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Using a nonperturbative approach based on the Cornwall-Jackiw-Tomboulis (CJT) effective action
Γ(S) for composite operators, the phase structure of the simplest massless (2 + 1)-dimensional
Gross-Neveu model is investigated. We have calculated Γ(S) in the first order of the bare coupling
constant G and have shown that there exist three different specific dependences of G ≡ G(Λ) on the
cutoff parameter Λ, and in each case the effective action and its stationarity equations have been
obtained. The solutions of these equations correspond to the fact that three different masses of
fermions can arise dynamically and, respectively, three different nontrivial phases can be observed
in the model.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the last few decades, much attention has been paid to the study of (2 + 1)-dimensional (D) field theory models,
which can be used to predict and study physical phenomena of planar nature such as quantum Hall effect, high-
temperature superconductivity, low-energy graphene physics, etc. To a fairly large extent, these phenomena are
usually considered within the framework of models with a four-fermion interaction [1–10]. One of the reasons is that
in these models the spontaneous symmetry breaking occurs dynamically, i.e. without taking into account additional
scalar Higgs bosons. Moreover, despite the perturbative nonrenormalizability of these (2 + 1)-dimensional models,
in the framework of nonperturbative approaches such as the large-N technique, etc., they are renormalizable [11].
And just using this nonperturbative 1/N approach, spontaneous symmetry breaking and the associated dynamic
generation of the fermion mass effects were investigated in the simplest (2 + 1)-D model with four-fermion interaction
(called the Gross-Neveu (GN) model [12]). 1 In particular, it was shown, e.g., in Ref. [13] that at zero temperature
and zero chemical potential (as well as at fixed value of the cutoff parameter Λ) in this (2+1)-D GN model a phase
with dynamical chiral symmetry breaking is occured only for sufficiently large (positive) values of the bare coupling
constant G ≡ G(Λ). For a rather weak interaction the symmetric phase is realized in the model, and it is not an
asymptotically free one. (In contrast, the (1+1)-D GN model [12] is an asymptotically free and dynamic generation
of the fermionic mass occurs there for arbitrary values of bare coupling constant.) Qualitatively the same properties
of this (2+1)-D GN model one can observe in terms of variational optimized expansion technique [14] and other
nonperturbative variational approarches [15], etc.
Unlike the aforementioned papers, we investigate the (2+1)-D GN model (1) within the framework of another

nonperturbative approach based on the effective action for composite operators. Originally, the approach was proposed
in the paper by Cornwall-Jackiw-Tomboulis (CJT) [16] when considering mainly a scalar φ4-field model, etc. Then in
a series of papers [17–21] the CJT effective action for composite operators method has been extended to quantum field
theory models with fermions. As a result, a nonperturbative method has emerged for calculating various multi-fermion
Green’s functions based on functional equations of the Dyson-Schwinger type. Moreover, in this CJT effective action
approach it is possible to investigate the possibility of dynamical generation of the fermion mass and chiral symmetry
breaking, etc, as it was demonstrated in the framework of the (1+1)-D GN model in Ref. [19]. Note that in the last
case, i.e. in (1+1)-D, the results of the CJT effective action studies of the model are qualitatively the same as in
the large-N expansion technique. We study phase structure of the (2+1)-D GN model using the CJT effective action
calculated up to a first order in the coupling constant G. It turns out that in this case, in contrast to (1+1)-D GN
model, the CJT approach predicts a much richer phase structure compared to the result obtained with other generally
accepted nonperturbative methods, i.e. large-N and optimized expansion techniques, etc.
It is well-known that different states or phases of various (2+1)-dimensional condensed matter systems such as

graphene, etc. can be described in the framework of the same relativistic model, when corresponding nonzero order
parameters appear in it under the influence of external conditions (temperature, chemical potentials, etc), or when
free model parameters such as coupling constants, etc are changed. It is important to emphasize that if the system
(or relativistic model) consists of massless fermions, then bilinear fermion combinations (or simply the mass terms
of the model Lagrangian), which arise spontaneously, are usually used as order parameters for one or another phase
of the system. In (2+1)-dimensions, and in particular in the models used to describe the physics of graphene, there

1 Its Lagrangian is presented below in Eq. (1).
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is a fairly rich selection of fermionic masses (see, e.g., in Refs. [3, 5, 22]). However, for simplicity, in the present
paper, using the CJT effective action method, we investigate the possibility of the dynamic occurrence of only four of
them within the framework of the simplest (2+1)-D GN model (1). (The dynamical emergence of other mass terms
can be analized in a similar way.) The dynamic appearance of each of the masses corresponds to the fact that a
spontaneous breakdown of one or another discrete symmetry (or their combination) occurs, and that the system has
passed into a certain well-defined phase. For example, in one of these phases, the usual Dirac mass of fermions is
generated dynamically, and spontaneous breaking of discrete chiral symmetries Γ5 and Γ3 (see definition in Eq. (2))
of the original Lagrangian (1) occurs. The other phase is characterized by a dynamical generation of a mass order
parameter called the Haldane fermion mass which violates the spatial parity P , etc. Which of these phases is realized
in the system depends on the behavior of the bare coupling constant G(Λ) vs cutoff parameter Λ.
The paper is organized as follows. Section II presents the N -flavor massless (2+1)-dimensional Gross-Neveu model

symmetric with respect to chiral Γ5 and Γ3 as well as parity P discrete transformations. In addition, the CJT
effective action Γ(S) of the composite bilocal and bifermion operator ψ(x)ψ(y) is constructed here, which is actually the
functional of the full fermionic propagator S(x, y). In real situations, the propagator is a translation invariant solution
of the stationary Schwinger-Dyson-type equation of the CJT effective action. In this section, the unrenormalized
expression for Γ(S) is obtained up to a first order in the coupling constant G. Based on this expression, we show
in section III (section IV) that there exists a renormalized, i.e. without ultraviolet divergences, solution of the
Schwinger-Dyson-type equation for the propagator corresponding to fermions with dynamically arising nonzero Dirac
mass (fermions with Haldane mass). Finally, in Section V the possibility for dynamical generation of the mass term of
the form

(

m5ψiγ
5ψ +m3ψiγ

3ψ
)

is established in the system. In each of these phases of the model, the renormalization
and dynamic appearance of the fermion mass occurs due to a specific behavior of the bare coupling constant G vs
cutoff parameter (each phase has its own behavior of G).

II. (2+1)-DIMENSIONAL GN MODEL AND ITS CJT EFFECTIVE ACTION

A. Model, its symmetries, etc

The Lagrangian of the simplest massless and N -flavor (2+1)-dimensional GN model under consideration has the
following form

L = ψkγ
νi∂νψk +

G

2N

(

ψkψk

)2
, (1)

where for each k = 1, ..., N the field ψk ≡ ψk(t, x, y) is a (reducible) four-component Dirac spinor (its spinor indices
are omitted in Eq. (1)), γν (ν = 0, 1, 2) are 4×4 matrices acting in this four-dimensional spinor space (the algebra
of these γ-matrrices and their particular representation used in the present paper is given in Appendix A, where the
matrices γ3, γ5 and τ = −iγ3γ5 are also introduced), and the summation over repeated k- and ν-indices is assumed in
Eq. (1) and below. The bare coupling constant G has a dimension of [mass]−1. As discussed, e.g., in Refs. [3, 6], at
N = 2 the model provides a fairly good description of the low-energy physics of graphene in the continuum limit. But
we consider the N -flavor variant of the GN model in order to compare its phase structure obtained in the framework
of the CJT effective approach with the results of the large-N investigation [11]. So the model (1) is invariant under
U(N) (but in the following this symmetry remains intact). More important for us is that the Lagrangian is invariant
under three discrete transformations, two of them are the so-called chiral transformations Γ5 and Γ3,

