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Abstract

We consider massless three-dimensional N = 1 supersymmetric quantum electrodynamics (QED) with Nf flavours of
electrons. Within the dimensional reduction scheme, we compute the critical exponents corresponding to both the
electron and selectron field and (parity-even) mass anomalous dimensions at the next-to-leading order in the 1/Nf
expansion and in an arbitrary covariant gauge. The equality of the gauge-invariant mass anomalous dimensions of the
electron and the selectron is found to result from a subtle role played by the epsilon-scalars. Our general framework
also allows us to compute the critical exponents of pure scalar QED and to recover known results in the case of spinor
QED. An application of our results to dynamical (s)electron mass generation is considered. We find evidence that, while
dynamical flavor symmetry breaking occurs in spinor QED, both pure scalar QED and supersymmetric QED remain in
an interacting conformal phase.

1. Introduction

Three-dimensional massless quantum electrodynamics
(QED3) is a gauge field theory model of strongly inter-
acting relativistic planar fermions that has been attracting
continuous interest for the past four decades. Early studies
[1–3] realized that, within a 1/Nf expansion (where Nf is
the number of electron flavours), this super-renormalizable
model acquires an interacting fixed point in the infra-red
(IR) and becomes effectively renormalizable. Large Nf
techniques (see [4] for a review) allow access to the criti-
cal properties of the model and in particular the field and
mass anomalous dimensions that encode the renormaliza-
tion of the composite operator ψ̄ψ [5, 6]. Such quantities
play a crucial role in the study of fundamental quantum
field theory mechanisms such as, e.g., dynamical symme-
try breaking and electron mass generation [7, 8] (see recent
progress in [9–12]). In the last three decades, considerable
interest in QED3 also came from its applications to con-
densed matter physics systems with relativistic-like gapless
quasiparticle excitations at low-energies such as high-Tc
superconductors [13–15], planar antiferromagnets [16] and
graphene [17, 18].

Variants of QED3 have also attracted continuous inter-
est through the decades and in particular supersymmetric
extensions of the model that will be of interest to us in
the following. The case of N = 2 SQED3 has been studied
in the early paper of Pisarski [7] by dimensional reduc-
tion from the case of N = 1 four-dimensional supersym-
metric QED (SQED4) with focus on dynamical electron
mass generation along the lines of the non-supersymmetric
case. Actually, in N = 1 SQED4, a non-perturbative non-
renormalization theorem forbids dynamical mass genera-

tion [19] and it was therefore argued in [20] that this ap-
plies to N = 2 SQED3, see also [21, 22] for further ev-
idence. No such non-renormalization theorem holds in
the case of N = 1 SQED3 and there is no rigorous state-
ment for electron mass generation in this case [20, 23].
Nevertheless, this model has attracted significant atten-
tion recently in the context of the study of IR dualities
and renormalization-group flows, see [24] and references
therein for a review, and boundary field theories including
models of super-graphene (in both the N = 1 and N = 2
cases) introduced in [25] (see also [26] for related non-
perturbative computations of transport properties in the
N = 2 case). Finally, within the condensed matter physics
context, a potential emergence of supersymmetry in the
low-energy limit of several lattice models was discussed
during the last years, see, e.g., [27–30]. Computing critical
exponents in the corresponding models is certainly valu-
able in order to assess the potential impact of supersym-
metry on experimentally measurable observables.

