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1. Introduction.

Landau problem [1],i.e. quantum m echanicaldescription ofa charged particle with

m ass m m oving on the plane in a constant m agnetic �eld B norm alto the plane,has

im portant applications in di�erent areas oftheoreticalphysics. The spectrum ofone-

body problem consists ofdegenerate energy levels - the so called Landau level. The

degeneracy ofeach levelproportionalto totalm agneticux and thissystem exibitsa lot

ofinteresting properties.

This problem is the cornerstone ofthe quantum Halle�ect (QHE) description [2].

Landau problem also arises [3]in a topologically m assive gauge theory [4],i.e. 2+ 1-

dim ensionalgauge theory with the Chern-Sim onsterm ,quantization. Itwasshown [3],

[5]thattheHilbertspaceofthetheory isa directproductofthem assivegaugeparticles

Hilbertspace(onefreem assiveparticlein them ostsim pleU(1)case)and som equantum -

m echanicalHilbertspace.In theU(1)casethisquantum -m echanicalHilbertspaceisthe

product ofthe g copies (for a genus g Riem ann surface) ofthe Hilbert space for the

Landau problem on thetorus.In thein�nitem asslim italllevelsexceptthe�rstoneare

decoupled aswellasm assive particlesHilbertspace and we have only the �rstLandau

levelwhich becom estheHilbertspaceofthetopologicalChern-Sim onstheory [6].

Landau Ham iltonian is not invariant under the translation group, however it was

known fora long tim e thatitisinvariantunderthe group ofm agnetic translations[7].

Recently W iegm ann and Zabrodin [8]dem onstrated that m agnetic translations can be

expressed through generatorsofthe quantum algebra Uq(sl(2))[9],[10]and applied this

representation to form ulate the Bethe-Ansatz forthe Azbel-Hofstadterproblem ,i.e.the

problem ofBloch electron in m agnetic �eld. The Bethe-Ansatz solution wasgeneralised

in [11].LetusnotethatseveralyearsagoFloratos[12]constructed therepresentationsof

thequantum group GLq(2)with q= exp(2�i=N )using theN � N representationsofthe

Heisenberg group algebra,which were equivalentto the representationsofthe m agnetic

translations.

Itwasalsodiscussed recently thatthereisaW 1 sym m etry [13]in theLandau problem

[14]-[16]. This sym m etry was discussed in a context ofa topologically m assive gauge

theory (TM GT)in [14]and ofa quantum Halle�ect(QHE)in [15],[16]. Itisam using

thattheW 1 algebrasareconnected with an algebraofarea-preserving(orsym plectic)dif-

feom orphism softhetwo-dim ensionalm anifolds,forexam pleitisan in�nite-dim ensional

algebra ofcanonicaltransform ation in a two-dim ensionalphase space (p;q). Itisalso a
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sym m etry oftherelativisticm em branesaftergauge�xing -thissym m etry and itconnec-

tion with theSU(1 )wereconsidered in [17],[18].

Theaim ofthispaperisto discusstheconnection between quantum sym m etry,m ag-

netictranslationsand area-preserving di�eom orphism sin Landau problem and to discuss

the Uq(sl(2))sym m etry in 2+ 1 gauge theorieswith Chern-Sim onsterm sand quantum

Hallsystem s.LetusnotethatforgeneralqtheirreduciblerepresentationsofUq(sl(2))are

qualitatively the sam e asin sl(2)case [19]. Howeverin the case qn = 1 there isonly �-

nitenum berofirreducible representations[20]and thenew classi�cation ofthestatesin

TM GT and quantum Hallsystem sexists.

Theorganization ofthepaperisasfollows.In thenextsection,which bearsessentially

a review character,we consider the Landau problem and discuss the relations between

canonicaltransform ations,m agnetictranslationsand thequantum algebraUq(sl(2)).W e

shalldem onstratehow aftertherestriction on the�rstLandau levelthesym m etry under

the area-preserving di�eom orphism s willappear. W e shalldem onstrate how the this

sym m etry isconnected with quantum group sym m etry and willdiscusstheconstruction

ofquantum algebra Uq(sl(2)) from the group ofm agnetic translations. At the end of

this section thisconstruction willbe generalaized to the case ofFairlie-Fletcher-Zachos

triginom etric algebras with nontrivialcentralextension [18],which can not be reduced

to any m agnetic translations.In section 3 the canonicalquantization and Landau levels

picture in topologically m assive gauge theory willbe considered and the action ofthe

quantum group on theHilbertspacewillbeobtained.Thecorresponding problem ,aswe

shallshow,isequivalentto theLandau problem on a torusand weshallconsiderseveral

exam plesofdi�erentrepresentationsofUq(sl(2)).Itwillbeshown thatthenaturalvalue

fordeform ation param eterq= exp(4�i=k)wherek istheChern-Sim onscoe�cientIn the

section 4 weshallconsiderthequantum group sym m etry in a quantum Hallsystem .W e

shallrem em ber how W 1 (to be m ore precise W 1+ 1 appearsin a quantum Hallsystem

due to the incom pressibility ofthe ground state and then generalize ourconstruction of

W 1 and Uq(sl(2))on m any-bodycaseand willpresentargum entsin favourofdeform ation

param eter q = exp(2�i�),where � is a �lling factor. W e shallalso consider the action

ofUq(sl(2))on ground stateand lowestexcitations.In conclusion theobtain resultswill

be discussed aswellassom e possibilitiesto �nd the quantum group sym m etry in other

physicalm odelsinvariantunderthe area-preserving di�eom orphism s and W 1 ,such as

c= 1 stringsand two-dim ensionalYang-M illstheory.
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2. W 1 ,m agnetic translations and Uq(sl(2))in Landau problem

2.1. Landau problem

The action forLandau problem ,i.e.forparticle with m assm m oving on the (x1;x2)

planein a m agnetic�eld B is

SL =
m

2

Z

_x2idt+

Z

A i_xidt=
m

2

Z

_x2idt+
B

2

Z

(x2dx1 � x1dx2) (2.1)

wherewechoosea vectorpotentialin a sym m etric gaugeA i= (B =2)�ijxj.

Let us consider the con�guration and phase spaces ofthis problem . The canonical

m om enta:

pi=
@L

@_xi
= m _xi+

B

2
�ijxj (2.2)

with the usualcom m utation relations (or Poisson brackets in the classicallim it [;]!

�if;g)

[pi;pj]= [xi;xj]= 0; [pi;xj]= �i�ij (2.3)

ThecanonicalLandau Ham iltonian and theeigenvaluesE n are

H =
1

2m

�

pi�
B

2
�ijxj

�2

= �
1

2m

 
@

@xi
� i

B

2
�ijxj

! 2

E n = (n + 1=2)
B

m
(2.4)

Letusnotice thatHam iltonian (2.4)depends e�ectively only on two coordinates in

thephasespace,notfour.Introducing thevariablesa and a+ depending on (pi� A i)only

a
+ =

�

p1 �
B

2
x2

�

+ i

�

p2 +
B

2
x1

�

= 2p�z + i
B

2
z

a =

�

p1 �
B

2
x2

�

� i

�

p2 +
B

2
x1

�

= 2pz � i
B

2
�z (2.5)

onegetstheHam iltonian

H =
1

4m
(aa+ + a

+
a); [a;a+ ]= 2B (2.6)
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Here z(�z)= x1 � ix2 and pz;�z = �i@=@z(�z)are the corresponding conjugate m om enta.

