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Abstract

Recent advances in the geometric Langlands correspondence enhance
comprehension of a profound mathematical structure of the integer
quantum Hall effect: Wilson and vortex operators on the Brillouin
zone are guarantied to be equivalent. This duality manifests the bulk-
edge correspondence of the Hall conductance from a new perspec-
tive. Moreover the plateaus of the Hall conductance are described by
Hecke eigensheaves and the quantized Hall conductance is explained
by Hecke modification of the geometric Langlands duality. This novel
mathematical consideration suggests many new methods applicable
to generic topological insulators. In return, the geometric Langlands
correspondence is much more easily understood from the physics.
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1 Introduction

Ramanujan’s finding on automorphic forms is crucial to modern number the-
ory. Around 1916, he calculated the expansion coefficients a,, of the following
infinite series. -
q H(l _ qn)2(1 _ qlln)2 _ Zanqn. (1>
n=1 n=1
About 40 years later, Eichker proved that there is a profound correspondence
between the automorphic form above and the elliptic curve defined on Q

v +y=a1°—um (2)
Astonishingly, for b, = p+ 1 — # (points of (2] mod p), the equation
a, = by (3)

is true for any prime p. It is the Langlands program [I] that connects these
dualities from general viewpoints of mathematics. In the Langlands pro-
gram, the correspondence between automorphic forms and elliptic curves are
all about the correspondence between the eigenvalues of Hecke operators and
Frobenius operators, namely a, and b, are eigenvalues of Hecke and Frobenius
operators respectively. The Langlands program can be interpreted geomet-
rically [2], 3, 4], and the geometric Langlands correspondence foresees many
nontrivial aspects of gauge theories. From a perspective of geometry, in a
simple case, this is achieved by considering a gauge theory on a Riemann sur-
face, and a Hecke operator modifies the given principle bundle at a singular
point so that the 1st Chern-number jumps at the singularity, as a vortex or a
monopole operator do, and a Frobenius operator is analogous to a holomony
operator, like a Wilson loop [5], 6, [7].

The aim of this article is to endow it with physical meaning. In a seminal
piece of research made by A. Kapustin and E. Witten [6], they predict the
electric magnetic duality and mirror symmetry are intimately related to the
geometric Langlands correspondence. While there are many relevant works
[7,18, 9], [10], what would follow in view of non supersymmetric physics had not
been known. In this work, we address the integer quantum Hall effect (IQHE)
and enjoy the panoptic picture of the IQHE drawn as a natural consequence
of the geometric Langlands correspondence. One can seek a cue from the
Langlands/GNO dual group to understand the connection with the quan-
tum Hall effect and the geometric Langlands duality. In electric-magnetic



duality, Dirac monopoles and Dirac’s quantization condition explain the dual
group G of a general Lie group G from a perspective of physics [11]. The
quantization condition of the Hall conductance is understand in a similar
manner.

The two dimensional IQHE shows the typical Hall conductance o, clas-
sified by integers (figure [Il). There are two different ways to explain this
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Figure 1: Integer dependency of the Hall conductance

mechanism. (1) o,, originates from the bulk: it is given by the sum of the
Chern numberd! of the U (1)-bundles, associated with the energy bands below
the Fermi level, on the Brillouin zone (BZ) [12,[13], and (2) 0,, emerges as the
winding number of edge modes [14], 15, 16]. The agreement (1) = (2) is called
the bulk-edge correspondence. There are many mathematical proofs: func-
tional analytic method (Graf-Porta [I7], for example), operator K-theoretic
method (Kellendonk-Richter-Schulz-Baldes [18], for example). In this article
we make a different approach based on the geometric Langlands correspon-
dence. Jumping to conclusions, we can understand the IQHE in such a way
that U';Zlk is an eigenvalue of a Hecke/Vortex operator and o—ggj,ge is an eigen-
value of a Frobenius/Wilson operator.

