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I brie y discuss three phenom ena arisihg In recent work where the realization of symm etries In quantum
m echanics is unusual. The rst of these is, I believe, the very sin plest realization of non-trivial con nem ent by
a m echanism of charge- ux frustration. It arises in m odels having several coupled abelian Chem-Sin ons gauge
sym m etries, which closely resemble e ective theordes used for the quantum Halle ect. The second is sym m etry
obstruction by non-abelian ux,which has in plications for 2+ 1 dim ensional supergraviy. T hird is the possbility
of new varieties of quantum statistics: non-abelian and pro fctive.

1. Apology

I don’t think I have much to teach this audi-
ence about string theory as such. W hat Iwilldo,
that I hope is usefi1], is discuss a few phenom —
ena that have com e up in my recent work which
are in som e way connected to findam ental issues
regarding the realization of symm etry in quan-—
tum m echanics. M y strong in pression is that the
fundam ental sym m etry of string theory, or what-
ever string theory is evolring Into, has yet to be
fully elicidated; In trying to do so, it m ay bewell
to have the possbility of unusual realizations in
m ind. Also, the exam ples I will be considering
nhvolve In sim ple low -din ensionalgauge eld the-
ordes of a kind very sim ilar to those often arising
In world-sheet orm em brane studies.

2. Simple M odelsof Con nem ent

A clssic mechanisn of con nement is ab-—
stracted from the behavior of type II supercon-—
ductorstl_.']. Thesem aterialscon nem agnetic ux
In tubes, so that they would induce a lnhear
con ning potentialbetween m agnetic m onopoles.
It has long been confctured that an analo—
gous m echanisn could underly con nement In
3+ 1 dim ensional relativistic quantum  eld theo—
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r:iesi_ﬂ], and recent m arvelous work has supported
this idea, at least In the supersym m etric caseg].
T here are, however, severalsigni cant lin iations
to the analogy : perhapsm ost In portant, the con—
nem ent applies to a strictly additive quantum
num ber, and does not exhlbit saturation, as one
has for triality; also, the m onopol is not an el
am entary ob gct, and it is not In general clear
that the degrees of freedom needed to construct
it are available orthat it isa plausble stand-in for
quarks; nally, related to this, the detailed In ple—
m entation tends to be com plicated and indirect.
Now Iwould like to show you a classof eld the-
ories that exhbi con nement in a very sinpl
and transparent way through charge- ux frustra—
tion f4], and w here the elem entary quanta are con—
ned and the con nem ent saturates. C onsidered
asmodelsforQ CD these eld theorieshaveweak-
nesses of their own: they live in 2+ 1 dim ensions,
the dynam ics seem s to be essentially abelian, and
the con nem ent isonly logarithm ic { but at least
they are di erent weaknesses. T hese theordes are
closely related to thee ective theoriesused to de—
scribe hierarchicaland layered states in the quan—
tum Halle ect. From a oconosgptual standpoint,
it is particularly interesting that they contain no
m assless particles in their perturbative spectrum ;
thus they exhibit, In a very clearcutway, con ne—
m ent arising as a globalphenom enon, rather than
through accum ulation of nfrared singularities.
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T he Lagrangians of interest to us take the form

L = — matf™"+D O ) V();A)

where the covariant derivative on the r'® scalar

edactsasD * @ * igfa' * (suspending
the sum m ation convention on r), and V is an ef-
fective potential whose details need not concem
us. Isa symm etric m atrix. T he nom alization
is chosen in such a way that integral entries in
and integral charges arise naturally, for exam ple
if the theory results from breakdown of an over—
Iying nonabelian theory.

Let us 1rst consider the sinple case when
isa 2 2 matrix whose only non—zero entries are
equalto an integern o the diagonal. A ssume
that jist one scalar eld, carrying charges (0;9)
w ith respect to the tw o gauge groups, condenses.
The eld equations of m ost interest to us arise
from the variation of L with respect to the tin e-
com ponent of a' and w ith respect to the space—
com ponentsofa? . A llow ing foran external source
carrying charge ofthe rst type, these equations
read:

n.s 1
2_b T ext: @)

and

n i ~2 .