Γ5 : ψk(t, x, y) → γ5ψk(t, x, y); ψk(t, x, y) → −ψk(t, x, y)γ
5,

Γ3 : ψk(t, x, y) → γ3ψk(t, x, y); ψk(t, x, y) → −ψk(t, x, y)γ
3. (2)

The rest one is the space reflection, or parity, transformation P under which (t, x, y) → (t,−x, y) 2 and

P : ψk(t, x, y) → γ5γ1ψk(t,−x, y); ψk(t, x, y) → ψk(t,−x, y)γ
5γ1. (3)

Due to the symmetry of the model (1) with respect to each of the discrete Γ5, Γ3 and P transformations, different
mass terms are prohibited to appear in this Lagrangian. Indeed, the most popular mass term has the form mDψkψk

(for it we use the notation Dirac mass term), but it breaks both, Γ5 and Γ3, chiral symmetries of the model. There
is another well-known expression for fermion mass that is often discussed in the literature. This is a mass term of
the form mHψkτψk (recall, here the 4×4 matrix τ is defined in Appendix A) and sometimes it is refered to as the

2 In 2+1 dimensions, parity corresponds to inverting only one spatial axis [1, 21], since the inversion of both axes is equivalent to rotating
the entire space by π.
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Haldane mass term (see, e.g., in Refs. [6, 22]). 3 But nonzero Haldane mass mH breaks the parity P invariance
of the model (although it is chirally Γ5 and Γ3 symmetric). There exist two another mass terms, im3ψkγ

3ψk and
im5ψkγ

5ψk, the dynamical generation of which we are also going to study here. The first one breaks Γ3 symmetry
(but invariant under Γ5 and P), whereas the second mass term is not invariant under Γ5 and P transformations (but
it is Γ3 symmetrical). So the Dirac mD, Haldane mH and m3,m5 masses can not be added by hand to the chirally
Γ5, Γ3 and parity P invariant Lagrangian (1), etc.
Nevertheless, as can be seen from the analysis of the phase structure of the model (1) carried out up to a first order

in G within the framework of the CJT composite operator approach (see in the text below), all the above-mentioned
masses may be dynamically induced. This means that, depending on which behavior mode is chosen for the bare
coupling constant G ≡ G(Λ) vs the cutoff regularization parameter Λ, the model can dynamically generate a phase
with one or another nonzero fermion mass. In particular, in order to generate the Dirac mass in the model, the bare
coupling G(Λ) should be positive at sufficiently high values of Λ and behaves like in Eq. (20), whereas to obtain the
phase with mH 6= 0 the bare coupling G(Λ) vs Λ should have a negative sign (see in Eq. (30)), etc.

B. CJT effective action

Let us define Z(K), the generating functional of the Green’s functions of bilocal fermion-antifermion composite

operators
∑N

k=1 ψ
α

k (x)ψkβ(y) in the framework of a (2+1)D GN model (1) (the corresponding technique for theories
with four-fermion interaction is elaborated in details, e.g., in Ref. [20]) 4,

Z(K) ≡ exp(iNW (K)) =

∫

DψkDψk exp
(

i
[

I(ψ, ψ) +

∫

d3xd3yψ
α

k (x)K
β
α(x, y)ψkβ(y)

])

, (4)

where α, β = 1, 2, 3, 4 are spinor indices,Kβ
α(x, y) is a bilocal source of the fermion bilinear composite field ψ̄α

k (x)ψkβ(y)
(recall that in all expressions the summation over repeated indices is assumed). 5 Moreover, I(ψ̄, ψ) =

∫

Ld3x, where
L is the Lagrangian (1) of a (2+1)-dimensional GN model under consideration. It is evident that

I(ψ, ψ) =

∫

d3xd3yψ
α

k (x)D
β
α(x, y)ψkβ(y) + Iint(ψ

α

kψkβ), Dβ
α(x, y) = (γν)

β
α i∂νδ

3(x − y),

Iint =
G

2N

∫

d3x
(

ψ̄kψk

)2
=

G

2N

∫

d3xd3td3ud3vδ3(x − t)δ3(t− u)δ3(u− v)ψ
α

k (x)δ
β
αψkβ(t)ψ

ρ

l (u)δ
ξ
ρψlξ(v). (5)

Note that in Eq. (5) and below δ3(x−y) (and similar expressions) denotes the three-dimensional Dirac delta function.
There is an alternative expression for Z(K) = exp(iNW (K)),

exp(iNW (K)) = exp
(

iIint

(

− i
δ

δK

))

∫

DψkDψk exp
(

i

∫

d3xd3yψk(x)
[

D(x, y) +K(x, y)
]

ψk(y)
)

= exp
(

iIint

(

− i
δ

δK

))[

det
(

D(x, y) +K(x, y)
)

]N

= exp
(

iIint

(

− i
δ

δK

))

exp
[

NTr ln
(

D(x, y) +K(x, y)
)

]

, (6)

where instead of each bilinear form ψ̄α
k (s)ψkβ(t) appearing in Iint of the Eq. (5) we use a variational derivative

−iδ/δKβ
α(s, t). Moreover, the Tr-operation in Eq. (6) means the trace both over spacetime and spinor coordinates.

The effective action (or CJT effective action) of the composite bilocal and bispinor operator ψ̄α
k (x)ψkβ(y) is defined

as a functional Γ(S) of the full fermion propagator Sα
β (x, y) by a Legendre transformation of the functional W (K)

entering in Eqs. (4) and (6),

Γ(S) =W (K)−

∫

d3xd3ySα
β (x, y)K

β
α(y, x), (7)

3 The appearance of the Haldane mass term is related to the parity anomaly in (2+1) dimensions, to generation of the Chern-Simons
topological mass of gauge fields [23, 24], as well as to the integer quantum Hall effect in planar condensed matter systems without
external magnetic field, etc [25].

4 Moreover, we should note that in Ref. [19] the CJT composite operator approach was applied to (1+1)D GN model.
5 We denote a matrix element of an arbitrary matrix (operator) Â acting in the four dimensional spinor space by the symbol Aα

β
, where

the upper (low) index α(β) is the column (row) number of the matrix Â. In particular, the matrix elements of any γµ matrix is denoted
by (γµ)α

β
.
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where

Sα
β (x, y) =

δW (K)

δKβ
α(y, x)

. (8)

Taking into account the relation (4), it is clear that S(x, y) is the full fermion propagator at K(x, y) = 0. Hence, in
order to construct the CJT effective action Γ(S) of Eq. (7), it is necessary to solve Eq. (8) with respect to K and
then to use the obtained expression for K (it is a functional of S) in Eq. (7). It is clear from the definition (7)-(8)
that

δΓ(S)

δSα
β (x, y)

=

∫

d3ud3v
δW (K)

δKµ
ν (u, v)

δKµ
ν (u, v)

δSα
β (x, y)

−Kβ
α(y, x)−

∫

d3ud3vSν
µ(v, u)

δKµ
ν (u, v)

δSα
β (x, y)

. (9)

(In Eq. (9) and below, the Greek letters α, β, µ, ν, etc, also denote the spinor indices, i.e. α, ...ν, ... = 1, ..., 4.) Now,
due to the relation (8), it is easy to see that the first term in Eq. (9) cansels there the last term, so

δΓ(S)

δSα
β (x, y)

= −Kβ
α(y, x). (10)

