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Abstract

We discuss the bosonization of nonrelativistic fermions interacting with non-Abelian gauge fields

in the lowest Landau level in the framework of higher dimensional quantum Hall effect. The bosonic

action is a one-dimensional matrix action, which can also be written as a noncommutative field

theory, invariant under WN transformations. The requirement that the usual gauge transformation

should be realized as aWN transformation provides an analog of a Seiberg-Witten map, which allows

us to express the action purely in terms of bosonic fields. The semiclassical limit of this, describing

the gauge interactions of a higher dimensional, non-Abelian quantum Hall droplet, produces a bulk

Chern-Simons type term whose anomaly is exactly cancelled by a boundary term given in terms of

a gauged Wess-Zumino-Witten action.
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1 Introduction

Quantum Hall effect in higher dimensions and different geometries has become a topic of recent

research interest [1]-[8]. The higher dimensional generalization exhibits features similar to the two-

dimensional case, such as incompressibility and gapless edge excitations, among other things. In a

series of papers [2]-[6] we generalized the original Zhang-Hu construction of QHE on S4 to arbitrary

even dimensions by formulating the quantum Hall effect on the complex projective spaces CPk.

Within this framework we also introduced a bosonization approach for nonrelativistic fermions

in higher dimensions. The possible excitations of the LLL fermionic system in the presence of a

confining potential are particle-hole excitations, which can, in principle, be described in terms of

bosonic degrees of freedom. Using the quantum density matrix formulation we derived an exact

bosonic action describing these excitations [3, 4]. The bosonic action is given in terms of one-

dimensional (N×N) matrices acting on the N -dimensional LLL single particle Hilbert space, which

can be further expressed, using the star-product formulation, as an action of a noncommutative

field theory.

In [6] we extended the bosonization method outlined in [3, 4] in the case of electromagnetic,

U(1), gauge interactions. CPk however is a space which also admits a non-Abelian U(k) background

gauge field. Charged fermions moving on CPk can have non-Abelian degrees of freedom and can

further couple to external non-Abelian gauge fields. In this paper we derive the bosonized action in

the case of non-Abelian gauge interactions. Although our explicit calculations involve the particular

case of nonrelativistic fermions on CPk whose LLL Hilbert space is well known [4], our method is

quite general and applies to any manifold which admits a consistent fomrulation of the quantum

Hall effect.

The semiclassical limit of the derived bosonic action, where N → ∞ and the number of fermions

becomes large, produces the collective description of the low-energy excitations of the quantum Hall

droplet (Abelian and non-Abelian) in the presence of gauge interactions. In this limit the action

separates into a boundary part and a bulk part. The boundary term is essentially described by a

chiral, gauged Wess-Zumino-Witten type action, while the bulk term is a Chern-Simons type action

in terms of the external gauge fields. These two contributions combine so that the total effective

action is gauge invariant. The phenomenon of anomaly cancellation between the edge and bulk

action is of course well known in two dimensions. There, one can easily integrate out the fermions

and derive the bulk contribution which is an Abelian Chern-Simons action whose coefficient is given

by the quantized Hall conductance. The Chern-Simons term defined on a space with boundary is

not gauge invariant, the non-invariance given by a surface term. The gauge invariance is restored

by the addition of a boundary action in terms of chiral massless fields, which describe the edge
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dynamics of a quantum Hall droplet [9, 10]. In higher dimensions our bosonization method produces

simultaneously the bulk and edge effective actions in a way that gauge invariance is automatically

built in.

There have been several approaches to extending bosonization to higher dimensions [11] -[17].

Our approach is closer to the one followed by Das et al [18] and Sakita [19, 20, 21] for LLL

nonrelativistic fermions in two dimensions. Our noncommutative field theory action is essentially

a WN -gauge action in higher dimensions.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we outline the bosonization method for nonrel-

ativistic fermions in the LLL in the presence of gauge interactions in arbitrary dimensions. In the

rest of the paper we apply the bosonization technique in the case of CPk with a U(k) background

gauge field. In section 3 we review the LLL Hilbert space of charged fermions on CPk with a U(1)

and U(k) uniform background magnetic field. In section 4 we derive the corresponding star-product

to 1/n2 order, where n is the strength of the U(1) uniform magnetic field. In sections 5 and 6 we

consider the large N (equivalently large n) limit of the bosonic action and derive the edge and

bulk effective action for the non-Abelian quantum Hall droplet. In section 7 we discuss the gauge

invariance of the bosonic action and explicitly demonstrate the anomaly cancellation between the

edge and bulk contributions. In section 8 we conclude with a brief summary and comments.

2 General approach

Here we present a general matrix formulation of the dynamics of noninteracting fermions in the low-

est Landau level, which eventually leads to a bosonization approach in terms of a noncommutative

field theory.

Let N denote the dimension of the one-particle Hilbert space corresponding to the states of the

lowest Landau level, K of which are occupied by fermions. The spin degree of freedom is neglected,

so each state can be occupied by a single fermion. In the presence of a confining potential V̂ ,

the degeneracy of the LLL states is lifted and the fermions are localized around the minimum of

the potential forming a droplet. The choice of the droplet we are considering is specified by a

diagonal density matrix ρ̂0 which is equal to 1 for occupied states and zero for unoccupied states.

We can further consider ρ̂0 to be the density matrix characterizing the ground many-body state.

The most general fluctuations which preserve the LLL condition and the number of occupied states

are unitary transformations of ρ̂0, namely ρ̂0 → ρ̂ = Û ρ̂0Û
†, where Û is an (N×N) unitary matrix.

The action which determines Û is given by

S0 =

∫

dt Tr
[

iρ̂0Û
†∂tÛ − ρ̂0Û

†V̂ Û
]

(1)
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where V̂ is the confining potential. We have used the fact that on the LLL the Hamiltonian is V̂

up to an additive constant. Û can be thought of as a collective variable describing all the possible

excitations within the LLL. The equation of motion resulting from (1) is the expected evolution

equation for the density matrix ρ̂, namely

i
∂ρ̂

∂t
= [V̂ , ρ̂] (2)

As it is well known by now in the context of noncommutative field theories, the action S0 can

also be written as [3, 4, 6]

S0 = N

∫

dµdt
[

i(ρ0 ∗ U † ∗ ∂tU) − (ρ0 ∗ U † ∗ V ∗ U)
]

(3)

where dµ is the volume measure of the space where QHE has been defined and ρ0, U, V are

the symbols of the corresponding matrices on this space. In our notation the hatted expressions

correspond to matrices and unhatted ones to the corresponding symbols, which are fields on the

space where QHE is defined. As we shall explain later, in the case where the LLL admits non-

Abelian fermions coupled to a background gauge field in some representation J ′ of dimension N ′,

the corresponding symbols are (N ′ ×N ′) matrix valued functions and the action S0 is written as

S0 =
N

N ′

∫

dµdt tr
[

i(ρ0 ∗ U † ∗ ∂tU) − (ρ0 ∗ U † ∗ V ∗ U)
]

(4)

Our notation is such that “Tr” indicates trace over the N -dimensional LLL Hilbert space while “tr”

indicates trace over the N ′-dimensional representation J ′. In the case of Abelian fermions, which

was the case studied in [3, 6], N ′ = 1 and tr is absent as in (3). An important point to emphasize

here is that when we later consider the semiclassical limit of (4), N → ∞, while N ′ remains finite.

