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A bstract
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1. Introduction.

Landau probkm [I], ie. quantum m echanical description of a charged particke w ith
massm moving on the plane In a constant m agnetic eld B nom al to the plane, has
In portant applications in di erent areas of theoretical physics. The spectrum of one-
body problem consists of degenerate energy lkevels — the so called Landau kevel. The
degeneracy of each kevel proportional to totalm agnetic ux and this system exibisa ot
of Interesting properties.

This problem is the comerstone of the quantum Halle ect QHE) description [R].
Landau problem also arises 3] in a topologically m assive gauge theory K], ie. 2+ 1-
dim ensional gauge theory w ith the Chem-Sim ons temm , quantization. Tt was shown [],
B] that the H ibert space of the theory is a direct product of the m assive gauge particles
H ibert space (one free m assive particle n them ost sinple U (1) case) and som e quantum —
m echanical H ibert space. In the U (1) case this quantum -m echanical H ibert space is the
product of the g copies (for a genus g R iam ann surface) of the H ibert space for the
Landau problem on the torus. In the In niem ass lin it all vels except the rst one are
decoupled as well as m assive particles H ibert space and we have only the rst Landau
level which becom es the H ibert space of the topological C hem-Sin ons theory [1.

Landau Ham iltonian is not Invarant under the transhtion group, however it was
known for a Iong tin e that it is nvariant under the group of m agnetic translations [7].
Recently W degm ann and Zabrodin B] dem onstrated that m agnetic transhtions can be
expressed through generators of the quantum algebra Uq (s1@)) R], Q] and applied this
representation to fom ulate the BetheA nsatz for the A ZbelH ofstadter problem , ie. the
problam of Bloch ekctron In m agnetic eld. The BetheA nsatz solution was generalised
in [11]. Let us note that several years ago F loratos [12] constructed the representations of
the quantum group GL4(2) with g= exp (2 =N ) ushgtheN N representations ofthe
H eisenberg group algebra, which were equivalent to the representations of the m agnetic
translations.

Tt was also discussed recently that thereisaW ; symm etry {13] in the Landau problem
fl4] - {[6]. This symm etry was discussed In a context of a topologically m assive gauge
theory TMGT) in {14] and ofa quantum Halle ect QHE) in I5], {&]. & is amusing
thattheW ; algebrasare connected w ith an algebra ofarea-preserving (or sym plectic) dif-
feom orphian s of the two-din ensionalm anifolds, for exam ple it is an in niedim ensional

algebra of canonical transform ation In a two-din ensional phase space ;). It isalo a



symm etry ofthe relativistic m em branes after gauge xing —this sym m etry and it connec-
tion with the SU (1 ) were considered In {L7], {1§].

The amm ofthis paper is to discuss the connection between quantum symm etry, m ag-
netic translations and area-preserving di eom orphisn s In Landau problem and to discuss
the U4 (s12)) symmetry In 2+ 1 gauge theordes w ith Chem-Sin ons tem s and quantum
Hallsystem s. Let us note that for generalq the irreducible representations ofUg (s1(2)) are
qualitatively the sam e as in s1@2) case 19]. However in the case ¢ = 1 there isonly -
nite number of irreducible representations R0] and the new classi cation of the states in
TMGT and quantum Hall system s exists.

T he organization ofthe paper is as follow s. In the next section, w hich bears essentially
a review character, we consider the Landau problem and discuss the relations between
canonical transform ations, m agnetic translations and the quantum algebra Ug (s12)) . W e
shall dem onstrate how after the restriction on the rst Landau kevel the sym m etry under
the area-preserving di eom oxphisn s will appear. W e shall dem onstrate how the this
symm etry is connected w ith quantum group symm etry and w ill discuss the construction
of quantum algebra Uq (s1(2)) from the group of m agnetic translations. At the end of
this section this construction w ill be generalaized to the case of FairlieF letcherZachos
trigihom etric algebras w ith nontrivial central extension [1§], which can not be reduced
to any m agnetic translations. In section 3 the canonical quantization and Landau levels
picture In topologically m assive gauge theory w ill be considered and the action of the
quantum group on the H ibert space w illbe cbtained. T he corresponding problem , aswe
shall show , is equivalent to the Landau problem on a torus and we shall consider several
exam ples of di erent representations ofUg (s1(2)) . It w illbe shown that the naturalvalue
for deform ation param eter g= exp (4 i=k) where k is the Chem-Sin ons coe cient In the
section 4 we shall consider the quantum group symm etry In a quantum Hallsystem . W e
shall remember how W ; (to be more precise W 1,7, appears in a quantum H all system
due to the incom pressbility of the ground state and then generalize our construction of
W ; and Ug (s1(2)) on m any-body case and w illpresent argum ents in favour of deform ation
parameter g= exp (2 i ), where isa 1ling factor. W e shall also consider the action
0fUq (s1(2)) on ground state and lowest excitations. In conclusion the obtain resuls will
be discussed as well as som e possibilities to nd the quantum group symm etry in other
physical m odels invariant under the area-preserving di eom orphisn s and W ; , such as
c= 1 strings and two-din ensional Y ang-M ills theory.



2. W, ,magnetic translations and U4 (s1(2)) In Landau problem

2.1. Landau problem

T he action for Landau problm , ie. orparticle wih m assm moving on the (x;;x5)
plane n amagnetic ed B is
7 7 7 7
m 5 m 5 B
SL = E E%dt+ Al&dt: E E%dt+ E (dexl X]_dXz) (2 .l)

where we choose a vector potential in a symm etric gauge A; = B =2) i3%5.
Let us consider the con guration and phase spaces of this problem . The canonical

mom enta:

P = =mx;+

QL B
" P @2

w ih the usual commutation relations (or Poisson brackets In the classical Iim it [;] !
if;9)
Piipil= Kiix31= 0; puixsl= 14 2.3)

T he canonical Landau H am iltonian and the eigenvalues E , are

B 2 Q B 2
2 W

1 :
i.X. = _— ..X.
343 om @x;

B
E,= O+ 1=2)— @4)
m

Let us notice that Ham iltonian @4) depends e ectively only on two coordinates in
the phase space, not four. Introducing the variables a and a* dependingon (p; A ;) only

+ B ) B B
a = p —x; +1ip+ Exl = 2p, + lEZ
B i + B 2 2 2.5)
a= —x i —xX; = , 11—z
B > 2 P2 > 1 P >

one gets the H am iltonian

1
H=—@a +aa); B;a" 1= 2B 2.6)
4m



Here z(z) = x; ix, and p;;, = 1i@=@z(z) are the corresponding conjigate m om enta.
T here is another pairb and b" , which dependson (; + A;), commuting with a and a*

o} + 5 i 5 2p, + =
= —x i —xX; = , + 1—2z
<1 > 2 P2 > 1 P >

b + B + i B 2 B 2.7)
= —x i —xX; = , 11—z .
<1 > 2 P2 > 1 o >

w ith com m utation relation ;b ]= 2B . The angularm om entum operator can be w ritten
as

J=bb aa 2 8)

One can see thatb” and a increase and b and a* decrease the angularm om entum .