Hence, in the true GN theory, in which bilocal sources Kβ
α(y, x) are zero, the full fermion propagator is a solution of

the following stationary equation,

δΓ(S)

δSα
β (x, y)

= 0. (11)

Note that in the nonperturbative CJT approach the stationary/gap equation (11) for fermion propagator Sβ
α(x, y) is

indeed a Schwinger–Dyson equation [20]. Further, in order to simplify the calculations and obtain specific information
about the phase structure of the model, we calculate the effective action (7) up to a first order in the coupling G. In
this case (see in Appendix B)

Γ(S) = −iTr ln
(

− iS−1
)

+

∫

d3xd3ySα
β (x, y)D

β
α(y, x)

+
G

2

∫

d3x
[

trS(x, x)
]2

−
G

2N

∫

d3x tr
[

S(x, x)S(x, x)
]

. (12)

Notice that in Eq. (12) the symbol tr means the trace of an operator over spinor indices only, but Tr is the trace
operation both over spacetime coordinates and spinor indices. Moreover, there the operator D(x, y) is introduced in
Eq. (5). The stationary equation (11) for the CJT effective action (12) looks like

0 = i
[

S−1
]β

α
(x, y) +Dβ

α(x, y) +Gδβαδ
3(x − y) trS(x, y)−

G

N
Sβ
α(x, y)δ

3(x− y). (13)

Now suppose that S(x, y) is a translationary invariant operator. Then

Sβ
α(x, y) ≡ Sβ

α(z) =

∫

d3p

(2π)3
Sβ
α(p)e

−ipz , Sβ
α(p) =

∫

d3zSβ
α(z)e

ipz ,

(

S−1
)β

α
(x, y) ≡

(

S−1
)β

α
(z) =

∫

d3p

(2π)3
(S−1)βα(p)e

−ipz , (14)

where z = x− y and Sβ
α(p) is a Fourier transformation of Sβ

α(z). After Fourier transformation the Eq. (13) takes the
form

(S−1)βα(p)− ipν(γ
ν)βα = iGδβα

∫

d3q

(2π)3
trS(q)− i

G

N

∫

d3q

(2π)3
Sβ
α(q). (15)

It is clear from Eq. (15) that in the framework of the four-fermion model (1) the Schwinger-Dyson equation for
fermion propagator S(p) reads in the first order in G like the Hartree-Fock equation for its self-energy operator Σ(p).
In particular, the first and second terms on the right-hand side of Eq. (15) are, respectively, the so-called Hartree
and Fock contributions to the fermion self energy (for details, see, e.g., the section 4.3.1 in Ref. [26]).
Finally note that both the CJT effective action (12) and its stationary equation (13)-(15), in which G is a bare

coupling constant, contain ultraviolet divergences and need to be renormalized. In the next sections, using different
ansatzes for propagator S(p), we find the corresponding modes of the coupling constant G ≡ G(Λ) behavior, such
that there occurs a renormalization of the gap equation (15) and it is possible to obtain its final solution in the limit
Λ → ∞.
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III. POSSIBILITY FOR DYNAMICAL GENERATION OF THE DIRAC MASS

As it is noted in the previous sections, in three spacetime dimensions there are several alternatives for choosing
a fermionic mass term of the Lagrangian when fermions are transformed, as in the present consideration, according
to a reducible four-component spinor representation of the Lorentz group (see, e.g., in Appendix A). One of them
is the so-called Dirac mass term mDψkψk. Recall that it is P invariant but breaks chiral invariances Γ5 and Γ3.
Therefore, Dirac mass term can arise in the model (1) only nonperturbatively, i.e. within the framework of one or
another nonperturbative approach. And in the present section we study just this possibility in the framework of
the nonperturbative CJT approach to the model (1). So we seek the solution S(p) (which is some matrix in the
4-dimensional spinor space) of the Eq. (15) in the form

S−1(p) = i(p̂+mD), i.e. S(p) = −i
p̂−mD

p2 −m2
D

, (16)

where p2 = p20 − p21 − p22, p̂ ≡ pνγ
ν and the Dirac mass mD is some unknown quantity. Substituting the expression

(16) into Eq. (15), we obtain for mD the following gap equation

mD = imD

(

4G−
G

N

)
∫

d3p

(2π)3
1

p2 −m2
D

, (17)

where we took into acount that tr p̂ = 0, tr mD = 4mD and
∫

d3p
(2π)3

p̂
p2

−m2

D

= 0. After a Wick rotation to Euclidean

energy-momentum in Eq. (17), i.e., p0 → ip0, we see that mD should obey the equation (in which p2 = p20 + p21 + p22)

mD

G
= mD

(

4−
1

N

)
∫

d3p

(2π)3
1

p2 +m2
D

. (18)

The gap equation (18) contains an ultraviolet (UV) divergent integral, i.e. we have to first of all regularize this equa-

tion. It can be done by using there the spherical coordinate system when
∫

d3pf(
√

p20 + p21 + p22) = 4π
∫

∞

0
p2dpf(p)

and p =
√

p20 + p21 + p22. Then, cutting the obtained one-dimensional UV-divergent integral by Λ, we have for mD the
regularized gap equation

mD

G
= mD

4N − 1

2Nπ2

∫ Λ

0

p2

p2 +m2
D

dp = mD
4N − 1

2Nπ2

(

Λ− |mD|
π

2
+mDO

(mD

Λ

))

. (19)

The gap equation (19) is an UV divergent at Λ → ∞. This UV divergence can be removed from the CJT effective
action (12) itself (and in particular from the gap equation (19)), if one demand (which is clear from the form of Eq.
(19)) that the bare coupling constant G ≡ G(Λ) has the following dependence on the cutoff parameter Λ,

1

G(Λ)
=

4N − 1

2Nπ2

(

Λ + gD
π

2
+ gDO

(gD
Λ

))

, (20)

where gD is a finite Λ-independent and renormalization group invariant quantity with dimension of mass. Instead
of the bare coupling constant G, the parameter gD can be considered as a new free parameter of the model. Now,
substituting Eq. (20) into Eq. (19) we obtain in the limit Λ → ∞ a finite, i.e. renormalized, equation for Dirac mass
mD,

mD(gD + |mD|) = 0 (21)

from which it is clear that at gD > 0 only a trivial solution of the gap equation (18)-(21) exists, mD = 0, i.e. the
dynamical generation of the fermion mass is impossible. However, at gD < 0 there are two solutions, (i) mD = 0 and
(ii) mD = −gD, of the gap equation (21). To find which of the solutions of the gap equation is more preferable in this
case, it is necessary to consider the so-called CJT effective potential V (S) of the model which is defined on the basis
of the CJT effective action (12) by the following relation [16, 18]

V (S)

∫

d3x ≡ −Γ(S)
∣

∣

∣

transl.−inv. S(x,y)
, (22)

where S(x, y) is a translation invariant quantity, i.e. S(x, y) ≡ S(x − y), as assumed in Eqs. (14) and (16). It is
evident that for arbitrary values of the bare coupling constant G the CJT effective potential (22) is UV-divergent
unrenormalized quantity. However, if G is constrained by the condition (20), then all UV divergences of V (S) are
eliminated, and for fermion propagator of the form (16) it looks like

V (S) ≡ V (mD) =
1

6π

(

2|mD|
3 + 3gDm

2
D

)

(23)
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(notice that this expression is valid up to unessential mD-independent infinite constant). Hence, we see that at
gD < 0 V (mD = 0) = 0 and it is larger than V (mD = −gD) = −|gD|