Thereisanotherpairband b+ ,which dependson (pi+ A i),com m uting with a and a
+

b
+ =

�

p1 +
B

2
x2

�

� i

�

p2 �
B

2
x1

�

= 2pz + i
B

2
�z

b=

�

p1 +
B

2
x2

�

+ i

�

p2 �
B

2
x1

�

= 2p�z � i
B

2
z (2.7)

with com m utation relation [b;b+ ]= 2B .Theangularm om entum operatorcan bewritten

as

J = b
+
b� a

+
a (2.8)

Onecan seethatb+ and a increaseand band a+ decreasetheangularm om entum .

Itiseasy to seethatthestateson the�rstLandau levelj1> areannihilated by a and

hastheform

aj1>= 0; < z;�zj1>= 	 1(z;�z)= �(�z)exp(�
B

4
z�z) (2.9)

where�(�z)isan arbitraryantiholom orphicfunction and operatorsband b+ donotchange

thelevelnum berwhen acting on statesata given level.Fora statewith angularm om en-

tum lonehas�l(�z)= �zl.Onecan consideranotherbasis,param etrized by a m om entum

in x1 (orany other)direction

	 1(pj~x)= exp

�

�i
B

2
x1x2 + iB px1

�

exp

�

�
B

2
(x2 � p)2

�

=

exp(�
B

4
z�z)�p(�z)= exp(�

B

4
z�z)exp

�

�
B

2
p
2 + iB p�z+

B

4
�z2
�

(2.10)

wherem om entum isde�ned asB p.

Letusnotethatonecan considertherestriction on the�rstLandau leveltaking the

lim itm ! 0.In thislim itonegetsfrom (2.2)

2p�z = p1 + ip2 = �i
B

2
z; 2pz = p1 � ip2 = i

B

2
�z (2.11)

and then

a = a
+ = 0; b

+ = iB �z; b= �iB z (2.12)

The physicalm eaning ofthisreduction isthefollows-operatorsa and a+ acting on the

stateatthegiven leveln shiftitton� 1.Tobeata�rstlevelwem ustputtheseoperators
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to zero afterwhich band b+ play therole ofthe coordinateon the reduced phase space.

Letusalso notethattheaction (2.1)in thelim itm ! 0 transform sinto

Sm = 0 =
B

2

Z

(x1_x2 � x2_x1)dt=
B

2

Z

(x2dx1 � x1dx2) (2.13)

and one can easliy see thatx1 and x2 becom esthe coordinateson the phase space,the

action in thecaseoftheclosed trajectoriesproportionaltotheareaA =
H
(x2dx1� x1dx2)

and isinvariantundertheaction ofthearea-preservingdi�eom orphism s.Thelastoneare

nothing buta canonicaltransform ation on the �rstLandau level. Letusalso note that

the connection between Chern-Sim onstheory and Landau problem in the lim itm ! 0,

i.e.reduction on thelowestlevel,wherediscussed in [21].

2.2. C anonicaltransform ation on the �rst Landau level,W 1 algebra and the

group ofm agnetic translations

Let us rem em ber som e well-known facts about canonicaltransform ations (see, for

exam ple [22]).By de�nition canonicaltransform ationsaredi�eom orphism softhephase

spacewhich preserve thesym plectic structure! =
P

pdq
l^ dpl.

Thecanonicaltransform ationsareusually de�ned by thegeneration function depend-

ing on both old (p orq)and new (P and Q)phase space coordinates,forexam ple one

can considerarbitrary F(q;Q)and put

pi= @F=@qi; Pi= �@F=@Q i (2.14)

It is easy to see that P;Q are new canonicalcoordinates. There is however another

representation,nam ely one can consider evolution with respect to som e "Ham iltonian"

W (p;q)(which isan arbitrary function on thephasespaceand hasnothingcom m on with

the physicalHam iltonian). The change in quantitiesp and q during thisevolution m ay

itselfbe regarded asa seriesofcanonicaltransform ations. Letp and q be the valuesof

thecanonicalvariablesattim etand P and Q aretheirvaluesatanothertim et+ �.The

latteraresom efunction oftheform er,depending on � ason param eter

Q = Q(q;p;�); P = P(q;p;�) (2.15)

These form ulae can be considered asthe canonicaltransform ation from the old coordi-

nates p;q to the new ones P;Q. This representation is convenient for the in�nitesim al

transform ation,when � ! 0. In thiscase using Ham iltonian equations ofm otion with
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"Ham iltonian" W (p;q)=� onegets

Q i= qi+ _qi� = qi+ fqi;W g; Pi= pi+ _pi� = pi+ fpi;W g (2.16)

where

fA;B g=
X

i

@A

@qi

@B

@pi
�
@B

@qi

@A

@pi
(2.17)

istheusualPoisson brackets.

The canonicaltransform ations acting on the two-dim ensionalphase space (q;p)are

de�ned by

�q= fq;W (p;q)g=
@W (p;q)

@p
; �p= fp;W (p;q)g= �

@W (p;q)

@q
(2.18)

whereW (p;q)isan arbitrary function.Thefactthatthesetransform ationspreservesthe

area can be easily checked using the fact that the generalin�nitesim alarea-preserving

di�eom orphism takestheform

xi! xi+ �i(x); @i�i= 0 (2.19)

wherexi= (q;p).Generalsolution of@i�i= 0 isthesum ofthetwo term s

�i(x)= �ij@jW (x)+

b1X

a= 1

ca�
a
i (2.20)

where �rstterm describes in�nite num ber(allpossible functionsW (�))ofthe localco-

exactsolutionsand thesecond term describesthe�nitenum ber(given by the�rstBetti

num berb1)oftheharm onicform son two-dim ensionalphasespace.Itiseasy to seethat

di�eom orphism s generated by the �rst term are nothing but canonicaltransform ations

(2.18).

Any function f on thephasespaceistransform ed underthecanonicaltransform ation

generated by W according to the rule wf = �W f = ff;W g,where w is the operator

correspondingtofunction W (�).UsingtheJacobiidentity fff;W 1gW 2g� fff;W 2gW 1g+

ffW 1;W 2gfg = 0 one can check thatalgebra ofthe area-preserving di�eom orphism s is

given by thePoisson brackets

[w1;w2]f = [�W 1
;�W 2

]f = �fW 1;W 2gf (2.21)
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Any function W can bewritten in term softhecom pletesetofharm onics

W ~n = exp(i~n~x) (2.22)

where ~n = (n1;n2)with realn1;n2 in the case when the phase space isa plane. Ifthe

phasespaceisatorus(asitwillbein thecaseofTM GT orQHE on torus)onehasintegers

n1;n2 ifone de�nesa torusphase space T
2 to be a square with both sidesequalto 2�.

One getsthe com m utation relationsforoperatorsw~n com puting the Poisson bracketfor

W ~n,[17]

[w ~m ;w~n]= (~m � ~n)w ~m + ~n (2.23)

where ~a � ~b = a1b2 � a2b1. One can see that (2.23) is nothing but the com m utation

relationsfortheclassicalw1 algebra [13].

Letusnow considercanonicaltransform ationsacting on the Landau problem phase

space. The generalcanonicaltransform ationsare acting on the whole four-dim ensional

phase space and afterquantization they willm ix di�erentLandau levels.Howeverthere

is a specialsubgroup ofthe canonicaltransform ations acting on the two-dim ensional

subspace ofthephasespacegenerated by com m uting with theHam iltonian.Thism eans

that this transform ations do not m ix di�erent Landau levels and thus acting on each

Landau levelas on two-dim ensionalphase space. It is evident that generators ofthis

area-preserving (sym plectic) transform ations willdepend on b and b+ (see(2.7)) which

com m utewith Ham iltonian (2.6).

