofthe Landau m odelw ith that ofthe ferm ionic Landau m odelw ith Lagrangian L¢, so
allthe new featuresmust arise from the latterm odel, which we therefore analyse rst.
Because L¢ contains a \second-order" kinetic term , and second-order is \higher-order"
for fermm ions, we should expect ghosts (nhegative nom states). W e shall show that this
Intuition is indeed correct, but also that allLLL levels have positive nom . This too is
expected since the LLL states are allthat survive In hrge 1im it In which alltemm s of
the second order In tin e derivative becom e irrelevant.

Having analysed the ferm jonic Landau m odel, the spectrum of states of the full
superplane m odel, and their nom s, is easily determ Ined. H owever, the degeneracies
In the spectrum are consequences of sym m etries of the fiilll Lagrangian. T he relevant



symm etry group is the supergroup IU (1]l) obtained by a contraction of the SU (21l)
symm etry of the supersohere. W e exhbi these symm etries, and show precisely how
IU (11l) is cbtained from SU (21l).

21 Femrm ionic Landau m odel

For the purposes of com parison we rst summ arize Landau’s resuls for the standard,
\bosonic" Landau m odel. T he equation ofm otion has the general solution

z=2zy+ (2= )eitsjn t; 24)

so the m otion is periodic w ith angular frequency 2 . To pass to the quantum theory
it is convenient to use the H am iltonian form of the Lagrangian

Ly=zp+ zp Hyp; Hp= p+1izj; 2 .5)

w here p isthe com plex m om entum oon jigate to z. To ocbtain the quantum H am iltonian
bewethelqma]@therep]aoanents

p! p= 1®,; p! P= i,: 2.6)
T here is a trivial ordering am biguity but the natural sym m etric ordering yields
Hy=a'a+ ; @.7)
where

a=1@,+ 2z); a’=1(@, z) : 238)

T hese operators satisfy the creation and annihilation operator com m utation relation
B;a’l= 2 : 2.9)

T he ground states, which span the LLL, have energy and are anniilated by a. States
In the higher Landau kevels are cbtained by acting on a LLL state w ith a¥, so the energy
evelsareE = 2 (N + 1=2) for non-negative integer N .
T he equation ofm otion of the femm ionic Landau m odel has the general solution
= ot (o= )e " s t; (2.10)

so them otion isagain periodicw ith period 2 . TheH am iltonian form ofthe Lagrangian
is

Le= 1i- i He ; He= ( ) ; @d1)
where isthemomentum conjugateto .W euseherethe G rassn ann-odd phase space
conventions of [7] forwhich  isthe com plex conjugate of . Note that this Lagrangian
is Invariant under the rotationaland translational isom etries ofthe com plex G rassm ann



plane (together with a corresponding phase rotation of ). To pass to the quantum
theory we m ake the replacam ents

I =@ ; !t =Q ; 2 12)

w here the G rasan ann-odd derivatives should be understood as keft-derivatives. T here is
a trivialordering am biguity in the H am iltonian, but the naturalantisym m etric ordering
yields the quantum H am iltonian®

.= v ; 2 13)

where
= @ ; Y= qQ : (2.14)

T hese operators satisfy the anticom m utation relations
£f; Yg= 2 : (2.15)

T he H am iltonian HAf has four linear independent eigenfunctions ( ; ). Two, which

we denote collectively by , have energy and the other two, which we denote

collectively by 4, have energy + . From the requirem ent that is annihilated by
and ; isannihilated by ¥, it can be seen that

A 1+ + B ;

+ A, 1 + B, : (216)

Note that ; can be viewed as an excited state generated by the creation operator ¥
from the \vacuum "

Up to an overall factor, which wem ay choose at our convenience, the natural inner
product on wavefunctions (invariant under translations and phase rotationsof ) is

h 17 2i: @Q@ ( 1 2) : (2.17)

Tt is straightforw ard to verify that wavefunctions w ith di erent energies are orthogonal
w ith respect to this lnner product, and that

h ; i

h ,; +1

2A A +B B ;
2 A,A, B.,B,: .18)

In arriving at this result we have been carefiilnot to assum e any particular G rassn ann—
parity for the com plex constantsA and B . It would be possbl to suppose that allare
G rasan ann even, In which case it is clear that if the states of have positive nom

“By changig the sign of and interchanging the roles of annihilation and creation operators, this
could be brought to the form H = Y , which is the standard form for a fem ionic oscillator.
H owever, the form ulation given here is the one m ost convenient for the purpose of com bining it w ith
the standard Landau m odel to get the superplane Landau m odel that we consider here.



then the statesof , have negative nom . If nstead one assum es that and . have
a de nite G rasgn ann parity, so that eitther the A or the B ocoe cient is G rassm ann-—
odd, then it is still true that the states of have non-negative nom (this now being
a com plex supemum ber) whilk those of the higher level have a non-positive nom , w ith
som e state of negative nomm , and this is true whatever assum ption one m akes about
the G rasan ann parity of . Thus, onlky has all states of non-negative nom .

A s for the standard Landau m odel, one can take a lin it In which only the lowest
Landau kvel survives. The corresponding LLL Lagrangian is just the ferm ion W Z
term . This is the sim plest case of the \odd—-coset" m odels studied in [7], with a H ibert
soace spanned by the two positive-nomm states.