A Dbetter understanding on the IQHE will also enhance comprehension of
general topological insulators (TT). Roughly speaking, TI’s are extension of
the IQHE to general gauge theories and they are classified in a similar manner
[19]. While the IQHE and TI's are well known systematically, geometric

n this article, we will often call the 1st Chern number of a U(1)-bundle as its Chern
number since we focus on two-dimensional physics. When we say Chern numbers, it means
we consider many U (1)-bundles.



Langlands correspondence for general cases remains a conjecture. Hence
knowledge on the IQHE and TT’s will endow the Langlands program with
hints for being developed.

This piece is orchestrated as follows. We first review the IQHE and the
bulk-edge correspondence. In section 2, we recall the TKNN formula, which
associates O’E;H( with the Chern-number of a Berry connection, and revisit
afc‘;go defined by the winding number of edge states, which is given by a
Wilson loop. After explaining the geometric Langlands correspondence in
section 3, we realize that the IQHE harmonizes with it. A panoptic picture

which organizes the correspondence of them is displayed in the finale.
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2 Revisiting Integer Quantum Hall Effect

2.1 General Setup

Throughout this article we consider the IQHE on Laughlin’s type of geometry
[14], namely a square lattice in the uniform magnetic flux ¢ perpendicular
to the system which has a period L, € Z in the y direction. We assume ¢
is rational P/@Q, where P and () are mutually prime integers, then the Hall
conductance o,, is quantized and there are () energy bands. To consider
energy bands, we prefer to work on a generic tight-binding Hamiltonian

— 1 iAZ, 1 iAY
H = E (cmﬂmcm’ne "+ oy 1Cmn€ M A+ hee ) (4)

m,n

where ¢y (cf,,,) is the annihilation (creation) operator at (m,n) site. If we
choose the Landau gauge (A7, ., A% ) = (0,27m¢), the Shcrédinger equation

m,n’
becomes
\Ijm—i-l,n + \Ijm—l,n + ei2ﬂm¢\llm,n+l + 6_2'27Tm¢\11m,n—1 - Elllm,n (5)

We write U,,,, = e, (k,) (0 < k, < 2) since the system is periodic
in the y direction. Under the assumption that L, is sufficiently large, the
wave number k, = 2xwl/L, (I € Z) is usually regarded as a continuous pa-
rameter. Moreover the system has a period @ in the x direction because
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of the rational flux ¢ = P/Q), therefore Bloch’s theorem allows us to write
the wave function as ¥, (k,) = ™=y, (k. k,) (0 < k, < 27/Q), where
Uy, 1s periodic Up4g = Up. In view of the wavenumber space or the Bril-
louin zone, the system has two periods 27/Q) and 27 in the k, and k, di-
rections respectively, hence we identify the BZ with a torus T3, by gluing
its boundary. There are ()-energy bands€] and each of them is a U (1)-bundle
on T%,. A U(1)-connection for the j-th bundle is given by the Berry con-
nection 41 = —i S°9_ (ul, "0, ul dk, +u{ﬁT0kyu{ﬁdk:y), where u?_ is the Bloch
function for the j-th energy band and normalized |uf[? = 32¢_ wf 'uf, = 1.

2.2 Hall Conductance 1

One of the reasons for the quantized Hall conductance o,, can described by
the Chern numbers of the fiber bundles. Let o7, be the Hall conductance of
the j-th energy band. The well-known formula

e? d?k ((‘Mg aAg)

g =< _
TR Jpp 21 \ Ok, Ok,

(6)

tells that the Hall conductance is given by the Chern number of the j-th U(1)-
bundle £7. If the Berry connection A’ is holomorphic on entire T, then the
Stokes theorem implies o, = 0. So for o7, being nontrivial, A’ must have
a singular point on T3,. At such a point, the Bloch function (k) vanishes
and the Chern number corresponds to vorticity of the function [I3] [16]. If
there exist many singular points, agy is given by the total vorticity. This
viewpoint is important for the Langlands correspondence, especially for the
Hecke modifications of bundles.