3/(6π). So one can conclude that if bare coupling
constant G(Λ) behaves vs Λ as in Eq. (20), then at gD < 0 a Dirac mass mD equal to (−gD) is generated dynamically
in the system and for this particular behavior of G(Λ) vs Λ the phase with spontaneous breaking of chiral symmetries
(2) is realized in the system.
Note that the phase structure of the GN model (1) can also be investigated within the framework of the large-N

expansion technique, where it is supposed that at N → ∞ the bare coupling constant G → const 6= 0. And it was
shown in a lot of papers (see, e.g., in Refs. [11–13]) that in this case the dynamical generation of the Dirac mass and
spontaneous breaking of the discrete chiral symmetries (2) takes place in the leading order of the large-N expansion.
In the present section we have shown that qualitatively the same result is obtained in the first order in G within
the CJT composite operator approach, if coupling constant is constrained by the condition (20). Since in this case
G → const at N → ∞, we may conclude that the CJT composite operator approach reproduces the results of the
large-N expansion technique.
In conclusion, about one more property of the GN model (1), considered in the CJT effective action approach. It

follows from the condition (20), which leads to renormalizability of the model 6, as well as to dynamical generation
of a nonzero Dirac mass and the appearance of a phase with spontaneous breaking of chiral symmetries Γ5 and Γ3

(2). Using relation (20), it can be shown that there exists a nonzero UV-stable fixed point λD in the model. It is
associated with a so-called Callan-Simanzik β(λ)-function defined by the relation (see, e.g., in Sec. 2.7 of Ref. [11])

β(λ) = Λ∂λ/∂Λ, (24)

where λ ≡ ΛG(Λ) is the dimensionless bare coupling of the model (1). Using in Eq. (24) the relation (20) for G(Λ),
it is possible to obtain

β(λ) =
λ

λD
(λD − λ), (25)

where λD = 2Nπ2

4N−1 is a zero of the β(λ) function, and it is an UV-stable fixed point of the model. It means that in the

continuum limit (large Λ) the dimensionless bare coupling λ(Λ) approaches ultraviolet fixed point λD. This feature
of the coupling constant λ(Λ) can be easily seen directly from Eq. (20) at Λ → ∞. Moreover, it is also clear from Eq.
(20) that at rather large values of Λ the relation λ(Λ) − λD ∼ −gD/Λ is valid. As a result, we see that at λ > λD
the chiral symmetry breaking phase is realized (since in this case gD must be negative), but at rather small values of
the dimensionless bare coupling λ (< λD) the symmetry of the model remains intact, since in this case the relation
gD > 0 must be fulfilled.

IV. POSSIBILITY FOR DYNAMICAL GENERATION OF THE HALDANE MASS

Let us now explore the possibility that the solution of the gap equation (15) has the form

S−1(p) = i(p̂+ τmH), i.e. S(p) = −i
p̂− τmH

p2 −m2
H

, (26)

where τ is the 4×4 matrix presented by Eq. (A6) (see in Appendix A) and other notations are the same as in
the formula (16). In this case the so-called Haldane mass mH could arise dynamically and, as a result, the parity
P-odd phase could be realized in the system (but chiral symmetries (2) are not broken spontaneously in this phase).
Substituting Eq. (26) into Eq. (15), we obtain for mH the following gap equation

mH = −
imHG

N

∫

d3p

(2π)3
1

p2 −m2
H

, (27)

where we took into acount that tr p̂ = 0, tr τ = 0 and
∫

d3p
(2π)3

p̂
p2−m2 = 0. After a Wick rotation in Eq. (27) to

Euclidean energy-momentum, i.e. p0 → ip0, we see that mH should obey the equation (in which p2 = p20 + p21 + p22)

mH

G
= −

mH

N

∫

d3p

(2π)3
1

p2 +m2
H

, (28)

6 At least in the first order in G of the nonperturbative effective action approach for composite operators.
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Using in the three-dimensional integral of Eq. (28) the spherical coordinate system (see the remark just after Eq.
(18)), it is possible to reduce it to a one-dimensional UV-divergent intergral. Cutting it by Λ, we have for mH the
following regularized gap equation

mH

G
=

−mH

2Nπ2

∫ Λ

0

p2

p2 +m2
H

dp =
−mH

2Nπ2

(

Λ− |mH |
π

2
+mHO

(mH

Λ

))

. (29)

The UV divergence can be removed from the gap equation (29) if we require (it is clear from the form of this equation)
the following behavior of the bare coupling constant G ≡ G(Λ) vs Λ,

1

G(Λ)
=

−1

2Nπ2

(

Λ + gH
π

2
+ gHO

(gH
Λ

))

, (30)

where gH is a finite Λ-independent and renormalization group invariant quantity. It can be considered as a new free
parameter of the model. Now, comparing the Eqs. (30) and (29), we obtain in the limit Λ → ∞ for the Haldane mass
mH the following renormalized, i.e. without UV divergences, gap equation

mH(gH + |mH |) = 0. (31)

Hence, at gH > 0 only a trivial solution of the gap equation (31) exists, mH = 0, and symmetry of the model remains
intact. However, at gH < 0 there are two solutions, (i) mH = 0 and (ii) mH = −gH , of this gap equation. To find
which of the solutions of the gap equation is more preferable in this case, it is necessary to compare the corresponding
values of the CJT effective potential (22). Using in the formula (12) for Γ(S) the expressions (26) and (30) for fermion
propagator S(x− y) and bare coupling constant G, respectively, one can obtain in this case, due to the relation (22),
the following CJT effective potential at Λ → ∞ (up to unessential mH -independent infinite constant)

V (S) ≡ V (mH) =
1

6π

(

2|mH |3 + 3gHm
2
H

)

. (32)

Then, it is clear from Eq. (32) that at gH < 0 V (mH = −gH) = −|gH |3/(6π), and this quantity is smaller than
V (mH = 0) = 0. This allows us to conclude that if in the original model (1) the bare coupling constant G behaves
vs Λ like expression (30) and gH < 0, then the system undergoes a dynamic generation of the Haldane mass, i.e. a
phase with spontaneous violation of parity P is realized.
Let us now discuss the possibility of dynamically generating this phase in terms of the dimensionless bare coupling

constant λ ≡ λ(Λ) = ΛG(Λ), where G(Λ) is given by Eq. (30). It is clear that in this case for a sufficiently high values
of Λ ≫ |gH | both the dimensional bare coupling G(Λ) and the dimensionless coupling λ are negative. In addition,
it easy to see that at Λ → ∞ the dimensionless bare coupling λ tends to the quantity λH = −2Nπ2, which is called
the UV-stable fixed point of the model, and it is the zero of the Callan-Simanzik β(λ) = Λ∂λ/∂Λ function. (Notice
that in the case under consideration, the β(λ)-function has the same form as one from Eq. (25), in which λD must
be replaced by λH .) Then the relation

λ(Λ) − λH ∼
2π2NgH

Λ
(33)

can be obtained. It follows from Eq. (33) that on the negative λ-semiaxis the UV-fixed point λH separates the
symmetric phase from the one where the parity P is spontaneously broken. Indeed, if λ < λH then, as it is clear from
Eq. (33), gH must be negative, which corresponds to P-odd phase with dynamical generation of the Haldane mass
mH , while at λ > λH we have gH > 0 and symmetric phase of the model (see the text below Eq. (31)).
Since λH → −∞ at N → ∞, we may conclude that in the limit of large N the (2+1)-D GN model (1) cannot

have a P-odd phase and Haldane mass cannot arise dynamically, i.e. in this limit for arbitrary negative values λ only
symmetric phase can be realized. In other words, the generation of the Haldane mass in the model (1) is the effect
which cannot be observed in the leading order of the 1/N -expansion technique. The similar result was obtained in
Ref. [27] where it was proved in the framework of (2+1)-D quantum electrodynamics that using the large-N expansion
method it is not possible to observe spontaneous parity breaking as well as the Haldane mass generation.