Beforem oving on, we pause to comm ent on the Iim it n which = 0. The bosonic
Landau m odelbecom es a m odel for a particke m oving freely on the com plex plane. In
contrast, the form ionic Landau m odel is unphysicalwhen = 0 because the Ham ilto-
nian operator H; is then nilpotent and hence non-diagonalizable. For this reason we
henceforth consider only 6 0. A lthough this restriction is unphysical in the Landau
m odel, where isproportionalto them agnetic eld, itm ay be physical in any context
In which the ferm ionic Landau m odelplays a rok since the param eter m ay then have
som e other Interpretation.

22 The superplane m odel and its sym m etries

W enow retum to the Landau m odel for a particle on the superplane. T he H am iltonian
form ofthe Lagrangian is

Lo= zp i— +cec: Hp+ He): (219)

The quantum H am iltonian has energy levels 2 N for non-negative integer N . In par-
ticular the states L. LL1 of the LLL have zero energy and satisfy

afLLi= 0; LLLi= 0: 2 20)

A 1l these states have positive nom . The st exited states W ith energy 2 ) are linear
com binations of states of the form aY1.LLi, which all have positive nomm , and states
ofthe form Y{.LLi, som e of which have negative nom . Thus, only the LLL has all
states of positive nom .

N ote that the zero point energy cancels between the bosonic and ferm ionic sectors,
as happens in supersym m etric quantum m echanics. H ow ever, the \supersym m etry" of
the superplane Landau m odel is rather di erent from that of supersym m etric quantum
m echanics. A s for any quadratic Lagrangian (exospt those w ith only G rasan ann-odd
variables [7]), the full symm etry group is In nitedin ensional. However, the symm e~
tries of relevance here are those inherited from the supersphere. These are the super-
translations of the superplane, the SU (11l) superxotations, and an independent U (1)
phase rotation.

T he supertranshtion transform ations are

= ; = I ; 221)



for com plex constant ¢ and com plex G rasan ann-odd constant . This symm etry is
generated by the operators

P = i@+ z); PY= 1@, z)
= @+ Y=e 4+ 222)
T heir non—=zero (anti)com m utation relations are
P;PY]=2 ; £fY g=2: 223)

Thus, isa central charge. W e will call the superalgebra de ned by these relations
the \m agnetic translation superalgebra".
The SU (11l) superyotation transform ations are
z i z P i i P

= , ; = , , 224)
i i i

for constant angle and complex G rasan ann-odd param eter . The odd transform a—
tions are generated by the operators

Q = z@ Q; QY= 2z@ + @ (2 25)

and the even transform ation is generated by the Hem iian operator
C=12zQ,+ @ zQ, @ : 2 26)

The only non—zero (anti)com m utation relations of these generators is
fQ;0%=C: 227)

T his isanalogousto a standard supersym m etry algebra but w ith C asthe H am iltonian.
Tt should be noted, however, that m any of the usual consequences of supersym m etry
would not apply anyway because of the negative-nom states.

The SU (1]l) charges, togetherw ith the supertranslation charges, span a sem idirect
product superalgebra which we willcall ISU (14l). In particular,

R;Pl=1; fQ ¥; g= 1P ; C;Pl1= P; C; 1= : 2 28)

However, as shown by (223), wemust nclude a central charge Z = ; this generates
an abelian group, which we callZ and include as part of the de nidion of ISU (11l).
T he superplane can now be viewed as the coset superspace ISU (1i1)=[BU 1) 2Z].

Finally we have an lndependent U (1) phase rotation with In nitesin al transform a—
tions

-y -y 229)



T his is generated by the Hem itian operator

lh i
J= > z@, @ =z@,+ @ (2 30)

w hich hasthe follow ing non-zero com m utation relationsw ith the generatorsofISU (11l)
b;01=0; U;0¥1=  QY; U;pl= P u; 1= (231)

T he supergroup generated by the ve even charges P ;P Y;C;J;Z) and the four odd
charges (; Y;0;07Y) willbe called IU (11l), and the superplane can be viewed as the
coset superspace IU (1j1)=U (1) Z ], asm entioned in the Introduction. T his has the
advantage that IU (11l) is a contraction ofSU (2]l), aswe now show .

2.3 1IU (1) as contraction of SU (21)

W e now sketch how the algebra of the supergroup IU (1jl) de ned by the relations
23), 227), 228) and (2.31) can be reproduced as a contraction ofthe superalgebra
su (27) . The contraction procedure is sim ilar to the one relating su 2) to the algebra
ofm agnetic translations B].

T he bosonic body of the superalgebra su 27l) issu ) u(l) wih the generators
J ;Jzand B [P]

Uei7J 1= J3; U03;d 1= 23 ; B;J3l=0;B;J 1= J ;
Ji=J3;BY=B;J/ = J : 2 32)

The odd sector is spanned by an SU () doublet generators S;;S,;S';S? with the
follow ing non-vanishing (@nti)com m utation relations (and their conjugates):

£S:1;S'g= J3+ B ; £S,;S%g= B ; £S,;S°g= J, ; £S,;S'g=J ;
Us;S11= S1; U3;S2]1= Sz; B;Si11= Q15 B;S2]1=0;
Uy ;S1]=0; U+ 5S2]= S1; 0 ;S:11=82; U ;S2]=0: 2.33)

N ote that the second U (1) generator B basically has the sam e com m utation relations
wih J as J;,° but both these generators B and Js) have di erent action on the
Soinors.

