arXiv:0902.2523v3 [hep-th] 18 Feb 2010

Split-Quaternionic Hopf Map, Quantum Hall Effect, and Twistor Theory

Kazuki Hasebe Department of General Education, Kagawa National College of Technology, Takuma-cho, Mitoyo-city, Kagawa 769-1192, Japan Email: hasebe@dg.kagawa-nct.ac.jp

Introducing a non-compact version of the Hopf map, we demonstrate remarkable close relations between quantum Hall effect and twistor theory. We first construct quantum Hall effect on a hyperboloid based on the noncompact 2nd Hopf map of split-quaternions. We analyze a hyperbolic one-particle mechanics, and explore many-body problem, where a many-body groundstate wavefunction and membrane-like excitations are derived explicitly. In the lowest Landau level, the symmetry is enhanced from SO(3, 2) to the SU(2, 2) conformal symmetry. We point out that the quantum Hall effect naturally realizes the philosophy of twistor theory. In particular, emergence mechanism of fuzzy space-time is discussed somehow in detail.

In 1967, Penrose introduced the notion of twistor [1], aiming quantization of the space-time. Since then, twistor has spurred the developments of mathematical physics. Meanwhile, since the discovery of the quantum Hall effect (QHE) in the early 80’s, QHE has been developed in condensed matter physics [2]. Interestingly, in the developments of the higher dimensional generalization of the QHE, their close relations have been pointed out and begun to be unveiled [3–7]. In this paper, we further proceed to study the higher dimensional QHE and clarify common structures between QHE and twistor theory based on a non-compact version of the Hopf map.

In the past decade, there arose rapid developments of higher dimensional generalization of the QHE, which had been believed to be formulated only in two-dimensional spaces [8]. The breakthrough was brought by Zhang and Hu’s four-dimensional generalization of QHE [9]. Their idea was based on a mathematical concept known as the Hopf maps. The Hopf maps are mysterious topological mapping between spheres in different dimensions, and there exist only three; 1st, 2nd and 3rd, each of which corresponds to the particular notion of the normed division algebras, i.e. complex numbers, quaternions and octonions. As is widely known the 1st Hopf map, S^{3 S1}−→ S^2, is the underlying mathematical structure of the Dirac monopole, and Haldane’s spherical two-dimensional QHE [10] owes its physical background to it. The idea of 4D

QHE is to utilize the second Hopf map, S^{7 S3}−→ S^4. Since the S^3 fibre is the group manifold of SU(2), the 2nd Hopf map physically corresponds to the SU(2) monopole or Yang monopole gauge field on the base-manifold S^4 [11]. The 4D QHE represents incompressible quantum liquid in such a system. For the last 3rd Hopf map S^{15 S7}−→ S^8, the corresponding monopole [12] and the 8D QHE have also been constructed [13]. Since, in the set-up of the 4D QHE, the basemanifold is S^4, and the SU(2) monopole gauge fields are spherically symmetric, the system has the global SO(5) rotational symmetry. Interestingly, the symmetry is enhanced from SO(5) to SU(4) in the lowest Landau level (LLL) limit, which is simply realized by taking an infinite spacing limit of Landau energy levels; ω = B/M at the “massless limit” (M → 0). The LLL physics of 4D QHE enjoys the SU(4) symmetry, and SU(4) is the Euclidean version of the SU(2, 2) conformal symmetry of twistor. This “coincidence” implies hidden relations between the twistor theory and the QHE [3, 4]. Indeed, Sparling and his collaborators analyzed 4D QHE in the formalism of the twistor theory [5, 6]. In particular, in Ref.[6], they suggested, if the QHE was formulated on a higher dimensional hyperboloid (ultra-hyperboloid), close structures to twistor theory would be even clearer. Independently, Karabali and Nair made use of analogies between QHE and twistor to construct the effective action for edge states [7].