Afterquantization wegetinstead of(2.22)thequantum version

W n;�n = exp

�
1

2
(nb+ � �nb)

�

= exp(
1

2
nb

+ )exp(�
1

2
�nb)exp(�

B

4
n�n);

[W n;�n;W m ;�m ]= �2isin
B

2
(n1m 2 � n2m 1)W n+ m ;n+ m (2.24)

Here n(�n)= n1 � in2 and the classicallim itcorrespondsto weak m agnetic �eld B ! 0

afterobviousrescaling ofW n;�n ! B wn;�n. Forintegern and m the algebra (2.24)isthe

Fairlie-Fletcher-Zachos(FFZ)trigonom etricalgebra [18]

Letusnote thatthisisprecisely the algebra ofm agnetic translations[7]which (in a
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gaugeA i= (B =2)�ijxj)isgenerated by theoperators
�

T~� = exp
�
~�
�
~r + i~A

��

; T~�T~� = exp

�

�i
B

2
(~� � ~�)

�

T~�+ ~�: (2.25)

Substituting (2.7)into (2.24)one�nd that

W n;�n = T~�; �i= �ijnj (2.26)

and theaction on the�rstlevelwave functions(2.9)isasfollows:

T~� 	 1(~x)= exp

�

i
B

2
(~� � ~x)

�

	 1(~x + ~�)= exp

�
B

4
(��z� ��z)

�

	 1(z+ �;�z+ ��) (2.27)

where � = �1 + i�2 = �in;�� = �1 � i�2 = i�n and vectornotation isobvious. Thisaction

hasespecially sim pleform in a caseofwavefunctions(2.10)

T~� 	 1(pj~x)= exp

�

�i
B

2
�1�2 + iB p�1

�

	 1(p� �2j~x) (2.28)

Laterweshallusea notation jp> forwave function 	 1(pj~x).

The FFZ algebra (2.24)com m uteswith the Ham iltonian H � (aa+ + a+ a)and thus

actsindependently on each Landau level. One can constructanotherW 1 algebra from

a;a+ operatorswhich we shallcall ~W 1 and gets: W 1 
 ~W 1 . The �rstalgebra actson

each Landau level,the second one (tilde) algebra m ixes the leveland acts in a sim ple

form onto thecoherentstatesj� > r� exp(�a+ )j0> r.

Onecan consideranotherform ofgenerators[15],[16]

Ln;m = (b+ )n+ 1bm + 1
; n;m � �1 (2.29)

with com m utation relations

[Ln;m ;Lk;l]= 2B ((m + 1)(k+ 1)� (n + 1)(l+ 1))Ln+ k;m + l+ O (B 2) (2.30)

Thisalgebra iscalled W 1+ 1 in the literature (see [16]and referencestherein). After

obviousrescalingonehasclassicalw1 in thelim itB ! 0.Itiseasy toseethatexpanding

generatorsW n;�n (2.24)in n;�n onegetsgeneratorsLn;m asexpansion coe�cients.

W n;�n = exp(�
B

4
n�n)

1X

k;l= 0

(�)l
nk

2kk!

�nl

2ll!
Lk� 1;l� 1 (2.31)

� Letusnotethatthede�nition ofm agnetictranslationsisgaugedependent-~r + i~A com m ute

with a Ham iltonian only in a sym m etric A i= (B =2)�ijxj gauge. In generalcase one m ustadd

som e gauge dependentterm s in (2.25). O ne can show,however,that the algebra ofm agnetic

translation doesnotdepend on gauge and laterwe shallwork only in the sym m etric gauge.
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LetusnotethatFFZ algebra (2.24)isa W eyl-M oyal[23]deform ation ofthePoisson-

Lie algebra with usualPoisson brackets ff;gg = @zf@�zg� @�zf@zg. The M oyalbracket

f;gM isde�ned asfollows:

ff;ggM =

1X

s= 0

(�)sB 2s

(2s+ 1)!

2s+ 1X

j= 0

(�j)

 
2s+ 1

j

!
h

@
j
z@

2s+ 1� j
�z f

ih

@
2s+ 1� j
z @

j
�zg
i

(2.32)

Itiseasy to check forW n;�n = exp[1=2(nz� �n�z)]onegetstheclassicalw1 algebra (2.23)

forusualPoisson bracketsf;g and FFZ algebra (2.24)forM oyalbracketsf;gM .

2.3. GLq(2)and Uq(sl(2))in Landau problem

Thereisa naturalconnection between theFFZ algebra (2.23)[24],[25]and quantum

group GLq(2).Letusconsiderthequantum plane

UV = qV U (2.33)

and introducea quantum group GLq(2)which isde�ned as2� 2 m atrices

L =

0

B
@

a b

c d

1

C
A (2.34)

wherethem atrix elem entsa;b;c;d obey relations

ab= q
� 1
ba; ac= q

� 1
ca; cd = q

� 1
dc;

bd = q
� 1
db; bc= cb; ad� da = (q� 1 � q)bc (2.35)

Itwasshown in [24]thatGLq(2)isthe group ofautom orphism s ofthe quantum plane

(2.33),i.e.U 0V 0= qV 0U 0,where U 0 and V 0 arethe im agesoftheaction ofGLq(2)on U

and V . Itiseasy to see thatT~n = qn1n2U n1V n2 with q = exp(iB )are generatorsofthe

FFZ algebra and thusGLq(2)naturally actson thisalgebra preserving thecom m utation

relations(2.24).

It is am using that one can construct also quantum algebra Uq(sl(2)) from the ele-

m entsofthem agnetictranslationsgroup (2.25)(see[8],[11]and referencestherein).The

com m utation relationsofUq(sl(2))arede�ned asfollows[9],[10]:

q
J3J� q

� J3 = q
� 1
J�

[J+ ;J� ]=
q2J3 � q� 2J3

q� q� 1
(2.36)
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where the�rstrelation equivalentindeed to usualcom m utation relation [J3;J� ]= �J� .

Thisalgebra istransform ed into an ordinary Liealgebra sl(2)in thelim itq! 1.

The construction ofthe J� and J3 generators from the given m agnetic translations

group (2.25)isnotunique.Onecan getarbitrary valuefora deform ation param eterq in

ageneralcase.Howeverlaterweshalldem onsratethatin physically interestingsituations

like quantum Halle�ector2+ 1 dim ensionalgauge theory the choice ofJ� and J3 will

bedictated by additionalphysicalargum entsand therewillbesom e"natural" choice of

param eters.

Let us present the following construction depending on two arbitrary noncollinear

vectors ~a and ~b on a plane and four com plex param etres �;�;;�. Considering the

following superpositionsofm agnetictranslation generators:

J+ =
1

q� q� 1

�

� T~a + � T~b

�

; J� =
1

q� q� 1

�

 T�~a + � T
�~b

�

q
2J3 = T~b�~a ; q

� 2J3 = T
~a�~b

(2.37)

with

q= exp

�

+i
B

2
(~a� ~b)

�

(2.38)

and calculating the com m utation relationsforthe J� and J3 using (2.25)one can easily

reproduce(2.36)if�� = � = �1.