V. POSSIBILITY FOR DYNAMICAL GENERATION OF THE m5 AND m3 MASS TERMS

Finally, let us explore the possibility that the solution of the gap equation (15) has the form

S−1(p) = i(p̂+ iγ5m5 + iγ3m3), i.e. S(p) = −i
p̂+ iγ5m5 + iγ3m3

p2 − (m2
3 +m2

5)
. (34)

It corresponds to a dynamically generated mass term of the form M =
(

m5ψkiγ
5ψk +m3ψkiγ

3ψk

)

in the Lagrangian

(1) (the Hermitian matrices γ3,5 are presented in Appendix A). Since we suppose that m5 and m3 are some real
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numbers, this mass term is a Hermitian one. And it is not invariant under each of the discrete transformations (2)
or (3) (at nonzero m3 and m5). Substituting Eq. (34) into Eq. (15) and taking into account the technical details
discussed in previous two sections, one can obtain for m3 and m5 the following system of gap equations

m3 =
im3G

N

∫

d3p

(2π)3
1

p2 − (m2
3 +m2

5)
,

m5 =
im5G

N

∫

d3p

(2π)3
1

p2 − (m2
3 +m2

5)
. (35)

After a Wick rotation in Eq. (35) to Euclidean energy-momentum, i.e. p0 → ip0, we see that (m3,m5) should obey
the equation system (in which p2 = p20 + p21 + p22)

m3

G
=

m3

N

∫

d3p

(2π)3
1

p2 + (m2
3 +m2

5)
,

m5

G
=

m5

N

∫

d3p

(2π)3
1

p2 + (m2
3 +m2

5)
. (36)

This system of equations contains UV-divergent integrals, i.e. it is unrenormalized. For its regularization, we use, as
in the two previous sections, the spherical coordinate system and reduce the three-dimensional integral of Eqs. (36)
to one-dimensional UV-divergent intergral (see the remark just after Eq. (18)). Cutting off the region of integration
in it by Λ, we have for (m3,m5) the following regularized gap equations

m3

G
=

m3

2Nπ2

∫ Λ

0

p2

p2 +m2
3 +m2

5

dp,

m5

G
=

m5

2Nπ2

∫ Λ

0

p2

p2 +m2
3 +m2

5

dp. (37)

Notice that at Λ → ∞ an integral term in Eqs. (37) has the following asymptotic expansion

∫ Λ

0

p2

p2 +m2
3 +m2

5

dp = Λ−
π

2

√

m2
3 +m2

5 +
√

m2
3 +m2

5O

(

√

m2
3 +m2

5

Λ

)

. (38)

Hence, taking into account the expansion (38), the UV divergence can be removed from the gap equations (37) if
we require (it is clear from the form of this equation system) the following behavior of the bare coupling constant
G ≡ G(Λ) vs Λ,

1

G(Λ)
=

1

2Nπ2

(

Λ + g
π

2
+ gO

( g

Λ

))

, (39)

where g is a finite Λ-independent and renormalization group invariant quantity, and it can also be considered as a
new free parameter of the model. Now, comparing Eqs. (39) and (37), we obtain in the limit Λ → ∞ the following
renormalized, i.e. without UV divergences, gap equations for the masses m3 and m5

m3

(

g +
√

m2
3 +m2

5

)

= 0,

m5

(

g +
√

m2
3 +m2

5

)

= 0. (40)

Hence, at g > 0 only a trivial solution of the gap equations (40) exists, m3 = m5 = 0, and symmetry of the model
remains intact. However, at g < 0 there are two solutions, (i) m3 = 0,m5 = 0 and (ii) m3 = |g| cosα,m5 = |g| sinα
(where 0 ≤ α ≤ π/2 is some arbitrary fixed angle), of the system (40) of gap equations. To find which of the solutions,
(i) or (ii), is more preferable in this case, it is necessary to compare the corresponding values of the CJT effective
potential V (S) (22). It can be easily found if in the expression (12) for Γ(S) we use the propagator S(x − y) and
the bare coupling constant G(Λ), given by formulas (34) and (39), respectively. After a series of simple calculations,
we obtain in this case the following CJT effective potential at Λ → ∞ (up to unessential m3- and m5-independent
infinite constant)

V (S) ≡ V (m3,m5) =
1

6π

(

2(m2
3 +m2

5)
3/2 + 3g(m2

3 +m2
5)
)

. (41)

It is clear from Eq. (41) that at g < 0 effective potential takes on the solution (ii) the value −|g|3/(6π), and this
quantity is smaller than V (m3 = 0,m5 = 0) = 0. This allows us to conclude that if in the original model (1) the
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bare coupling constant G behaves vs Λ like in the expression (39) with g < 0, then the system undergoes a dynamic
generation of the m3 = |g| cosα and m5 = |g| sinα masses, i.e. a phase with spontaneous violation of all discrete
symmetries (2) and (3) is realized in the model (if α 6= 0, π/2). But if α = 0 then only m3 mass is generated and Γ3

chiral symmetry is dynamically violated. However, at α = π/2 only m5 mass appears dynamically and in this phase
both chiral Γ5 and parity P are broken spontaneously. Finally notice that at g < 0 in all above mentioned cases, i.e.
at arbitrary values of angle parameter α, the genuine physical fermion mass, which is indeed a pole of the fermion
propagator (34), is equal to

√

m2
3 +m2

5 = |g|.
In terms of dimensionless bare coupling constant λ ≡ λ(Λ) = ΛG(Λ), where G(Λ) is given by Eq. (39), the situation

looks as follows. It is clear that in this case for a sufficiently high values of Λ ≫ |g| both the dimensional bare coupling
G(Λ) and the dimensionless coupling λ are positive. In addition, it easy to see that at Λ → ∞ the dimensionless
bare coupling λ tends to the quantity λ35 ≡ 2Nπ2, which is the UV-stable fixed point of the model, and it is the
zero of the Callan-Simanzik β(λ) = Λ∂λ/∂Λ function. (Notice that in the case under consideration, i.e. when G(Λ)
is defined by Eq. (39), the β(λ)-function has the same form as one from Eq. (25), in which λD must be replaced by
λ35.) Then the relation

λ− λ35 ∼ −
2π2Ng

Λ
(42)

can be obtained. It follows from Eq. (42) that on the positive λ-semiaxis the UV-fixed point λ35 separates the
symmetric phase from the one in which fermions are massive. Indeed, if λ > λ35 then, as it is clear from Eq.
(42), the parameter g must be negative, which corresponds to a dynamical generation of the mass term M =
(

m5ψiγ
5ψ +m3ψiγ

3ψ
)

in the Lagrangian (which indeed corresponds to a physical fermion mass equal to |g|), while
at λ < λ35 we have g > 0 from Eq. (42) and symmetric phase of the model (see the text below Eq. (40)).