In the present paper, we will focus on massless
three-dimensional N = 1 (minimal) SQED3 with Nf two-
component Dirac fermions. Along the lines of the non-
supersymmetric case, we will compute exactly the critical
exponents of the model at the next-to-leading order (NLO)
in the large Nf expansion and in an arbitrary covariant
gauge. Our computations will be carried out in the compo-
nent formalism within the dimensional reduction (DRED)
scheme [31–33] (see also [34] for a review) that is the most
convenient regularization scheme for practical calculations
in supersymmetric theories. We will also carry out our
calculations with sufficient generality in order to highlight
the features brought by supersymmetry (SUSY). In par-
ticular, we will find that the electron and selectron critical
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exponents are highly constrained and that the related iden-
tities (by analogy with four-dimensional supersymmetric
Slavnov-Taylor identities [35, 36]) are achieved thanks to a
subtle role played by the so called epsilon-scalars. Our gen-
eral framework will also allow us to consider the sub-case
of bosonic (or pure1 scalar) QED3 (bQED3) and derive
the critical exponents at NLO for this model too. And
the sub-case of fermionic (or spinor) QED3 (fQED3) for
which we shall recover known results as a useful check of
our calculations. Lastly, we will always assume that the
number of flavours Nf is even. This implies that we shall
focus on the parity-even mass anomalous dimension (it has
been proved that parity-odd masses cannot be dynamically
generated [37, 38]).

The paper is organized as follows. In sec. 2, we present
the model and conventions that will allow us to compute
its critical exponents within the DRED scheme. In sec. 3,
we set up the 1/Nf expansion and provide some technical
details underlying our calculations. The field anomalous
dimensions of SQED3, bQED3 and, as a check, fQED3 at
the NLO of the 1/Nf expansion are then presented in sec. 4
and the corresponding mass anomalous dimensions in sec.
5. An application of our results to dynamical (s)electron
mass generation is discussed in sec. 6. We summarize our
results and conclude in sec. 7. For completeness, the renor-
malized self-energies of SQED3, bQED3 and fQED3 are
given in app. A.

2. Model and conventions

In the DRED scheme, we assume that coordinates are
d-dimensional (with d= 3−2ε) in order to regulate the
divergent Feynman integrals while fields remain three-
dimensional as required by SUSY. Within this scheme, the
Lagrangian of masslessN = 1 supersymmetric QED3 reads

L= iψ̄ /Dψ− 1

4
F̂ 2
µν−

1

2ξ
(∂̂µÂ

µ)2

+
i

2
λ̄/∂λ+ |D̂µφ|2− ie(ψ̄λφ− λ̄ψφ∗)+ |F |2

− 1

2
(∂̂µĀν)2−eψ̄ γ̄µĀµψ+e2Ā2|φ|2 , (1)

where D̂µ = ∂̂µ+ieÂµ and /t = γ̂µt̂µ for any d-vector t.2
The Lagrangian of eq. (1) is built from Nf matter multi-
plets {ψ,φ,F}, where ψ is a 2-component Dirac fermion
(electron), φ a complex pseudo-scalar (selectron) and F
a complex auxiliary scalar field, as well as a gauge mul-
tiplet {Âµ,Āµ,λ}, where Âµ is the d-dimensional U(1)
gauge field (photons), Āµ is the 2ε-dimensional U(1) gauge
field (ε-scalar), and λ a 2-component Majorana fermion

1Here “pure” means no φ4-type interactions.
2All computations will be carried out considering that, in three di-

mensions, odd (hatted) gamma matrix traces are non-vanishing, i.e.,
Tr(γ̂µγ̂ν γ̂ρ)∝ ε̂µνρ, with, e.g., γ̂µ = {σ2,iσ1,iσ3} and σi the Pauli
matrices. As expected from a parity-even theory, we find that such
terms never contribute to any result.

(photino). Here we use the notations of the review [39]
where hatted (respectively barred) quantities have d (re-
spectively 3−d) components. Additionally, in (1), ξ is the
covariant gauge fixing3 parameter and e2 is the coupling
constant of the theory with dimension of mass.

In order to highlight SUSY effects in our computations,
each superpartner field will be associated with a factor
S ∈{0,1} such that

Φ→SΦ ∀Φ∈{Āµ,λ,φ}, (2)

and S2 =S. Hence, at any step of the calculation we may
turn on (respectively off) SUSY by setting S= 1 (respec-
tively S= 0). This allows us to check our expressions by
recovering known results for corresponding non-SUSY the-
ories such as large-Nf fQED3 [5, 6], see also, e.g., [12]
and references therein. Because the latter are generally
expressed in terms of 4-component spinors, instead of 2-
component spinors, we shall work with n-component ones.
Moreover, the case n= 0 corresponds to bQED3. In or-
der to keep track of all of these cases while limiting the
complexity of our formulas, we shall therefore impose the
constraint n(n−2)S= 0.