The contraction leading to the m agnetic translation supermlgebra Introduced in
the previous subsection goes as follows. Firstly one rede nes (and/or rename) the
generators as

J3=2n 2J;J,=1RP;J =iRPY;S;=R ;S,= Q;B=C; (2 34)

where n and R are two realparam eters (R is a radius of the sphere S2  SU (2)=U (1)
while n, in the dynam ical fram ework of a particle m oving on the super ag m anifold

SThis set of generators can be split into the m utually comm utihg u (1) and su 2) sets by passhg
to the appropriate linear com bination of B and Js, but we prefer to use this basis in order to have a
correspondence w ith the notation of ref. [B].



SU 241)=U @) U Q)] B, acquires a nice m eaning of the strength ofthe SU (2)=U (1)
W ZW tem ). Then one substitutes thisinto 233) and tR ! 1 , assum ing that

n
~ <1 : (2 35)
A s the result of this contraction procedure, the algebra of the su (2) generators J ;Js
In 233) goes over into the m agnetic translation algebra (given by the rst relation
In @223)) and the relations (2.33) becom e just 227), (228) and the sscond relation
n 223) pElisthe evident additional com m utation relations w ith the generator J , &q.
(231)). It is worth noting that, In the contraction lim it, one of the U (1) charges, J,
fully decouples and generates an outer U (1) autom orphisn , whik B C still ram ains
in the rhs. of £S,;S%g . Another notable feature is the appearance of the constant
central charge which thus form ally extends the full num ber of bosonic generators to

ve as com pared w ith four such generators in SU (27l); this also happens in the purely
bosonic su (2) or s1(2;R) cases B].

3 The P lanar Super ag Landau M odel

The problem w ith the Landau m odel on the superplane is that the sscond-order La—
grangian for the G rasan ann-odd variabl in plies the presence of ghosts (negative nomm
states) in the quantum theory. T his is forced by the Q —supersym m etry ofSU (11]l) that
relates bosons to fem ions, so any solution to this problem would appear to require a
breaking ofthis sym m etry, but we would need the breaking to be spontaneous in order
to m aintain the IU (1) symm etry of the Lagrangian. This suggests that we ain for
a non-linear realization of the Q -supersym m etry by Introducing a G oldstino variabl
w ith the Q -transform ation

= 32)

W e now observe that the new Lagrangian
T=L, gf+=— +-—=2 +-—= B2)

is nvariant under all the sym m etries previously established for L. Collecting tem s,
we have

L= 1+ 25+  z— z+ — 1 zz zz+ — +— 3 (3.3)

which shows both that the new Lagrangian is wellde ned at z = 0, despite initial
appearances, and that the sscond-order kinetic tetmm — temn now has a nilpotent
coe cient. The inplications of this are not Inm ediately apparent but w ill becom e
clear in due course.

A though i m ight appear that we have now solved, or at least am eliorated, the
problem of ghosts, we have actually Just hidden it; the equation ofm otion is

z+ — +z—=0 34)



and ifz 6 0 this mplies

35)

N

Badk substitution into I yields the quadratic Lagrangian L, with which we started,
0 I is classically equivalent to Lo, exospt possbly when z = 0, which in plies zero
classical energy. T hus, apart from this subtlety, to which we retum later, nothing has
yet been accom plished. H owever, there isnow an additionalW Z temm thatwe can add
to the Lagrangian arising from the closed invariant 2-form d ~ d . This leads us to
the Lagrangian

L = 1+ 25+ z— z= + =

i zz zz+ — +— + M — — (3.6)

for som e constant M . Thism odel is actually the planar lim it of the super ag Landau
m odel of [B].
W enow proceed to a detailed analysis ofthism odel, In itsH am iltonian form ulation,
rst classically and then quantum -m echanically. W e then provide a m ore geom etrical
derivation of our results based on the theory of non-linear realizations.

3.1 H am iltonian analysis

Introducing the com plex G rassn ann-oddm om entum  conjugateto ,theH am iltonian
om ofthe Lagrangian (3.6) is°
h i
L= zp i-— i+ 7+ " +cx: H; (3.7)

where the H am iltonian is
H= 1 P+ iz3 38)

and the com plex G rassn ann-odd variables and are Lagrange m ultipliers for the
\fem jonic" constraints ’ 0and’ 0 (in D irac’s \weak equality" notation). The
constraint finctions are

+1 +1i2z); r = M (3.9)

To establish the equivalence of (3.7) to (3.6) we solve the constraints to reduce (3.7) to
nh i o 2
L = zp 1 — M — + cxc P+ 1iz] —_
h ih i
+ P+iz) +— @ iz) +—: (3.10)

E lim Ination ofp now yields (3.6).

*W e here dencte by p them om entum conjigate to z to distihguish it from them om entum conjigate
to z In a di erent set of variables that we w i1l Jater use to quantize the m odel.

10



T he occurrence of form jon constraints isto be expected in any m odelw ith canonical,

rst-order, ferm ion kinetic tem s, and these constraints are nom ally second class, In

D irac’s term mnology. Here, however, we have an additional \bodyless" second-order

ferm jon kinetic termm , and this has a curious consequence. A com putation show s that

although the Poisson bracket of the analytic constraint functions (" ;’ ) is zero, the

m atrix ofP oisson bradkets ofthese functionsw ith their com plex con jugates isnon—zero.

In fact,
£ 5" g%s £ s .

det £ s £ i g 1+ H 4M]: (311)

Tt Pollow s that the constraints considered together with their com plex conjigates are

second class everyw here except on the surface H = 4 M ; on this surface there are rst
class constraints.