In theend ofthissection letusnotethatthataction ofUq(sl(2))generatorsJ� and J3

onthewavefunctionsonthe�rstLandaulevel(generalizationonthecaseofarbitrarylevel

n isstraightforward)depends(even after�xing�;�;;�)both on choiceofafundam ental

cell(~a;~b)and abasisofthewavefunctions.W eshallpresentheretheaction ofUq(sl(2))on

basic wave functions(2.10)fora generic (~a;~b)for� =  = 1; � = � = �1.Using (2.28)

onecan �nd

J+ jp> =
exp

�

+iB pa1 �
i

2
B a1a2

�

jp� a2 > � exp
�

+iB pb1 �
i

2
B b1b2

�

jp� b2 >

q� q� 1

q
� 2J3jp> = exp

�

�iB p(b1 � a1)�
i

2
B (a1 � b1)(a2 � b2)

�

jp� (a2 � b2)> (2.39)

J� jp> =
exp

�

�iB pa1 �
i

2
B a1a2

�

jp+ a2 > � exp
�

�iB pb1 �
i

2
B b1b2

�

jp+ b2 >

q� q� 1

Acting m any tim es by operators J� and q� 2J3 on state jp > in generalcase when

a2 and b2 are two incom m ensurable realnum bers,one can obtain the state jp0 > with
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p0 = p � n1a2 � n2b2 arbitrary close to p for large enough n1 and n2. It is possible

howeverto choosethefundam entalcellin a m orerestrictiveway.Choosing,forexam ple,

a2 = b2 = b we see thatJ� acting on jp > create one,nottwo asin generalcase,state

jp� b> and q� J3 are now diagonal.The naturalchoice isto take a1 = �b1 = a,i.e. to

have

~a = (a;b); ~b= (�a;b); q= exp(iB ab) (2.40)

In thiscasewegetvery sim plerepresentation

J+ jp>=

�
p

b
�
1

2

�

q

jp� b>; J� jp>= �

�
p

b
+
1

2

�

q

jp+ b>; q
� J3jp>= q

�
p

bjp> (2.41)

wherethequantum sym bol[x]q isde�ned as

[x]q =
qx � q� x

q� q� 1
(2.42)

Letuscalculatethevalueoftheq-dim ension oftherepresentation which isde�ned as

thevalueoftheq-deform ed Casim iroperator

Cq = J� J+ +

�

J3 +
1

2

�2

q

= J+ J� +

�

J3 �
1

2

�2

q

(2.43)

W hen acting on thehighestweightvectorjj>,such thatJ+ jj>= 0;J3jj>= jjj>,one

getsCqjj >= [j+ 1=2]2qjj > which givesusthe q-dim ension ofrepresentation. However

representation (2.41) is neither of highest nor of lowest weight and calculating its q-

dim ension

Cqjp>= �

�
p

b
�
1

2

�2

q

jp> +

�
1

2
�
p

b

�2

q

jp>= 0 (2.44)

wegetzero.

Letusnotethatonegetsthezero q-dim ension forhighestweightrepresentation jj>

with j= (nk� 1)=2 forq being rootofunity qk = 1 because [j+ 1=2]q = [nk=2]q = 0 in

thiscase.Therepresentation theory forq being rootofunity wasconsidered in [20],see

also [26].Therearetwo typesofrepresentations:

� Type-Irepresentationswhich have q-dim ension zero and are eitherm ixed,i.e. not

highest weight representations,or irreducible highest weight representations with

j= (nk� 1)=2.
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� Type-II representations with nonzero q-dim ension which are irreducible highest

weightrepresentationswith 0� j< k=2� 1.

In our case the deform ation param eter q is arbitrary and depends on our choice of

fundam entalcell,to be m ore precise itdependson the ux � = 2B ab through thiscell

q = exp(i�=2). Forqk = 1 one m usthave B ab= 2�=k.In the case ofAzbel-Hofstadter

problem which wasconsidered in [8],[11]the fundam entalcellisthe m inim alplaquette

on the lattice and the interesting case is when the ux through plaquette is rational.

Here we shallconsider two otherproblem s -2+ 1 abelian TM GT and QHE where the

choice ofq also willbe dictated by rationalnum ericalparam eters ofthe corresponding

problem -thevalueofthenum ericalcoe�cientin frontofChern-Sim onsterm orthe�lling

factorin quantum Hallsystem . One can see thatthe specialvaluesofj correspondsto

p = (nk=2� 1=2)b. Rem em bering that m om entum in x1 direction (see(2.10)) is B p =

(nk=2 � 1=2)bB = (2�=a)(n=2 � 1=2k) we get discrete m om enta. There is a natural

appearence ofdiscrete m om enta in Landau problem on cylinderortorusand asweshall

seein thenextsectionstheseareprecisely thecaseswhich weshallbeinterested in.

2.4. Uq(sl(2))from a centralextension ofthe FFZ trigonom etric algebra

Itisknown thata classicalalgebra ofthearea-preserving di�eom orphism son a torus

hasacentralextension (which doesnotexistin thecaseofthearea-preserving di�eom or-

phism son a sphere)[17],[18]

[w~n;w ~m ]= (~n � ~m )w ~m + ~n + ~a~n�~m + ~n;0 (2.45)

aswellasa trigonom etricFFZ algebra

[W ~n;W ~m ]= �2isin
B

2
(~n � ~m )W ~n+ ~m + ~a~n�~m + ~n;0 (2.46)

wherethecentralelem entisgiven by an arbitrary vector ~A.

The algebra (2.46) can not be obtained from m agnetic translations (2.25) because

now W ~n and W � ~n do notcom m ute.Howeverwestillcan constructthequantum algebra

Uq(sl(2)) from trigonom etric FFZ algebra with a centralextension ~a using the sam e

construction asbefore

J+ =
1

q� q� 1
(� W ~n + � W ~m ); J� =

1

q� q� 1
( W � ~n + � W � ~m )

q
2J3 = W ~m � ~n; q

� 2J3 = W ~n� ~m q= exp

�

+i
B

2
(~n � ~m )

�

(2.47)
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Calculatingthecom m utationrelationsusing2.46)weget(putingasbefore�� = � = �1)

[J+ ;J� ]=
q2J3 � q� 2J3

q� q� 1
+

1

(q� q� 1)2
~a(�~n + ��~m )

h

q
� 2J3;q

+ 2J3
i

= [W ~n� ~m ;W ~m � ~n]= ~a(~n � ~m ) (2.48)

and a com m utation relationsbetween J� and J3 are nota�ected by a centralextension

~a.To gettheUq(sl(2))com m utation relations(2.36)wem usthave

~a(~n � ~m )= 0; � + �� = 0; �� = � = �1 (2.49)

i.e. the vector~a m ust be orthogonalto the vector ~n � ~m and there are 3 constraints

(com plex)forfourparam eters(com plex)�;�;�

 = �
1

�
; � = �

1

�
; �

2 + �
2 = 0 (2.50)

leaving uswith one-param eterfam ily

� = �e
i�
; � = �e

i�� i�=2
;  = �

� 1
e
� i�� i�=2

; � = �
� 1
e
� i�� i� (2.51)

W e see thatin a case ofa nontrivialcentralextension one hasto dealwith m ore re-

strictionswhen constructingaquantum algebra.Firstofallthechoiceofthefundam ental

cell~n;~m isnolongerarbitrary butthebasicvectorsm ustbechoosen in away that~n� ~m

is orthogonalto the vector~a. Besides this the four param eters �;�;� are com pletely

determ ined by one(com plex)param eter(forexam ple,�),contrary to a case~a = 0 with

two independentparam etres(forexam ple� and �).