Similarly, to better appreciate the effects of DRED dur-
ing the computations, the ε-scalar field will be associated
with a factor E ∈ {0,1} such that

Āµ→E Āµ , (3)

and E2 = E . Indeed, as we shall see in the following, though
ε-scalars affect only few quantities at NLO, their effect
is crucial to ensure the validity of supersymmetric iden-
tities. From our general formulas, the case of minimal
SQED3 corresponds to S= E = 1 and n= 2. The sub-
case of fQED3 will be recovered with the help of S= E = 0
and n= 2 and that of bQED3 with the help of S= 1 and
n= E = 0.

With these notations defined, the dressed Feynman
propagators (in Minkowski space) associated with (mass-
less) N = 1 SQED3 read

ĜµνAA(p) =
−i

1−Πγ(p2)

d̂µν

p2
, (4a)

ḠµνAA(p) =
−iES

1−Πε(p2)

ḡµν

p2
, Gλλ̄ (p) =

iS

1−Πλ(p2)

1

/p
, (4b)

Gψψ̄ (p) =
i

1−Σψp (p2)

1

/p
, Gφφ†(p) =

iS

1−Σφp (p2)

1

p2
, (4c)

where d̂µν = ĝµν−(1−ξ)p̂µp̂ν/p2, p2 = p̂µp̂µ and the pho-
ton propagator (4a) is expressed in a non-local ξ-gauge
[40–42]. The gauge multiplet self-energies in (4) are pa-
rameterized as

Π̂µν(p) = (p2ĝµν− p̂µp̂ν)Πγ(p2), (5a)

Π̄µν(p) = p2ḡµνΠε(p2), (5b)

Πλ (p) = /pΠλ(p2), (5c)

3The gauge fixing term is SUSY breaking, therefore only the phys-
ical gauge-invariant quantities will be SUSY invariant.
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and the matter multiplet self-energies (which will be our
main focus in this paper) as

Σψ(p) = /p Σψp (p2)+mψΣψm(p2), (6a)

Σφ(p) = p2Σφp (p2)+m2
φΣφm(p2), (6b)

where the masses mx have been introduced as IR regu-
lators mx� p, with x=ψ,φ. Hence, after extracting Σp
and Σm for both electrons and selectrons, the masses mx

will be sent back to zero. Our computations will therefore
all be efficiently carried out with the massless Feynman
diagram techniques, see, e.g., the review [43].

As for our renormalization scheme, we shall work in the
modified minimal reduction (DR) scheme that subtracts
the Euler constant γE as well as a factor of 4π from the
ε expansion, i.e., µ2 = 4πe−γEµ2 where µ is the renormal-
ization scale in the DRED scheme such that Nf trivially
renormalize as Nf→µ−2εNf . Indeed, we recall that, in the
large Nf limit, SQED3 [20], similarly to bQED3 [1, 2] and
fQED3 [3, 7], is a non-running (“standing”) gauge theory,
i.e., the coupling is not renormalized, implying finite polar-
izations (5) and therefore vanishing beta functions.4 This
leads to the triviality of the renormalization constants for
the coupling, gauge-multiplet fields and gauge-fixing pa-
rameter, formally Zx = 1 with x∈{e,Âµ, Āµ,λ,ξ}. The
remaining non-trivial renormalization constants are there-
fore for matter fields and masses, with conventions

ψ=Z
1/2
ψ ψr , φ=Z

1/2
φ φr , (7a)

mψ =Zmψmψr , mφ =Zmφmφr . (7b)

These can be computed from the self-energies (6) via the
relations(

1−Σψp
)
Zψ = finite,

(
1−Σφp

)
Zφ = finite, (8a)

1+Σψm

1−Σψp
Zmψ = finite,

1+Σφm

1−Σφp
Z2
mφ

= finite, (8b)

where “finite” means of the order of ε0. Finally, the asso-
ciated anomalous dimensions are defined as

γx =
dlogZx
dlogµ

, x∈{ψ,φ,mψ,mφ}, (9)

and correspond to the critical exponents we wish to com-
pute in a 1/Nf expansion at the non-trivial IR fixed point.