If Ψm(~x), m = 1, · · · , N , represent the correctly normalized LLL wavefunctions, then the defi-

nition of the symbol corresponding to a (N ×N) matrix Ô, with matrix elements Oml is

O(~x, t) =
1

N

∑

m,l

Ψm(~x)Oml(t)Ψ
∗
l (~x) (5)

The star product is defined as

(Ô1Ô2)symbol = O1(~x, t) ∗O2(~x, t) (6)

The action S0 in (1) or equivalently (4) provides an exact bosonization for the noninteracting

fermion problem. The expression in (1) does not depend on the particular space and its dimension-

ality or the Abelian or non-Abelian nature of the underlying fermionic system. This information

is encoded in equation (4) in the definition of the symbol, the star product and the measure.
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We now extend the bosonization approach for the underlying fermionic problem in the LLL in

the presence of external, fluctuating gauge fields. We propose that gauge interactions (beyond the

coupling to the strong uniform magnetic field which confines the system to the LLL) are described

by a matrix action S which is invariant under time dependent U(N) rotations,

Û → ĥÛ (7)

We consider S to be the gauged version of S0 in (1), where ∂t is now replaced by D̂t = ∂t1 + iÂ
and Â is a matrix gauge potential. In particular,

S =

∫

dt Tr
[

iρ̂0Û
†(∂t + iÂ)Û − ρ̂0Û

†V̂ Û
]

(8)

Invariance of this action under infinitesimal time dependent U(N) rotations

δÛ = −il̂Û (9)

implies the following transformation for the gauge potential Â,

δÂ = ∂t l̂ − i[l̂, V̂ + Â] (10)

where ĥ = exp(−iλ̂). As before the action S in (8) can be written in terms of the corresponding

symbols as

S =
N

N ′

∫

dt dµ tr
[

iρ0 ∗ U † ∗ ∂tU − ρ0 ∗ U † ∗ V ∗ U − ρ0 ∗ U † ∗ A ∗ U
]

(11)

where the (N × N) matrices have been replaced by their symbols, matrix multiplication by the

star product, and Tr by N
N ′

∫

dµ tr. The action (11) is now invariant under the infinitesimal

transformations

δU = −il ∗ U
δA(~x, t) = ∂tl(~x, t)− i (l ∗ (V +A)− (V +A) ∗ l) (12)

We shall refer to this as the WN gauge transformation, in analogy to the W∞ transformation

appearing in the case of the planar two-dimensional QHE [10, 18].

If the proposed action S in (11) is to be the bosonized action describing the coupling of the LLL

fermionic system to a fluctuating external gauge field Aµ(~x, t), then A(~x, t) should be a function

of Aµ(~x, t). The dependence of A(~x, t) on Aµ(~x, t) is determined in the following way. Since S

is supposed to describe gauge interactions of the original system it has to be invariant under the

usual gauge transformation

δAµ = ∂µΛ (13)
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in the case of Abelian gauge fields, or

δAµ = ∂µΛ+ i[Āµ +Aµ, Λ] (14)

δĀµ = 0

in the case of non-Abelian gauge fields, where Λ is the infinitesimal gauge parameter and Āµ is

a possible non-Abelian background field. The fact that S is invariant under (12) and (13) (or

(14)) implies that the transformation (12) can be thought of as a nonlinear realization of the

gauge transformation (13) or (14). This determines (up to gauge invariant terms) A as a function

of Aµ and therefore the bosonized action of the LLL fermionic system in the presence of gauge

interactions. Further, since A can be thought of as the time component of a noncommutative

gauge field, the relation between A and the commutative gauge fields Aµ is essentially a Seiberg-

Witten transformation [22, 23].

As we shall explicitly show in section 6, in the semi-classical limit, whereN → ∞ and the number

of fermions is large, the A-dependent part of the action produces a boundary term describing the

coupling of the quantum Hall droplet to the external gauge field Aµ, and also a purely Aµ-dependent

bulk term, which is a Chern-Simons like term. The bulk Chern-Simons term defined on a space

with boundary is not gauge invariant. The gauge noninvariance is cancelled by the boundary term

so that the total action is gauge invariant. At the large N limit the transformations (12) become

the usual gauge transformations for matter and gauge fields so the gauge invariance of the action

is automatically satisfied.

This approach, which is based on a matrix formulation, provides a very general way to construct

the bosonic action for the underlying LLL fermionic system in any space that admits a consistent

formulation of QHE. The semiclassical limit of this action describes the gauge interactions of the

quantum Hall droplet (Abelian or non-Abelian).

The action S0 in (3) was also used in the context of one dimensional free fermions and their

relation to c = 1 string theory [18]. The bosonization approach of LLL fermions in the presence

of gauge interactions extended to any dimension as outlined above, is an adaptation of a method

used by Sakita [20] to derive the electromagnetic interactions of LLL spinless electrons in the two

dimensional plane.

In [3, 4], using a semi-classical expansion of S0, we derived the edge dynamics of Abelian and

non-Abelian quantum Hall droplets on higher dimensional CPk spaces. In this case the fermionic

density is a step function, constant over the phase volume occupied by the droplet and zero outside

the droplet. We found that the action S0 reduces to a higher dimensional generalization of a chiral

Wess-Zumino-Witten type action describing the boundary excitations of the droplet. In [6] we
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further explored the semiclassical limit of S in (11) to derive the bulk and edge effective actions of

the Abelian quantum Hall droplet in the presence of electromagnetic interactions. In this paper we

extend our analysis to derive the edge and bulk dynamics of the non-Abelian quantum Hall droplet

in the presence of gauge interactions.

3 QHE on CPk

Here we shall briefly review the structure of the lowest Landau level and the emerging star product

for CPk, which are the crucial ingredients in constructing the bosonic action (11). We shall mainly

follow the presentation in [3, 4] and in the review article [5].

CPk is a 2k-dimensional manifold parametrized by k + 1 complex coordinates va, such that

v̄ava = 1 (15)

with the identification va ∼ eiθva. One can further introduce local complex coordinates zI , I =

1, · · · , k, by writing

vI =
zI√

1 + z̄ · z , I = 1, · · · , k

vk+1 =
1√

1 + z̄ · z (16)

The U(1) background magnetic field (which leads to the Landau states) is introduced via a

gauge potential

a = −inv̄ · dv (17)

The corresponding U(1) field strength is given by

da = −indv̄ · dv = nΩ (18)

where Ω is the Kähler two-form of CPk, which is obviously closed, and n is an integer. Further

n = 2BR2, where B is the constant background U(1) magnetic field and R is the radius of CPk.

For k = 1, since S2 = CP1, the problem of charged fermions on CP1 with U(1) background

field was studied by Haldane several years ago [24]. In this case the background gauge field a is

that of a monopole of charge n placed at the origin of S2.

The lowest Landau level wavefunctions for CPk with U(1) background field were derived in [3].

They are the coherent states for CPk.

Ψm(~x) =
√
N

[

n!

i1!i2!...ik!(n− s)!

]

1
2 zi11 zi22 · · · zikk

(1 + z̄ · z)n

2

, m = 1, · · · , N

s = i1 + i2 + · · ·+ ik, 0 ≤ ii ≤ n , 0 ≤ s ≤ n (19)
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These wavefunctions form a symmetric, rank n representation J of SU(k + 1). The dimension of

this representation is

N = dimJ =
(n+ k)!

n!k!
(20)

The set of states in (19) can also be interpreted as the Hilbert space of fuzzy CPk [25]. QHE,

therefore, provides a physical realization of fuzzy spaces [5], so our results can be relevant for

certain fuzzy space analyses, going beyond the context of just QHE.