3. Q uantum sym m etry in 2+ 1 gauge theory w ith C hern-Sim ons

term

3.1. C anonicalquantization ofthe 2+ 1 T M G T

Letusconsideran abelian topologically m assive gaugetheory [4]:

SU (1) = �
1

4

Z
p
�gg

��
g
��
F��F�� +

k

8�

Z

����A �@�A � (3.1)
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To perform canonicalquantization let us chose a A 0 = 0 gauge. Representing vector-

potentialon a plane asA i = @i� + �ij@j� and substituting thisdecom position into con-

straint
1


@i _A i+

k

4�
�ijFij = 0; (3.2)

one gets@2 _� = (k=2�)@2�. Neglecting allpossible zero m odeswe put _� = (k=2�)� =

(M =2)�.Substituting thisconstraintinto action (3.1)onegets

S =
1

2

Z

(@i_�)
2
� (@2�)2 � M

2
�@

2
� (3.3)

which becom esa freeaction forthe�eld �=
q

@2=�

S =
1

2

Z

_�2
� (@i�)

2
� M

2�2 (3.4)

describing the free particle with m assM = k=4�.In obtaining thisaction we used the

constraint(3.2).Howevertherearesom e�eld con�gurationswhich areescaped from this

constraint.Itiseasytoseethatontheplanethespatialindependent�eldsA i(x;t)= A i(t)

arenota�ected by (3.2)-becauseboth term sFij and @iE iarezero forspace-independent

vector potential(but not electric �eld E i = _A i). For these �elds one gets the Landau

Lagrangian (2.1)[3]

L =
1

2
_A 2

i �
k

8�
�ijA i

_A j (3.5)

which describestheparticle with m assm = � 1 on theplane A 1;A 2 in a m agnetic �eld

B = k=4�.From (2.4)them assgap isM = B =m = k=4� which isprecisely them assof

gaugeparticle.

LetusnotethatA 1 andA 2 belongtothecon�gurationspace,howeverifreduced tothe

�rstLandau levelthecon�guration spaceistransform ed into thephasespaceaswehave

discussed before.In thiscase a reduction to the�rstLandau levelm eansm = 1= ! 0,

i.e. the reduction to the pure Chern-Sim ons theory which is an exactly solvable 2+ 1

dim ensionaltopological�eld theory.

Is it possible to consider a constant gauge �eld as a physical,i.e. gauge invariant

variable in the theory ? Can onesim ply gaugeaway the constant�eld ? To answerthis

question wem ustde�netheboundary conditionsatin�nity,i.e.to com pactify ourplane

into a 2-dim ensionalRiem ann surface ofgenusg. Itiswell-known thatany one-form A

can beuniquely decom posed according to Hodgetheorem 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 harm onic

form A equals

A =

gX

p= 1

(A p
�p + B

p
�p) (3.7)

where �p and �p are canonicalharm onic 1-form s(1-cohom ology)on a Riem ann surface

and thereareprecisely 2g harm onic1-form son genusg Riem ann surface(two in caseofa

toruswhich arethese two constantm odeswehave discussed).Afterdiagonalization one

�ndsthatthereareg copiesoftheLandau problem and thetotalHilbertspaceH ofthe

abelian topologically m assivegaugetheory

H = H � 


gY

i= 1

H A (3.8)

isthe productofthe free m assive particle Hilbertspace H � and g copiesofthe Landau

problem ’sHilbertspaceH A .

Thereisadependenceon them odulioftheRiem ann surfaceduetothedependenceof

theF 2 term in (3.1)on m etricg��.Itiseasy to seethatforg00 = 1 and gij = �(x)hij(�)

the F 2
0i term doesnotdepend on conform alfactor�.Letusconsiderdependence on the

m oduli� in them ostsim plecaseofa toruswhere� isa com plex num berand m etrichij

can beparam etrized as

h
ij =

1

(Im �)2

0

B
@

1 Re�

Re� j�j2

1

C
A hij =

0

B
@

j�j2 �Re�

�Re� 1

1

C
A (3.9)

and h = dethij = (Im �)2.Lagrangian takestheform

L =
1

2

p
hh

ij _A i
_A j �

k

8�
�
ij
A i

_A j (3.10)

which can betransform ed to diagonalform (3.5)fornew �elds

A (a) = e
i
(a)A i (3.11)

where zweibein ei
(a)

de�nesthem etrichij = ei
(a)
e
j

(b)
�(a)(b) and �(a)(b)ei

(a)
e
j

(b)
� �ij Itiseasy

to �nd that
 
A (1)

A (2)

!

=

 
1 Re�

0 Im �

!  
A 1

A 2

!

(3.12)
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In term softhenew variablestheLagrangian (3.10)takestheform

L =
1

2 Im �
_A 2

(i)�
k

8� Im �
�
(i)(j)

A (i)
_A (j) (3.13)

and weseethattheChern-Sim onscoe�cientdependson m oduli:k ! k=Im �.However

the m assgap isunchanged because  isalso changed  !  Im � and M = k=4� does

notdepend on �.

ThuswegettheLanday problem on theplane(A (1);A (2)).Howeverweforgotabout

large gauge transform ationsacting on the quantum -m echanicalcoordinatesA i ! A i+

2� N i,where N i are integers. These transform ationsacton gauge potentialbecause the

only gauge-invariantobjectsonecan constructforA i -W ilson lines

W (C)= exp(i

I

C

A �dx
�) (3.14)

areinvariantunderthesetransform ations(wechoosecoordinateon a torusin a way that

x1 � x1 + 1 and x2 � x2 + 1)and one can consider torus 0 � A i < 2� with the area

(2�)2. However afterwe considerthe new variablesA (i) one getsthe torus(see (3.12))

generated by theshifts2� and 2�� with an area S = (2�)2 Im �.

Letusnotethatbeing reduced to the�rstLandau levelthistorusbecom esthephase

space-thusfortheconsistentquantization thisarea m ustbeproportionalto theinteger

(thetotalnum berofthestatesm ustbeinteger).Itisknown thatthedensityofstates� on

Landau levelequalstoB =2�,whereB isam agnetic�eld.In ourcasethe"m agnetic�eld"

in (A (1);A (2))plane can beeasily obtained from (3.13)and equalsto B = (k=4�)Im �,

thusthetotalnum berofstateswillbeN = (1=2�)(k=4� Im �)� (2�)2 Im � = k=2.and

doesnotdepend on � butonly on k.

W eseethatitispossibleto factorizeoverwholelargegaugetransform ationsonly for

even k,forrationalk = 2m =n one can notany longer m aintain the whole large gauge

transform ationsgroup and only thesubgroup with shiftsA i! A i+ nN i,aresurviveand

so onegetsthetorusin a phase space 0 � A i < 2�n with the totalarea (2�n)2 (we put

� = iherebecauseaswehavem entioned beforethenum berofstatesdoesnotdepend on

m oduli)and thenum berofstatesisN = (1=2�)(m =2�n)� (2�n)2 = m n.

3.2. Uq(sl(2))in C hern-Sim ons theory and Landau problem on a torus

Now it is clear that to study the properties ofthe ground state in TM GT (or the

wholeHilbertspacein a topologicalChern-Sim onstheory)onehasto considera Landau
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problem on a torusand thisproblem wasconsidered in [27]. Letusstartfrom the �rst

Landau levelwavefunction on a plane(A 1;A 2)

	(A 1;A 2)= exp

 

�
ik

8�
A 1A 2 +

ik

4�
pA 1 �

k

8�
(A 2 � p)2

!

=

exp

 

�
k

16�
A �A

!

exp

 

�
k

8�
p
2 +

k

16�
�A 2 + i

kp

4�
�A

!