T his unusual state of a airs m erits a m ore detailed analysis. W e begin w ith the

M = 0 cass, orwhith the energy surface H = 4 M reduces to thepoint H = 0. As

long as the classical energy (1 ) pt+ i sz (@nd hence p+ i 232) is non—zero we
may treat In (3.10) as an auxiliary variable that can be elin lnated by its equation of
m otion h i
+iz) @ 12z) +—=20: 3a12)
This is equivalent to
= —=p 1z (313)

provided that p+ 1 232 € 0. A flersubstitution or i (3.10), and subssquent elin ina—
tion ofthem om entum varable p, we recover the Lagrangian of the superplane Landau

m odel. Thiscon m sour analysis ofthe previous subsection, but now it isclearhow to
proceed when the classical energy vanishes; in thiscasep= 1 z and the Lagrangian
(3.10) becom es’

n o
Lo= 1 2z zz+ — +— : (314)
Thisisthe LLL Lagrangian fora partick on the superplane; the proofofthe equivalence
ofthe superplane m odelto the M = 0 planar super ag m odel is thus com pleted.
Let us now consider the case of arbitrary M . T he properties of our m odel on the
exosptional energy surface H = 4 M can be studied via a new Lagrangian obtained

by mposng H = 4 M asa new, bosonic, constraint via a new Lagrange m ultiplier
variabl e ). The resulting Lagrangian is equivalent to
h i
L = zp i-— -+ 7 + 7 4+ cec: 4 M
h i
e p+rizi 4 1+ M : (3.15)

This action is tin ereparam etrization Invariant, w ith e as the einbein. M oreover, as
should be clkar from its construction, this action also has a hidden fem Jjonic gauge
Invariance. In this respect, it is analogous to the superparticlke action with is hid-
den \kappa-symm etry", the constraint Ifil> = 4 M being analgous to the standard
m assshell superparticle condition with 2 M asa \mass". M any m ethods have been

"N ote that the variables (z; ) are still independent and o -shell.

11



developed to dealw ih the m ixed st and second class fermm ionic constraints of the
superparticle, and these could be applied here. Perhaps the sin plest is just to solve all
the constraints to obtan a physical phase-space Lagrangian, and that iswhat we will
do here.

T he ferm jonic constraints are trivially solved forthe fem ionicmomenta ( ; ). The
new bosonic constrant H = 4 M has the general solution

- 1
p+iz= 2 1+§ M ; (3.16)

for som e arbitrary phase (t). U sing this to elin nate p in favourof , we arrive at the
Lagrangian

1 P—N. +
Lyny = i zz =zz+ — -+ 2 1+5 M & z+ — + cc:

+ M —+ — 4 M: (317)

The new phase varabl is actually a gauge variabl for the U (1) gauge invariance

w ith In nitesin al gauge transform ations

s S
M

| =]

1 . .
=a(; z= l+§ et al; = et alty; (@18
where a (t) isthe U (1) gauge param eter. This gauge Invariance allowsusto sest  (t) =
0. M uch m ore ram arkabl is the ferm ionic gauge invariance w ith In nitesin al gauge
transform ations

s S

i M .
et !; z=§ —e !+ (319)
where ! (t) is the com plex anticom m uting gauge param eter. This gauge invariance
alowsustosst ()= 0.

For the gauge choices = 0and = 0,the Lagrangian (3.17) reduces to

Lyw = 1 vy y¥+ — - 4M; 320)
where q
y=2z 1 M= : 321)

This is again the LLL Lagrangian for the superplane m odel, as In (3.14), but wih
the vacuum energy shifted by 4 M . W e shall see Jater that this result has Interesting
consequences for the quantum theory when M is an integer.

Before tuming to the quantum theory wem ust address a further technicalproblem ;
the P oisson bracket ofthe H am iltonian (3.8) w ith the constraint fiinction / isnot even
weakly zero. This problem could be circum vented by considering®

2
H= 1+ p+iz+1i ; 322)

8N ote the change of sign I the prefactor.
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which hasweakly vanishing P oisson brackets w ith the constraints and is weakly equal
to H . However, this has the disadvantage that H ° depends on the ferm ionicm om enta.
W e prefer to proceed di erently. W e de ne the new anticom m uting variables

=tz ; %= (323)
and ket ( 1; ») be their canonically conjigate m om enta. D e ning
p=p+ i ; (324)

we nd that the Lagrangian in the new variables is

h i
L= zp i= i+ l’i + cc: H ; (3.25)

where !are Lagrange multipliers or the constraints /; 0 (1= 1;2). The constraint
functions are

'y = 1 11 2 ° + 12p;
"y = 2+t z1 1 2 ? izp M 55 (326)

and the H am iltonian is now

H= 1+ 2, p+iz 12 | 2z, 327)
This Ham iltonian has (strongly) vanishing Poisson brackets w ith the constraints. A s
before, all these constraints are second class exospt on the surface H = 4 M .

3.2 Quantization

W e will quantize the planar super ag m odel of the previous section using the G upta—
B leuler m ethod; details and references can be found in our previous papers [/, 4, 5].
This isam ethod ofquantization in the presence of analytic constraints that are second
class only when considered in conjinction with their com plex conjugates, exactly as
we found for the constraints of the planar super ag m odel. W e also found that there
is a surface on which these constraints are not second class, but we will deal w ith
this problem when and where it presents a di culty. W e also work w ith the variables
(z; '; ?) In this section.