Let us generalize the statement above. Suppose the Fermi energy Ep
lies in the M-th gap, and we write M states of bands below Er by u =
(ul, -+, uM). This multiplet forms a U(M)-bundle € over T3,, whose Berry
connection is given by A = —iTr(u'du). Then the Hall conductance oy,
is given by the Chern number ¢(£) = & fT%z Tr(dA). The famous TKNN

formula [12] tells that the total Hall conductance o, is given by the sum of
Chern numbers ¢(£;) = % Jpe dA7 associated with all energy bands below
BZ

20ne should be careful not to confuse the band and site indexes. Their total numbers
are the same.
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2.3 Hall Conductance 2

The second reason of the quantized Hall conductance is given by edge states.
Such argument is based on the results by Y. Hatsugai [15] [16]. We consider
the system with boundaries at = 0, L., where L, — 1 is a multiple of @)
and sufficiently large. We rewrite the Schrodinger equation () with v, =
bn(E, k)

Ymt1 + Y1 + 2 Cos(mgb + ky)¢m = B, (8)

which can be equivalently expressed as

() (e () e

We impose the easiest boundary condition ¥y = v, = 0 and set ¢; = 1 for
simplicity. Suppose L, — 1 = 1@, then we obtain

YL, +1 (G} My My

v , M = 10
( Ui, o My Mo (10
by using the transition matrix in (@). If My = 0, which has @ — 1 real
valued roots p; (i = 1,--- ,Q —1), then the boundary conditions are satisfied.
These roots coincide with the energy spectrum of edge stats. The reason is
as follows. From the equation (@), it is straight forward to find ¥yg+1(p;) =

MH(,uj)k for 0 < k <. We normalize 1); as

- W
dy = (1)
Zi:z() |,l7bl|2

If Myi(pj) > 1 (Mii(pj) < 1), then the edge state is localized around = ~
L, —1 (z ~ 1). So p; parametrizes the energy spectrum of the edge state.
Moreover periodicity of the system gives the constraint ¢,,,+¢ = pt, (|p| = 1)
as we saw before. With det M = 1, such p obeys the equation

PP = AE)p+1=0,

A(E) =trM, (12)



whose roots are of the form p = (A £ /A2 — 4). It is known that A? — 4
can be factorized by the energies of the band edges A; in such a way that
A2 —4 = HfQ(E — \i), and each of energy bands consists of a connected
component in the range A(E)? < 4. (Namely the spectrum £ lies in Q
energy bands E € [A, Ao], -+, [Aag—1, A2g]). Moreover the energies p; of the
edge states lives in the band gaps Ao; < p; < Agjq.

So far we have considered the real £ and now we extend it to a complex
value z so that we address the Riemann surface defined by a hyperelliptic
curve w? = A(z)? — 4. The branch cuts of w are given by A(z)? —4 < 0
at Im(z) = 0, which is exactly the same condition for the energies of band
edges. Therefore the Riemann surface ¥g_; of genus ) — 1 is constructed
by gluing two sheets CP! with branch cuts [A1, Aa], -+, [Aag_1, Aag]. What

Figure 2: The Riemann surface ¥g_; of genus @) — 1

is interesting is that the winding number of a loop around the holes gives
the Hall conductance. The energy p;(k,) of the edge state is a function of
k, € [0,27] and, by changing k,, the trace of p;(k,) forms a loop C; = {z =
pi(ky) : 0 < k, <2z} If the Fermi energy Ep lives in the M-th gap, the
winding number I;(C')) of the loop '), corresponds to the Hall conductance
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This result explains Laughlin’s thought experiment [14] more accurately.
Moreover the Chern number of the j-th U(1)-bundle £; is given by ¢(£;) =
I; — I;_y. In this way, we have an alternative and equivalent viewpoint to

2 M
calculate 0,y = 5 > .0, 1.



Such a loop C} is expressed by a Wilson loop W : 7 (T3,) — U(1). To
describe this we consider the following Abelian integral performed on the
differential w(z) = <L log ¥g(2)dz [20].

z

§ o= [ tuti) o,

_ 1 dgoluy(ky)) o
%ka 15 (ky) dk y’