Tt iseasy to see that the stateson the rst Landau kevel jl > are annihilated by a and
has the form

ajl>= 0; < zjzl>= 1(ziz)= (@)exp( BZZZ) 2.9)

where (z) isan arbitrary antiholom orphic function and operatorsband b* do not change
the level num ber when acting on states at a given level. For a state w ith angularm om en-

tum lonehas ;(z)= z'.One can consider another basis, param etrized by a m om entum
In x; (or any other) direction

. B . B
1Px) = e ioxxt Bpg e p)’ =
B B B , | B ,
exp ( Zzz) p () = exp( Zzz)exp Ep + iBpz+ Zz (2.10)

where m om entum is de ned as B p.

Let us note that one can consider the restriction on the st Landau lkevel taking the
Imim ! O.In thislin i one gets from @J)

. B . B
2o, =p1+ I = lEZ; 2o, =p1 I = lEZ 211)
and then
a=a = 0; b = iBz; b= iBz 212)

T he physical m eaning of this reduction is the ©ollow s — operators a and a* acting on the
state at thegiven leveln shift tton 1. Tobeata rstlevelwem ustput these operators



to zero after which band b° play the rok of the coordinate on the reduced phase space.
Let us also note that the action @) n thelimitm ! O transfom s nto

Z Z

B
Sm=o:E x1%2 Xz&)dtzz Kodx; x19%3) 2.13)

and one can easlly see that x; and x, becom es the coordinates on the phase space, the
action in the case ofthe closed tra pctordes proportionalto the area A = . X,dx; x1dx5)
and is Invariant under the action ofthe area-pressrving di eom orphisn s. T he last one are
nothing but a canonical transform ation on the rst Landau kevel. Let us also note that
the connection between Chem-Sin ons theory and Landau problm in the lmim ! O,
ie. reduction on the Iowest level, where discussed in R1].

2.2 . Canonical transform ation on the rst Landau level, W, algebra and the
group ofm agnetic translations

Let us ram ember som e wellkknown facts about canonical transfomm ations (see, for
example P2]) . By de nition canonical transform ations are di eom orphisn s of the phase
P
space which preserve the sym plectic structure ! = = dq * dp'.

T he canonical transfom ations are usually de ned by the generation function depend-
ing on both old (p orq) and new (P and Q) phase space coordinates, for exam ple one
can oconsider arbitrary F (;Q ) and put

pi= @F=QRqg; P;= @F=QQ; (2 14)

It is easy to see that P;Q are new canonical coordinates. There is however another
representation, nam ely one can consider evolution w ith respect to som e "H am iltonian”
W (;q) Whih isan arbitrary function on the phase space and has nothing com m on w ith
the physical Ham iltonian). The change in quantities p and g during this evolution m ay
itself be regarded as a serdes of canonical transfom ations. Let p and g be the values of
the canonicalvariablesattinetand P and Q are theirvaluesat anothertinet+ . The
latter are som e function of the fom er, depending on  as on param eter

Q=0 Wp; ); P=P @p; ) (2.15)

These form ulae can be considered as the canonical transform ation from the old coordi-
nates p;q to the new ones P;Q . This representation is convenient for the in nitesim al
transfom ation, when ! 0. In this case using Ham iltonian equations of m otion w ith



"Ham iltonian" W (o;q)= one gets
Qi=ag+ta =g+ fg;Wg;, Pi=pi+tp =p+fpiWg @16)
where

fA;Bg= —— ——— a7)

is the usual P oisson brackets.

T he canonical transform ations acting on the two-din ensional phase space (;p) are
de ned by
_ W pig QW ;)
N 4

p= fp;W @E;9g= ———— (2.18)

= fqiW (;
g= fGW (@E;a9g oo aq

whereW (o;q) isan arbirary function. T he fact that these transform ations preserves the
area can be easily checked using the fact that the general n nitesin al area-pressrving
di eom orphian takes the fom

X! x3+ ®); @ ;=0 2.19)

where x; = (@;p). General solution 0of@; ; = 0 isthe sum ofthetwo temm s

i®) = 5@W &)+ * G @ 20)
a=1
where rst temm describes in nite number (@1l possbl functionsW ( )) of the local co—
exact solutions and the seoond tem describes the nite number (iven by the st Betti
num ber ;) of the ham onic form s on two-din ensional phase soace. It is easy to see that
di eom orphisn s generated by the rst temm are nothing but canonical transform ations
@.19).

Any function £ on the phase space is transform ed under the canonical transform ation
generated by W according to the mmkewf = y £ = f£f;W g, where w is the operator
corresponding to function W (). U sing the Jacobiidentity £££;W,gW ,g £££;W ,gW g+
ffWw ;W ,gfg = 0 one can check that algebra of the area-pressrving di eom orphisn s is
given by the P oisson brackets

Wiwolf= [y, w,olE= le;Wzgf 221)



Any function W can be w ritten in tem s of the com plete st ofham onics
W, = exp(inx) (2 22)

wheren = (n;n,) wih realn;;n, In the case when the phase space is a plane. If the
phase space isa torus (@sitwillbe in thecaseof TM G T orQ HE on torus) one has integers
n;;n, if one de nes a torus phase space T2 to be a square w ith both sides equal to 2

O ne gets the com m utation relations for operators w, com puting the Poisson bracket for

Wnl EL?.]
Weiwe]l= M 18) Wgrip 223)

wherea D= ajb ab. One can see that £23) is nothing but the comm utation
relations for the classicalw; algebra [13].