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In the present paper we have studied phase structure of the N -flavored massless (2+1)-dimensional GN model
(1), using a bilocal source formalism in order to construct the CJT effective action Γ(S) (7) for the composite
bifermion operator ψk(x)ψk(y). (Of course, in this case the number of fermionic multiplets could be fixed from the
very beginning, but since we want to compare the results of the CJT approach with large-N expansion method,
throughout the paper N is a free parameter.) In fact, Γ(S) is a functional of a full fermion propagator S(x, y) (see in
the section II), and in this case, in order to find the true fermion propagator of the original GN model and to determine
what kind of fermionic mass term can arise dynamically in the model (1), it is sufficient to solve the corresponding
stationarity (gap) equation (11) for the functional Γ(S).
Note that in (2+1)-D condensed matter systems up to 36 different order parameters bilinear in Fermi fields, or mass

terms, can exist [22]. So for simplicity, in this paper we have considered dynamical emergence of only four of them,
Dirac mDψkψk, Haldane mHψkτψk or of the form m5ψkiγ

5ψk and m3ψkiγ
3ψk (see the corresponding definitions

in section II A), within the framework of the simplest GN model using the CJT composite operator approach. The
appearance of other possible masses can be analyzed in a similar way (including models with a more complex four-
fermion structure).
Moreover, the study of the occurrence of each of the above-mentioned masses of fermions is carried out, for simplicity,

using the CJT effective action and its gap equation calculated up to the first order in the coupling constant G (see,
respectively, Eqs. (12) and (13)). Then, assuming a translational invariance of the fermionic propagator S(x, y) in
each of the cases under investigation, we conclude:
(i) Finite renormalized, i.e. without ultraviolet divergences, gap equation (21) for the Dirac mass mD arises only

when the bare coupling constant G ≡ G(Λ) has a dependence on the cutoff parameter Λ presented by the formula
(20). In this case, only at gD < 0 the Dirac mass mD can arise dynamically and it looks like mD = −gD, where
gD is a finite and renormalization group invariant quantity with dimension of mass. At sufficiently high values of
the cutoff parameter Λ, the dimensionless bare coupling constant λ ≡ ΛG(Λ) is always a positive quantity such that

λ→ λD ≡ 2Nπ2

4N−1 at Λ → ∞, where λD is the so-called UV-stable fixed point of the model. Moreover, in this case only

at λ > λD the chiral symmetry breaking occurs and fermions acquire dynamically the nonzero Dirac mass mD (at
λ < λD we have mD ≡ 0). As a result, we see that if G(Λ) vs Λ is defined by Eq. (20), then the phase structure of the
(2+1)-D GN model (1), considered in the framework of the CJT effective action approach for composite operators,
is qualitatively the same as if we considered it with the help of the large-N expansion technique (see, e.g., in Refs.
[11–13]).
(ii) A nontrivial and renormalized, i.e. without UV divergences, gap equation (31) for the Haldane mass mH

appears in the model only when the bare coupling constant G(Λ) vs Λ is presented by Eq. (30). Under this constraint
on G, a nonzero Haldane mass mH can arise dynamically only at gH < 0, when mH = −gH , and in the model a
phase is realized in which spatial parity P is broken spontaneously. It should be noted that within the framework of
the (2+1)-D GN model (1), this phase is allowed to exist only at finite values of N when the CJT effective action
method for composite operators [16–20] is used. The phase cannot be noticed in the model (1), for example, in the
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framework of a well-known large-N expansion method, etc. In this case, i.e. when G(Λ) vs Λ is defined by Eq. (30),
the dimensionless bare coupling λ ≡ ΛG(Λ) is negative and λ → λH ≡ −2π2N at Λ → ∞, where λH is also an
UV-fixed point of the model. Note that Haldane mass mH is generated only at λ < λH (so at N → ∞ the effect
disappears). And at λ > λH the symmetry of the model is not broken spontaneously, i.e. in this case mH ≡ 0.
Note once again that in the regime (30) of the coupling constant G(Λ), spontaneous violation of parity P occurs

in the model, and the Hadane mass mH arises dynamically. In this case, if in addition to fermions there are gauge
fields in the model (1), then due to the nonzero Haldane mass mH , the topological mass of the gauge fields is induced,
and the so-called Chern-Simons term is induced dynamically in the system [7, 23, 24]. In this case such phenomena
as quantum Hall effect, exotic statistics and fractional spin as well as high-temperature superconductivity can be
observed (see, e.g., the discussion in Refs. [7, 8]).
(iii) Finally, in section V we have investigated, using the CJT effective action approach, the possibility for dynamical

generation of the mass term M = (m5ψkiγ
5ψk+m3ψkiγ

3ψk) which in fact involves two qualitatively different fermion
masses,m5 andm3. It turns out that this effect can manifest itself only when the bare coupling constant G(Λ) behaves
vs Λ as in Eq. (39), i.e. it is a positive quantity. In this case both the CJT effective action Γ(S) and its stationary
equations can be renormalized (also in the first order in G), and one can find finite expressions for m5 and m3 such

that
√

m2
3 +m2

5 = |g| when g < 0 (note that g appears in Eq. (39) as a renormalization group invariant free parameter
of the model). In this phase all discrete symmetries (2) and (3) of the model are spontaneously broken down, and

fermions aquire dynamically a mass MF ≡
√

m2
3 +m2

5 equal to |g| (it is a singularity of the fermion propagator (34)).
Note that if g > 0 then MF = 0. In this case, i.e. when G(Λ) vs Λ is defined by Eq. (39), the dimensionless bare
coupling λ ≡ ΛG(Λ) is positive and λ → λ35 ≡ 2π2N at Λ → ∞, where λ35 is also an UV-fixed point of the model.
The fermion mass MF is generated only at λ > λ35 (so at N → ∞ the effect disappears, it cannot be observed, e.g.,
in the framework of 1/N technique). And at λ < λ35 the symmetry of the model is not broken spontaneously, i.e. in
this case MF ≡ 0.
As a result, we see that three different phases, discribed above in the items (i), (ii) and (iii), can be observed in

the simplest (2+1)-D GN model (1) with the help of nonperturbative CJT effective action approach for composite
operators. One of them, the phase (i), is the same that can be detected using the large-N method. Two others, the
phases (ii) and (iii), exist only at finite N and cannot be observed by 1/N expansion technique. Note also that each
of the phases is characterized by its own behavior of the bare coupling constant G(Λ) vs Λ.
Finally, let us pay attention to another important feature of our study. It is well known that (2 + 1)-D GN model

(1) is a nonrenormalizable from the point of view of the ordinary perturbation theory. But within the framework
of the large-N expansion technique, it is renormalizable since only three counterterms need to be introduced into
the model in order to eliminate all UV divergences in each order in 1/N [11]. To investigate the phase structure of
this model, we used another nonperturbative approach, the CJT composite operator method [16], and within this
approach we renormalized the model in the first order in G. However, strictly speaking, it remains unclear whether
the model is renormalizable (whether this could be done in higher orders in G) in the framework of the CJT approach.
And it can be considered as a subject of future studies.
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Appendix A: Algebra of the γ matrices in the case of SO(2,1) group

The two-dimensional irreducible representation of the (2+1)-dimensional Lorentz group SO(2,1) is realized by the
following 2× 2 γ̃-matrices:

γ̃0 = σ3 =

(

1 0
0 −1

)

, γ̃1 = iσ1 =

(

0 i
i 0

)

, γ̃2 = iσ2 =

(

0 1
−1 0

)

, (A1)

acting on two-component Dirac spinors. They have the properties:

Tr(γ̃µγ̃ν) = 2gµν ; [γ̃µ, γ̃ν ] = −2iεµναγ̃α; γ̃µγ̃ν = −iεµναγ̃α + gµν , (A2)

where gµν = gµν = diag(1,−1,−1), γ̃α = gαβγ̃
β , ε012 = 1. There is also the relation:

Tr(γ̃µγ̃ν γ̃α) = −2iεµνα. (A3)

Note that the definition of chiral symmetry is slightly unusual in (2+1)-dimensions (spin is here a pseudoscalar rather
than a (axial) vector). The formal reason is simply that there exists no other 2 × 2 matrix anticommuting with the