Inspired by the preceded observations, we develop a non-compact formulation of QHE on a ultra-hyperboloid, and demonstrate remarkable close structures between twistor theory and QHE. For this purpose, we first explore realization of higher dimensional non-compact Hopf maps [33]. With ultra-hyperboloids H^{p,q} ; ∑_p i=1 x^2_i − ∑_{p+q+1} j=p+1 x 2 j = −1, the non-compact Hopf maps are represented as

H^{2,1 H1,0}−→ H^{1,1} (1st) H^{4,3} −→ H^{2,2} (2nd) H^{8,7} −→ H^{4,4} (3rd)

The construction of the non-compact version of the Hopf maps is unique; each of them corresponds to the splitalgebra, i.e. split-complex numbers, split-quaternions and split-octonions [19]. In this work, we utilize the non-compact 2nd Hopf map or the split-quaternionic Hopf map, i.e. H^{4,3} → H^{2,2} with non-compact fibre H^{2,1} ≃ AdS^3 ≃ SU(1, 1). The total manifold H^{4,3} is a hyperbola in “2D” space of split-quaternions, and the basemanifold H^{2,2} is the split-quaternionic projective space. The H^{2,1} fibre corresponds to a normalized “1D” split-quaternion space. To realize the 2nd non-compact Hopf map, we introduce the (3 + 2)D γmatrices, γ^a (a = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5), which satisfy the anticommutation relations {γ^a, γ^b} = −2η^{ab} with η^{ab} = η_{ab} = diag(+, +, −, −, −). Their commutators yield the SO(3, 2) generators σ^{ab} = −i^1_4 [γ^a, γ^b], which sat- isfy [σ_{ab}, σ_{cd}] = −i(η_{ac}σ_{bd} − η_{ad}σ_{bc} + η_{bd}σ_{ac} − η_{bc}σ_{ad}). γ^a are explicitly given by γ^i = τ^i ⊗ σ^2, γ^4 = 1 ⊗ σ^1, γ^5 = −γ^1γ^2γ^3γ^4 = 1 ⊗ σ^3 (τ^i are SU(1, 1) generators τ^i = (iσ^1, iσ^2, σ^3)), and they are skew hermitian, (γ^a)^† = −γ_a. The SO(3, 2) matrices are also rep-

resented as σ_{μν} = ( σ^{(+)}μν 0 0 σ^{(−)}_{μν} ) , where σ^{(±)}_{μν} =^1_2 η^{(±)}_{μνi} τ^i,

(μ, ν = 1, 2, 3, 4) with ’t Hooft “split”-tensor η^{(±)}_{μνi} =

ϵ_{μνi} ∓ η_{μi}η_{ν4} ± η_{νi}η_{μ4}, and σ_{μ5} =^1_2 ( 0 τ_μ τ̃_μ 0 ) , where

τ_μ = (τ_i, −i) and τ̃_μ = (τ_i, i). Defining q^i = −iτ^i, they satisfy the algebra of split-quaternions: (q^1)^2 = (q^2)^2 = −(q^3)^2 = q^1q^2q^3 = 1. Since we are dealing with finite dimensional representation of a non-compact group SO(3, 2), the generators are represented by nonhermitian matrices, (σ^{ab})^† = σ_{ab}. The charge conjugation matrix is constructed as r = −γ^2γ^3 = γ^1γ^4γ^5 = ( σ^1 0 0 σ^1 ) , which has the properties; r^† = r^t = r^{−1} = r,

rγ^ar = γ^{a∗}, and rσ^{ab}r = −σ^{ab∗}. The diagonalized form of r is

k = −iγ^1γ^2 = iγ^3γ^4γ^5 = ( σ^3 0 0 σ^3 ) , (1)

and it has the properties; k^† = k^t = k^{−1} = k, kγ^ak = γ^{a†}, kσ^{ab}k = σ^{ab†}. The hermitian matrices k^a can be defined as k^a = kγ^a. Utilizing k^a, the 2nd non-compact Hopf map is realized as