Let us now consider canonical transform ations acting on the Landau problem phase
soace. The general canonical transform ations are acting on the whol fourdim ensional
phase space and after quantization they willm ix di erent Landau levels. H owever there
is a special subgroup of the canonical transform ations acting on the two-din ensional
subgpace of the phase space generated by com m uting w ith the H am iltonian. Thism eans
that this transfom ations do not m ix di erent Landau kevels and thus acting on each
Landau lvel as on two-din ensional phase space. It is evident that generators of this
area-preserving (sym plectic) transform ations w ill depend on b and b"  (see2.7)) which
comm ute w ith Ham iltonian @.6).

A fter quantization we get instead of @ 27) the quantum version

1 ., 1, 1 B
Whn = exp 5(nb nb) =exp(§nb ) exp ( Enb)eXP( Znn);

B
Mnm;wm;m]= 2isjn§ (nlmZ n2ml)w n+mm+m (2-24)

Heren @) = n; in, and the classical lin it corresponds to weak magnetic eld B ! O
after obvious rescaling of W ,,, ! Bw,,. For integern and m the algébra 2.24) is the
FairlieF ktcherZachos FFZ) trigonom etric algebra [[§]

Let us note that this is precisely the algebra of m agnetic translations [}] which (in a



gauge A; = (B=2) i5X3) is generated by the operators,

B
T.=exp ~ £+ & ; T.T. = exp iE(N ~) T., (225)

Substituting @.7) into 2.24) one nd that

W nm = TN; i~ i3y (2.26)

and the action on the st kvelwave fiinctions 2.9) is as ollow s:
B _ N B
T. 1@)=exp 15( x) &+ 7)=exp Z( z z) 1+ jz+ ) (@227)

where = ;+1i,= in; = ; 1, = in and vector notation is obvious. This action
has especially sinple form in a case of wave finctions €.10)

: B . :
T. 1) = exp = 12t Bp:1 1 2¥) 228)
Later we shall use a notation p> forwave function 1 (xK).

The FFZ algdbra £24) commutes w ith the Ham iltonian H @a" + a"a) and thus
acts Independently on each Landau lvel. O ne can construct another W ; algebra from
a;a" operators which we shall callW,; and gets: W ; W, . The st algebra acts on
each Landau lvel, the second one (tilde) algebra m ixes the level and acts in a simnplk
form onto the coherent states § >, exp ( a" )P > ..

O ne can consider another form of generators {15], {L4]
Lom = )8 nm 1 229)
w ith com m utation relations

Lonmilxal= 2B (0 + 1) k+ 1) @+ 1)@+ 1) Lnsgme1t O B7) 2.30)

This algebra is called W 1, ; in the literature (see [14] and references therein). A fter
obvious rescaling onehasclassicalw; InthelmiB ! 0. Ik iseasy to see that expanding
generators W ., €24) in n;n one gets generators L, ;,, as expansion coe cients.

B b n* n'
Woan=ew®( —nn) ()

— 1,
a7, 2k12

k 1;1 1 231)

Letusnote that thede nition ofm agnetic translations is gauge dependent - + iR com m ute
with a Ham iltonian only In a symmetricA; = B =2) i;x4 gauge. In general case one m ust add
som e gauge dependent term s in ('_é_-.2_:“}) . One can show, however, that the algebra of m agnetic
translation does not depend on gauge and later we shallwork only in the sym m etric gauge.



Let us note that FFZ algebra @24) isa W ey:M oyal R3] deform ation of the P oisson-—
Lie algebra with usual Poisson brackets ff;gg = @Q,f0@,g @,fQ,g. The M oyal bracket
f;gy isde ned as Pllow s:

!
( )°B2s ®*1 . 2s+ 1 b
o @s+ 1) J '

|
S 3=0

ih

i i
ffigom = @izt If @**! Jelg 2 32)

Tt is easy to check rW ,,, = exp[l=2(z nz)] one gets the classicalw; algebra £23)
forusual Poisson brackets £;g and FFZ algebra £24) forM oyalbrackets f;gy .

2.3.GLg4(@2) and Uq4(sl2)) in Landau problem

There is a natural connection between the FFZ algebra €23) R4], 251 and quantum
group G Lg (2) . Let us consider the quantum plane

UV = gvU 233)

and introduce a quantum group G Lg (2) which isde ned as2 2 m atrices

1
a b

0
L=28 % 2 34)
c d

where the m atrix elem ents a;b;c;d obey relations

ab= g lba; ac= g lca; ad= g ldc;
d= q 'db; bc= oy ad da= @' qkc @ 35)

Tt was shown In 4] that GL4 () is the group of autom orphisn s of the quantum plne
£33),ie. UV = v U where U° and V ° are the in ages of the action 0fG L4 (2) on U
and V. It iseasy to see that T, = d"'™U™MV ™ wih g= exp (iB ) are generators of the
FFZ algebra and thus G L4 (2) naturally acts on this algebra preserving the com m utation
relations @24).

It is amusing that one can construct also quantum algebra Ug (s12)) from the ele-
m ents of the m agnetic translations group 225) (see B],[1] and references therein). The
comm utation relations of Uy (s12)) are de ned as ollows @], [L4]:

¢°J qP=q'J
J3 203
U:;J 1= % 2.306)



where the rst relation equivalent indeed to usual comm utation relation Js3;J 1= J .
This algebra is transform ed into an ordinary Lie algebra s1l(2) in the Im it g! 1.

The construction of the J and J; generators from the given m agnetic translations
group {2.25) is not unique. O ne can get arbitrary value for a deform ation param eter g in
a generalcase. H owever later we shalldem onsrate that in physically interesting situations
ke quantum Halle ect or 2+ 1 din ensional gauge theory the choice of J and J; will
be dictated by additional physical argum ents and there w ill be som e "natural"” choice of
param eters.

Let us present the follow ing construction depending on two aritrary nonoollinear

vectors @ and B on a plane and fur complx parametres ; ; ; . Considering the
follow Ing superpositions of m agnetic translation generators:
1 1
=g g Tt L I -5 Tet Ty
I =T, q?=T, 2.37)
w ith
q= exp +iB§ @ b (2.38)

and caloulating the comm utation relations for the J  and J; using £25) one can easily
reproduce @.36) if = = 1.