11

Dirac matrices γ̃ν which would allow the introduction of a γ5-matrix in the irreducible representation. The important
concept of ’chiral’ symmetries and their breakdown by mass terms can nevertheless be realized also in the framework
of (2+1)-dimensional quantum field theories by considering a four-component reducible representation for Dirac fields.
In this case the Dirac spinors ψ have the following form:

ψ(x) =

(

ψ̃1(x)

ψ̃2(x)

)

, (A4)

with ψ̃1, ψ̃2 being two-component spinors. In the reducible four-dimensional spinor representation one deals with 4×4
γ-matrices: γµ = diag(γ̃µ,−γ̃µ), where γ̃µ are given in (A1) (This particular reducible representation for γ-matrices
is used, e.g., in Ref. [21]). One can easily show, that (µ, ν = 0, 1, 2):

Tr(γµγν) = 4gµν ; γµγν = σµν + gµν ;

σµν =
1

2
[γµ, γν ] = diag(−iεµναγ̃α,−iε

µναγ̃α). (A5)

In addition to the Dirac matrices γµ (µ = 0, 1, 2) there exist two other matrices, γ3 and γ5, which anticommute with
all γµ (µ = 0, 1, 2) and with themselves

γ3 =

(

0 , I
I , 0

)

, γ5 = γ0γ1γ2γ3 = i

(

0 , −I
I , 0

)

, τ = −iγ3γ5 =

(

I , 0
0 , −I

)

(A6)

with I being the unit 2× 2 matrix.

Appendix B: Calculation of the Γ(S) up to a first order in G

1. The case G = 0

In this case exp
(

iIint
(

−i δ
δK

))

= 1, so we have from Eq. (6)

exp(iNW (K)) = exp
[

NTr ln
(

D(x, y) +K(x, y)
)

]

=⇒W (K) = −iTr ln
(

D(x, y) +K(x, y)
)

. (B1)

Now, using a well-known relation,

∂

∂α
Tr lnM(α) = TrM−1 ∂M

∂α
, (B2)

where M ≡M(α) is a matrix (see, e.g., Eq. (11.101) of Ref. [28]), we have from Eqs. (8) and (B1)

Sα
β (x, y) =

δW (K)

δKβ
α(y, x)

= −i

∫

d3sd3t
∑

µν

[

(

D +K
)

−1
]µ

ν
(s, t)

δKν
µ(t, s)

δKβ
α(y, x)

= −i

∫

d3sd3t
∑

µν

[

(

D +K
)

−1
]µ

ν
(s, t)δ3(t− y)δ3(s− x)δνβδµα = −i

[

(

D +K
)

−1
]α

β
(x, y). (B3)

Solving this relation with respect to K, we obtain

K = −iS−1 −D. (B4)

Finally, after substituting the relation (B4) into Eq. (B1) and taking into account the definition (7) of the CJT
effective action Γ(S), we have (omitting independent of S terms) for it the following expression at G = 0,

Γ(S) = −iTr ln
(

− iS−1
)

+

∫

d3xd3ySα
β (x, y)D

β
α(y, x). (B5)

Starting from the CJT effective action (B5), it is possible to obtain the stationary equation (see Eq. (11)) for the
genuine spinor propagator S of the 3-dim GN model at G = 0. Taking into account the relation (B2), it can be
presented in the following form

0 = i

∫

d3sd3t
∑

µν

[

S−1
]µ

ν
(s, t)

δSν
µ(t, s)

δSα
β (x, y)

+Dβ
α(y, x) = i

[

S−1
]β

α
(y, x) +Dβ

α(y, x), (B6)

where a trivial relation
δSν

µ(t,s)

δSα
β
(x,y) = δ3(t − x)δ3(s − y)δναδµβ is taken into consideration. Hence, in the absence of

interaction in the GN model (1), i.e. at G = 0, the stable and stationary form of the propagator is the following,
S = −iD−1, where D is presented in Eq. (5).
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2. CJT effective action in the first order in G.

In this case the functional W (K) (6) looks like (here and below we use the definition ∆ ≡ D +K)

exp(iNW (K)) =
(

1 + iIint

(

− i
δ

δK

))

exp
(

NTr ln∆
)

=
{

1− i
G

2N

∫

d3sd3td3ud3vδ3(s− t)δ3(t− u)δ3(u − v)δβα
δ

δKβ
α(s, t)

δνµ
δ

δKν
µ(u, v)

}

exp
(

NTr ln∆
)

. (B7)

In the following two relations are needed,

δTr ln∆

δKν
µ(u, v)

=
(

∆−1
)µ

ν
(v, u), (B8)

which is a consequence of Eq. (B3) or Eq. (B2), and

δ

δKβ
α(s, t)

(

∆−1
)µ

ν
(v, u) = −

∫

d3v′d3u′
∑

µ′,ν′

(

∆−1
)µ

µ′

(v, v′)
δ∆µ′

ν′ (v′, u′)

δKβ
α(s, t)

(

∆−1
)ν′

ν
(u′, u). (B9)

Taking into account in the last relation that
δ∆µ′

ν′
(v′,u′)

δKβ
α(s,t)

= δ3(v′ − s)δ3(u′ − t)δµ
′βδν′α, we have from (B9) that

δ

δKβ
α(s, t)

(

∆−1
)µ

ν
(v, u) = −

(

∆−1
)µ

β
(v, s)

(

∆−1
)α

ν
(t, u). (B10)

Applying the relations (B8) and (B10) in Eq. (B7), we obtain

exp(iNW (K)) =
{

1− i
GN

2

∫

d3s
[

tr∆−1(s, s)
]2

+ i
G

2

∫

d3s tr
[

∆−1(s, s)∆−1(s, s)
]}

exp
(

NTr ln∆
)

, (B11)

where tr means the trace operation only in the spinor space. It follows from Eq. (B11) that up to a first order of G

W (K) = −iTr ln∆−
G

2

∫

d3s
[

tr∆−1(s, s)
]2

+
G

2N

∫

d3s tr
[

∆−1(s, s)∆−1(s, s)
]

. (B12)

To find the effective action Γ(S) in the first order of G, we must use in Eq. (7), as well as in Eq. (8), the expression
(B12) for W (K). In particular, it follows from Eqs. (8) and (B12) that

Sα
β (x, y) ≡

δW (K)

δKβ
α(y, x)

= −i
(

∆−1
)α

β
(x, y) +G

∫

d3s
∑

µ

(

∆−1
)α

µ
(x, s) tr∆−1(s, s)

(

∆−1
)µ

β
(s, y)

−
G

N

∫

d3s
∑

µν

(

∆−1
)α

µ
(x, s)

(

∆−1
)µ

ν
(s, s)

(

∆−1
)ν

β
(s, y), (B13)

where the relation (B10) was applied. Now, the next problem is to express the bilocal sourse K as a function(al) of
S with a help of Eq. (B13). We will use the perturbation approarch over the coupling constant G, i.e., will suppose
that the solution of Eq. (B13) has the form

K(S) = K0 + δK, (B14)

where δK ∼ G and K0 is the solution of Eq. (B13) at G = 0, and it is given in Eq. (B4), i.e., K0 = −iS−1 − D.
Recall that ∆−1 in Eq. (B13) is indeed a functional of K, i.e., ∆−1 ≡ ∆−1(K). So, let us expand this quantity in a
Taylor series around K0 up to a first order in a small perturbation δK of Eq. (B14),