(3.15)

which canbeeasilyobtainedfrom (2:10)substitutingB = k=4� andusingA 1;A 2 notation

instead ofx1;x2 and A (�A )instead ofz�z.

To getthe correctwave functionson a torusletusconsiderthe sim plestcase � = i.

One can construct a torus �rst m aking a periodicity in A 1 direction with period 2�,

which leads to an evident quantization codition pn = 4�n=k. At the sam e tim e p is a

A 2 coordinate ofthe center ofthe wavepacket and for �rst k=2 num bers pn (for even

k) this coordinate is inside an intervalA 2 2 [0;2�)�. Now to m ake a torus,i.e. m ake

a periodicity in A 2 direction with period 2� (we consider now only even k)one hasto

sum overallp = 2�n and itiseasy to see thatforeven k there are k=2 di�erentclasses

p= 4�r=k+ 2�n, r= 1;:::k=2;n 2 Z which givesk=2 basicwave functions.

	 1(rjA 1;A 2)= exp

 

�
k

16�
A �A

!

exp

 
k

16�
�A 2

!

�

"
2r=k

0

#

(
k�A

4�
j
ik

2
)=

exp

 

�
k

16�
A �A

!

exp

 
k

16�
�A 2

!
X

n

exp

"

�
�k

2
(n + 2r=k)2 + i

k�A

2
(n + 2r=k)

#

(3.16)

wherer= 1;2;:::k=2 and theta function isde�ned asfollows

�

"

�

�

#

(zj�)=
X

n

exp[i��(n + �)2 + 2�i(n + �)(z+ �)] (3.17)

Letususethecom pactnotation jjr> forthewave function 	 1(rjA 1;A 2)on a torus

with � = i.Using (3.16)and (2.10)wecan write

jjr>=

1X

m = � 1

j2�(m + 2r=k)>; jjr>� jjr+ k=2> (3.18)

� In a generalcaseofrationalk = 2m =litwillbe�rstlm num berspn = 4�n=klwhich gives

usthe coordinate ofthe wavepacketcenterin theintervalA 2 2 [0;2�l)
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Now letusconsider the action ofthe W 1 (orm agnetic translations)generators(2.24),

(2.25)on thewavefunctions(3.18).Itiseasy to seethatin thiscaseoneisdealing with

generatorsT~�,where
~� = ~n=B = 4�

k
~n and n1;n2 are integers. Using equation (2.28)we

getfrom (3.18)

T~� jjr>=

1X

m = � 1

T~� j2�(m + 2r=k)>= exp

�

�
2�i

k
n1(n2 � 2r)

�

jjr� n2 > (3.19)

Thisisadem onstration thattheground state(�rstLandau level)wavefunctionsin the

topologically m assivegaugetheory (notonly in thepureChern-Sim onscasewith in�nite

m assgap)form a unitary representation ofa quantum W 1 ,i.e.FFZ algebra (2.24).Let

usnotethatstatesathigherLandau levelswhich can beobtained from ground statewave

functions	 r by theaction ofthea
+ operator(2.5)

	 N (rjA 1;A 2)=
(a+ )N
p
N !

	 1(rjA 1;A 2) (3.20)

form unitaryequivalentrepresentationsbecausegeneratorsofW 1 (m agnetictranslations)

arebuiltfrom band b+ operatorsonly and thuscom m utewith a and a+ .

Now letusconsiderthe"m inim al" quantum algebra Uq(sl(2))with generators
y

J+ =
1

q� q� 1

�

T(1;1)� T(� 1;1)

�

; J� =
1

q� q� 1

�

T(� 1;� 1)� T(1;� 1)

�

q
2J3 = T(� 2;0); q

� 2J3 = T(2;0); q= exp

�
4�i

k

�

(3.21)

wherenotation (n1;n2)correspondstoavector~� = (�2;�2)=
4�

k
(n1;n2).Thesegenerators

acton states(3.18)in thefollowing way:

J+ jjr> = [r� 1=2]qjjr� 1>

J� jjr> = �[r+ 1=2]qjjr+ 1> (3.22)

q
� 2J3jjr> = q

� 2r
jjr>

W e have two di�erent types ofrepresentations in case ofk = 4n and k = 4n + 2 (

don’tforgetthatherewearedealing only with even k).

yThisisonly one possible choice and one can consider anotherconstructions,choosing,for

exam ple, not T� 1;� 1 but T� n1;� n2. In that case the generators J� willshift state jjr > to

jjr� n2 >
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In the case when k = 4n + 2 we have a highestand a lowestweightvectors. In this

case q= exp
�

2�i

2n+ 1

�

and itiseasy to see that[n + 1=2]q = 0.Thism eansthatjjn + 1 >

isthehighestand jjn > isthelowestweightvectors

J+ jjn + 1> = [n + 1=2]qjjn > = 0

J� jjn > = �[n + 1=2]qjjn + 1>= 0 (3.23)

and wehave2n + 1-dim ensionalrepresentation

jjn + 1>
J�
�! :::

J�
�! jj2n + 1>

J�
�! jj1>

J�
�! jj2>

J�
�! :::

J�
�! jjn >

jjn + 1>
J+
 � :::

J+
 � jj2n + 1>

J+
 � jj1>

J+
 � jj2>

J+
 � :::

J+
 � jjn > (3.24)

In the case k = 4n there are no highest and/or lowest weight vectors and we have

cyclic representation with dim ension k=2= 2n

:::
J�
�! jj1>

J�
�! jj2>

J�
�! :::

J�
�! jjk=2= 2n >

J�
�! jj1>

J�
�! ::: (3.25)

and thethesam e(with oppositedirected arrows)forJ+ .Theq-dim ension in both cases

iszero.

Letusnote thatone can getthe highestweightrepresentation in the case k = 4n if

instead ofusualperiodicalboundary conditionson a toruswe shallconsiderthe twisted

boundary conditionsin A 1 direction which leadsto m odi�ed quantization condition pn =

4�(n� �)=k where� 2 [0;1)de�nesan additionalphasefactor(twisting)exp(2�i�)which

arisesin a wave function on cylinder(and torus)after2� shiftin A 1 direction.Onecan

get this shift ifthere is a ux through cylinder (or torus) � = 2��. In that case the

k=2 = 2n state vectorswillbe jjr� � >; r = 1;:::;2n and one can have highestand

lowestweightvectorsfork = 4n for� = 1=2.Thiscorrespondsto antiperiodicboundary

conditionsin A 1 direction orto a ux � = �.Then itiseasy to thatjjn + 1=2 > isthe

highestand jjn � 1=2> isthelowestweightvectors

J+ jjn + 1=2> = [n]qjjn � 1=2> = 0

J� jjn � 1=2> = �[n]qjjn + 1=2> = 0 (3.26)

becausehereq= exp(�i=n)andwehave2n-dim ensionalrepresentation com pletelyanalagous

to (3.24).

One can consider in a sam e way the case ofrationalk = 2m =n. Let us note that

thereisan ultim ateconnection between 2+ 1 topologicalChern-Sim onstheory and 1+ 1
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conform al�eld theory (CFT)[6].In ourcasethecorresponding conform al�eld theory is

c= 1m odeland thestateson the�rstLandau levelarein one-to-onecorrespondencewith

theconform alblocksofa c= 1 m odel[28].Thism eansthatthereisUq(sl(2))sym m etry

in c= 1 CFT and conform alblocksarea representation ofquantum algebra.