(14)

where 74, is a loop obtained by identifying £k, = 0 and 27 and f3; is a closed
contour which starts at Ay, goes on another sheet, comes back to the original
sheet at \gj,1, and ends at Ay; (figure3). We denote by n = pjw the pullback
one-form on T%,, which is obviously a flat connection. So the corresponding
Wilson loop is

W:m(T2,) 3y — e hm e Ui (15)
2| Azj+2
Adja
& C;
.)}21"'::
Azj—1
BZ ~ T2,

Figure 3: A closed contour in the Riemann (complex energy) surface and a
Wilson loop

3This U(1) should be viewed as its dual “U/(1).



2.4 Short Summary

The fact that the two different ways of deriving o, indeed coincide is called
the bulk-edge correspondence. We may rephrase the same thing in terms
of operators. As we discussed in section 2.2 the Hall conductance U';Zlk in
the bulk is given by the Chern number or the vorticity. We define a vortex
operator V' by saying that V' pics up the total vorticity of the wavefunction
in the magnetic Brillouin zone. On the other hand, the Wilson operator
rolls up a curve and its degree accords with the winding number, which is
the Hall conductance o—ggj,ge as we saw in section 2.3l Hence the agreement
bulk _ —edge

Oy = 04,5 1s equivalent to the duality of those operators.

3 Review of Geometric Langlands Correspon-
dence

The geometric Langlands correspondence is a branch of the Langlands pro-
gram. There are a lot of surveys and the conjecture is partly proven [2] [3] [4].
The GL, = C* casd] is the simplest and established. We will focus on this
case for a while. A readable introduction is [5] whose part IT will help us
greatly. Let X be a compact Riemann surface. We consider a holonomy
representation p : m(X) — GL;. A famous mathematical theoreml] guar-
anties a bijection between the set Loc;(X) of isomorphism classes of flat
G Ly-bundles on X and the set of conjugacy classes of the holomony repre-
sentations. Hence, one can attach a flat connection for a given representation
p. (This is the same trick we define a Wilson loop.) An element of Loc; (X)
is called a local system.

Now we introduce another character of the geometric Langlands corre-
spondence. We denote by Pic(X) the set of isomorphism classes of holomor-
phic line bundles on X, which classifies the line bundles by their 1st Chern
classes:

Pic(X) = | | {c € Pic(X):d = / cl(ﬁ)} . (16)
b's

d=0

4The compactification of GL; = C* = C \ {0} is U(1).
This is true for any smooth manifold M and any representation p : w1 (M) — G, where
G is an arbitrary Lie group.



For a given = € X, we consider the map, called a Hecke operator (functor),

hy : Pic(X) — Pic(X) 17
L L(x), (17)
where L£(z) is the line bundle whose sections are sections of £ which may
vanish at z. Under h,, the Chern number of £ jumps by 1 (¢(L(z)) =
¢(L) 4+ 1). One can consider a more general modification of £ to £ at N-
tuple of points (z;),i =1,--- , N so that ¢(L') = ¢(L) + N.

What the geometric Langlands correspondence expects is that for a given
flat GL,-bundle € on X, there exist a unique D-module F¢ on Pic(X) associ-
ated with the modification h,. This correspondence is proven by P. Deligne.

The general conjecture of the Langlands correspondence for a Lie group
G can be stated as follows. We denote by “G the Langlands dual group of G.
If G = G Ly, then its dual is isomorphic to GL;. The set Locrg(X) of local
systems is again identified with the set of conjugacy classes of representations
p:m(X) =*G. And Pic(X) is generalized to the moduli stack Bung(X)
of principle G-bundles on X. So the geometric Langlands correspondence
implies that for a given flat “G-bundle £ on X, there is a unique D-module
Fe, called a Hecke eigensheaf, defined on Bung(X') associated with the Hecke
modification.