In the end ofthis section let us note that that action ofUg (s1(2)) generators J  and Js
on thewave functionson the rst Landau level (generalization on the case ofarbitrary level
n is straightforward) depends (even after xing ; ; ; ) both on choice ofa fundam ental
cell (a;B) and a basis ofthe wavefinctions. W e shallpresent here the action ofUg (s1(2)) on
basic wave functions £.10) fora generic ;%) or = =1; = = 1.Ushg!(228)

onecan nd

exp +Bpa jBaa; P &> exp +Bpbh Bhb P b>

J, p> = )
qa g
. . i .
qg*”p> = exp Bpb a) SB@ bl@ b) P @ b)> 2 39)
S exp iBpa; iBaa, P+a> exp iBpb iBbb P+ b >
P> =

qa gt

Acting m any tines by operators J and g 2’® on state > in general case when

a, and b, are two incomm ensurable real numbers, one can cbtain the state ° > with

10



= p ma, nb arbirary close to p ©r Jarge enough n; and n,. I is possble

however to choose the fiindam ental cell in a m ore restrictive way. C hoosing, for exam ple,
a, = b = bwe see that J acting on p > create one, not two as in general cass, state
P b> and g 7* are now diagonal. The natural choice isto take a; = b, = a, ie. to
have

a= (a;b); b= ( a;b); g= exp (iB ab) @ 40)

In this case we get very sin ple representation

. p 1 . . p 1 . s e,
JyPp>= ~ - P b>; J p>= 4+ Ptb>; gTPp>=qgrp> (241)
b 24 b 24
w here the quantum symbol k], isde ned as
qg aF
K], = (242)
5 q qt

Let us calculate the value of the gdim ension of the representation which isde ned as
the value of the g-deform ed C asin ir operator
2

=J.J + J;
q

2

Cq=J Jp + T3+ 2 43)

N
NI

q
W hen acting on the highest weight vector Jj >, such that J; Jj>= 0; J3Jj>= JJj>, one
getsCqj>= O+ 1=2]§jj > which gives us the g-dim ension of representation. However
representation @41) is neither of highest nor of lowest weight and calulating its g
din ension

o 1o
N

Cobp>= o>+ = E >=0 2 .44)

we get zero.

Let us note that one gets the zero gdin ension for highest weight representation Jj >
wih j= @Mk 1)=2 forgbeing root ofunity o = 1 because [j+ 1=2]; = hk=2},= 0 i
this case. The representation theory for g being root of unity was considered in 0], see
also 6]. There are two types of representations:

T ype-I representations which have g-din ension zero and are etther m ixed, ie. not
highest weight representations, or irreducible highest weight representations w ith
j= mk 1)=2.

11



TypeIl representations with nonzero gdim ension which are irreduchble highest
welght representationswith 0 j< k=2 1.

In our case the defom ation param eter g is arbitrary and depends on our choice of
fundam ental cell, to be m ore precise i depends on the ux = 2B ab through this cell
g= exp@d =2). Forg® = 1 onemust have Bab= 2 =k. In the case of A zZbelH ofstadter
problem which was considered in B8], {[1] the fiindam ental cell is the m inin al plaquette
on the lattice and the interesting case is when the ux through plaquette is rational.
Here we shall consider two other problem s —2 + 1 abelian TM GT and QHE where the
choice of g also will be dictated by rational num erical param eters of the corresponding
problam —the value ofthe num ericalcoe cient n front ofChem-Sin onstermm orthe lling
factor in quantum Hall system . O ne can see that the special values of j corresoonds to
p= k=2 1=2)b. Renembering that momentum in x; direction (see@.10)) sBp =
k=2 1=2)IB = (@ =a)nh=2 1=2k) we get discrete mom enta. There is a natural
appearence of discrete m om enta In Landau problem on cylinder or torus and aswe shall
e In the next sections these are precisely the cases which we shallbe Interested In.

24.U4(61@2)) from a central extension of the FFZ trigonom etric algebra

Tt isknown that a classical algebra of the area-preserving di eom oxphisn s on a torus
has a centralextension W hich does not exist In the case of the area-preserving di eom or-

phisn s on a sphere) [17], 8]
Mn;wm]= (ﬁ m)wm+n+anm+n;0 (2-45)
aswell as a trigonom etric FFZ algebra

B
WaiWg 1= 21531’15(13 m )W ntm T 8% minj0 (2 .46)

w here the central elem ent is given by an aroitrary vector &K'

The algdbra @.46) can not be obtained from m agnetic translations €.25) because
now W , and W , do not comm ute. However we still can construct the quantum algebra
Uq (81(2)) from trigonom etric FFZ algebra wih a central extension a using the same
construction as before

1 1
J+: l(Wn-l' Wm); J = l(Wn-l- Wm)
g g qa g
B
I =Wa o g =W, q=exp +ism m) 2 47)



C alculating the com m utation relationsusing 2 46) we get (outing asbefore = = 1)

J3 2J3 1
> a*,

U,;J 1= a( n+ m)
i . a’ @ q?l)?
g?P;qd* = Wy niWh ol=a@ m) 2 48)

and a comm utation relationsbetween J and Js; are not a ected by a central extension
a. To get the Uq (s1(2)) com m utation relations (_2:.3:6) we must have

a@m m)= 0; + = 0; = = 1 (2.49)

ie. the vector a must be orthogonal to the vector 1 m and there are 3 constraints
(com plex) for four param eters (complex) ;

- L -4 v 2=0 @ 50)

Jkaving us w ith oneparam eter fam ily

W e see that In a case of a nontrivial central extension one has to dealw ith m ore re—
strictions when constructing a quantum algebra. F irst ofall the choice ofthe fiindam ental
celln;m isno longer arbitrary but the basic vectorsm ust be choosen in away thatn m
is orthogonal to the vector a. Besides this the four param eters ; ; are com pktely
determm ined by one (com plex) param eter (for exam ple, ), contrary to a casea = 0 wih
two independent param etres (orexample and ).