4. Q uantum sym m etry in a quantum H allsystem

4.1. A rea-preserving di�eom orphism s and incom pressibility in a quantum

H allsystem

Thearea-preservingdi�eom orphism sand correspondingW 1 sym m etry werediscussed

recently in quantum Hallsystem sin [15],[16].Thephysicalreason forthevery existence

ofthissym m etry isbased on a Laughlin idea [29]thatground stateofthequantum Hall

system atrational(integerand fractional)valuesofa �lling factor� = 2��=B ,where �

isan electron density,isdescribed by an incom pressible quantum uid,i.e. there isan

energy gap in a spectrum ofexcitations. In the case ofan integer quantum Halle�ect

(IQHE)thisgap isam obility gap between Landau levels(takingintoaccountthedisorder

and localised states)which forstrong m agnetic�eld B ism uch largerthen theenergy of

Coulom b repulsion between electrons.Thusonecan neglecttheinteraction in theIQHE

e�ect and consider it as a system of� com pletely �lled Landau levels. The fractional

quantum Halle�ect(FQHE)occursin low-disorder,high-m obility sam pleswith partially

�lled Landau levels.In thiscasethereisnosingle-particlegap and only aftertakking into

accountm any-body correlation dueto theCoulom b repulsion theexcitation gap appears

in a spectrum asa collectivee�ect.In thecaseof�lling � = 1=(2p+ 1)theground state

wavefunction isdescribed by Laughlin wavefunction [29](letusnotethatin ournotation

thewave function on the�rstLandau leveldependson �z,notz)

	(z 1;�z1;:::;zn;�zn)=
Y

i< j

(�zi� �zj)
2p+ 1exp

 

�
B

4

X

i

jzij
2

!

(4.1)

In thecasep= 0 thisfunction describesa com pletely �lled �rstLandau level.

Now letusconsideran operator

Ln;m =

NX

i= 1

L
i
n;m =

NX

i= 1

(b+i )
n+ 1

b
m + 1

i ; n;m � �1 (4.2)
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which isthesum ofN independentoperators(2.29).Itiseasytoseethatthecom m utation

relations for these operators are the sam e as for one-particle ones Ln;m (2.30). Ifwe

are on a �rst Landau levelthe angular m om entum is given by
P N

i= 1(b
+

i )bi = L0;0 and

one can see that [L0;0;Ln;m ]= (n � m )Ln;m ,i.e. Ln;m with n < m are decreasing an

angularm om entum and in result com press the Hallliquid. Thus,being applied to the

uncom pressible com pletely �lled levelitm ustannihilateit

Ln;m 	 �= 1 = 0; n < m (4.3)

Thereexistsa second-quantized representation forthesegenerators

Ln;m =

Z

d
2
x	̂ y(~x;t)(b+ )n+ 1bm + 1	̂(~x;t) (4.4)

where 	̂(~x;t)isthe�eld operatorfortheferm ionsin an externalm agnetic�eld

	̂(~x;t)=

1X

n= 1

X

k

F
(n)

k �
(n)

k (~x)exp

�

�i
B

m
(n +

1

2
)

�

(4.5)

and �
(n)

k (~x) are the wave functions on the n-th Landau leveland F
(n)

k (F
(n) y

k are the

ferm ionic creation and annihilation operators. One can use this representation to ob-

tain the expression for Ln;m in term s offerm ionic creation and annihilation operators

(see detailsin [16])and then itiseasy to show thatconditions(4.3)are valid forarbi-

trary integer-valued �lling � also. The case ofthe fractional�lling wasalso considered

in [16]and in a recent paper [30]. One can also show using the second-quantized rep-

resentation and (2.31) that the Fourier-transform ed second-quantized density operator

�(~k)=
R
d2xexp(i~k~x)	̂ y(x)	̂(x),being projected on the�rstLandau level,becom espro-

portionalto a W k;�k generatorwith k(
�k)= k1 � k2.

The incom pressibility of the quantum Hall liquid thus naturally leads to a som e

W 1 sym m etry (to be m ore precise it is called W 1+ 1 in a literature). Ifone considers

adropletofaquantum Hallliquid itisevidentthattheonly possibledeform ationsofthis

dropletpreserving thearea turnsarethewavesattheboundary ofthedropletdescribing

thedeform ation ofshape-theso-called edgeexcitations[31].

4.2. M agnetic translations and Uq(sl(2))in quantum H allsystem

Afterthis briefreview ofarea-preserving di�eom orphism s and W 1 sym m etries in a

quantum Hallsystem let us consider ourconstruction ofUq(sl(2))and ask the obvious
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question -what willbe a naturalvalue for a deform ation a param eter q and how this

sym m etry willact on the physicalstates. Let us note that there are two possibilities

to construct the generators ofa W 1 algebra in this case. First ofallwe can use the

connection (2.31)between W n;�n and Ln;m and constructW n;�n generatorsin a com plete

analogy with Ln;m ,i.e.sum m ing overallone-particlegeneratorsW
i
n;�n

W n;�n =

NX

i= 1

W
i
n;�n =

NX

i= 1

exp

�
1

2
(nb+i � �nbi)

�

(4.6)

Onecan rewriteitin a second-quantized form as

W n;�n =

Z

d
2
x	̂ y(~x;t)exp

�
1

2
(nb+ � �nb)

�

	̂(~x;t)=

exp

�
B

4
n�n

� Z

d
2
x	̂ y(~x;t)exp

�

�
1

2
�nb

�

exp

�
1

2
nb

+

�

	̂(~x;t) (4.7)

Itiseasytoseethatbeingprojected on the�rstLandau levelonecan e�ectively substitute

b+ = iB �z; b= �iB z (see(2.12))and thusgettheFourier-transform ation ofthedensity

operator�(~x)= 	̂ y(~x;t)	̂(~x;t)projected on the�rstLandau level

W ~n = exp

�
B

4
~n
2

� Z

d
2
x	̂ y(~x;t)exp

�

i
B

2
(n�z+ �nz)

�

	̂(~x;t)=

exp

�
B

4
n�n

� Z

d
2
x exp(iB~n~x) �(~x) (4.8)

Letusnote thatbecause ofthe projection on a given levelthe tim e dependence disap-

pears from �(~x) because allexp(�i(B =2m )t) factors from 	̂(~x;t) willbe cancelled by

exp(+i(B =2m )t)factorsin 	̂ y(~x;t).

W e can,however,de�ne the totalW 1 generatorsacting on the whole quantum Hall

system in anotherway,nam ely onecan m ultiply allone-particlegeneratorsW i
~n orequiv-

alentm agnetictranslation generatorsT~n and get

T~� =

NY

i= 1

T
i
~�
; T~�T~� = exp

�

�i
B

2
N (~� � ~�)

�

T~�+ ~� (4.9)

Beforeweshalldiscussthequantum algebrastructureletusconsiderhow thetranslations

(4.9)actson theLaughlin wave function (4.1).Using (2.27)and thefactthatTi
~�
factors

actindependently on zi;�zi argum ents,wecan getaftersim plecalculations

T~�	(z 1;�z1;:::;zn�zn)= exp

 

�
B

4
��� �

B

2
�
X

i

�zi

!

	(z 1;�z1;:::;zn;�zn) (4.10)
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One can see that up to an overallphase factor depending only on the center ofm ass

coordinate
P

i�zi (which isabsentin a centerofm assfram e)the Laughlin wave function

isinvariantunderthem agnetictranslations.

Letusconsiderhow thequasiholewavefunction

	(u;�u;z 1;�z1;:::;zn;�zn)=
Y

i

(�u � �zi)
Y

i< j

(�zi� �zj)
2p+ 1exp

 

�
B

4

X

i

jzij
2

!