€= 2 ¥ 3)
Let us analyze the second of these 1rst. Ifwe
require that the condensate lives on the vacuum
m anifold at In niy, and is singlevalued, then by
a gauge transform ation it can be brought into the
om ! vell , where 1 is an integer and v is
m agnitude of the vacuum expectation value of

In oxder that the current due to the condensate
fallo fasterthan l=ratin niy wemust further
require that

1= @@ ; @
In order that the azim uthal covariant derivative
vanish. Using Stokes’ theorem , the second of
these ntegratesto the ux quantization condition
2 1= g ? :ntegratingthe rstequation overall
space, on the otherhand, givesusQ?l .. = & 2:

ext: = 2
Combining these, we nd the condition

1 nl
Qext: = —: ©)

on the extermal charge. If n does not divide g,
this condition w ill generally 2il, even for integer
Ql... In that case, it willnot be possble for the

edsto allo fasterthan 1=ratin nity. The re—
sulting long-range elds lad to energy diverging
Jogarithm ically w ith distance, proportionalto the
square of the fractionalpart of 2Q .. .. Energy of
this sort will arise from the gradient energy of
the condensate, or (ifa M axwell term is present
In an expanded form ofL) theCoulomb eld en—
ergy, or both. Thus charges which do not sat-
isfy the oondjtjoni_ﬂ] are con ned. On the other
hand, from the form of the condition it is clear
that an appropriatem ultiple ofa con ned charge
will not be con ned. Thus niteenergy states
w il include baryon-like ob Fcts, but not the cor-
responding quarks.

In the m ore general 2 2 case,
when = myon and the condensate has
n m o

charge vector (@ ;f), by Hllow Ing steps sin ilar
to those above, we nd conditions

1
Qéxt:= 2_(ml 1+l’l 2)+CI1 6)
2 1 1 2
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and the ux quantization condition
21=4g '+d& ?%; @®)

for the Iong-ranged elds to vanish. Here is
a continuous param eter, representing the ability
of the condensate to screen electric charge. The
ratio of screening charges, of course, must ol
low that of the condensate. Now in the generic
case, affersoving the ux quantization condition,
there w illbe tw 0 continuousparam eters and 2

available to satisfy the rem aining two equations,
and then an arbitrary charge will be screened
(ot con ned).Howeverifm, @)° 2n () @)+

m1(F)? = 0 ;then these two param eters mul
tiply proportional coe cients. Hence there will
be charges that cannot be screened, and must
be con ned. (Our earlier case corresponds to
mi;=my; = g = 0.) A bref calulation re-
veals that the condition Q ' q= lwhich must



be satis ed by uncon ned charges can be w ritten
In the transparent fom

p
qu th:

Ot = 1; ©)
where the detem mant mim, n®. There
w ill be non-trivial real solutions (q ;o) if and
only if 0; there will be integer solutions if
and only if is a perfect square.

Tt is am using to see sin ple num ber-theoretic
conditionsem erging in con nem ent criteria. Sin —
iflarbutm ore intricate phenom ena occur for larger
num bers of species. T hey have not been explored
system atically.

3. Symm etry and Supersymmetry Ob-
struction [B]

A nonabelian vortex is characterized in reg-—
ular gauge by a non-zero m atrix vector poten—
tial a atstpatjal In niy, and the holonomy
h = Peo ® ¢ :HereP denotes path order—
Ing, and a is a m atrix in the adpint representa—
tion. M oreprecisely, h isde ned only up to con—
Jugacy, sihce a gauge transform ation  (r; ) !