4 Hecke Eigensheaf, Landau Level, and An-
derson Localization

In this section we give a physical explanation about Hecke eigensheaves. The
sections 4.3~4.5 in [5] will be helpful for more information. For this purpose,
we physically interpret a sheaf. We are interested in a sheaf S = (S, 7, B)
whose fiber S, = 77*(p), p € B is a vector space. The dimension of fibers
may differ at points. A standard example is the skyscraper sheaf O(x), which
is a sheaf supported at a single point x € B. How will they come into play
in our story? First of all, sections of our sheaf are wave functions and the
base space is the Riemann (complex energy) surface as we saw before. In
comparison with the Landau levels, our sheaf can be visualizable as follows.
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Figure 4: Landau level (left) and sheaf (right)

On the left side of the figured] the blank zones between the Landau levels
show there are no eigenstates of the Hamiltonian, and the only states living
in the Landau levels contribute to the quantum Hall effect. On the right side,
the eigenstates forms bundles on the complex energy surface and the other
states vanish. So the set of ”"complexified” Landau levels can be recognized
as a sheaf | J, O(E;).

Now we are ready to explain Hecke eigensheavs. Note that each of the
Landau levels in the figure [ is linear, therefore only one-dimensional mo-
mentum £, is a good quantum number. So one can define the only one-
dimensional Berry connection Ay,. Hence we may regard it as a flat con-
nectiond on T%,, by setting A, = 0. A Hecke eigensheaf on Pic’(X) =
{£ € Pic(X):0= [ E} is a D-module of such flat connections. Of course
this is not the whole story. Actual energy bands are "wavy” as shown with
pictures in [16, [15], and the wavy parts possess nontrivial Chern numbers.
This is the mechanism of Hecke modifications £ — L(z) = L ® O(z), = €
T%,.

Moreover the existence of plateaus in the figure [Il can be described by
Hecke eigensheaves as shown in the figure below. If there exist impurity
potentials in the system, wave functions localize around the potentials (in
the real space). This phenomenon is called the Anderson localization [21].
As a result, each of the Landau levels becomes wide. However, the localized

6This flat connection, which is a Berry connection of U(1)-bundle, is a different one we
used for a Wilson loop W : m1(T3,) —LU(1).
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wave functions do not carry non trivial Chern numbers and only the extended
wave function living in the original Landau level contributes to the Hall
conductance [I4]. This is why the Hall conductance has plateaus. In the
language of the geometric Langlands correspondence, this can be explained
by saying that the Berry connections associated with those localized wave
functions are flat, and hence they form a D-module.

Oy
4 Hecke eigensheaves 2
3¢%/h l g
«— 3
. b=
2e? /h 3
— F
e?/h %’
) b}
v - ;

1 2 3

Figure 5: Hall conductance and Hecke eigensheaves

5 GL Implies Bulk-Edge Correspondence.

With best of our knowledge obtained in the previous sections, here we propose
novel perspectives on a relation between the bulk-edge correspondence and
the geometric Langlands correspondence. We first consider a U(1)-bundle
case.

Making a direct connection of a Wilson loop with a local system is
straightforward. Recall that the Hall conductance afc‘;go is given by a Wil-
son loop W : m(T%,) —LU(1) ~ U(1) (I5), which is a local system on
T%, by definition. Moreover, this representation is trivial due to the single-
valuedness of a wave function, and o—ggj,ge is classified by the degree of W (I3)),
viewed as U(1) ~ S'. So in accord with the Langlands philosophy, there
should be a Hecke eigensheaf on Pic(T%,). Such an eigensheaf is associated
with the corresponding Hecke modification (I7)), which changes the Chern
number of the bundle. Recall that the bulk Hall conductance aglk is given
by the Chern number of the U(1)-bundle on T3,, and therefore it is quite
reasonable to claim that this originates from the Hecke modification. Our

12



proposal is summarized in the following diagram:

edge Bulk-Edge bulk

! !