(4.11)

is transform ed under the action ofT~�. Repeating the sam e argum ents one gets (let us

notethatT actsonly on zi,notquasiholecoordinateu!)

T~�	(u;�u;z 1;�z1;:::;zn�zn)=
Y

i

(�u� �� � �zi)T~�	(u;�u;z 1;�z1;:::;zn;�zn) (4.12)

and weseethatT~� shiftsa quasiholecoordinateu ! u � �;�u ! �u � ��.

Now letusconstructtheUq(sl(2))generatorsfrom T~�.Taking asusually

J+ =
1

q� q� 1

�

T(a;b)� T(� a;b)

�

;J� =
1

q� q� 1

�

T(� a;� b)� T(a;� b)

�

;q
� 2J3 = T(� 2a;0) (4.13)

wegetthequantum algebra Uq(sl(2))with

q= exp(iB N ab) (4.14)

whereN isthetotalnum berofelectrons.To constructthe"m inim al" Uq(sl(2))onehave

to choose the m inim ala and b. Itcan be shown thatfora system with sizesL1 and L2

them inim alshiftsa and bm ustbechoosen as(seediscussion in section 3:2)

a =
2�

L2B
; b=

2�

L1B
(4.15)

W ith thischoiceonehas

q= exp(iN B ab))= exp

�

2�i
2�N

B L1L2

�

= exp(2�i�) (4.16)

where we used the fact that �lling factor � is de�ned as the ratio oftotalnum ber of

particles N to the totalnum ber ofavailable states on the Landau levelB L1L2=2�,i.e

� = 2�N =B L1L2.W eseethattheground stateisa singlet(up to totalshiftofthecenter

ofm ass) under the action ofa quantum group. However the quasihole wave function

is transform ed under Uq(sl(2)) and the basis (4.11) is not the convenient one to study
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the action ofquantum algebra -one can see thatJ3 in thisbasis is notdiagonal. One

can considerthe QHE on a cylinder ora torusand then using the argum entsfrom the

section 3:2 we shallgetthe sam e representationsas(3.24)and (3.25).Letusrem em ber

that in a �rst case we had q = exp(2�i=(2p + 1))� which is precisely the case ofthe

fractional�lling factor with an odd denom inator � = 1=(2n + 1). It is am using that

in this case we had 2p + 1-dim ensionalrepresentation with higest and lowest weight

vectors. In the case q = exp(2�i=2p) which corresponds to the fractional�lling factor

with an even denom inator� = 1=2n therewereno higestand lowestweightvectors.Itis

interesting thatitisPauliprinciple which prescribestheodd denom inatorsforLaughlin

wave function (4.1)to beantisym m etric undertheperm utaionszi ! zj.Itisam using

thatourquantum algebra construction know aboutitin som e way. Letusalso rem ind

thatifitisa ux � = � through the cylinderthe highestweightrepresentation willbe

in theeven denom inatorcaseq= exp(�i=p)ashavebeen discussed attheend ofsection

3:2.Howeverthisux correspondsto theantiperiodicboundary condition which m ay be

treated asa statisticaltransm utationsfrom ferm ionsto bosons-the even denom inators

appearencein thiscasebecom esobvious.

Letusalso m ention anotherrelation between quantum algebrasin Chern-Sim onsthe-

ory and in a quantum Hallsystem . For CS theory we got the deform ation param eter

qC S = exp(4�i=k)and forquantum Hallsystem qQ H = exp(2�i�).Onecan describe the

large-scalepropertiesofa quantum Hallsystem by an e�ective Ginzburg-Landau theory

with theChern-Sim onsterm for"statistical" gauge�eld a� (don’tm ix with electrom ag-

netic �eld A �)[32],[33]. In a sim plestcase � = 1=(2p+ 1)one hasthe e�ective action

with a Chern-Sim onsterm

1

4��
����a�@�a� (4.17)

and com paring with (3.1)weget

� =
2

k
; qQ H = exp(2�i�)= exp

�
4�i

k

�

= qC S (4.18)

i.e.forboth descriptions-m icroscopicaland e�ective,based on Chern-Sim onstheory,we

gotthesam equantum algebra Uq(sl(2)).

In a m ore generalcase � = m =(2pm + 1) [34]instead ofone abelian Chern-Sim ons

�eld we have m ones [33]and have to generalize our quantum group construction for

m ultidim ensionalLandau problem .Thisinteresting question willbediscussed elsewhere.

� In section 3:2 we used lettern instead ofp here
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5. C onclusion

W e discussed in this paper how the quantum algebra Uq(sl(2)) can be constructed

from thegeneratorsoftheW 1 transform ations.Thephysicalm odelforthisconstruction

wastheLandau problem and theW 1 generatorswerenothing butthem agnetictransla-

tions.Howeveraswehad dem onstrated in thecaseoftheFFZ algebra with a nontrivial

centralextension onecan constructthequantum algebra from theW 1 algebra which can

notbe obtained from the group ofm agnetic translations. Two exam ples ofa quantum

Uq(sl(2))algebra wereconsidered -with qC S = exp(4�i=k)in an abelian 2+ 1 gaugethe-

ory with a Chern-Sim onsterm and with qQ H = exp(2�i�),where� isa �lling factor,in a

quantum Hallsystem s.W ehave dem onstrated using thee�ective large-scaledescription

ofa quantum Hallsystem in term sof"statistical" Chern-Sim ons�eld thatqC S = qQ H in

the case of�lling factor� = 1=(2p+ 1). In a generalcase � = m =(2pm + 1)we have to

considera quantum algebra construction fora general
Q m
i= 1Ui(1)Chern-Sim onstheory -

which reducesto a m ultidim ensionalLandau problem .

There are a lot ofother interesting questions which are stillopen. First ofallit is

interesting to generalise this construction to the nonabelian case for the Chern-Sim ons

theory.Itisunclearwhatwillbetheanalog ofquantum algebra in thiscase.Letusnote

that this question include not only topologically m assive nonabelian Yang-M ills theory

butalso2+ 1-dim ensionalgravity which can beconsidered asChern-Sim onsgaugetheory

too [35].

Italsowillbeextrem ely interestingtounderstand ifthereisam oregeneralconnection

between area-preserving di�eom orphism sand quantum groups(algebras).Onecan study

thegeom etricaction on thecoadjointorbitofw1 orW 1 asitwasdiscussed in [36],[37].

These actions are relevant to both w gravity and two-dim ensionalhydrodynam ics (the

�nitedim ensionalanalogofthetrigonom etricFFZ algebrain an idealtwo-dim ensionalhy-

drodynam icswasconsidered in [38]).Itisunclearifthereisahidden quantum sym m etry

ofthesegeom etricalactions.

Itisknown thatthereisa W 1 in thec= 1 stringsand corresponding m atrix m odels

[39]-[40].W hatquantum algebra(ifany)can beconstructed in thism odeland whatisthe

naturalvalue ofa deform ation param eterq in thiscase ? W illthisquantum sym m etry

exist in the case ofdeform ed c = 1 m odel,for exam ple in the case oftwo-dim ensional

black hole?

It is also known that the action for pure Yang-M ills theory in two dim ensions is
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invariantunderthearea-preserving di�eom orphism s(see,forexam ple[41]).Can one�nd

a quantum sym m etry in thiscase?

Letus�nally notethatrecently W 1 hasbeen discussed in acontextofa bosonization

of current-current interactions [42]. In the fram ework of this approach the quantum

sym m etry m ay appearin som enew condensed m atterproblem s.

W ehopeto return to theseand related questionsin thefollowing publications.
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