The m ethod Instructs us to quantize initially as there were no constraint, so we
m ake the usual replacam ents

p! p= ; p! 1&; i M= RECI (328)
The H am iltonian can be w ritten in temm s of the operators

rz=@z z+ 2 1 Z2 g :l:‘z=@z+ Z 2 A 7 (3-29)
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which satisfy
fror,]=2 1 5,7 (3.30)

T here is an operator ordering am biguity in the quantum H am iltonian, but thisa ects
only the choice of ground state energy. If we resolve this ambiguity in the usualway
we arrive at the Ham iltonian operator

H= Z 1+ 22 fr ,;r ,g= 1+ 22 r,r,+ : (331)

T his operator K is positive de nite. A s we shall shortly see, the Iowest eigenvalue
of H is , =0 the cancellation of vacuum energies that we noted for the superplane
m odelno longer occurs. T his isbecause the H am iltonian no longerdependson . This
raises a puzzle because the vacuum energy oftheM = 0 planar super agm odel is also
equalto , but thism odel is classically equivalent to the superplane m odel. There is
thus an apparent quantum inequivalence ofthe M = 0 planar super ag m odel w ith
the superplane Landau m odel, but this is a trivial di erence that could be rem oved
by a di erent operator ordering prescription. A s we shall see, the equivalence holds
quantum m echanically in all other respects.
T he constraints are now taken Into acoount by the physical state conditions

=0 4= 1L2); (332)
w here
r_ e, 1 , 2 2@, ;
re_ e, + z1 1 ,% + %z, M “?: (3.33)

Solving these constraints one nds that physical wavefunctions have the form
=K  ZiZmi i i  Zm=2 1 Z,; (3.34)
where K isa realprefactor which we w rite as
K =K e 2 (3.35)

w ith h
Ki= 1+ ,° ; K,= ®F+ ' z? | z, : (336)

T hus, physical states are described by \chiral" wavefinctions (z;zs; *; %) Weuse
this tem because of the close analogy to chiral super elds in supersymm etric eld
theories) . O bserve that

r, =K@, ; r, =K £, ; 337

where
r,=0Q, 2 z4: (3.38)
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T his derivative has the property that it preserves chirality by taking a chiralwavefunc—
tion to another chiralwavefunction. It follow s that the di erential operators (r ,;r ,)
becom e the di erential operators (£,;Q,) in the chiral basis, ie., when acting on re-
duced wavefunctions. In particular the ham iltonian operator g is replaced by

Hia= KiF,@,+ (339)

in the chiralbasis.
R educad ground state wavefunctions, of energy kappa, are analytic, so ground state
w avefuinctions have the form

- g éo) (z; l; 2) : (3.40)

One can now generate an In nite sst of eigenvectors of H by considering:
h [ , L ™) j
=¥ K gyt =g ozt (341)

Indeed, using the com m utation relation
;Y = 2NK,'FV ; (3.42)
it can be seen that
AN W) 1 v
Hyq T 0 =2 N+ - ¢ 0 ; (343)

and hence that thewavefiinctions (3 41) are eigenfuinctions ofH with energy 2 N + %

Note that ¥, pressrves chirality, but not the analyticity, so the reduced function
o=l éN)(z; 1; ?) is a particular case of de ned n (3.34), with a special
dependence on zg, . Note also that the analytic \ground state" finctions O(N ! Pordif-
ferent N di er in their \extemal" C charge C' = 2M N . The wavefunctions &’
and %) havethe xed chargeC'= 2M forany N ,shcer, and ¥, carry C = 1 (see
subsection 3.3).
W e have now found the energy eigenstates so we tum to the question oftheirnom .
T he ntegration m easure

d = dzdz@ @.@,Q: (3.44)
is nvardant under the sym m etries of the m odel established previously, so we de ne the
nom of by 7 7

I 3°= d 33°= d kPMe?F2ii: (3 45)

Fora ground state, the reduced wavefunction is analytic and can be expanded as

Oypo 12, (3 46)

) _ ) i
o TATH i

where all the coe cients are finctions of z . A calculation show s that its nomm is

o if=4MBAF+om 5 OF+2 57+2z OF+ F ¥ G4
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where Z

ifif = dzdze * F(z;2)F (3 .48)

for any function £ on the com plex plane. Note that we have a shortened m ultiplet
when M = 0 because there are then states with zero nom . This is the quantum
m anifestation of the classical cbservation that forM = 0 the constraints are not all
second classwhen H = 0.

Consider now the st excited states, at N = 1. Integrating by parts w ith respect
to @,;@,, one sees that

Z
i Yif=2 4 KM le 2%y Mg, (3.49)

In other words, the coe cient M is shiffted downwards by 1=2. Sim ilarly,
z
i i = @ Nt d KP Ve 2Ry S (3.50)

so the coe cient M is shiffed downwards by N =2 at kevelN . & ©llows that 7 '
is also given by the ormula (3.47), apart from the num erical factor 2 M N !, but w ith
2M ! 2M N . Thus, negative contrlbbutions to the nom must appear forN > 2M .
If2M isa positive Integer then the highest level w ithout negative nom states is the
@2M + 1)th levelwith N = 2M , but this levelhas zero nom states, asforM = 0. The
states at this kevel will therefore form short supem ultiplets as only the com ponents
My BV R @) contrbute to 7 ™ "2 ) 4. The energy ofthe N = 2M Jevel
for nteger 2M is4 M + . Apart from the quantum shift by noted earlier, this
is just the energy of the exceptional energy surface H = 4 M of the classical theory.
Zero nom states In the quantum theory at this Jevel are what one expects from the
ferm jonic gauge invariance at this level.
Just as one can discard allexcited states ofthe supersohere, or superplane, Landau
m odel to arrive at a perfectly physical LLL m odel, so we can discard all states In the
N > 2M Landau lvels of the super ag, or planar super ag, m odels to arrive at a
physical m odel described by the LLL together with the rst N excited levels. This
ram ains true when 2M  is not an Integer (orovided it is positive), the only di erence
being that the top level, with N = PM ], hasno zero nom states.