3. Setting up the 1/Nf expansion

The 1/Nf expansion amounts to sum an infinite chain
of simple matter loops in force field propagators, i.e., the
gauge multiplet propagators of eqs. (4a) and (4b), making
the theory effectively renormalizable in the IR [3]. Up to
NLO, the gauge multiplet polarizations, first obtained in

4 These include the beta function for the effective coupling,
α(k) = (α/k)/(1−Πγ(k2)) where α= e2Nf , that is particularly ap-
propriate in a 1/Nf -expansion and reads: β(α) =−α(1−α/α∗) where
α→ 0 at the asymptotically free UV fixed point while α→α∗ at the
interacting IR fixed point, see [1–3] as well as the more recent [44]
and also footnote 5.

fQED3 (n= 2) Π̃γ = 1+0.1429/Nf +O(1/N2
f )

SQED3 (n= 2) Π̃γ = 2+0.8634/Nf +O(1/N2
f )

bQED3 (n= 0) Π̃γ = 1+3.3852/Nf +O(1/N2
f )

Table 1: Numerical polarizations Π̃γ =−pΠγ/a

[45] for SQED3 and conveniently generalized to our frame-
work, take the form

Πx(p2) = Πx
1(p2)

[
1+

Cx
Nf

+O
(
1/N2

f

)]
, (10)

with x∈{γ,ε,λ}. In (10), the leading order (LO) contri-
butions read

Πγ
1 =− (n+2S)a

2p
, Πε

1 =−2ESa
p

, Πλ
1 =−2Sa

p
, (11)

with the Euclidean momentum p=
√
−p2, as well as a=

Nfe
2/16 and the NLO coefficients

Cγ =
8n(92−9π2)

9(n+2S)2π2
+

16(164−20n−9π2)S

9(n+2)2π2
, (12a)

Cε =
2(12−π2)S

π2
, Cλ =

2(38−2E −3π2)S

3π2
. (12b)

In the non-SUSY (S= 0) case, the only non-zero coeffi-
cient is C(f)

γ = 2(92−9π2)/9π2 for 4-component electrons
[46–48]. In the SUSY (S= 1) case, all polarization cor-
rections (12) are equal, provided that ε-scalars are al-
lowed (E = 1) and read Cγ =Cε =Cλ = 2(12−π2)/π2 for
2-component spinors. In the bosonic (n= 0) case, the co-
efficient reads C(b)

γ = 4(164−9π2)/9π2. In order to further
appreciate the differences between the various models, we
provide comparative numerical results in tab. 1. Note that
in contrast to fQED3 radiative corrections rather strongly
affect the bQED3 polarization.5 The contribution of the
scalar (bosonic) field also enhances the SQED3 polariza-
tion, a fact first noticed at LO in [20]; they also affect
the NLO SQED3 polarization though not as much as in
bQED3 as their effect is tempered by the contribution of
the fermions.

Substituting (10) in (4) and keeping a fixed as Nf goes
to infinity while focusing on the IR limit p� a, we deduce
the LO gauge field propagators

ĜµνAA(p) =
2i

(n+2S)a

d̂µν

p
, (13a)

ḠµνAA(p) =
iES
2a

ḡµν

p
, Gλλ̄(p) =

−iS

2a

/p

p
. (13b)

Our Feynman rules therefore consist of (13) together with
the matter propagators (4c) at LO

Gψψ̄ (p) =
i

/p
, Gφφ†(p) =

iS

p2
, (14)