ψ → x^a = ψ^†k^aψ, (2)

where ψ, which we call the non-compact 2nd Hopf spinor, is a SO(3, 2) Dirac spinor subject to a normalization condition; ψ^†kψ = 1, and then, regarded as coordinates on H^{4,3}. Since k^a are hermitian matrices, x^a given by (2) are real, and satisfy the condition, η_{ab}x^ax^b = −(ψ^†kψ)^2 = −1, which defines H^{2,2}. Inverting the 2nd non-compact Hopf map, the non-compact 2nd Hopf spinor is represented as ψ = 1 √ 2(1 + x^5) ( (1 + x^5)ϕ (x^4 − ix^iτ_i)ϕ ) , (3)

where ϕ denotes an arbitrary complex two-component spinor subject to a normalization condition ϕ^†σ^3ϕ = 1, representing the AdS^3-fibre. The associated canonical connection is induced as A = −iψ^†kdψ = dx^aϕ^†σ^3A_aϕ, where A_a is given by A_μ = −σ^{(+)}_{μν}^{xν}_{1+x5} = −^1_2 η^{(+)}_{μνi}^{xν}_{1+x5} τ^i, A_5 = 0 (hereafter, we omit (+) on σ_{μν} and η_{μνi}), which are naturally regarded as SU(1, 1) non-abelian monopole gauge field. The corresponding

SU(1, 1) field strength, F_{ab} = ∂_aA_b − ∂_bA_a + i[A_a, A_b], is evaluated as F_{μν} = x_μA_ν −x_ν A_μ +σ_{μν} , F_{μ5} = (1+x^5)A_μ. Thus, the non-compact 2nd Hopf map physically corresponds to a set-up of 4D hyperboloid H^{2,2} in SU(1, 1) monopole background.

We first analyze Landau problem in such a system. (Similar but another hyperbolic Landau problem has been discussed in Ref.[20]). The SO(3, 2) covariant angular momentum is defined as Λ_{ab} = −ix_aD_b +ix_bD_a where D_a = ∂_a + iA_a. The covariant angular momentum satisfies the relation, [Λ_{ab}, Λ_{cd}] = i(η_{ac}Λ_{bd} −η_{ad}Λ_{bc} +η_{bd}Λ_{ac} − η_{bc}Λ_{ad}) − i(x_ax_cF_{bd} − x_ax_dF_{bc} + x_bx_dF_{ac} − x_bx_cF_{ad}). The total angular momentum is constructed as L_{ab} = Λ_{ab} − F_{ab} and generates the SO(3, 2) transformation; [L_{ab}, T_{cd}] = i(η_{ac}T_{bd} − η_{ad}T_{bc} + η_{bd}T_{ac} − η_{bc}T_{ad}), with T_{ab} = L_{ab}, Λ_{ab} and F_{ab}. Especially, when T_{ab} = L_{ab}, the algebra represents the closed SO(3, 2) algebra of L_{ab}. The one-particle Landau Hamiltonian is given by H = −^1_{2M} η_{ab}D^aD^b where η_{ab}D^aD^b = −^{∂2}_{∂R2} − (d − 1)^1_R^∂_{∂R} +^1_{R2} ∑ a<b Λ^2_{ab} (d = 5). Here, R denotes the radial coordinate given by η_{ab}x^ax^b = −R^2. On the surface of H^{2,2}, the Landau Hamiltonian is reduced to H = − 1 2MR^2 ∑ a<b Λ^2_{ab}. (4)