1 ()takesh! 1 @ )h 1 0') Wemay
suppose, after a non-singular gauge transform a—
tion, that a is a constant matrix. G iven a
charged eld , one has its covariant derivative
D = @ + iT®*a®* :Here T® are the gener—
ators for the representation to which  belongs,
and of course the a® are the intermal com ponents
ofa. Ifonediagonalizes T *a® (assum ed constant)
and considers the partialwave (; )= & f (r),
then (In the regular gauge) 1 is quantized to be
an integer, but fr the k™ eigenvalie ey, and
eigenvector (, one has the azin uthal derivative
D ) = i@+ ek)) k) :And sothe angularen—
ergy tem , which has direct physical signi cance,
is proportional to ‘“%‘;‘”2 . It behaves as if there
is a fractional contribution ey, to the angular
mom entum . A lfematively, by a singular gauge
transform ation @ ith gauge fiinction proportional
to , and thus having a cut) one could fom ally
rem ove a , at the cost of introducing boundary
conditions ofthe fom (2 ) = th) (@©) on the
azin uthal dependence of the eld (@and thus
on the wave functions of its quanta). Here of

course is the appropriate unitary representa—
tion m atrix. In this formulation the azin uthal
covariant derivative is sin ply the ordinary spa—
tial azim uthal derivative, but one has the con-
dition 1) = integer + - on the partial
waves ¢, / el f(r). The om of the angu—
lar energy temm , of course, is the sam e as before,
wih e =2
G enerically states with a given value of ey,
(and the sam e spatialwave finctions) w illbe de-
generate, but states with di erent values of g,
w ill not be degenerate, because they see a di er-
ent e ective Ham iltonian { or, altematively, be—
cause they obey a di erent angular m om entum
quantization condition. Now suppose that the
symm etry of the ground state is a non-abelian
group K , and consider 2 K.I isa faih-
ful representation, and h & h, then () will
not act within the spaces of xed g, but will
connect states with di erent values of g). As
we have seen, generically this means that ()
w il connect states of di erent energy. T hus the
obstructed symm etry K w illnot be realized as a
sym m etry ofthe spectrum ,butw illconnect states
wih di erent energy. O nly m em bers of the cen—
tralizergroup C (h) oftransform ationsw hich com —
m ute w ith h w ill generate spectral sym m etries.
The e ects of obstructed symm etry appear
directly only In states carrying both ux and
charge. These can be brought together in a
straightforward way, as bound states, wih the
ux realized as a classical eld. A more intrin—
sic form of the phenom enon occurs In Chem-—
Sin ons theories, w here the Interaction itself nat—
urally associates ux wih charge. The question
then arises whether splittings are lnduced for the
findam entalquanta, w hich carry both charge and
ux, and what isthem echanisn . Texpect a split—
ting does arise, for the follow ing reason. In evalu—
ating the selfenergy of such a quantum , onem ust
sum over space-tin e tra fctories w here is world
Iine is selfdinked or knotted. The charge from
one part of the tra ectory gets entangled w ith the
ux em anating from another part, and the prop—
agation is altered, as above. For non-dynam ical
sources (W ilson lines) it is known that the am pli-
tude of a tra ectory depends on its topology; n—




deed, this fact lies at the root ofthe application of
non-abelian Chem-Sin ons theories to topology.
Tt would be very interesting to do a dynam ical
calculation along these lines.

In 2+ 1 din ensional gravity the prin ary e ect
of a poInt m ass is to create a conical geom etry
In isexterior, wih a de citanglke proportional
to the m ass; = 2 Gm . The exterior geom e~
try is then locally at, but non-trivial globally.
Indeed, i Induces a modi cation in the angular
mom entum quantization for particles in the ex—
terjor, sin ilar in som e ways to the non-abelian
vortex. A notable di erence is that whereas the
non-abelian vortex induced an additive change in
the quantization condition, change induced by the
gravitational eld of a point m ass is m ultiplica-
tive. Indeed, from requiring that the azim uthal
factore!! be shglevalied as ! + @2 )we

nd 1= integer=(1 2—). Thisdi erence re ects
thedi erent symm etry ofthe sources: an additive
shift in angular m om entum requires an Intrinsic
orientation violating the discrete symm etries P
and T, while a m ultiplicative factor is even under
these transform atjonsi_é].