5 Following footnote 4, the coupling at the non-trivial IR fixed
point α∗ is given by: α∗ = 16/Π̃γ = 16/(1+Cγ/Nf ) (see eq. (3.3) in
[2] where A in that paper corresponds to our Cγ for either fQED3 or
bQED3). In the case of fQED3 radiative corrections weakly affect the
fixed point (Cγ = 0.1429 for 2-component spinors) while the effect is
much more pronounced for bQED3 (Cγ = 3.3852).
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Figure 1: Exactly vanishing matter-loop diagrams (dotted line for
the ε-scalar, wavy line for the photon, solid line with an arrow for
the electron and dashed line for the selectron).

and the vertices

Γ̂µ
Aψψ̄

=−ieγ̂µ , Γ̄µ
Aψψ̄

=−ieESγ̄µ ,

Γ̂µν
AAφφ† = 2ie2Sĝµν , Γ̄µν

AAφφ† = 2ie2ESḡµν

Γλ̄ψφ = eS, Γλψ̄φ =−eS,

Γ̂µ
Aφφ† =−ieS(p̂+ k̂)µ . (15)

From this combination of propagators and vertices, the
mass scale e2 drops out of self-energies in favor of the di-
mensionless coupling constant 1/Nf . Diagrams are then
generated according to their power of 1/Nf with each mat-
ter loop bringing a factor of Nf and an additional minus
sign from each fermionic loop.6

Given the variety of propagators and vertices in SQED3,
a multitude of diagrams is a priori generated at each order
of the large Nf expansion. Interestingly, a number of LO
matter loop diagrams are found to vanish. The first van-
ishing diagrams are those of Furry kind, with loops com-
posed of an odd number of legs and matter propagators.
Indeed, at LO, we find that all the possible three-legged
matter triangle diagrams vanish, either exactly or pairwise
with opposite matter flows. Moreover, three additional LO
diagrams of matter-bubble type, presented in fig. 1, vanish
exactly. The first diagram in fig. 1 vanishes as it involves a
trace over an odd number of barred gamma matrices, e.g.,
Tr(γ̄µ) = 0.7 The two other selectron bubble diagrams in
fig. 1 are exactly zero by parity. Therefore, every diagram
containing one of these sub-topologies can be discarded.
This not only tremendously reduces the number of NLO
diagrams, but also guarantees that matter-loops are con-
nected by simple chains of force field propagators, in ac-
cordance with our starting assumption.

4. Field anomalous dimensions

At NLO, the computation of the electron and selectron
self-energies involve 17 and 14 distinct diagrams, respec-
tively (by comparison, the corresponding non-SUSY NLO
computations involve only 3 diagrams for the electron).

In this section, we focus on the purely massless case and
extract the functions Σxp(p2) (x= {ψ,φ}) from eqs. (6). All

6Because this model involves both Dirac and Majorana fermions,
the fermionic flows have been carefully treated using the conventions
of [49, 50].

7We take the Levi-Civita symbol in 2ε-dimension to be vanishing,
implying vanishing traces of odd numbers of barred gamma matrices,
as opposed to the case of hatted gamma matrices, see footnote 2.

calculations done, up to the NLO in the 1/Nf expansion,
they read

Σψp =−2(S− ξ̄)
RNfε

− 2(S− ξ̄)2

R2N2
f ε

2
− 1

3R2N2
f ε

[
4+(77+6E)S

(16a)
+4
(
1−(19+3E)S+6ξ̄

)
ξ̄−6R

(
SCλ− ξ̄Cγ

)]
+O(ε0),

Σφp =
(6−n+2ξ̄)S

RNfε
− (6−n+2ξ̄)2S

2R2N2
f ε

2
− S

6R2N2
f ε

[
8(85+28ξ̄)

(16b)
−n(163+40ξ̄)−12E −6R

(
nCλ−2(3+ ξ̄)Cγ

)]
+O(ε0),

with ξ̄= (2−3ξ)/2, R=A(−4p2/µ̄2)ε and A= 3π2(n+
2S)/8. Note that, in (16), ε-scalars do contribute to the
self-energies. Their contribution arises partly from the po-
larization correction Cλ but not from Cε, see (12b). From
(16), together with the definitions (7a), (8a) and (9), we
deduce the following matter-field anomalous dimensions