For CPk one can also have uniform non-Abelian background fields. In this case the corre-

sponding LLL wavefunctions are more involved. Using the fact that CPk = SU(k + 1)/U(k), a

group theoretic analysis was developed in [4] which allowed a uniform treatment of the Abelian

and non-Abelian case. Let tA denote the generators of SU(k + 1) as matrices in the fundamental

representation, normalized so that tr(tAtB) = 1
2δAB . These generators are classified into three

groups. The ones corresponding to the SU(k) part of U(k) ⊂ SU(k + 1) will be denoted by ta,

a = 1, 2, · · · , k2−1 while the generator for the U(1) direction of the subgroup U(k) will be denoted

by tk2+2k. The 2k remaining generators of SU(k+1) which are not in U(k) are the coset generators,

denoted by tα, α = 1, · · · , 2k. The coset generators can be further separated into the raising and

lowering type t±I = t2I−1 ± it2I , I = 1, · · · , k.

We can now use a (k+1)× (k+1) matrix g in the fundamental representation of SU(k+1) to

parametrize CPk, by making the identification g ∼ gh, where h ∈ U(k). We can use the freedom of

h transformations to write g as a function of the real coset coordinates xi, i = 1, · · · , 2k. The relation
between the complex coordinates zI , z̄I in (16) and xi is the usual one, zI = x2I−1 + ix2I , I =

1, · · · , k. We can write

g−1dg = (− iEk2+2k
i tk2+2k − iEa

i ta − iEα
i tα) dx

i (21)

The Eα
i are the frame fields in terms of which the Cartan-Killing metric on CPk is given by

ds2 = gijdx
idxj = Eα

i E
α
j dx

idxj (22)

The Kähler two-form on CPk is likewise written as

Ω = −i

√

2k

k + 1
tr
(

tk2+2k g−1dg ∧ g−1dg
)

= −1

4

√

2k

k + 1
f (k2+2k)αβ Eα

i Eβ
j dxi ∧ dxj

= −1

4
ǫαβ Eα

i Eβ
j dxi ∧ dxj ≡ 1

2
Ωij dxi ∧ dxj (23)

fABC are the SU(k + 1) structure constants, where [tA, tB ] = ifABCtC and ǫαβ = 1 if α =

2I − 1, β = 2I, I = 1, · · · , k. The fields Ek2+2k
i and Ea

i are related to the U(1) and SU(k)

8



background gauge fields on CPk. In particular the U(1) field a is given by

a = in

√

2k

k + 1
tr(tk2+2kg

−1dg) =
n

2

√

2k

k + 1
Ek2+2k

= −in g∗a,k+1dga,k+1 (24)

This agrees with (17) if we identify ga,k+1 = va. We can similarly define an SU(k) background field

Āa
i . Its normalization is chosen so that

Āa ≡ Ea = 2itr(tag−1dg) (25)

Notice that Āa in (25) does not depend on n, while the Abelian field a in (24) is proportional to

n. The corresponding U(1) and SU(k) background field strengths are

∂iaj − ∂jai = nΩij = −n

2

√

2k

k + 1
f (k2+2k)αβEα

i E
β
j

F̄ a
ij = ∂iĀ

a
j − ∂jĀ

a
i + fabcĀb

i Ā
c
j = −faαβEα

i E
β
j (26)

We see from (26) that in the appropriate frame basis the background field strengths are constant,

proportional to the U(k) structure constants. It is in this sense that the field strengths in (26)

correspond to uniform magnetic fields appropriate in defining QHE.

We now define two sets of operators, RA and LA which perform right and left translations on

an arbitrary element g of SU(k + 1), as

RA g = g TA LA g = TA g (27)

where TA are the SU(k + 1) generators in the representation to which g belongs. The U(1) gauge

field in (24) changes by a gauge transformation under a right U(1) rotation of the form g → gh

where h ∈ U(1), while it remains invariant under an SU(k) right rotation. This implies that in

the case where the fermions couple only to the Abelian gauge field a, the corresponding single

particle wavefunctions have a fixed U(1)R charge and are singlets under SU(k) right rotations [3].

In particular the wavefunctions obey the condition

Ra Ψm = 0, a = 1, · · · , k2 − 1

Rk2+2k Ψm = − nk
√

2k(k + 1)
Ψm (28)

On the other hand, the non-Abelian gauge field Āa in (25) is invariant under right U(1) rotations

but noninvariant under right SU(k) rotations. So in the case where the fermions have non-Abelian

degrees of freedom and couple to the full U(k) background gauge field, the wavefunctions have
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the same fixed U(1)R charge as in (28) but under right rotations transform as a particular SU(k)

representation J ′ of dimension N ′ = dimJ ′. In this case,

Ra Ψm;a′ = Ψm;b′ (Ta)b′a′

Rk2+2k Ψm;a′ = − nk
√

2k(k + 1)
Ψm;a′ (29)

The indices a′, b′ = 1, · · · , N ′ label the states within the SU(k) representation J ′ and can be

thought of as the internal degrees of freedom of the non-Abelian fermions coupled to the U(k)

background field. The matrices Ta are the SU(k) generators in the representation J ′.

As we have explained in [4, 5], the coset operators Rα correspond to covariant derivatives, while

the SU(k + 1) operators LA correspond to magnetic translations. In particular, in the absence of

a confining potential, the Hamiltonian is proportional to R+IR−I up to additive constants, so the

lowest Landau level condition is

R−IΨ = 0 (30)

In both the Abelian and non-Abelian case the wavefunctions form an SU(k+1) representation.

A convenient basis to express them uniformly, is in terms of the Wigner D-functions which are the

matrices corresponding to the group elements in a particular representation J . Taking into account

the proper normalization we have,

Ψ =
√
ND(J)

L,R(g) =
√
N 〈J, lA| ĝ |J, rA〉 (31)

where lA, rA indicate the two sets of quantum numbers specifying the states on which the generators

act, for left and right actions respectively.

In the Abelian case where the fermions couple to the U(1) background gauge field a, the right

state |J, rA〉 in (31) must be constrained by the condition (28); we denote the right state |J, rA〉 by
| − n〉. Further, condition (30) implies that the state on the right is the lowest weight state. As a

result the LLL wavefunctions on CPk with U(1) background field form an irreducible SU(k + 1)

representation J which is symmetric, of rank n, and whose lowest weight state is an SU(k) singlet.

The dimension of the J representation which defines the dimensionality of the LLL Hilbert space

is given by (20).

In the non-Abelian case where the fermions couple to the U(k) background field, the right

states |J, rA〉 in (31) are constrained by the condition (29); we now denote the right states |J, rA〉
by |a′,−n〉. Conditions (29) and (30) imply that the LLL wavefunctions for CPk with U(k)

background field form an irreducible SU(k + 1) representation J whose lowest weight state is an

SU(k) representation J ′. Since the U(1) charge is fixed in terms of n, there are constraints on the
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type of allowed J ′ SU(k) representations [4]. The dimension N of the SU(k + 1) representation J

depends now on the particular J ′ representation chosen, but for large n

N = dimJ → dimJ ′ n
k

k!
= N ′ n

k

k!
(32)

The LLL wavefunctions

Ψm;a′(g) =
√
N 〈J, lA| ĝ |a′,−n〉

≡
√
N Dm;a′(g) (33)

are properly normalized by virtue of the orthogonality theorem
∫

dµ(g) D∗
m;a′(g) Dl;b′(g) =

δmlδa′b′

N
(34)

4 Star product for CPk with U(k) background gauge field

As we have discussed in [3, 4] the symbol corresponding to a (N × N) matrix X̂, with matrix

elements Xml, acting on the Hilbert space of the LLL is defined by

Xa′b′(~x, t) =
1

N

∑

ml

Ψm;a′(~x) Xml(t)Ψ
∗
l;b′(~x)

=
∑

ml

Dm;a′(g) XmlD∗
l;b′(g)