3.3 G eom etrical interpretation

So farwe have usaed a direct algebraic analysis because our ain hasbeen to show how
the resuls of our previous paper on the super ag Landau m odel can be understood
very explicitly in the planar lim i, w ithout any elaborate form aliam . H owever, we now
develop a geom etrical interpretation in temn s of super elds on the coset superspace

K=IUQQLH=u @) U@Q) 2Z]: (3.51)

Recall that Z is the group generated by the \m agnetic" central charge Z , which we
dentify with the constant
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The coset representative In the appropriate exponential param etrization can be
w ritten in tem s of coordinates u; *; ?) as

g= e ; (352)

where’
A= 0+ 4 ¥ 2QY; Ap,= 1P wPY; (3.53)

where the signs are chosen for Jater convenience. The ocoordinates appearing in the
above param etrization of the coset superspace are related to the coordinates (z; ; )
used previously by

u= z 5 ; = 4+ z § ; = (354)
T he Ieft-covarant C artan fom s and the superconnections on the stability subgroup
generated by C and the central charge are de ned by*°

g 'dg=1lpP + 1pP¥+ !t + 1, Y 120 1.0Y+A.C+A, : (355)
A calulation yields't

1 1 1 2
'y = l+§ dz da ; !=dz+1§ da ; “=d ;

1
A, = zdz zdz d d ; Ac=§ d+ d : (3.56)

Tt is now easy to rew rite the invariant Lagrangians 2.J), (32) and (3.6) of the
previous sections n a m anifestly nvariant form in tem s of pulbacks of the above
Cartan fom s:

Lo= P f+ M0 +iK, ; T=oF+1%, ; L=pF+1iK, +2iM K. : 357)

Here the \hat" denotes a pullback. N ote that the passage from the superplane Landau
m odel, w ith Lagrangian Lg, to theM = 0 planar super ag m odel, w ith Lagrangian T,
involves the subtraction ofthe termm !, . The Lagrangian L, is necessarily indepen—
dent ofthe ; wvarablesbecause i is variant under local SU (17]l) transfom ations
that rotate the form s !, and !! (and their conjuigates) into each other.

N ote also that the equation ofm otion (34) derived from I has the follow ing nice
representation In tem s of the C artan fom s:

PP, =0: (3.58)

W e take the G rassn ann-odd coordinates ! to anticom m ute w ith the odd charges. O ne can equally
well take them to com m ute w ith the odd chargesbecause w ith an appropriate change in the de nition
(3.52) one obtains identical results.
%A s the second U (1) in the denom inator of (3.51) corresponds to an outer autom orphism of
ISU (1) (see (2.30), 31)), there appears no connection associated w ith its generator J.
1TheA, connection given here is equivalent to the connection de ned by (3.55) but di ers from
it by a eld-dependent gauge transform ation.
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T his equation has two solutions. One is
=0, (359)

which a covarant inverse H iggstype constraint P] that is equivalent to (35). The
other is
=0 ) z= —; (3.60)

In whith case all other equations of m otion are identically satis ed. A s we have seen,
this second solution reduces the m odelto its LLL sector.

Finally, we explain the geom etric m eaning of the wavefinctions &’ which are
eigenvectors of the Ham iltonian K de ned i (331). Asa rst step, we note that
the fi1ll generators 3, 3Y caloulated by the N oether procedure from the Lagrangian L
de ned n (3.6) are given by
o @

0=0 — M ; Q¥=9QY — M ; 3.61)
@ @
where Q ;0Y were de ned n (225). Corregpondingly, the u1llC dharge appearing in
f(ﬁ;(ﬁyg= ¢ is given by
C=c+M C+C; (3.62)
where C , the purely di erential part of ¢, wasde ned In (226). The additional temm
C = 2M can be interpreted as the \extemal' C charge of the general wavefluinction
(z;z; ; 7 ), Ih accordance w ith the fact that this function is given on the cosst
manifold TU (1jl)=U 1) U (1) 2Z ]and can possess non-zero quantum num bers ofthe
stability subgroup. The generator Z actson  jast as the m ultiplication of the latter
by the central charge 1?2 Thus the wavefinction carres the \m agnetic" central
charge and the extemalC chargeC = 2M .