The covariant angular momentum is orthogonal to the field strength Λ_{ab}F^{ab} = F_{ab}Λ^{ab} = 0, and the Hamiltonian is rewritten as H = −^1_{2MR2} ∑ a<b(L^2_{ab} − F^2_{ab}). The eigenvalue of the SO(3, 2) Casimir operator is C = ∑ a<b L^2_{ab} = E(E − 3) + s(s + 1) with E = −s − n (n = 0, 1, 2, · · · and s = 0, −^1_2 , −1, −^3_2 , · · · ) [21, 22]. Meanwhile, ∑ a<b F^2_{ab} = 2s(s + 1) where s = −^I_2 with SU(1, 1) monopole charge^I_2 = 0,^1_2 , 1, · · · . Then, for discrete series of the SO(3, 2) group, the energy eigenvalue of (4) reads as E_n =^1_{2MR2} (I(n + 1) − n(n + 3)), where n represents Landau level index. The discrete spectrum takes a form of an upper convex, and is not unbounded below. However, the LLL (n = 0) with energy E_{LLL} =^I_{2MR2} is not completely unstable but meta-stable, since there exists a “potential barrier” between the LLL and the negative energy levels. In the thermodynamic limit: R, I → ∞ with magnetic length ℓ_B = R

√_2 I fixed, the potential barrier becomes larger and the LLL becomes stabler. There also exists continuous spectrum, but it does not contribute to Landau levels in the thermodynamic limit, since it specifies energy spectrum higher than the discrete energy levels and behaves as ∼^1_{2MR2} ((^I_2 )^2 + ν^2) (ν is the continuous parameter) in the limit. Indeed, the planar Landau level^I_{2MR2} (n + 1) can be fully reproduced only by the discrete spectrum in the limit. The above behaviors of the SO(3, 2) Landau problem are quite analogous to those of the SU(1, 1) Landau problem [23] because of the similar group structures between SU(1, 1) and SO(3, 2), i.e. Sp(2, R) ≃ SU(1, 1) and Sp(4, R) ≃ SO(3, 2).

Next, we discuss many-body problem on H^{2,2}. In the original spherical 2D QHE, the Laughlin-Haldane groundstate wavefunction is constructed by a SU(2) singlet combination of the 1st Hopf spinors [10]. Thus, the Laughlin-Haldane wavefunction respects the isometry of the basemanifold, namely, SO(3) symmetry of S^2. Physically, the symmetry expresses uniform distribution of the ground state quantum liquid on the surface of S^2. In the present, the basemanifold is H^{2,2} whose isometry is SO(3, 2), so it might be reasonable to adopt a SO(3, 2) singlet wavefunction made by the 2nd non-compact Hopf spinors as the groundstate wavefunction. The charge conjugation of SO(3, 2) spinor ψ is constructed as ψ^c = rψ^∗, and, without introducing complex variables, SO(3, 2) singlet wavefunction can be constructed as Ψ = ∏ i<j (ψ^t_i rkψ_j )^m, (5)

which we adopt as the higher dimensional analogue of the Laughlin-Haldane wavefunction. The wavefunctions for topological excitation can also be derived by following the procedure given by Haldane [10]. The topological excitations are induced by flux penetrations, and their annihilation and creation operators are, respectively, given by A(χ) = N∏ i χ^†r ∂ ∂ψ_i , A^†(χ) = N∏ i ψ^t_i rkχ, (6) where χ denotes a flux penetration point on H^{2,2} by the relation χ^†k^aχ = Ω^a(χ). Indeed, the operators (6) satisfy the creation and annihilation relations, [A(χ), A^†(χ)] = 1, [A(χ), A(χ^′)] = 0, and [A^†(χ), A^†(χ^′)] = 0. With fuzzy hyperboloid coordinates X_a = −ψ^tγ^t_a^∂_{∂ψ} (its derivation will be discussed later), the creation operator satisfies [Ω_a(χ)X^a, A^†(χ)] = NA^†(χ). This implies that Nparticles on H^{2,2} are pushed “outwards” from the point of flux penetration, and a charge deficit is generated at the point. It is noted that χ carries “extra degrees” of AdS^3-fibre except for the degrees denoting the point on H^{2,2}, and, up to U(1) phase, such extra degrees account for membrane of the form H^{2,0} ≃ AdS^3/U(1). Thus, though the topological excitations are point-like on H^{2,2}, they carry membrane-like internal structures.