T he conicalgeom etry presentsa globalobstruc—
tion to de nihng a spinor supercharge (see be-
Iow), so that supersymm etry, even if valid for
the ground state, is cbstructed form assive states.
This fact plays a role In som e speculative ideas
forusing supersym m etry to zero the coam ological
term , while rem aining consistent w ith its absence
In the physical spectrum Ej,:ﬁ] O ne can reasonably
expect that ferm ion-boson degeneracy is lifted,
but a concrete calculation m ight be welcome. It
is not altogether trivial to produce one, because
the expected e ect com es from a subtle infrared
phenom enon, so that one needs to do som e sort
of non-perturbative calculation; but on the other
hand the theory is non-renom alizable.

One can remove the e ect of the conical ge—
om etry by a sihgular gauge transform ation, in
favor of a modi ed boundary condition. Here
the covariant derivative should respect parallel
transport, so that we should require that the ef-
fect of orbiting the apex of the cone is to ro—
tate spinors (or vectors) through the appropri-
ate angle, ie. to multiply them by a phase pro—
portional to the soin and angle. An im portant

subtlety, which arises even in  at space, is that
one m ust inclide a factor -1 for halfodd integer
(foerm ion) elds. This factor is essentially equiv—
alent to the -1 accom panying ferm ion loops in
Feynm an graphs, and is inclusion im plem ents
the nom al spin-statistics relation. W ith this
factor € * taken out, the appropriate condi-
tion on wave fnctions 4 / f @)e?! for spin s
quanta, in order that they transform properly, is
v) y = @ )lis _(0) kading to

1 J—
1= integer + s—2 : @0)
7 L

T his superelectrodynam ics can be coupled to
supergraviy, and one can consider gravitational
corrections to the hydrogen’ spectrum . O ne can,
in this context, consider the corrections to the
e ective non-relativistic H am iltonian due to one
photino exchange. T he com putation closely fol-
Jow s the classical derivation of the Breit Ham il-
tonian for positroniim and yields the correction

H = — PV &) i a1
2m

wherem is the electron m ass, V is the Coulomb
potential 5—2 Inr, and the ; arem atrices acting
In the ntemal spin space of the electron-proton
system . The form ofthis correction to the H am i~
tonian is not altered by gravity, shce H is a
local operator on the wavefunction and gravity
In 2+ 1 dim ensions has only global, topological
e ects. This is consistent w ith the boundary con—
ditions m entioned above; indeed the exact form
of the m atrices ; In plies that, n a conical ge—
om etry, the operator H becom eshem itian, in a
non-trivialway. T he soin m atrices connect com —
ponents of the wavefinction wih intemal spin
di ering by 1, and the phase acquired by the op—
erator P;i;V x) (or sinply by x; after taking
the comm utator), which would otherw ise spoil
hem iticity, is exactly com pensated by the dif-
ferent, spin-dependent, boundary conditions on
these com ponents.

The main e ect of the graviational eHd,
however, arises already in the nom inally spin—
Independent interaction, which dom inates in the
low wvelocity (non-special relativistic) lim i: the



modi ed condition for the allowed angular m o—
menta modi es the e ective Schroedinger equa—
tion, and splits the spectrum corresponding to
di erent soin valies. Here we are concemed
w ith the motion of the electron in the geom e-
try and potential provided by the proton, and
take = 2 GM . Clearly supersymm etry is ob—
structed, and it is not m anifest in the spectrum .
W e have glossed over several technicalities that
do not substantially a ect this lkeading-order cal-
culation, though in extending it to higher orders
in e and m=M they would need carefiil atten—
tion. T he m ost Interesting, perhaps, com es from
the double-conical geom etry arising when one in—
cludes the gravitational elds of both particlks.
O ne then obtainsa m odi ed quantization condi-
tion on the relative angular m om entum , which
takes the Hm ]nel: _ integer 1 (i1set 281)