For the next step we nd it convenient to use the param etrization (z;z; %; ;) of
subsection 32. In accord w ith the standard rules of the nonlinear realizations theory,
the covarant di erentialD of , aswell as covariant derivatives of are de ned by
the relation

D = d+A, +Ac.C ' 5D, '!5D, +!D;, +! DY ; (3.63)

w here the signswere again chosen for fiirther convenience. It iseasy to nd the explicit
form of these covarant derivatives. In particular,

-
-

D,=K{r,; D,=K{r,; fD,;D,g=2 ; (3.64)

where r ,;r , were de ned in (329). T he covariant spinor derivatives D * are:
|
@ @ 1
= —+z— = *C: (3.65)
@, @, 2
20ne can assign to  also a non-zero extemal charge associated w ith the outer autom orphism s
U (1) generator J the di erential part of which is given in (2.30). However, this U (1) has no actual
In plications in the considered m odel.

Lot YIS

@
D'=K T ’Q, 'k,! ; D?
1
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T hey satisfy the follow ing non-zero covariant (@nti)com m utation relations
p'D.l= DD.1=0; D%D,]=0; D?%D.l= D'; (3.66)
fD ;D*g=0: (3.67)

O ne should take into acoount that all cosst coordinates and their covariant derivatives
are inert under the action of the \m agnetic" central charge Z which has the non-
zero eigenvalie only on the wave function ; at the same tine, the U (1) charge

C has a non-trivial kft action on the coset coordiates z;z; !; ; as olows from the
com m utation relations (2.28). Under the above nom alization, such that has the

extemal C' charge equal 2M , the covariant derivativesD ', D, , D, have, respectively,
theC charges+ 1;+ 1and 1,whilkeD ?;D, areC-neutral. ThisC assignm ent should be
kept In m ind while checking the relations (3.66), (3.67). T he standard (non-covariant)
com m utation relations W ithout taking account of the non-trivial C' connection tem s
in D,;D ?) can be easily derived from the above covariant ones.

R epresenting the covariant derivativesD *on  (ie.with C = 2M ) by

1
D'=K{’"; D?’="%+2z2'"; (3.68)
it is easy to see that the physical state conditions (3.32) are equivalent to
DY =0; (3.69)

which is the standard covarant form of the chirality conditions. T he prefactors in the
solution (3.34) serve to elin inate the connection tem s in D * when the Jatter act on the
reduced wave function . A fterthat, the conditions (3.69) are solved by passing to the
chiralbasis (z;zs,). Thederivative D , also becom esshorton  (z;z4,; ):D, ! D, =

K l%@Zsh . Thanks to the com m utation relations (3.66), i is then consistent to im pose
the additional analyticity constraint on the ground state (z;zgn; Yy, viz.D, =0 !
= oz M.

W hen dealing w ith the eigenvalue problem ofthe H am iltonian in the previous sub-
section, we worked with the operators r , ;r ,, which can be treated as a type of
creation and annihilation operator (see (3.30)). U sing the covariant derivativesD ,;D ,,
eq. ([3.64), the analogy wih the quantum oscillator becom es literal, because their
com m utator equals a constant and the H am iltonian can be rew ritten in the standard
oscillator fom :

N

H= D, D,+ : (3.70)

T he eigenvector for the Landau levelN can be rew ritten as
N )
M- p,)N K, ‘e Xz M) ozt (3.71)

T he corresponding ground state reduced wave function SN " hasC = 2M N ,whik
thewhoke ®) hasC = 2M ,sinceeach D, addsC = 1. The ormula (343) for the
energy levels can be equivalently derived using the com m utation relations (3.64). Note
that the H am iltonian com m utes w ith the chirality constraints (3.69) In a weak sense,
H;p?] ’*t.
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4 Summ ary

In previous papers we solved the Landau problm for a particke on the supersohere
SU 2j1=U (11l) and the super ag SU 2J)=U (1) U (@1)]. The Jatter coset superspace
allowstwo W Z tem s, and hence a fam ily of Landau m odels, for xed m agnetic eld,
param etrized by the coe cientM ofa \ferm ionicW essZum no" temm . T he equivalence
oftheM = 0modelw ith the supersphere Landau m odelwas in plicit In these results,
but not explained by them . In this paper we have reconsidered these m odels In the
planar Iim it.

T he supersphere m odel becom es the \superplane" Landau m odel for a particle on
c ®®; this is a model with a quadratic Lagrangian that is the sum of the standard
Landau m odel w ith a four-state \fem jonic Landau m odel". The latter has just two
Landau ¥evels, each spanned by two states, wih the excited states having negative
nom . This provides a sim ple explanation for the negative nom states, or \ghosts",
in allbut the lowest Landau Jevel of the supersohere m odel, and it show s clearly that
ghosts arise as a result of second-order ferm ion kinetic tem s.

The planar 1lim it of the super ag m odel yields a m odel that we have called the
\planar super ag" Landau model. I is an extension of the superplane to include
Interactionsw ith an additionalG oMdstino variabl. ForM = 0 thisvariabl is auxiliary
and the superplane m odel is recovered on elin inating it; this explains the equivalence
between the superplane and M = 0 super ag m odels. The m otivation for considering
theM > 0 super agm odel (planaror soherical) isthat the sscond-order ferm ion kinetic
tem s regponsible for ghosts are \suppressed" In the sense that the coe cient beocom es
nilpotent. A s a resul, the ghosts are not elin Inated entirely but Just banished to the
higher Landau levels. Speci cally, the N th level is ghost—free if and only ifN 2M .