(

∆−1(K)
)α

β
(x, y) =

(

∆−1(K0)
)α

β
(x, y) +

∫

d3ud3v δKν
µ(u, v)

δ
(

∆−1(K)
)α

β
(x, y)

δKν
µ(u, v)

∣

∣

∣

K=K0

+ · · · . (B15)

Taking into account in Eq. (B15) the derivative rule (B10) as well as the trivial relation
(

∆−1(K0)
)α

β
(x, y) = iSα

β (x, y),

we obtain

(

∆−1(K)
)α

β
(x, y) = iSα

β (x, y) +

∫

d3ud3v Sα
ν (x, u)δK

ν
µ(u, v)S

µ
β (v, y) + · · · . (B16)
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After a substitution of the relation (B16) instead of a first term in the right hand side of Eq. (B13) and replacing all
∆−1 in other terms of Eq. (B13) by iS, we find the following equation on the quantity δK

∫

d3ud3v Sα
ν (x, u)δK

ν
µ(u, v)S

µ
β (v, y) = −G

∫

d3s
∑

µ

Sα
µ (x, s) trS(s, s)S

µ
β (s, y)

+
G

N

∫

d3s
∑

µν

Sα
µ (x, s)S

µ
ν (s, s)S

ν
β(s, y). (B17)

Its solution with respect to δK has the following form

δKα
β (x, y) = −Gδαβ δ

3(x− y) trS(x, x) +
G

N
Sα
β (x, x)δ

3(x− y). (B18)

As a result, we obtain, up to a first order in G, the solution K of the equation (B13),

Kα
β (x, y) = −i

(

S−1
)α

β
(x, y)−Dα

β (x, y)−Gδαβ δ
3(x − y) trS(x, x) +

G

N
Sα
β (x, x)δ

3(x− y). (B19)

Substituting Eq. (B19) in a definition (7) of the CJT effective action, we have for Γ(S) in the first order of G the
expression (12).

[1] G. W. Semenoff and L. C. R. Wijewardhana, Phys. Rev. Lett. 63, 2633 (1989).
[2] G. W. Semenoff, I. A. Shovkovy and L. C. R. Wijewardhana, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 13, 1143 (1998); K. G. Klimenko,

B. V. Magnitsky and A. S. Vshivtsev, Nuovo Cim. A 107, 439 (1994).
[3] V. P. Gusynin, S. G. Sharapov and J. P. Carbotte, Int. J. Mod. Phys. B 21, 4611 (2007).
[4] A. J. Chaves, G. D. Lima, W. de Paula, C. E. Cordeiro, A. Delfino, T. Frederico and O. Oliveira, Phys. Rev. B 83, 153405

(2011).
[5] D. Mesterhazy, J. Berges, and L. von Smekal, Phys. Rev. B 86, 245431 (2012).
[6] D. Ebert, K. G. Klimenko, P. B. Kolmakov and V. C. Zhukovsky, Annals Phys. 371, 254 (2016); D. Ebert and D. Blaschke,

PTEP 2019, no.12, 123I01 (2019).
[7] A. S. Vshivtsev, B. V. Magnitsky, V. C. Zhukovsky and K. G. Klimenko, Phys. Part. Nucl. 29, 523 (1998).
[8] V. C. Zhukovsky, K. G. Klimenko, V. V. Khudyakov and D. Ebert, JETP Lett. 73, 121 (2001). V. C. Zhukovsky and

K. G. Klimenko, Theor. Math. Phys. 134, 254 (2003) [Teor. Mat. Fiz. 134, 289 (2003)].
[9] T. Kanazawa, M. Kieburg and J. J. M. Verbaarschot, JHEP 21, 015 (2020) [arXiv:2102.09089 [hep-th]].

[10] Y. M. P. Gomes and R. O. Ramos, [arXiv:2106.09239 [cond-mat.mes-hall]].
[11] B. Rosenstein, B. J. Warr, and S. H. Park, Phys. Rept. 205, 59 (1991).
[12] D. J. Gross and A. Neveu, Phys. Rev. D 10, 3235 (1974).
[13] Y. Kikukawa and K. Yamawaki, Phys. Lett. B 234, 497 (1990); G. Gat, A. Kovner, B. Rosenstein and B. J. Warr, Phys.

Lett. B 240, 158 (1990); H. J. He, Y. P. Kuang, Q. Wang and Y. P. Yi, Phys. Rev. D 45, 4610 (1992); M. Modugno,
G. Pettini and R. Gatto, Phys. Rev. D 57, 4995 (1998); A. S. Vshivtsev, K. G. Klimenko and B. V. Magnitsky, Theor.
Math. Phys. 101, 1436 (1994) [Teor. Mat. Fiz. 101, 391 (1994)].

[14] K. G. Klimenko, Z. Phys. C 50, 477 (1991); Mod. Phys. Lett. A 9, 1767 (1994).
[15] J. L. Kneur, M. B. Pinto, R. O. Ramos and E. Staudt, Phys. Lett. B 657, 136 (2007); Phys. Rev. D 76, 045020 (2007);

J. L. Kneur, M. B. Pinto and R. O. Ramos, Phys. Rev. D 88, 045005 (2013).
[16] J. M. Cornwall, R. Jackiw and E. Tomboulis, Phys. Rev. D 10, 2428 (1974).
[17] M. E. Peskin, in Recent Advances in Field Theory and Statistical Mechanics, 1982 Les Houches Lectures, ed. by J. B. Zuber

and R. Stora (North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1984).
[18] R. Casalbuoni, S. De Curtis, D. Dominici and R. Gatto, Phys. Lett. B 140, 357 (1984); A. Barducci, R. Casalbuoni, S. De

Curtis, D. Dominici and R. Gatto, Phys. Rev. D 38, 238 (1988).
[19] N. Dorey and R. D. Kenway, Nucl. Phys. B 333, 419 (1990).
[20] A. A. Garibli, R. G. Jafarov and V. E. Rochev, Symmetry 11, no.5, 668 (2019); R. G. Jafarov and V. E. Rochev, Phys.

Atom. Nucl. 76, 1149 (2013); V. E. Rochev, J. Phys. A 45, 205401 (2012).
[21] T. W. Appelquist, M. Bowick, D. Karabali and L. C. R. Wijewardhana, Phys. Rev. D 33, 3704 (1986).
[22] S. Ryu, C. Mudry, C.-Y. Hou and C. Chamon, Phys. Rev. B 80, 205319 (2009).
[23] M. Gomes, V. O. Rivelles and A. J. da Silva, Phys. Rev. D 41, 1363 (1990).
[24] K. G. Klimenko, Z. Phys. C 57, 175 (1993).
[25] F. D. M. Haldane, Phys. Rev. Lett. 61, 2015 (1988).
[26] M. Buballa, Phys. Rept. 407, 205 (2005).
[27] T. W. Appelquist, M. Bowick, D. Karabali and L. C. R. Wijewardhana, Phys. Rev. D 33, 3774 (1986).
[28] M. E. Peskin and D. V. Schroeder, “An Introduction to quantum field theory,” Addison-Wesley Publishing Company, 1995.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.09089
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.09239

	I Introduction
	II (2+1)-dimensional GN model and its CJT effective action
	A Model, its symmetries, etc
	B CJT effective action

	III Possibility for dynamical generation of the Dirac mass 
	IV Possibility for dynamical generation of the Haldane mass 
	V Possibility for dynamical generation of the m5 and m3 mass terms 
	VI Summary and conclusions
	VII ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	A Algebra of the  matrices in the case of SO(2,1) group
	B Calculation of the (S) up to a first order in G
	1 The case G=0
	2 CJT effective action in the first order in G.

	 References