1 -—max 2 1 -max ’

where ;i;s; are the de c:itzang]e and spin 2associ—
ated w ith particle i, and ., 1x isthe largerde cit
angle. A Iso one should use the K err geom etry to

take Into account the spin and angular m om en—

tum ofthe particles, but thesee ectsare sublad-
ng, of relative order (s or 1)

4. N onabelian and P roJjctive Q uantum
Statistics

E xotic form s of quantum statistics, apart from
the fam iliar exam ples ofboson and ferm ion, are a
logical possibility inherent In the quantum kine-
m atics of identical partjc]esi_?.]. In general, the
issue is how to add the am plitudes for processes
described by topologically distinct classes of tra—
“ctories. T he classical Lagrangian, which is de—
signed to yield the equations ofm otion at its ex-—
trem a, does not necessarily answ er this question,
and one can im agine a range of m odels having
a single classical lim i but findam entally di er-
ent quantum behavior. This occurs orQCD, In
connection w ith the param eter. There i is the
topology oftra fctoriesin  eld space which isrel-
evant; but the sam e question arises even for tra—
“ectories of dentical point-like particles, and this
is the case we associate w th quantum statistics.

This problem takes a special form In low di-
mensions. In 2+ 1 din ensions the topological
classes of tragctories are param etrized by the

braid group, and one can classify the possibilities
for quantum statistics by studying the uniary {

or, In principle, progctive { representations of
that group. T he one-din ensional representations
ofthebraid group describe anyons. T he quasipar-
ticles and quasiholes ofthe conventionalLaughlin

and hierarchical fractional quantum H all states
are anyons, and not sin ply bosons or fermm ions.

It is natural, in this context, to ask if non-
abelian representations of the braid group also
occur in physics. Their in plications are quite
unusual Since their irreducble representa-
tions arem ultidin ensional, nonabelian represen—
tations ofquantum statistics require a degeneracy
in H ibert space forthe particlesat xed positions
In physical space, with adiabatic transport of
the particles around one another (in the absence
of any explicit interaction) giving not merely a
phase factor, but generally a new state.

Rem arkably, it seem s that this sort of thing
does occur, at least theoretically, jn_another class
of candidate quantum Hall states [1G]. T hese are
states that In a sense com bine the characteristic
Laughlin ordering with a form of BCS pairing.
T he prototype state of this type is the so-called
Pfa an’ state, which occurs at 1ling fraction

= 1=2 (ote the odd denom inator, which can-
not occur for a conventional hierarchical state).
In this system, 2n quashols 1l out an irre—
ducbl 2° ! dim ensional representation of the
braid group. Notice that the non-trivial struc—
ture begins only when there are at least four of
these particles.

Ithink i is fair to say that the m athem atical
and physical understanding of these non-abelian
statistics is still at a prin itive stage. T he din en—
sion of the representations can be inferred from
convincing but indirect and heuristic argum ents
using conform al eld theory orby a ratherpainfiil
explicitt construction. @A s I write this, a m ore
tractable version of the conformal eld theory
is being developed [L1]) T he braiding properties
have been worked out explicitly for four particles.
T here are strong indications that when m ore par—
ticles are nvolved they naturally 2llinto a spinor
representation in H ibert space. T his property is
eerily rem iniscent ofD -particle quantum m echan-—
ics, where the statistics becom e prom oted to a



continuous group .

E xperim entally, neither the unusual abelian
nor the nonabelian statistics has yet been tested
directly. Indeed it is only quite recently that
the fractional charge of Halle ect quasiparticles
was convincingly cbserved, in shot noise exper-
mentst_f?_:] The situation is far from hopeless,
how ever.