3. Quantum symm etry in 2+ 1 gauge theory w ith C hern-Sim ons
term

3.1. Canonical quantization ofthe 2+ 1 TM G T

Let us consider an abelian topologically m assive gauge theory {41
z o K 2
Sy ) = e g9 g F F + . A @A 31)

13



To perform canonical quantization lt us choss a Ay, = 0 gauge. Representing vector-
potentialon a planeasA; = @; + ;30@; and substituting this decom position into con—
straint

1 k
—QiAy + 1 i3Fi = 0; 32)
one gets @?—= ( =2 )@ . Neglkcting allpossble zeto modesweput —= k =2 ) =
M =2) . Substituting this constraint into action @) one gets
z
1
S= @) @) M7e (33)
q
which becom es a free action forthe ed = @%=
12
s== £ @)* M*°? (3.4)
2
describing the free partice with massM = k=4 . In ocbtaining this action we used the

constraint 8J). However there are some eld con gurationswhich are escaped from this
constraint. It iseasy to see that on the plane the spatial independent eldsA ; x;t) = A ; ()
arenota ected by B2) ~becauseboth tem sF ;5 and @E ; are zero for space-independent
vector potential (out not electric eld E; = A4). For these elds one gets the Landau
Lagrangian @.0) 3]

1 2

L=—a%2 —

2 8
which describes the particlke with massm = ! on theplane A 1;A , n amagnetic eld
B =k=4 .From 24)themassgap isM = B=m = k=4 whih isprecisely them assof
gauge particke.

5B 1A 3.5)

LetusnotethatA ; and A ; belong to the con guration space, how ever if reduced to the
rst Landau level the con guration space is transform ed into the phase space aswe have
discussed before. In this case a reduction to the st Landau kevelmeansm = 1= ! 0,
ie. the reduction to the pure Chem-Sim ons theory which is an exactly solvable 2+ 1
din ensional topological eld theory.

Is it possible to consider a constant gauge eld as a physical, ie. gauge nvariant
variable In the theory ? Can one sin ply gauge away the constant eld ? To answer this
question we m ust de ne the boundary conditions at in nity, ie. to com pactify our plane
Into a 2-dim ensional R iam ann surface of genus g. Ik is welkknown that any one-form A

can be uniquely decom posed according to H odge theoram as

A=d + + A; da = A =0 (3.6)
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which generalizes the decom position on the plane we have used before. The ham onic
form A equals

A = AP ,+ BP ) 3.7)
p=1
where [ and [ are canonical ham onic 1-form s (1-cohom ology) on a Riem ann surface
and there are precisely 2g ham onic 1-form s on genus g R iam ann surface (wo In case ofa
torus which are these two constant m odes we have discussed) . A fter diagonalization one
nds that there are g copies of the Landau problem and the totalH ibert space H ofthe
abelian topologically m assive gauge theory

&

H=H Ha 33)
=1
is the product of the free m assive particle H ibert space H  and g copies of the Landau
problam 's H ibert space H 5 .

T here is a dependence on the m oduliofthe R iem ann surface due to the dependence of
theF? temn ;n @) onmetricg . kiseasy to ssethat orgyp = 1 and gi3=  &)hy( )
the F& term does not depend on conform al factor . Let us consider dependence on the
moduli in themost sinpl case ofa toruswhere  is a com plex number and m etric h;

can be param etrized as

0 1 0 1
1 1 Re j 3 Re
hi = — )28 £ hy=6 & (3.9)
(Im Re j 5 Re 1
and h = deth;; = (Im F. Lagrangian takes the fomm
11— .. k ..
L= — hhle.—iA—j - le iA_j (3 .10)
2 8

which can be transform ed to diagonal orm  (3.53) ornew elds

A @ = ej(_a)A i (3 .ll)
where zwebein el,) de nesthemetrich = & e} ©® and ®@Pel o) ¥ Eiseasy
to nd that

! 1 !
A @ 1 Re A,
312
A @) 0 Im A, ( )



In term s of the new variables the Lagrangian (3.10) takes the form

-1 a’ K woa 313
T2 m O g m eRY 0L
and we see that the Chem-Sin ons coe cient dependson moduli: k ! k=Im .However
the m ass gap is unchanged because is also changed ! Im andM = k=4 does

not depend on

Thus we get the Landay problem on the plane @ ¢);A ). However we forgot about
large gauge transformm ations acting on the quantum -m echanical coordinatesA ; ! A+
2 Nj;, where N; are integers. T hese transform ations act on gauge potential because the

only gauge-invariant ob fcts one can construct for A ; —W ilson lines
I

W C)=exp@d A dx) (3.14)
c

are invariant under these transform ations we choose coordinate on a torus in a way that
x!'  x'+ land x* x?°+ 1) and one can consider torus 0 A ; < 2 wih the area
@ ). However after we consider the new variables A @ one gets the torus (see @-_.Z-L_f;))
generated by the shifts2 and2 wihanaraS= 2 § Im

Let us note that being reduced to the rst Landau level this torus becom es the phase
space —thus for the consistent quantization this area m ust be proportional to the integer
(the totalnum ber ofthe statesm ust be integer) . It isknown that the density of states on
Landau kevelequalstoB=2 ,whereB isamagnetic eld. In our case the "m agnetic eld"
in @ ;A @) plne can be easily obtained from @.13) and equalstoB = (k=4 ) Im ,
thus the totalnum ber of stateswillbeN = (1=2 )k=4 Im ) @ §Im = k=2.and
does not depend on  but only on k.

W e see that it is possble to factorize over whole Jarge gauge transform ations only for
even k, for rational k = 2m =n one can not any longer m aintain the whol lJarge gauge
transfom ations group and only the subgroup w ith shiftsA ;! A ;+ nN;, are survive and
SO one gets the torus in a phase space 0 A ; < 2 n with the totalarea 2 n) (we put

= ihere because as we have m entioned before the num ber of states does not depend on
m odull) and the number of states isN = (1=2 )(m=2 n) @ nf=mn.

3.2.Uq(s1@)) iIn Chern-Sim ons theory and Landau problem on a torus

Now it is clear that to study the properties of the ground state n TM GT (or the
whole H ibert space in a topological Chem-Sin ons theory) one has to consider a Landau
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problem on a torus and this problm was considered in R7]. Let us start from the rst
Landau lkevelwavefunction on a plane @A 1;A )

ik ik k
A 1;A ;) = exp —A A+ —pPA; — @, p) =

8 4 8 |
kAA. Kiy Xazy 'kpA' (3.15)
k ko, Kk P

=P 1 =P g P T 4

which can be easily cbtained from @:10) substitutingB = k=4 andusingA ;A , notation
nstead ofx;;x, and A @ ) Instead of zz.