A nother curious, and related, feature oftheM > 0 planar super ag m odels is that
the second class fermm jonic constraints which are standard in m odels w ith anticom —
muting variables) cease to be entirely second—class on a xed-energy subspace of the
phase space, thus in plying the presence of a gauge-nvariance on this energy surface.
In fact, when restricted to this exceptional energy the planar super ag Landau m odel
becom es a type of tin ereparam etrization nvariant superparticle m odelw ith a \hid-
den" fem ionic gauge nvariance. H owever, this gauge Invariance has an e ect on the
quantum theory only when the exceptional energy surface is one of the Landau kevels,
and thishappensonly when 2M is an Integer. In this case, the form ionic gauge invari-
ance lads to short supem ultiplets for the states at the @M + 1)th Landau kevel, this
being the lIowest Landau level forM = 0. The short supem uliplets are exactly as
expected from our previous resuls for the supersohere and super ag Landau m odels.

A though the superLandau m odels analysed here have ghosts, it is possbl to
consistently truncate to a ghost free theory. O ne could throw out just the ghosts, but
thiswould break the SU 27]l) sym m etry that was the rationale for the construction of
these m odels. Instead, one can throw out all Landau lvels that contain ghosts. For
M = 0 this is equivalent to kesping only the lowest Landau lvel, which de nes the
non—(anti)com m utative com plex superplane that resuls from taking the planar lm it
of the fuzzy supersphere. OurM > 0 planar super ag m odels, truncated to the st
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2M ]+ 1 Jevels, can be considered as generalizations of this construction to allow fora

nie sst of higher Landau kevels. A s the H ibert space still has nite din ension, the
quantum theory de nes a fuzzy version of the supem anifold obtained from the planar
Iim it of the super ag.

N ote A dded

A fter subm ission to the archives, we leamt of a paper of Hassbe [10] in which a planar
superLandau m odel is obtained as the planar lim it of a Landau m odel for a parti-
cle on the coset superspace O Sp(1R)=U (1). This \supersphere" has real din ension
(2#), and is therefore \non-m inim al" in com parison to the supersphere de ned here
asCP %, but it can be viewed as a superspace of real dim ension (2R) with the help
of a \pssudocon Jugation" operation that squares to 1 when acting on spiors. This
leads to a planar superd.andau m odelthat is super cially equivalent to the superplane
Landau m odeldiscussed here, but w hich has a di erent sym m etry group. T he absence
of negative nom states in the m odel of [10] is presum ably a consequence of this dif-
ference. W e believe that the consistency of the H ibert space nom of [10] requires an
Interpretation as a \biorthogonal® nom [11] (see also [12]), and we plan to retum to
thispoint In a future work with T . Curtright.

A cknow ledgm ents

E I. acknow kdges a partial support from REFBR grants, profcts No 03-02-17440 and
No 04-02-04002,NATO grant PST G LG 980302, the grant IN TA S-00-00254, the DFG

grant No436 RUS 113/669-02, and a grant of the H eisenberg{.andau program . Part
of this paper was presented at the M iam i 2004 topical conference on particl physics
and cosm ology. L M .and P K .T . thank the organisers for the nvitation to participate
In the 2005 Strings workshop at Benasque, where som e of this work was done. In
addition, we thank C .Bender, T . Curtright, M . Henneaux and A . Sm ilga for helpfiil
discussions, and K . H assbe for bringing his work to our attention.

R eferences

[l] L D .Landau, D iam agnetism us der M etalle, Z . Phys. 64, 629 (1930).

R]F.D .M .Haldane, Fractional Quantization O fThe HallE ect: A Hiemrchy O f
Incom pressibk Q uantum F luid States, Phys.Rev. Lett. 51, 605 (1983).

B] J.M adore, T he fuzzy sphere, C lass. Quant.G rav. 9, 69 (1992).

4] E . Ivanov, L .M ezincescu and P.K . Townsend, Fuzzy CP (nin ) as a quantum su-—
perspace, in Symm etries in G ravity and F ield T heory, eds.V .A daya, JM .C ervero
and P.G arc a, Ediciones Universidad de Salam anca, 2004, pp 385-408; arX i hep—
th/0311159.

21



B] E. Ivanov, L. M ezincescu and P. K . Townsend, A super- ag Landau m odel, In
From Fields to Strings: Circum navigating T heoretical P hysics, eds. M . Shifm an,
A .Vahshtein and J.W heater, W orld Scienti ¢ 2004; arX v hep-+th/0404108.

6] M .Banados, L.J. Garay and M . Henneaux, The dynam ical structure of higher
dim ensional Chem-Sim ons theory, Nucl. Phys. B 476, 611 (1996) X ivhep-
th/9605159].

[71 E. Ivanov, L .M ezincescu, A . Pashnev and P.K . Townsend, O dd coset quantum
m echanics, Phys. Lett.B 566, 175 (2003) [@arX ivhep-th/0301241].

B] M .Hatsuda, S. Iso and H . Um etsu, N oncom m utative superspace, supem atrix and
Iowest Landau Eevel, Nucl Phys.B 671,217 (2003) BrX ivhep-th/0306251].

O] E.A . Ivanov and V . I. O glevetsky, T he Inverse H iggs P henom enon In Nonlinear
Realizations, Teor.M at.Fiz. 25, 164 (1975).

[10] K .Hasbe, Supersymm etric E xtension of N oncom m utative Spaces, Berry Phases
and Quantum HallE ects @rX ivhep-th/0503162].

[l1] C. L. Bender, Introduction to P T -Symm etric Quantum Theory RiX ivquant-
ph/0501052].

[12] T . Curtright and L. M ezincescu, Biorthogonal Quantum System s X v quant-
ph/0507015].

22