To clarify analogies between QHE and twistor theory, we exploit the Lagrange formalism. Lagrangian of oneparticle mechanics is given by L = M 2 η_{ab}ẋ^aẋ^b + ẋ^aA_a, (7)

where A = dx^aA_a = −iψ^†kdψ. Since the particle is confined on a surface of H^{2,2}, a constraint should be imposed on x^a; η_{ab}x^ax^b = 1. (For simplicity, we take R = 1 hereafter.) Apparently, the Lagrangian and the constraint respect the SO(3, 2) symmetry. Meanwhile in the LLL limit M → 0, the kinetic term drops, and the gauge interaction term only survives to yield, L_{LLL} = ẋ^aA_a = −iIψ^†k^{dψ}_{dt} , with the constraint ψ^†kψ = 1. For later convenience, we scale the Hopf spinor as ψ →^{1√}_I ψ, and the LLL Lagrangian is written as L_{LLL} = −iψ^†k dψ dt , (8)

and the constraint as ψ^†kψ = I. (9) One may notice that both the LLL Lagrangian (8) and the constraint (9) respect the SU(2, 2) conformal symmetry. Here, we invoke the twistor description of a massless particle based on Ref.[24]. The momentum of free massless particle satisfies the relation ξ_{μν} p^μp^ν = 0 (ξ_{μν} is the Lorentzian metric: ξ_{μν} = diag(+, +, +, −)), and can be expressed as p^μ = π^†σ^μπ with arbitrary twocomponent SL(2, C) spinor π_α. Twistors are a SU(2, 2) four-component representation Z^a = (Z^1, Z^2, Z^3, Z^4), where the lower two-components Z^3 and Z^4 are given by (Z^3, Z^4) = (π_1, π_2) and the upper components Z^1 and Z^2 are introduced as ( Z^1 Z^2 ) = ix^μ_M σ_μ ( Z^3 Z^4 ) . (10)

(The repeated indices μ here are contracted by Lorentzian metric). Eq.(10) plays a central role in twistor theory, and is known as the incidence relation that represents relations between original Minkowski space-time and twistor space. Meanwhile, eliminating the AdS^3 gauge freedom ϕ in (3), one may derive the following relation between the upper and lower two-components of the Hopf spinor: ( ψ^1 ψ^2 ) = ix^μ_Lτ_μ ( ψ^3 ψ^4 ) , (11)

where x^μ_L denotes the stereographic coordinates on the four-dimensional Lobachevsky plane x^μ_L ≡^1_{1−x5} x^μ. Eq.(11) expresses relations between coordinates in the hyperbolic manifolds, H^{2,2} and H^{4,3}, and Eq.(11) may be regarded as the incidence relation in the version of the non-compact QHE. Analogies between the two incidence relations (10) and (11) are apparent, and their correspondence reads as

(x^1_M , x^2_M , x^3_M , x^0_M ) ↔ (x^1_L, x^2_L, ix^3_L, x^4_L). (12)

The imaginary factor in front of x^3_L stems from the signature difference of their metrics; (+, +, +, −) and (+, +, −, −). With use of twistors, the massless particle Lagrangian is simply written as L = −iZ^∗_a^d_{dτ} Z^a [24], where Z_a is the dual twistor Z_a = (π_α, ω^β) and τ the invariant time. With “diagonalized” twistors

QHE Twistor Fundamental quantity Hopf spinor Twistor Quantized value Monopole charge Helicity Base manifold Hyperboloid H^{2,2} Minkowski space Original symmetry SO(3, 2) Poincare Special limit LLL (M → 0) zero mass (M → 0) Enhanced symmetry SU(2, 2) SU(2, 2) Emergent Manifold CP^3 CP^3 Fuzzy manifold Fuzzy hyperboloid Fuzzy twistor space

TABLE I: Analogies between the non-compact QHE and twistor: The original set-ups are different; the basemanifold of the QHE is H^{2,2} whose isometry is SO(3, 2), while that of twistor is Minkowski space whose isometry is Poincare. However, once “massless limit” is taken, both systems enjoy the enlarged SU(2, 2) conformal symmetry and everything goes parallel. [See also Ref.[25], in which twistor formalism was applied to describe a charged particle in monopole background.]