To get the correct wave functions on a torus ket us consider the smplest case = 1.
One can oconstruct a torus st making a periodicity In A ; direction wih period 2 ,
which leads to an evident quantization codition p, = 4 n=k. At the sasme tine p is a
A , coordinate of the center of the wavepadket and for rst k=2 numbers p, (for even
k) this coordinate is inside an intervalA , 2 D;2 ). Now to make a torus, ie. m ake
a periodicity in A , direction wih period 2 (We consider now only even k) one has to
sum over allp= 2 n and i is easy to see that Por even k there are k=2 di erent classes

p=4 r=k+ 2 n, r= 1;:::k=2; n 2 Z which gives k=2 basic wave functions.

! oo #
1(rj°x1iA2)l=eXp %%A @ip %AZ 210=k (4—%)1
exp iAA exp iA2 * exp —k(n+ 2r=k)? + i&(n+ 2r=k) (3.16)
16 16 N 2 2
where r= 1;2;:::k=2 and theta function is de ned as follow s
"y )
3 )= eplh O+ F+2 in+ )+ )] 317)

n

Let us use the com pact notation Jr > for the wave function ; (A ;A ;) on a torus
wih = i.Using {316) and {2.10) we can write

%
> = P m + 2r=k) > ; > G+ k=2> (3.18)

m= 1

In a general case of rationalk = 2m =l it willbe rst Im numbersp, = 4 n=klwhich gives
us the coordinate of the wavepacket center in the intervalA , 2 0;2 1)
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Now lt us consider the action ofthe W ; (or m agnetic translations) generators @ 24),
£25) on the wave functions @.18). It is easy to see that in this case one is dealing w ith
generators T., where ~ = n=B = %-n and n;;n, are integers. Usig equation £2§) we

get from (3.18)

T. Jr>= T. 2 @ + 2r=k) >= exp ?nl h, 2r) Jr np> (319)

T his isa dem onstration that the ground state ( rst Landau level) wave functions In the
topologically m assive gauge theory (not only in the pure Chem-Sim ons case w ith In nite
m ass gap) form a unitary representation ofa quantum W, , ie.FFZ algebra @24). Let
us note that states at higher Landau levels which can be obtained from ground state wave
functions , by the action ofthe a* operator .5)

N
N (TR ;A ) = % 1A ;A ) (320)

form unitary equivalent representationsbecause generatorsofW ;  (n agnetic translations)
are built from band " operators only and thus commute with a and a* .

Now let us consider the "m inin al" quantum algebra Uq (s12)) w ith generatorsg

1 1
Jr = T Tam Toan 7 J = - Teun Ta o
q9a g qa g

4 i
I = T( 207 g *” = Teoi g= exp 'S 321)

where notation (n;;n,) comesgpondstoavector™ = (5; 5) = 4? (n1;n,) . These generators
act on states (3.18) in the Hllow ing way:

Jy Jr> = r 1=2Lir 1>
J x> = r+ 1=2LJr+ 1> 322)
q 2J3jj|f> = q 2rjjlf>

W e have two di erent types of representations n case of k = 4n and k = 4n + 2 (
don't forget that here we are dealing only w ith even k).

¥This is only one possble choice and one can consider another constructions, choosing, for
example, not T 1; 1 but T ,,; n,. In that case the generators J will shift state Jr > to
Jr n2>

18



In the case when k = 4n + 2 we have a highest and a lowest weight vectors. In this

case q= exp 5=~ and it iseasy to see that h + 1=2]; = 0. Thismeans that fh + 1>

is the highest and 7h > is the lowest weight vectors

Jyn+ 1> h+1=2Lih > = 0

h+ 1=2Lih+ 1>= 0 (323)

J Jn >

and we have 2n + 1-din ensional representation

. J J , J , J . J J .
Th+ 1> ! ! FPn+ 1> 0 gl> ! qR> ! s ! Jho>
J+ J+ J+ J+ J+ J+

n+ 1> n+ 1> T > IR > - Th > 324)

In the case k = 4n there are no highest and/or lowest weight vectors and we have
cyclic representation w ith din ension k=2 = 2n

s T s T s gk=2=o2n> T > 7o 325)

and the the sam e W ith opposite directed arrow s) for J; . The g-din ension In both cases

is zero.

Let us note that one can get the highest weight representation in the case k = 4n if
Instead of usual periodical boundary conditions on a torus we shall consider the tw isted
boundary conditions In A ; direction which leads tom odi ed quantization condition p, =
4 (n )=k where 2 [0;1)de nesan additionalphase factor (wisting) exp 2 i ) which
arises In a wave function on cylinder (and torus) after 2 shift in A ; direction. O ne can
get this shift if there isa ux through cylinder (or torus) = 2 . In that case the
k=2 = 2n state vectors willbe Jr >; r= 1;:::;2n and one can have highest and
Iowest weight vectors fork = 4n for = 1=2. This correspoonds to antiperiodic boundary
conditions In A ; direction ortoa ux = . Then it iseasy to that Th + 1=2 > isthe
highest and 7h 1=2 > isthe lowest weight vectors

J.in+ 1=2> = hLip 1=2> = 0
hLin+ 1=2> = 0 (326)

J Jh 1=2>

becaussheregq= exp ( i=n) and wehave 2n-din ensional representation com pletely analagous
o 829).
One can consider In a sam e way the case of rationalk = 2m =n. Let us note that

there is an ultin ate connection between 2+ 1 topological Chem-Sin onstheory and 1+ 1
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conform al eld theory (CFT) [B]. In our case the corresponding conform al eld theory is
c= 1modeland the stateson the rst Landau levelare in one-to-one corresoondence w ith
the conform alblocks ofa ¢= 1 m odel P8]. T hism eans that there is U (s1@2)) symm etry
Inc= 1CFT and conform alblocks are a representation of quantum algebra.