‘local system & ‘(%)‘ Hecke eigensheaf F¢

g

So far we have restricted ourselves on G = U(1), and let us extend to G =
U(M). This view point will be useful when we consider that the M states u =
(uy, - -+ ,upr) below the Fermi level form a U(M)-bundle on T,. In order to
state more concretely, we may need to give more detailed explanation about
the Hecke modification. In the context of N' = 4 supper Yang-Mils theory
in four-dimensions, Hecke operators are identified with 't Hooft operators
[22, 16l [7], therefore the geometric Langlands duality is equivalent to the
duality of 't Hooft operators and Wilson operators. An 't Hooft operator
is a vortex operator defined on a subspace co-dimension three [23]. The
dimension of our space is two and the corresponding vortex operator is indeed
dual to a Wilson loop as we discussed in section 2.4

Algebraically, a vortex operator for G is defined by a homomorphism
o : U(l) — G, which is classified by highest weights of the dual group
LG up to conjugation. We write it in the most general way as ¢ : € —
diag(efme ... emm) where Lw = (my,--- ,my) is an M-plet of integers
with m; > - -+ > myy, which is a highest weight of “G = U(M). As we have
already seen, we obtain decomposition of the U(M)-bundle £ into the sum
of line bundles &M, L;. Let k; be a singular point of £;. The vortex operator
V(tw) acts on £; as V(fw) : £; — L£;® O(k;)™, where m; is vorticity at k;.
In other words, it changes the Chern number ¢(£;) by m;. The total Hall
conductance o, is the total Chern numbers of this system o, = Z]J‘/i J
which is the total vorticity of the system, in other words.

By the way, the classification of vortex operators or Hecke operators is
exactly the same as that of effective Hamiltonians. So far we have neglected
contribution from conduction bands, and from now we suppose there are N
conduction bands and M valence bands. So this system has U(M + N) gauge
group in general. Then effective Hamiltonians of the quantum Hall system is
classified by the Grassmannian Gryyny = U(M + N)/U(M) x U(N) [19)].
In terms of the geometric Langlands correspondence, the Hecke operators
are classified as follows. Let M, M’ € Bung be principle G = U(M + N)
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bundles on a Riemann surface X such that M c M’ and M'/ M ~ O(z)M,
where z € X. As discussed, the Hecke operators modify the G-bundle M to
M’ at this singular point z, and it is known the space of such modifications
is parametrized by points in Grysp4n. (One may discover extra value in
mathematical explanations [5] or in physical explanations [6, [7]).

6 Finale

Now we conclude this article with some comments. We successfully under-
stand the Langlands philosophy in terms of the integer quantum Hall system.
Our discussions can be summarized in the following dictionary:

Geometric Langlands Correspondence‘ ‘ Integer quantum Hall effect

Local system <> Wilson loop
Hecke operator <+ Vortex operator
Hecke eigensheaf <+ Module of flat Berry connections
Hecke modification <+ Bulk Hall conductance

This article is the first penguin for exploring topological insulators from
a viewpoint of the Langlands program, and doors for further adventures are
always open. We naively expect that many similar phenomena as represented
by the bulk-edge correspondence observed or expected in generic topological
insulators will be addressed in the same way as we discussed. Moreover the
theory of Anderson’s localization, which distinguishes metal-insulator tran-
sitions, is one of the essential and cross-cutting issues in topological insula-
tors. The key ingredients are the topological terms (the Wess-Zumino-Witten
(WZW) terms) associated with the non linear sigma models [19]. And the
geometric Langlands correspondence manifests power for investigating the
WZW model [5]. This suggests that mathematical background of topologi-
cal insulators would be much more fruitful than what it had been believed.

It is interesting to build a connection to the work done by Kapustin
and Witten [6], where N = 4 super Yang-Mills theory is essential to explain
the geometric Langlands correspondence via mirror symmetry and S-duality.
We can seek for a likely scenario in string theoretical approaches to the
quantum Hall effect (and topological insulators) [24] 25], in which the two-
dimensional quantum Hall effect is described by using the D3-brane, on which
the A/ = 4 supper symmetry does live [26]. Moreover a generic topological

14



insulator can be explained by the corresponding D-brane configuration, hence
it may attract a general interest to build more strong connections among
the geometric Langlands, topological insulators, and the supper symmetric
theory.
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