(Z^1, Z^2, Z^3, Z^4) =^{1√}_2 (Z^1 +Z^3, Z^1 −Z^3, Z^2 +Z^4, Z^2 −Z^4), the twistor Lagrangian becomes L = −iZ^†k d dτ Z. (13)

The norm of Z corresponds to the helicity of massless particle;

Z^†kZ = 2λ. (14)

(After quantization, the helicity λ takes an integer or half integer.) In a massless limit of free particle, the system enjoys the SU(2, 2) conformal symmetry rather than the Poincare symmetry, and such SU(2, 2) symmetry is manifest in both (13) and (14). Now, one may observe striking analogies between the non-compact QHE and twistor; as for their actions (8) and (13), as well as their constraints (9) and (14) [See Table I also.]

We proceed to the quantization of the LLL, and see how the QHE naturally realizes the original philosophy of the twistor theory. From (8), the canonical conjugate variable of ψ is derived as π = −iψ^†k; π is not the time derivative of ψ, but its complex conjugation. As is well known, this brings the emergence of non-commutative geometry. The quantization condition is imposed between ψ and ψ^∗, so ψ^∗ is regarded as ψ^∗ = −k ∂ ∂ψ . (15)

In quantum mechanics, the constraint (9) is transformed to a condition on LLL states, and the LLL states are constructed by the basis ψ_{m1 ,m2,m3,m4} = ψ^{m1} ψ^{m2} ψ^{m3} ψ^{m4} , which is a symmetric tensor product of the non-compact Hopf spinors, with m_1 + m_2 + m_3 + m_4 = I. Substituting (15) to the expression of x^a (2), we now see that x_a is regarded as the operator X_a = −ψ^tγ^t_a ∂ ∂ψ . (16)

Meanwhile, in LLL, the SO(3, 2) generator L_{ab} is effectively represented as X_{ab} = −ψ^tσ^t_{ab} ∂ ∂ψ , (17)

since L_{ab}ψ = −σ_{ab}ψ. X^a and X^{ab} satisfy the following algebra; [X_a, X_b] = 4iX_{ab}, [X_a, X_{bc}] = i(η_{ab}X_c − η_{ac}X_b), [X_{ab}, X_{cd}] = −i(η_{ac}X_{bd} − η_{ad}X_{bc} + η_{bd}X_{ac} − η_{bc}X_{ad}). (18) With definition X_{AB} (A, B = 1, 2, · · · , 6); X_{a6} = −^1_2 X_a and X_{ab} = X_{ab}, Eq.(18) represent the SO(4, 2) ≃ SU(2, 2) algebra of X_{AB} . It is worthwhile to notice that X^a do not form a closed algebra by themselves, but form a closed algebra if X_{ab} are introduced. The basic notion of non-commutative geometry is “algebraic construction of geometry”. The “unclosed algebra” of X^a suggests that the fuzzy geometry of H^{2,2} cannot be constructed solely by X^a, but “demands” an extra space spanned by X_{ab} [34]. The SU(2, 2) non-commutative algebra naturally defines the fuzzy manifold of CP^{2,1}, which is the projective twistor space locally equivalent to H^{2,2} ×H^{2,0}. Thus, the corresponding fuzzy manifold of H^{2,2} is not a 4D but a 6D manifold, and the extra H^{2,0}-space is the very space induced by the requirement of the noncommutative geometry. Consequently, the fuzzy H^{2,2} may be given by