4. Quantum symm etry in a quantum H all system

41. Areapreserving di eom orphism s and incom pressibility in a quantum
H all system

T he area-preserving di eom orxphisn s and corresponding W ; symm etry were discussed
recently in quantum Hallsystem s in [1§], [LG]. T he physical reason for the very existence
of this symm etry isbased on a Laughlin idea R9] that ground state of the quantum Hall
system at rational (integer and fractional) values ofa 1ling factor = 2 =B, where
is an electron density, is described by an inocom pressble quantum uid, ie. there is an
energy gap In a spectrum of excitations. In the case of an Integer quantum Halle ect
(IDHE) thisgap isam obility gap between Landau kvels (taking into acoount the disorder
and localised states) which for strongm agnetic eld B ismudh larger then the energy of
Coulomb repulsion between electrons. T hus one can neglect the interaction in the DHE
e ect and oconsider it as a system of oomplktely lked Landau lkevels. The fractional
quantum Halle ect FQHE) occurs in low disorder, high-m obility sam ples w ith partially

lled Landau levels. In this case there is no singleparticlke gap and only after takking into
acoount m any-body correlation due to the Coulomb repulsion the excitation gap appears
In a spectrum as a collective e ect. In the case of lling = 1=@Qp+ 1) the ground state
wave flinction is described by Laughlin wave fiinction P9] (let usnote that in ournotation
the wave function on the rst Landau kevel depends on z, not z)

@1;z15::5257) = (@ z)® lexp 7:F @21)

i< j i

Y B X
4

In the case p= 0 this function describbes a com pktely Iled rst Landau level

Now let us consider an operator

Lom= Li_ = )8, nm 1 42)



which isthe sum ofN independent operators (2.29). It iseasy to see that the com m utation
relations for these operators are the sam e as for oneparticke ones L,,, £30). Ifwe
are on a rst Landau level the angular m om entum is given by ¥ Y. )b = Loy and
one can see that Lop;Lnm]= O m)L,n, ie. Lpy with n < m are decreasing an
angular m om entum and in result com press the Hall liquid. Thus, being applied to the
unocom pressibble com pktely lled level it must annihibte i

Lom -1=0; n<m 4 3)

T here exists a sscond-quantized representation for these generators
Z
Lom = x50 )18 7 et (4 4)

where A(x;t) isthe eld operator for the ferm ions In an extemalm agnetic eld

A D B 1
et = F,  ®exp ia(n‘* 5) 4.5)

n=1 k

and }in) () are the wave fiinctions on the n-th Landau Jvel and Fk(n) (Fk(n) Y are the

ferm jonic creation and annihilation operators. One can use this representation to cb-—
taln the expression for L, i tem s of farm fonic creation and annihilation operators
(see details n {14]) and then it is easy to show that conditions {.3) are vald for arbi-
trary Integervalied 1lling also. The case of the fractional Iling was also considered
in {[6] and in a recent paper B0]. One can also show using the second-quantized rep—
resentation and @.31) that the Fouriertransfom ed second-quantized density operator

B) = d?x exp (Kx) "Y x) " (x), being profcted on the rst Landau Jevel, becom es pro—
portionalto a W , , generatorw ith k k) = k; k3.

The noom pressbility of the quantum Hall liquid thus naturally lads to a some
W, symmetry (to be more precise it is called W ;,; In a literature). If one considers
a droplet ofa quantum H all liquid it is evident that the only possible deform ations ofthis
dropkt preserving the area tums are the waves at the boundary of the droplet describing
the defom ation of shape —the so-called edge excitations B1].

4.2. M agnetic translations and Ug(sl@2)) in quantum H all system

A fter this brief review of area-preserving di eom oxphism s and W ; symmetries In a
quantum Hall system et us consider our construction of Uq (s1(2)) and ask the cbvious
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question —what will be a natural value for a deform ation a param eter g and how this
symm etry will act on the physical states. Let us note that there are two possibilities
to construct the generators of a W, algebra in this case. First of allwe can use the
connection @.31) between W ,,;, and L, and construct W ,; generators in a com plkte
analogy wih L, , Le. summ ing over all oneparticle generators W rilm

A , & 1,

W= W, .= exp —Mmb nb) 4.6)

=1 ' =1 2

One can rew rite i In a second-quantized form as

z 1

Wan= dxVeihep - nb) Tegn =
B 2. 1 1 .
exp Znn d°x Y (x;t) exp Enb exp Enb (2;t) @.7)

Tt iseasy to see thatbeing pro gcted on the rst Landau kevelone can e ectively substitute
b = iBz; b= 1Bz (see 2.14)) and thus get the Fouriertransform ation of the density
operator (¢) = "V eeit) T ex;t) progcted on the st Landau level

z

B 2 2,y B A
W 5= exp Zﬁ d'x ;0 exp 15 nhz+ nz) ;0 =
B
exp Znn d?x exp (iB nx) () 4 .8)

Let us note that because of the profction on a given level the tin e dependence disap—
pears from (¢) because all exp ( 1B =2m )t) factors from A(x;t) w ill be cancelled by
exp i =2m )t) factorsin ¥ (x;t).

W e can, however, de ne the totalW ; generators acting on the whole quantum Hall
system in another way, nam ely one can m ultiply all onepartick generators W ; or equiv—
alent m agnetic translation generators T, and get

¥ B
. =

~~) T. 4.
2N( ) T, 4.9)

=1

Before we shalldiscuss the quantum algebra structure ket us considerhow the translations
4.9) acts on the Laughlin wave function @.0). Using £27) and the fact that T factors
act independently on z;;z; argum ents, we can get after sin ple calculations

|
B B X
T. (Z1;Z17::57202) = exp — o

2 > Zi  (Z217Z17%0%7 200 %) (4.10)

i
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One can see that up to an overall phase factor depending only on the center of m ass
P

coordinate ;z; Which is absent In a center ofm ass fram e) the Laughlin wave function

is invariant under the m agnetic translations.

Let us consider how the quashol wave finction

Y Y B X
N 7 f 411)

@iw;z 1zt z052) = @ z) @ z)P lexp

i i< j i

is transform ed under the action of T.. Repeating the sam e argum ents one gets (kt us
note that T actsonly on z;, not quasihol coordinate u!)