= 〈b′,−n|g†XT g|a′;−n〉 (35)

In the non-Abelian case the symbol is a (N ′×N ′) matrix valued function, while in the Abelian case

where J ′ is the singlet representation, the symbol is just a function on CPk. With this definition

TrX̂ =
N

N ′

∑

a′

∫

dµ(g) Xa′a′(g) (36)

The star product is defined in terms of the symbol corresponding to the product of two matrices

X̂ and Ŷ ,

(X̂Ŷ )a′b′ = Xa′c′ ∗ Yc′b′

=
∑

mrl

Dm;a′(g) XmrYrlD∗
l;b′(g)

= 〈b′,−n|g†Y TXT g|a′,−n〉
= 〈b′,−n|g†Y T 1 XT g|a′,−n〉 (37)

In order to calculate the star product we need to reexpress the unit matrix 1 in (37), where

1 =
∑

m |m〉〈m|, and |m〉 are all the states in the J representation, in terms of the lowest weight
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states |a′,−n〉. In the case of a U(1) background field the star product, following this method, was

derived in [3]. We found

X ∗ Y =
∑

s

(−1)s
[

(n− s)!

n!s!

] n
∑

i1+i2+···+ik=s

s!

i1!i2! · · · ik!
Ri1

−1R
i2
−2 · · ·Rik

−kX

× Ri1
+1R

i2
+2 · · ·Rik

+kY (38)

Expression (38) can be thought of as a series expansion in 1/n.

In the case of the U(k) background field the calculation of the star product is more involved.

In [4] we calculated it to order 1/n; here we shall extend the calculation to order 1/n2, which

is sufficient for the derivation of the effective action S in the semiclassical limit N → ∞ (or

equivalently n → ∞).

An arbitrary state in the SU(k + 1) representation J can be written as

|Ψ〉 =
∑

a′

Ca′ |a′,−n〉+
∑

a′I

CI
a′T+I |a′,−n〉+

∑

a′IJ

C
{IJ}
a′ T+IT+J |a′,−n〉+ · · · (39)

where |a′,−n〉 are the lowest weight states within the representation J , T+I I = 1, · · · , k are the

corresponding raising generators and Ca′ are coefficients to be determined. Using the commutation

relation

[T−I , T+J ] = −
√

2(k + 1)

k
Tk2+2k δIJ + ifaĪJ Ta (40)

and the fact that
√

2k(k + 1) Tk2+2kT+I |a′,−n〉 = (−nk + k + 1)T+I |a′,−n〉, we find the following

relations for the coefficients C :

〈b′,−n|Ψ〉 = Cb′

〈b′,−n|T−JΨ〉 =
∑

a′,I

CI
a′

[

nδIJδa′b′ + ifaJ̄I〈b′,−n|Ta|a′,−n〉
]

+ · · ·

〈b′,−n|T−KT−LΨ〉 =
∑

a′,I,J

C
{IJ}
a′

[

n2(δLIδKJ + δKIδLJ )
]

δa′b′ + · · · (41)

where · · · above denotes terms of lower order in n. Inverting the last two expressions in (41) we

find

CI
a′ =

∑

J

[

1

n
δa′b′δIJ − i

n2
faĪJ(Ta)a′b′

]

〈b′,−n|T−JΨ〉+ O(
1

n3
)

C
{IJ}
a′ =

1

4n2

∑

KL

δa′b′(δIKδJL + δILδJK)〈b′,−n|T−KT−LΨ〉+ O(
1

n3
) (42)

Combining (39), (41) and (42) we find

1 =
∑

a′

|a′,−n〉〈a′,−n| +
∑

a′b′IJ

T+I |a′,−n〉
[

1

n
δa′b′δIJ − i

n2
faĪJ(Ta)a′b′

]

〈b′,−n|T−J

+
1

2n2
T+IT+J |a′,−n〉〈a′,−n|T−IT−J + O(

1

n3
) (43)
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Inserting (43) in (37) and using the definition of the symbol as in (35) we find

X ∗ Y = XY − 1

n
R−IXR+IY +

i

n2
R−JXfaĪJ(Ta)

TR+IY

+
1

2n2
R−IR−JXR+IR+JY + O(

1

n3
) (44)

Using (21) and (27) we can further express Rα as differential operators in the following way.

Rαg = i(E−1)iα(∂ig + ig Ek2+2k
i Tk2+2k + ig Ea

i Ta) ≡ i(E−1)iαDig

Rαg
† = i(E−1)iα(∂ig

† − iEk2+2k
i Tk2+2k g† − iEa

i Ta g†) ≡ i(E−1)iαDig
† (45)

where T ’s are the U(k) generators in the particular representation g belongs to. Using (45) and

the definition (35) for the symbol, we find that the action of the right operator Rα on a symbol is

RαXa′b′ = i(E−1)iα(DiX)a′b′

DiX = ∂iX + i[Āi, X], Āi = Āa
i (Ta)

T = Ea
i (Ta)

T (46)

where Ā is the SU(k) background gauge field in the J ′ representation. Notice that the U(1) part

of the gauge field does not contribute in (45). 2

Similarly the action of two right operators Rα on a symbol produces the following expression

RαRβXa′b′ = −(E−1)iαDi((E
−1)jβXa′b′)

= −(E−1)iα(E
−1)jβDiDjXa′b′ (47)

where Di is the properly defined covariant derivative for a curved space such as CPk, namely

DiDjX ≡ DiDjX − Γl
ijDlX

DiE
α
j = ∂iE

α
j + fαAβEA

i E
β
j = Γl

ijE
α
l (48)

where A in fαAβ is a U(k) index (both U(1) and SU(k)) and Γl
ij is the Christoffel symbol for CPk.

Combining expressions (45) and (47) we can rewrite the star-product in (44) in terms of covariant

derivatives and real coordinates (instead of complex) as

X ∗ Y = XY +
1

n
P ijDiXDjY − i

n2
P ilP kjDiXF̄lkDjY

+
1

2n2
P ikP jlDiDjXDkDlY +O(

1

n3
) (49)

2The particular definition of the symbol in (35) implies that the gauging is done in terms of the transpose matrices

(Ta)
T as in (45). This was incorrectly stated in equation (53) of reference [4], where Ta there should be replaced by

−(Ta)
T .
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where F̄lk = F̄ a
lk(Ta)

T and

P ij = gij +
i

2
(Ω−1)ij (50)

In deriving (49) the following expressions for gij and (Ω−1)ij were used:

gij = Ei
αE

j
α

(Ω−1)ij = 2 ǫαβ Ei
αE

j
β (51)

Using (49) we can now write down the symbol for the commutator to order 1/n2,

[X, Y ]∗ ≡ X ∗ Y − Y ∗X = [X, Y ] +
1

n
P ij(DiXDjY −DiY DjX)

− i

n2
P ilP kj(DiXF̄lkDjY −DiY F̄lkDjX)

+
1

2n2
P ikP jl(DiDjXDkDlY −DiDjYDkDlX) + O(

1

n3
) (52)

Equations (49) and (52) are valid for both the Abelian and non-Abelian case. In the Abelian case,

they simplify by taking X, Y to be commuting functions, F̄lk → 0, DiX → ∂iX and DiDjX →
∂i∂jX − Γl

ij∂lX.