In higher dim ensions, the braid group is no
Ionger relevant { one has room to untangle the
braids { and one is dealing sin ply w ith the sym -
m etric group. T his group of course supports non—
abelian representations, leading to the concept of
parastatistics. T here is another possibility, how —
ever, that is (In contrast to parastatistics) re—
m arkably unigque and extends an oothly to arbi-
trary num bers of particles. T his is the possibility
of pro fctive statistics. A s I shallnow discuss, it
also keadsto spinor representations closely related
to what arises In the Pfa an state.

It is a general feature of quantum m echan—
ics that symm etries of the observables are in -
plem ented by unitary transfom ations of H ibert
space. However, this In plem entation need not
regpect the group m ultiplication law , when there
is a group of symmetries. Since the observ—
ables are not a ected by a phase rede nition of
the states, all that is required is U (1)U (o) =

@@ :92)U (G192), In an obvious notation; the s
are com plex num bers of m odulus unity.

T he pro ective representations of the sym m et—
ric group are related to ordinary representations
of an extended group I shallw rite as Sy , where
N isthe num ber of identical particles. Sy plys,
In this regard, the sam e role for the symm etric
group Sy as SU (2) plays for the rotation group
SO B3). Sy is most easily de ned using gen—
erators and relations. One introduces elem ents
T;, 1 i N 1, and z satisfying T = 1,
(TiTw1) = 1l,and T;Ty = zT3T; ori jj 2.z
is a central element with z> = 1. One should
think of T; as Inplem enting the transposition
(i;i+ 1). Ifz = 1 these relationsde ne the sym -
m etric group iself; so the irreducble represen—
tations 0of Sy wih z = 1 sinply reproduce the
ordinary irreducible representations of Sy . The
other possibility isz= 1. This corresponds to
pro gctive representations proper. From the lin-—

ear representation of Sy one obtains a pro fctive

representation of Sy by choosing, for every per-
mutation In Sy , somede niteway ofobtaining it
as a product of the transpositions T;. T he choice

is unique up to a sign ambiguity, which cannot
be ram oved. A very curious aspect of the prop—
erly proctive representations is that the order
of interchanges, even between distinct and possi-
bly distant particles, a ectsthe phase ofthewave
function; this is a direct consequence of the third

de ning relation forSy .

T he pro fctive representations of Sy , orequiv—
alently the linear representations of Sy , were de—
term ined by Schur in a serdes of rem arkable pa—
pers, even before the advent of quantum m echan—
ics f_l-z;;}-ff] T he properly profctive representa—
tions, lke the ordinary representations, are as—
sociated w ith Young tableaux. There is the new
feature, how ever, that the length ofthe row sm ust
be strictly decreasing. T hus there is a pro fctive
analog of the bosonic tableaux (one row of length
N ) but not of the ferm ionic tableaux N row s of
length one).

The sin plest, quasibosonic pro fctive repre—
sentation is already quite richly structured, and
naturally involves spinors in N din ensions. O ne
can realize i, although not quite irreducbly, us—
IngasstofN + 1 gammamatrices ;, andde n-—
ing T; = pl—z( i i41). By a change of ba-
sis wa can m ake go_wjth N m atrices, de ning
T; = % i1 %ll i.InthJ'sﬁ)J:m,theJ:ep—
resentation is irreducble. Its size grow s exponen—
tially with the number of particlks, as 28 =211,
Just m atching the corresponding degeneracy of
quasiholes in the Pfa an state. This sort of
growth can be interpreted as the em ergence of
a new two-valued degree of freedom with each
added pair of particles. Such a picture can be
m ade m ore explicit by representing the m atri-
ces In tem s of ferm fon creation and annihilation
operators,as ;1 = a;+ a;, 21= i@ a;).

In closing Iwould lke to add onem ore general
observation on this topic. In the generic quan-—
tum theory, the observables are Independent of
an overallphase rotation, and this opens the pos—
sbility of pro ctive realizations of sym m etry. In
gauge Invariant system s the cbservables are inde—



pendent of local gauge transform ations; in prin—
ciple, this opens up the possbility ofm uch w ider
classes of ‘m proper’ realizationsofquantum sym —
m etry.
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