H^{2,2}_F ≃ SO(3, 2)/U(1, 1), (19)

which is topologically equivalent to CP^{2,1}. Here, we add some crucial comments. To derive the non-commutative algebras (18), we did not quantize the original spacetime coordinates by themselves, but quantized the more fundamental (Hopf spinor) variables, and the fuzziness in the original space-time was induced by that of the more fundamental space. Indeed, this realizes the original philosophy of twistor; the space-time fuzziness should come from the more fundamental (twistor) space [1]! The non-commutative geometry is deeply related to particular physics in QHE. In the LLL (M → 0), the covariant angular momentum drops to yield L_{ab} → −F_{ab}, and the non-commutative relation of X_a will be given by [X_a, X_b] = i^1_4 F_{ab}. Then, the equation of motion is derived as

I_a = Ẋ_a = −i[X_a, V ] = − 1 4 F_{ab}E^b (20)

where E_a = −∂_aV , and the Hall effect, I^aE_a = 0, is confirmed. Around the north pole, non-commutative relation becomes

[X_μ, X_ν ] = iℓ^2_Bη_{μνi}τ^i. (21)

This is the fundamental relation for the split-quaternionic geometry unifying the space-time fuzziness and the internal “spin” structure, as first pointed in the original set-up of the 4D QHE [9].

To summarize, having exploited the non-compact version of the 2nd Hopf map, we clarified close mathematical and physical structures between QHE and twistor theory. Moreover, based on the non-commutative geometry arguments, it was shown that the QHE naturally realizes the original philosophy of twistor theory. We also explored Landau problem on H^{2,2} and many-body physics where higher dimensional analogues of quantum liquid and topological excitations were derived explicitly.

The non-compact QHE owes its mathematical background to the non-compact Hopf map. A particular feature of such Hopf-map-based construction would be uniqueness: the space-time manifold, gauge symmetry, global symmetry are uniquely determined by the geometrical structure of the Hopf map. At the same time, due to the usage of its non-compact version, there arises an exotic feature: extra-time dimensions. Indeed, the present basemanifold H^{2,2} has two-temporal dimensions as well as two spacial dimensions. Extra time physics has been discussed in various contexts [See for instance, Refs.[28– 31]], and the present model might demonstrate particular properties speculated in extra time physics. Especially, analogies to Bars’ 2T physics [28] are quite suggestive: In 2T physics, the (enhanced) global symmetry is SU(2, 2) and the gauge symmetry is Sp(2, R) ≃ SU(1, 1) which is crucial to eliminate negative norm states. Interestingly, also in the present model, the (enhanced) global symmetry is SU(2, 2) and the gauge symmetry is SU(1, 1), which is automatically incorporated by the geometry of the non-compact 2nd Hopf map. This seems to suggest hidden relations between the 2T physics and the present model. The edge excitations are also worthwhile to be investigated. As edge excitations, the original 4D QHE exhibits higher spin massless spectrum including photon and graviton [9]. However, in flat space-time, a field theoretical description of higher spin massless particles has not successfully been constructed. Meanwhile, in AdS space with negative curvature, a consistent formulation of higher spin field theory is possible [32]. Fortunately, the present basemanifold is hyperbolic and its edge manifold also possesses negative curvature. Then, it is expected that the present edge model could yield a consistent higher spin theory in negative curvature space.

In the set-up of the non-compact 4D QHE, we have encountered diverse novel mathematics and physical ideas, such as split-quaternions, non-compact Hopf map, noncommutative geometry, twistor theory, higher spin theory, and even extra-time physics. Such “richness” may imply profound structures behind the present construction.

The author would like to express his deep gratitude to Prof. S.C. Zhang for bringing author’s attention to the present subject. The author also wish to thank Dr. Y. Kimura, Prof. J. Van der Jeugt, H. Kunitomo, R. Sasaki and K. Takasaki for valuable discussions. This work was supported by Sumitomo Foundation.