5 Calculation of A

As we explained in section 2, our approach in deriving the bosonized action S expressing the

dynamics of the LLL fermions on CPk in the presence of gauge interactions results in calculating

A as a function of the fluctuating gauge fields Aµ via the WN transformation (12) and the fact that

this is induced by the gauge transformation (14). Using (12) and (52) we find

δA = ∂tλ− i[λ, V +A]− i

n
P ij (DiλDj(V +A)−Di(V +A)Djλ)

− 1

n2
P ilP kj

(

DiλF̄lkDjV −DiV F̄lkDjλ
)

− i

2n2
P ikP jl (DiDjλDkDlV −DiDjVDkDlλ) (53)

Before we attempt to explicitly solve for A as a function of Aµ we need to discuss the scaling

of various quantities. All expressions so far (including the measure dµ, gij , (Ω−1)ij, etc.) have

been written in terms of the dimensionless coordinates xi = x̃i/R, where R is the radius of CPk

and x̃ are the dimensionful coordinates. The calculation of the star-product (49) involves a series

expansion in terms of 1/n, where n = 2BR2 and B is the constant U(1) magnetic field. Rewriting

our expressions in terms of the dimensionful parameters x̃i, one can easily see that the expansion in

1/n becomes an expansion in 1/B. We further assume that the energy scale of the fluctuating gauge
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field Aµ and therefore A is much smaller than B so that the restriction to LLL is justified. The scale

of the confining potential V is set by the magnetic field B (∼ n in terms of dimensionless variables)

[3, 4]. A convenient choice for the confining matrix potential V̂ is such that the ground state

density ρ0(~x) corresponds to a spherical droplet. This is the case when all the SU(k) multiplets

of the J representation upto a fixed hypercharge are completely filled, starting from the lowest. A

particular, simple choice for such a potential is the one used in [4],

V̂ =

√

2k

k + 1
ω

(

Tk2+2k +
nk

√

2k(k + 1)

)

(54)

where ω is a constant. (The potential does not have to be exactly of this form; any potential with

the same qualitative features will do.) The particular expression (54) is such that

〈s|V̂ |s〉 = ωs (55)

where |s〉 denotes an SU(k) multiplet of hypercharge −nk+ sk+ s, namely
√

2k(k + 1)Tk2+2k|s〉 =
(−nk + sk + s)|s〉. The symbol for (54) was calculated in [4] to be

Va′b′ = 〈b′,−n|g†V T g|a′,−n〉
= ωn

z̄ · z
1 + z̄ · z δa′b′ + Sk2+2k,a(Ta)b′a′ (56)

where

Sk2+2k,a = 2tr(g†tk2+2k g ta) (57)

The important point is that the first term in (56) is diagonal and of order n in terms of the

dimensionless variables z, while the second non-diagonal term is of order n0. So in analyzing (53)

we can absorb the order n0 term of the confining potential in the definition of A and treat separately

the diagonal term of order n as V . Using then that Va′b′ is a commuting diagonal matrix of the

form Va′b′ = δa′b′V (r), where r2 = z̄ · z, the expression (53) can be further simplified as

δA = ∂tλ− i[λ, A] +
1

n
(Ω−1)ijDiλ∂jV − i

n
P ij (DiλDjA−DiADjλ)

− 1

n2
P ilP kj

(

DiλF̄lk∂jV − F̄lkDjλ∂iV
)

+
1

2n2

[

(Ω−1)ikgjl + gik(Ω−1)jl
]

DiDjλ∇k∂lV (58)

where

∇k∂lV = ∂k∂lV − Γn
kl∂nV (59)

A consistent solution for A as a function of Aµ, A = f(Aµ), is such that

δA = f(δAµ)

δAµ = ∂µΛ + i[Āµ +Aµ,Λ] = DµΛ+ i[Aµ,Λ] (60)

δĀµ = 0
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In the absence of a confining potential, V = 0, the solution to (58) is

AV=0 = A0 −
i

2n
P ij(AiXj −XiAj)

Xi = 2DiA0 − ∂0Ai + i[Ai, A0] (61)

and

λ = Λ+
i

2n
P ij(DiΛAj −AiDjΛ) (62)

Writing

A = AV=0 +AV (63)

where AV is the V -dependent part of A and using (58) and (61) we find the following relation for

AV

δAV = uiDiλ− i[λ, AV ]− i

n
P ij

(

DiλDjAV −DiAV Djλ
)

− i

n

(

P ilDiλF̄lk − P liF̄lkDiλ
)

uk

+
1

2n2

[

(Ω−1)ikgjl + gik(Ω−1)jl
]

DiDjλ∇k∂lV (64)

where

ui =
1

n
(Ω−1)ij∂jV (65)

The quantity ui, which will be extensively used from now on, is essentially the phase space velocity,

if we think of the LLL as the phase space of a lower dimensional system, with symplectic structure

nΩ and Hamiltonian V .

In deriving (64) the following relations between gij , (Ω−1)ij in (51) and the background field

strength F̄ a
ij in (26) were used

(Ω−1)ijF̄ a
ij = 0

gkigljF̄ a
kl =

1

4
(Ω−1)ki(Ω−1)ljF̄ a

kl

gki(Ω−1)ljF̄ a
kl = −(Ω−1)kigljF̄ a

kl (66)

We eventually find that the solution for AV is

AV = uiAi −
i

2n
P ij(AiAk∂ju

k −AkAj∂iu
k)

− i

2n
P ij [Ai(Xjk + 2F̄jk)− (Xik + 2F̄ik)Aj ]u

k

+
1

2n2
[(Ω−1)ikgjl + gik(Ω−1)jl]DiAj∇k∂lV (67)

where

Xjk = 2DjAk −DkAj + i[Aj , Ak] (68)
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and λ is as in (62), independent of V . Combining (61), (63), (67) and (68) we arrive at the following

expression for A:

A = A0 −
i

2n
gij [Ai, 2DiA0 − ∂0Ai + i[Ai, A0]] +

1

4n
(Ω−1)ij{Ai, 2DjA0 − ∂0Aj + i[Aj , A0]}

+uiAi −
i

2n
gij [Ai, Ak] ∂ju

k +
1

4n
(Ω−1)ij{Ai, Ak}∂juk

− i

2n
gij
[

Ai, 2DjAk −DkAj + i[Aj , Ak] + 2F̄jk

]

uk

+
1

4n
(Ω−1)ij{Ai, 2DjAk −DkAj + i[Aj , Ak] + 2F̄jk }uk

+
1

2n2
gik(Ω−1)jl (DiAj +DjAi)∇k∂lV (69)

where [ ] indicate commutators and { } anticommutators. The external fluctuating gauge field

Aµ in the above expression, contains both the Abelian U(1) and non-Abelian SU(k) components,

namely Aµ = Aa
µ(Ta)

T + Ak2+2k
µ (Tk2+2k)

T . In the Abelian case where the fermions interact only

with the U(1) gauge field, the symbols are commuting functions, so the commutator terms in (69)

vanish. The result then agrees with the one found in [6]. 3 In terms of the dimensionful quantities

x̃ = Rx , D̃ = D/R, Ã = A/R, Ṽ ∼ B, A can be written as a series expansion in 1/B. The terms

we have kept in (69) account for all terms of order B0 and 1/B.

A being the symbol of the time component of the matrix gauge potential, expression (69) along

with (62) can be thought of as the Seiberg-Witten map [22, 23] for a curved manifold in the presence

of non-Abelian background gauge fields.

As should be clear from (60), expression (69) is only determined up to gauge invariant terms

whose coefficients are not constrained by the WN transformation (12) and the requirement that it

is induced via the gauge transformation (14). We shall refer to the solution (69) as the “minimal”

solution. As we shall see later, this produces the minimal gauge coupling for the chiral field

describing the edge excitations of the quantum Hall droplet, similarly to the case of the Abelian

droplet [6].