T. (Wiu;z1;z15::8202,) = ] z) T. (Wiu;z1;217:057207%) 412)

and we see that T. shifts a quasihole coordiateu ! u ;ul u

Now let us construct the Uq (s1(2)) generators from T.. Taking as usually

1 1
I = ———= Tapm Tiap iJ = ——7 T(asn Ten id 2 = T a0 413)
a g a g
we get the quantum algebra Ug (s1(2)) w ith
g= exp (iBN ab) (414)

where N is the totalnum ber of electrons. To construct the "m inin al" Ug (s1(2)) one have
to choose them nim ala and b. It can be shown that for a system wih sizes L; and L,

them inin al shifts a and bm ust be choosen as (see discussion in section 32)

2 2
a= ; b= (4.15)
L,B L.B
W ith this choice one has
2 N

g=exp ((NBab)) = exp 2 i =exp@ 1) 4 .106)

BL,L,

where we used the fact that 1ling factor is de ned as the ratio of total num ber of
particles N to the total num ber of availabl states on the Landau kvel BL L,=2 , ie

= 2 N=BLjL,.W e see that the ground state isa singkt (up to totalshift ofthe center
of m ass) under the action of a quantum group. However the quashol wave function
is transform ed under U, (s1(2)) and the basis @.11) is not the convenient one to study
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the action of quantum algebra —one can see that J; In this basis is not diagonal. One
can consider the QHE on a cylinder or a torus and then using the argum ents from the
section 32 we shall get the sam e representations as §24) and 825). Let us rem enber
that In a 1rst case we had g = exp( =@p+ 1)), which is precisely the case of the
fractional 1ling factor wih an odd denom nator = 1=@@n + 1). It is amusing that
In this case we had 2p + 1-din ensional representation with higest and lowest weight
vectors. In the case g = exp 2 =2p) which corresponds to the fractional 1ling factor
w ith an even denom Inator = 1=2n there were no higest and lowest weight vectors. It is
Interesting that it is Pauliprinciple which prescribes the odd denom inators for Laughlin

wave function {4.1) to be antisym m etric under the pemutaions z; ! zj. It is amushg
that our quantum algebra construction know about it in som e way. Let us also ram ind
that ifit isa ux =  through the cylinder the highest weight representation will be

In the even denom inator case g= exp ( i=p) as have been discussed at the end of section
32. However this ux corregoonds to the antjperiodic boundary condition which m ay be
treated as a statistical transn utations from fermm ions to bosons —the even dencm inators
appearence In this case becom es cbvious.

Let us also m ention anocther relation between quantum algebras in Chem-Sin ons the-
ory and In a quantum Hall system . For CS theory we got the deformm ation param eter
G s = exp (¢ i=k) and Porquantum Hallsystem gy = exp@ 1 ). One can descrbe the
largescale properties of a quantum Hall system by an e ective G lnzZburg-Landau theory
w ith the Chem-Sin ons tem for "statistical” gauge eld a (don’t m ix w ith electrom ag—
netic edA ) B2], B3]. n a smplkst cass = 1=(@p+ 1) one has the e ective action
w ith a Chem-Sin ons tem

1
7 a@a 4a7)

and com paring with (3.1) we get

4 i

; %H:eXPQi):eXPT = G (4.18)

~ N

ie. forboth descriptions —m icroscopical and e ective, based on Chem-Sin ons theory, we
got the sam e quantum algebra Uq (s12)) .

In amore generalcase = m=Qpm + 1) 34] instead of one abelian Chem-Sin ons
eld we have m ones [33] and have to generalize our quantum group construction for
m ulidin ensional Landau problm . T his interesting question w illbe discussed elsew here.

In section 32 we used ltter n instead ofp here
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5. Conclusion

W e discussed in this paper how the quantum algebra Ug (s1(2)) can be constructed
from the generatorsoftheW ; transfomm ations. T he physicalm odel for this construction
was the Landau problem and the W ; generators were nothing but the m agnetic transla—
tions. H owever as we had dem onstrated in the case ofthe FFZ algebra w ith a nontrivial
central extension one can construct the quantum algebra from theW ; algebra which can
not be ocbtained from the group of m agnetic transhtions. Two exam pls of a quantum
Uq (81(2)) algebra were considered —with 5 = exp (4 i=k) in an abelian 2+ 1 gauge the-
ory with aChem-Simonstem andwih gy = exp(2 i ),where isa Iling factor, n a
quantum Hall system s. W e have dem onstrated using the e ective Jarge-scale description
ofa quantum Hallsystem in tem s of "statistical" Chem-Simons eld that g5 = ¢y In
the case of Illing factor = 1=@p+ 1). magenermlcase = m=@pm + 1) we have to
consider a quantum algebra construction fora generalQ T ,U; (1) Chem-Sin ons theory —
which reduces to a m ultidin ensional Landau problem .

There are a ot of other interesting questions which are still open. First of all it is
Interesting to generalise this construction to the nonabelian case for the Chem-Sin ons
theory. It isunclkar what w illbe the analog of quantum algebra in this case. Let usnote
that this question include not only topologically m assive nonabelian YangM ills theory
but also 2+ 1-din ensional gravity which can be considered as Chem-Sin ons gauge theory
too B3I.

Tt also w illbe extrem ely interesting to understand ifthere isa m ore general connection
betw een area-preserving di eom orphian s and quantum groups (@lgebras). O ne can study
the geom etric action on the coad pint orbit ofw,; orW,; as it wasdiscussed in 341, B71.
These actions are relevant to both w gravity and two-din ensional hydrodynam ics (the

nite dim ensionalanalog ofthe trigonom etric FF Z algebra in an idealtw o-din ensionalhy—
drodynam ics was considered in {38]). Tt is unclear if there is a hidden quantum symm etry
of these geom etrical actions.

It isknown that there isa W ; in the c= 1 strings and corresponding m atrix m odels
BI1H2Q]. W hat quantum algebra (ifany) can be constructed in thism odeland what is the
natural value of a defomm ation param eter g in this case ? W ill this quantum symm etry
exist n the case of deformed ¢ = 1 model, for exam ple In the case of two-din ensional
black hok ?

It is also known that the action for pure YangM ills theory In two din ensions is
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invariant under the area-preserving di eom orphisn s (see, for exam ple B1). Can one nd

a quantum symm etry In thiscase ?

Letus nally note that recently W ; hasbeen discussed in a context of a bosonization
of current-current interactions PZ]. In the fram ework of this approach the quantum
symm etry m ay appear In som e new condensed m atter problam s.

W e hope to retum to these and related questions in the follow ing publications.
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N ote added

A fter this paper hasbeen subm itted forpublication Iwas aware about recent preprint
431w here the quantum group symm etry in Landau problem and in quantum Hall system
had been also discussed.
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