[1] R. Penrose, J.Math.Phys.8 (1967) 345, Chaos Solitons Fractals 10 (1999) 581-611.

[2] See for instance, Michael Stone, “Quantum Hall Effect” World Scientific (1992).

[3] Dimitra Karabali, V.P. Nair, Nucl.Phys. B641 (2002) 533-546.

[4] S.C. Zhang, arXiv:hep-th/0210162. [5] G. Sparling, cond-mat/0211679.

[6] D. Mihai, G. Sparling, Ph. Tillman, cond-mat/0401224. [7] Dimitra Karabali, V.P. Nair, Nucl.Phys. B679 (2004) 427-446.

[8] See, as a review, Dimitra Karabali, V.P. Nair, J.Phys.A39 (2006) 12735-12764, and references therein.

[9] S.C. Zhang, J.P. Hu, Science 294 (2001) 823; J.P. Hu, S.C. Zhang, Phys.Rev. B 66 (2002) 125301.

[10] F.D.M. Haldane, Phys.Rev.Lett. 51 (1983) 605. [11] C. N. Yang, J.Math.Phys. 19 (1978) 320.

[12] B. Grossman, T.W. Kephart, J.D. Stasheff, Commun.Math.Phys. 96 (1984) 431-437.

[13] B.A. Bernevig, J.P. Hu, N. Toumbas, S.C. Zhang, Phys.Rev.Lett. 91 (2003) 236803.

[14] A. Jellal, Nucl.Phys. B725 (2005) 554-576. [15] K. Hasebe, Phys.Rev.D78 (2008) 125024. [16] G. Landi, G. Marmo, Phys.Lett.B193 (1987) 61; G.

Landi, Differ.Geom.Appl. 14 (2001) 95-111.

[17] K. Hasebe, Y. Kimura, Nucl.Phys. B709 (2005) 94-114. [18] K. Hasebe, Phys.Rev.Lett. 94 (2005) 206802. [19] K. Hasebe, arXiv:0905.2792.

[20] S. Bellucci, L. Mardoyan, A. Nersessian, Phys.Lett. B636 (2006) 137-141.

[21] M. E. Loewe, Lecture Notes in Physics, vol. 382, 98-105. [22] N. T. Evans, J.Math.Phys. 8 (1967) 170. [23] A. Comtet, Annals of Physics 173 (1987) 185-209. [24] T. Shirafuji, Prog.Theor.Phys.70 (1983) 18-35. [25] Mikhail S. Plyushchay, Nucl.Phys. B589 (2000) 413-439. [26] P. M. Ho and S. Ramgoolam, Nucl.Phys. B627 (2002) 266.

[27] Y. Kimura, Nucl.Phys. B637 (2002) 177; Nucl.Phys. B 664 (2003) 512.

[28] I. Bars, hep-th/0502065, and references therein. [29] C. M. Hull, R. R. Khuri, Nucl.Phys. B536 (1998) 219-244;

Nucl.Phys. B575 (2000) 231-254.

[30] M.A. De Andrade, M. Rojas, F. Toppan, Int.J.Mod.Phys.

A16 (2001) 4453-4480.

[31] G. Sparling, Ph. Tillman, cond-mat/0401015. [32] See as a review, M. Vasiliev, hep-th/9910096. [33] As for the 1st Hopf map, its noncompact version is already known and the corresponding QHE on 2Dhyperboloid is constructed in Refs.[14, 15]. Besides, there also exists a supersymmetric version of Hopf map [16, 17] and QHE [15, 18].

[34] Such “enhancement” mechanism is first reported in the context of the fuzzy S^4 [26, 27]. In Ref.[26, 27], it is claimed that the fuzzy geometry of S^4 is specified by the symmetric tensor product representation of the SO(5) gamma matrices. In the present non-compact case, the fuzzy geometry of H^{2,2} is similarly specified by the symmetric tensor product representation of the nonhermitian SO(3, 2) gamma matrices.