6 Edge and bulk actions

The fully bosonized action expressing the gauge interactions of nonrelativistic fermions with U(k)

degrees of freedom with a fluctuating gauge field Aµ in the lowest Landau level is given by

S =
N

N ′

∫

dt dµ tr
[

iρ0 ∗ U † ∗ ∂tU − ρ0 ∗ U † ∗ V ∗ U − ρ0 ∗ U † ∗ A ∗ U
]

(70)

3The last term in (69) was neglected in [6].
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where A is given in (69).

For the case of a confining potential V̂ with an SU(k) symmetry, as discussed in the previous

section, the fermionic many-body ground state is formed by filling up a certain number of complete

SU(k) representations, starting with the singlet, the fundamental, rank two and so on, up to, let

us say rank M symmetric representation. We found in [4] that in the large N , large M limit, where

N ≫ M

(ρ0)a′b′ = ρ0(r
2)δa′b′

ρ0(r
2) = Θ

(

1− nr2

M

)

= Θ
(

1− R2r2

R2
D

)

(71)

where Θ is the step function, and RD is the radius of the droplet, R2
D = M

2B . Equation (71) defines

the so-caled droplet approximation for the fermionic density, and it is at this limit we want to

evaluate the action S and identify the edge and bulk effective actions.

As we mentioned earlier, the integrand in (69) can be thought of as an expansion in 1/B if we

write our expressions in terms of the dimensionful coordinates x̃. Similarly, using (32), the prefactor

(N/N ′)dµ → [nk/(k!R2k)]dµ̃ = (2B)k/k! dµ̃, where dµ̃ is the measure of the space in terms of the

dimensionful coordinates. For convenience we will continue the evaluation of the edge and bulk

effective actions in terms of the dimensionless coordinates, keeping in mind, though, that the 1/n

expansion can always be converted to a 1/B expansion with the appropriate overall prefactor to

correctly accomodate the volume of the droplet.

6.1 Calculation of S0

In the absence of gauge interactions the semiclassical limit of S0 was derived in [4]. Here we give a

brief review of this calculation.

S0 =
N

N ′

∫

dtdµ tr
(

ρ0 ∗ U † ∗ i∂tU − ρ0 ∗ U † ∗ V ∗ U
)

(72)

U can be expressed in terms of the hermitian (N ′ ×N ′) matrix valued field Φ, which is the symbol

corresponding to Φ̂ in Û = eiΦ̂. We found that to leading order in 1/n

U = G − i

n
G F + · · ·

G = eiΦ

F = −P ij
∫ 1

0
dα e−iαΦ DiΦ Dj(e

iαΦ) (73)

Similarly

U † = G† +
i

n
F †G† + · · · (74)
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and further

F − F † = iP ijG†DiG G†DjG (75)

Using (73)-(75) one can show that the action S0 can be written in terms of the unitary (N ′ ×N ′)

matrix valued field G, and in the large n-limit

S0 =
N

2nN ′

∫

dtdµ ∂iρ0(Ω
−1)ijtr

[(

G†Ġ+ uk G†DkG
)

G†DjG
]

− N

2nN ′

∫

dtdµ ρ0(Ω
−1)ijtr

[

G†Ġ G†DiG G†DjG
]

(76)

Expanding out the covariant derivatives we find that the last term in (76) can be written as [4]
∫

dtdµ (Ω−1)ijρ0tr
(

G†Ġ G†DiG G†DjG
)

=

∫

dtdµ (Ω−1)ijρ0tr
{(

G†Ġ G†∂iG G†∂jG
)

− ∂i
[

i
(

ĠG† +G†Ġ
)

Āj

]}

(77)

Since ρ0(r
2) is a step function as in (71), its derivative ∂iρ0 produces a delta function with

support at the boundary of the droplet, namely

∂iρ0 = 2rx̂i
∂ρ0
∂r2

∂ρ0
∂r2

= − n

M
δ

(

1− nr2

M

)

= − R2

R2
D

δ

(

1− R2r2

R2
D

)

(78)

where x̂i is the radial unit vector normal to the boundary of the droplet. Further using the

identities4

dµ = ǫi1j1i2j2···ikjkΩi1j1 · · ·Ωikjk

d2kx

(4π)k
= k!

√
detΩ

d2kx

(2π)k

dµ (Ω−1)ij = −2k ǫiji2j2···ikjkΩi2j2 · · ·Ωikjk

d2kx

(4π)k
(79)

we can rewrite S0 in the following form:

S0 = − N

2nN ′

∫

dtdµ
∂ρ0
∂r2

tr
[(

G†Ġ+ ω G†DΩG
)

G†DΩG
]

+
Nk

4πnN ′

∫

ρ0

[

−d
(

iĀdGG† + iĀG†dG
)

+
1

3

(

G†dG
)3
]

∧
(

Ω

2π

)k−1

(80)

where ω = 1
n

∂V
∂r2

|boundary and

DΩ = −(Ω−1)ij2rx̂iDj (81)

DΩ is the component of the covariant derivative D perpendicular to the radial direction, along a

special tangential direction on the droplet boundary. The action S0 in (80) is a higher dimensional

4The normalization used is such that
∫

dµ = 1.
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generalization of a chiral, Wess-Zumino-Witten action, vectorially gauged [26] with respect to the

time independent background gauge field Ā. The first two terms in (80) are evidently boundary

terms. The third term is a WZW-type term written as an integral over a (2k + 1) manifold,

corresponding to the droplet and time. The usual 3-form in the integrand of the WZW-term,

(G†dG)3, has now been augmented to the appropriate (2k + 1)-form (G†dG)3 ∧ Ωk−1. Since the

WZW-term is the integral of a locally exact form [4], the whole action S0 should be considered as

part of the edge action.

6.2 Calculation of SA

The part of the action which depends on the external gauge field Aµ is given by

SA = −N

N ′

∫

dtdµ tr
[

ρ0 ∗ U † ∗ A ∗ U
]

(82)

where A is given in (69). Using (73)-(75) and the expression (49) for the star-product we find that

SA = −N

N ′

∫

dtdµ

[

ρ0 trA+
1

n
P ij∂iρ0 trDjA− i

n
(Ω−1)ij∂iρ0 tr(DjGG†A)

]

(83)

Expression (83) naturally splits into two parts. A term that expresses the coupling between the

external gauge field Aµ and the matter field G and a term that involves only the gauge field Aµ.

In particular we find, up to 1/n2 order terms,

SA = SA, matter + SA, pure (84)

where

SA, matter =
N

nN ′

∫

dtdµ ∂iρ0(Ω
−1)ijtr

[

i(A0 + ukAk)DjGG†
]

= − N

nN ′

∫

dtdµ ρ0(Ω
−1)ijtr ∂i

[

i(A0 + ukAk)DjGG†
]

(85)

and

SA, pure = −N

N ′

∫

dtdµ ρ0tr
[

A0 + ukAk +
1

2n
(Ω−1)ijAi (2DjA0 − ∂0Aj + i[Aj , A0])

+
1

2n
(Ω−1)ij

[

AiAk∂ju
k +Ai

(

2DjAk −DkAj + i[Aj , Ak] + 2F̄jk

)

uk
]

+
1

2n2
gik(Ω−1)jltr (∇iAj +∇jAi)∇k∂lV

]

− N

nN ′

∫

dtdµ ∂iρ0 gijtr∂j(A0 + ukAk) (86)

In doing partial integrations as in (85), we used, along with the fact that ρ0 is time independent,

the relation

∂i
(

(Ω−1)ij
√
detΩ

)

= 0 (87)
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From expressions (85) and (86) we notice that SA,matter contributes to the edge action as ex-

pected, since the matter field G resides on the edge and describes the edge excitations of the droplet,

while SA, pure contributes to both the edge and bulk action.

Let us for now focus on the “topological” part of SA,pure, namely the terms which contain

(Ω−1)ij but not explicitly the metric.

Stopological
A,pure = −N

N ′

∫

dtdµρ0tr
[

A0 + ukAk +
1

2n
(Ω−1)ij

[

Ai (2DjA0 − ∂0Aj + i[Aj , A0])

+AiAk∂ju
k +Ai

(

2DjAk −DkAj + i[Aj , Ak] + 2F̄jk

)

uk
]]

= −N

N ′

∫

dtdµρ0tr
[

A0 + ukAk +
1

2n
(Ω−1)ij

[

AiDjA0 +A0DiAj +AjD0Ai + iAi[Aj , A0]

+
(

AiDjAk +AkDiAj +AjDkAi + iAi[Aj , Ak] + 2AiF̄jk

)

uk

+∂j
(

Ai(A0 + ukAk)
) ]]

(88)

Using (79) and

dµ
[

(Ω−1)ij(Ω−1)kl + (Ω−1)ki(Ω−1)jl(Ω−1)jk(Ω−1)il
]

= 4k(k − 1)ǫijkli3j3···ikjkΩi3j3 · · ·Ωikjk

d2kx

(4π)k

(89)

we can rewrite the terms in (88) as follows:

− N

2nN ′

∫

dtdµρ0(Ω
−1)ijtr (AiDjA0 +A0DiAj +AjD0Ai + iAi[Aj , A0])

=
kN

4πnN ′

∫

ρ0tr

(

ADA+
2i

3
A3
)

∧
(

Ω

2π

)k−1

=
kN

4πnN ′

∫

ρ0tr

(

(A+ Ā)d(A + Ā) +
2i

3
(A+ Ā)3

)

∧
(

Ω

2π

)k−1

− N

2nN ′

∫

dtdµρ0(Ω
−1)ijtr ∂i(A0Āj) (90)

In deriving the last expression in (90) we used the relation

tr

[

(A+ Ā)d(A+ Ā) +
2i

3
(A+ Ā)3

]

= tr

[

ADA+
2i

3
A3 + 2AF̄ − d(ĀA)

]

(91)

and the fact that (Ω−1)ijF̄ a
ij = 0. We similarly find that

− N

2nN ′

∫

dtdµρ0(Ω
−1)ijtr

[

AiDjAk +AkDiAj +AjDkAi + iAi[Aj , Ak] + 2AiF̄jk

]

uk

= − N

nN ′

2k(k − 1)

(4π)2

∫

dtρ0

(

ADA+
2i

3
A3 + 2AF̄

)

dV ∧
(

Ω

2π

)k−2

(92)

= − N

nN ′

2k(k − 1)

(4π)2

∫

dtρ0

[(

(A+ Ā)d(A + Ā) +
2i

3
(A+ Ā)3

)

dV + d(ĀA)dV

]

∧
(

Ω

2π

)k−2
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Upon partial integration the last term in (92) is zero for V = V (r2) and ρ0 = ρ0(r
2).

Combining (86), (88), (90) and (92) we can rewrite SA,pure in the following way

SA,pure = −N

N ′

∫

dtdµρ0tr
(

A0 + ukAk

)

+
kN

4πnN ′

∫

ρ0tr

(

(A+ Ā)d(A + Ā) +
2i

3
(A+ Ā)3

)

∧
(

Ω

2π

)k−1

− N

nN ′

2k(k − 1)

(4π)2

∫

dtρ0tr

(

(A+ Ā)d(A+ Ā) +
2i

3
(A+ Ā)3

)

dV ∧
(

Ω

2π

)k−2

+
N

2nN ′

∫

dtdµ∂iρ0(Ω
−1)ijtr

[

−(A0 + ukAk)Aj +A0Āj

]

− N

nN ′

∫

dtdµ∂iρ0g
ijtr∂j(A0 + ukAk)

− N

2n2N ′

∫

dtdµρ0g
ik(Ω−1)jltr (∇iAj +∇jAi)∇k∂lV (93)

Doing a partial integration and using the fact that ∇ig
jk = ∇i(Ω

−1)jk = 0 and tr∇iAj = tr(∇jAi+

Fij), we can rewrite the last term in (93) in the following way:

− N

2n2N ′

∫

dtdµρ0g
ik(Ω−1)jltr (∇iAj +∇jAi)∇k∂lV

=
N

2nN ′

∫

dtdµ∂iρ0g
ijtr (∇jAk +∇kAj) u

k

+
N

2nN ′

∫

dtdµρ0g
iktr

[

∇kFiju
j − 1

n
(Ω−1)jl[∇j, ∇l]Ai ∂kV

]

(94)

The last term in (94) involves the curvature of CPk. Using (48) and (59) we find that

[∇j , ∇l]Ai = RjlimAm

Rijlm = −
(

faαβF̄ a
ik +

k + 1

k
ǫαβΩik

)

Eα
j E

β
l (95)

Using (95) we find that the last term in (94) can be written as

− N

2n2N ′

∫

dtdµρ0g
ik(Ω−1)jltr[∇j, ∇l]Ai ∂kV =

N(k + 1)

2nN ′

∫

dtdµρ0trAku
k (96)

We are now ready to write down the final edge and bulk contributions resulting from SA in (83):

Sedge
A =

N

2nN ′

∫

dtdµ∂iρ0(Ω
−1)ijtr

[

2i(A0 + ukAk)DjGG† − (A0 + ukAk)Aj +A0Āj

]

− N

2nN ′

∫

dtdµ∂iρ0 gijtr
[

2∂j(A0 + ukAk)− (∇jAk +∇kAj)u
k
]

(97)

Sbulk
A = −N

N ′

∫

dtdµρ0tr
(

A0 + ukAk

)
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+
kN

4πnN ′

∫

ρ0tr

(

(A+ Ā)d(A + Ā) +
2i

3
(A+ Ā)3

)

∧
(

Ω

2π

)k−1

− N

nN ′

2k(k − 1)

(4π)2

∫

dtρ0

[(

(A+ Ā)d(A+ Ā) +
2i

3
(A+ Ā)3

)

dV

]

∧
(

Ω

2π

)k−2

+
N

2nN ′

∫

dtdµρ0tr
[

∇iFik + (k + 1)Ak

]

uk (98)

Let us momentarily focus on Sbulk
A . In terms of the dimensionful coordinates x̃, the last term is

of order 1/(BR2) while the term before last is of order 1/B but contains higher derivatives of the

external field compared to the other terms in (98). If we also consider the approximation where R

becomes large and the gradients of the external field are small compared to B, the last two terms

become subdominant compared to the other terms in (98).

A similar expression for Sbulk
A , when ρ0 = 1 (completely filled LLL level), has also been derived

in [27] using a different analysis. In fact it was shown there that the “topological” part of (98),

where the last two terms are neglected, can be written as a single (2k + 1)-dimensional Chern-

Simons term to all orders in 1/n. Using (78) and the fact that N/N ′ = nk/k! at large n, we can

rewrite the “topological” part of Sbulk
A (when ρ0 = 1) as

Sbulk
A =

(−1)k+1

(2π)kk!

∫
[

trA ∧ (−nΩ)k

+
k

2
tr

(

(A+ Ā+ V )d(A+ Ā+ V ) +
2i

3
(A+ Ā+ V )3

)

∧ (−nΩ)k−1

+
k(k − 1)

2
tr

(

(A+ Ā)d(A + Ā) +
2i

3
(A+ Ā)3

)

dV ∧ (−nΩ)k−2
]

(99)

One can check, using that da = nΩ, that up to a constant term independent of the fluctuating

field, this is indeed the large n expansion of the (2k + 1)-dimensional Chern-Simons term for the

gauge field Ã:

Sbulk
A = SCS(Ã)

Ã =
(

A0 + V, − ai + Āi +Ai

)

(100)

in agreement with [27].5

5In comparing with [27] one has to take a → −a or equivalently nΩ → −ω. The extra (−1)k+1 factor in front of

the Chern-Simons action in (99) has to do with the fact that, in our notation, the components of the gauge fields are

related to the matrix form by A = Aa(Ta)
T whereas [27] used the definition A = Aa(−Ta)

T
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7 Anomaly cancellation between bulk and edge actions

As we have explained in section 2, the full bosonic action S is by construction invariant under

δU = −iλ ∗ U (101)

and

δAµ = DµΛ+ i[Aµ, Λ] (102)

which further induces the WN transformation (12).

Using (73)-(75) one can show that (101) implies the following gauge transformation for G:

δG G† = −iΛ + · · · (103)

where · · · indicates higher order terms in 1/n. This means that the total effective action we derived

to 1/n order,

S = (S0 + SA)
edge + Sbulk

A (104)

is automatically gauge invariant under (102) and (103). One can verify this explicitly by calculating

the gauge variation of S. In fact it is interesting to consider separately the gauge transformation

of the edge and bulk parts of the action.

7.1 Gauge transformation of Sedge

The total edge action is

Sedge = S0 + Sedge
A

=
N

2nN ′

∫

dtdµ ∂iρ0(Ω
−1)ij tr

[ (

G†Ġ+ ukG†DkG
)

G†DjG− i
(

ĠG† +G†Ġ
)

Āj

+2i(A0 + ukAk)DjGG† − (A0 + ukAk)Aj +A0Āj

]

− N

2nN ′

∫

dtdµρ0(Ω
−1)ijtr

(

G†ĠG†∂iG G†∂jG
)

− N

2nN ′

∫

dtdµ∂iρ0g
ijtr

[

2∂j(A0 + ukAk)− (∇jAk +∇kAj)u
k
]

(105)

The last two terms do not involve matter coupling; they further depend explicitly on the metric

and are of no topological nature. One can show that they are gauge invariant by making use of the

Kähler property of the manifold, namely

gzz̄ = gz̄z = ∂z∂z̄K(r2) (106)
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where K(r2) is the Kähler potential. The rest of Sedge transforms in the following way under the

gauge transformation (102) and (103) :

δSedge =
N

2nN ′

∫

dµ∂iρ0(Ω
−1)ijtr [A0∂jΛ−Aj∂0Λ] (107)

The gauge variation of Sedge does not depend on uk. In fact it is interesting to write down the

u-independent (V = 0) part of the edge action neglecting the last metric dependent term. After

some rearrangement of the terms we find that this can be written as a higher dimensional WZW

action, gauged in a left-right asymmetric way as follows:

Sedge(uk = 0) = SWZW (AL = A+ Ā, AR = Ā) (108)

=
N

2nN ′

∫

dtdµ∂iρ0(Ω
−1)ijG†(∂0 + iAL

0G− iGAR
0 ) G

†(∂jG+ iAL
j G− iGAR

j )

+
Nk

4πnN ′

∫

ρ0

[

−d
(

iALdGG† + iARG†dG+ALGARG†
)

+
1

3

(

G†dG
)3
]

∧
(

Ω

2π

)k−1

The first term in (108) is gauge invariant, while the last two terms combine to produce

δSedge(uk = 0) =
Nk

4πnN ′

∫

dρ0 tr(dALΛ) ∧
(

Ω

2π

)k−1

(109)

which is the same as (107) for a time independent Āi, with Ā0 = 0. The full Sedge action, including

the uk dependent terms can also be written as a gauged WZW action by doing the following

substitutions in (108):

∂0 → ∂τ = ∂0 + uk∂k

AL
0 → AL

τ = A0 + uk(Ak + Āk) AR
0 → AR

τ = ukĀk

AL
i = Ai + Āi AR

i = Āi (110)

One can explicitly verify that the u-dependent terms are gauge invariant. The derivative ∂τ is the

convective derivative, well known in hydrodynamics. The appearance of Aτ is consistent with the

gauging of the convective derivative.

7.2 Gauge transformation of Sbulk

The full bulk action Sbulk is given by Sbulk
A in (98). The gauge transformation of the combination

tr(A0 + ukAk) is

δtr(A0 + ukAk) = tr

(

Λ̇ +
1

n

∂V

∂r2
∂ΩΛ

)

(111)

where ∂Ω = (Ω−1)ij2x̂j∂i is an angular derivative along the boundary. Using the fact the ρ0 is time

independent and that ρ0, V are spherically symmetric, one can easily show by partial integration
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that the terms in the first and last line of (98) are gauge invariant. Further

δtr

[

(A+ Ā)d(A+ Ā) +
2i

3
(A+ Ā)3

]

= d tr
(

Λd(A+ Ā)
)

(112)

which implies that the V -dependent Chern-Simons term in the third line of (98) is gauge invariant.

The gauge non-invariance of the bulk action Sbulk is due to the V -independent Kähler-Chern-Simons

term in the second line. In fact we find

δSbulk = − Nk

4πnN ′

∫

dρ0 tr
[

d(A + Ā)Λ
]

∧
(

Ω

2π

)k−1

(113)

Adding the gauge variations of the edge and bulk actions we find, as expected, that the total

bosonic action S is gauge invariant,

δS = δSedge + δSbulk = 0 (114)

8 Summary, concluding remarks

In this paper we derived an exact bosonic action describing the dynamics of the LLL fermions

on CPk in the presence of non-Abelian gauge interactions. It is a one-dimensional gauged matrix

action written in terms of (N×N) matrices acting on the N -dimensional lowest Landau level single

particle Hilbert space and can be further expressed as an action of a noncommutative field theory.

Its semiclassical limit, as N → ∞ and the number of fermions becomes large, produces an effective

action describing the gauge interactions of a ν = 1 higher dimensional, non-Abelian quantum Hall

droplet. The effective action contains a bulk contribution in the form of Chern-Simons type actions

in terms of the external gauge fields and a boundary contribution in terms of a higher dimensional

gauged, chiral Wess-Zumino-Witten action. The gauging of the boundary Wess-Zumino-Witten

action appears in a left-right asymmetric way, such that there is an exact anomaly cancellation

between the bulk and the boundary terms, guaranteeing the gauge invariance of the total action.

Further the bulk Chern-Simons type terms can be combined into a single (2k + 1)-dimensional

Chern-Simons action for the total gauge field, including the Abelian and non-Abelian background

and fluctuating gauge fields as well as the confining potential, in agreement with [27].

Given the fact that the full single particle Hilbert space for all Landau levels is known in

the case of CPk [3, 4], our results can be extended to derive the effective action for a ν = n

higher dimensional Abelian or non-Abelian quantum Hall droplet, where n Landau levels are filled.

Further extensions towards including inter-Landau level transitions and interactions is interesting

and worth pursuing.
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Although many of the explicit calculations in this paper were done in the context of the QHE

formulation on CPk, the outlined bosonization procedure is quite general and applies to any man-

ifold which admits a consistent formulation of QHE. Furthermore, since the lowest Landau level of

a 2k-dimensional nonrelativistic fermionic system can also be thought of as the phase space of a

lower k-dimensional system, our analysis can be clearly interpreted as a phase space bosonization

of k-dimensional fermions. Related work on phase space Hall droplets has been done in [8, 16].

Implications of this work to higher dimensional fluids is also of interest.
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