γψ =
4(S− ξ̄)
ANf

+
4

3A2N2
f

[
4+(29−6E)S (17a)

−3A
(
SCλ− ξ̄Cγ

)]
+O

(
1/N3

f

)
,

γφ =
2(n−6−2ξ̄)S

ANf
+

2S

3A2N2
f

[
8+29n−12E (17b)

−3A
(
nCλ−(8−3ξ)Cγ

)]
+O

(
1/N3

f

)
.

As a check on our results, eq. (17a) allows us to recover the
fQED3 electron field anomalous dimension, i.e., for S= 0
and n= 4-component spinors

γ
(f)
ψ =− 8ξ̄

3π2Nf
+

16
(
4+(92−9π2)ξ̄

)
27π4N2

f

+O(1/N3
f ), (18)

first obtained, with an other method, in the Landau gauge
in [5] and in an arbitrary covariant gauge in [6]. In the
supersymmetric (S= 1) case, for n= 2-component spinors,
eqs. (17) yield

γψ =
4ξ

π2Nf
+

8
(
2−(12−π2)ξ

)
π4N2

f

+O(1/N3
f ), (19a)

γφ =
4(ξ−2)

π2Nf
+

8
(
26−2π2−(12−π2)ξ

)
π4N2

f

+O(1/N3
f ), (19b)

where γψ 6= γφ possibly because our gauge fixing method
breaks SUSY. Interestingly, (19) is E-independent up to
NLO, so that ε-scalars completely cancel out in the mat-
ter field anomalous dimensions. Finally, in the case of
bQED3, the scalar field anomalous dimension can be com-
puted from eq. (17b) by taking n= E = 0 and S= 1, read-
ing

γ
(b)
φ =−8(8−3ξ)

3π2Nf
+

32(440−164ξ−3π2(8−3ξ))

9π4N2
f

+O(1/N3
f ),

(20)
where the LO contribution in the Landau gauge is in ac-
cordance with [51] while the NLO one is a new result.
Eqs. (19) and (20) and are the first set of main results of
this paper.
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5. Mass anomalous dimensions

From the same set of diagrams and allowing for a small
mass mx with (x= {ψ,φ}) for the (s)electron, we extract
the functions Σxm(p2) from eqs. (6). All calculations done,
up to the NLO in the 1/Nf expansion, they read

Σψm =
3(2+ξ)

RNfε
+

9(2+ξ)2

2R2N2
f ε

2
+

1

R2N2
f ε

[
220−21S

−4(29−4ξ̄)ξ̄+3(2+ξ)
(
6ES−RCγ

)]
+O(ε0), (21a)

Σφm =
3(n+ξ)S

RNfε
+

9(n+ξ)2S

2R2N2
f ε

2
+

3S

2R2N2
f ε

[
81n

+12E −8(2+ ξ̄)ξ̄−2R
(
nCλ+ξCγ

)]
+O(ε0), (21b)

with the same notations as for eqs. (16). In (21), sim-
ilarly to (16), we note that ε-scalars contribute to the
self-energies in part from the polarization correction Cλ
(this time for the selectron only) but not from Cε, see
(12b). From (21), together with the definitions (7b), (8b),
(9) and our previous results (16), we deduce the following
mass anomalous dimensions

γmψ =
4(4−S)

ANf
+

8

3A2N2
f

[
16−(46−3E)S (22a)

+ 3
2A(SCλ−4Cγ)

]
+O

(
1/N3

f

)
,

γmφ =
2(4+n)S

ANf
− 8S

3A2N2
f

[
28−15E+7n (22b)

+ 3
4A(nCλ+4Cγ)

]
+O

(
1/N3

f

)
.

Reassuringly, eqs. (22) are gauge invariant which is the
first check on these results. Moreover, eq. (22a) allows us
to recover the fQED3 electron mass anomalous dimension,
i.e., for S= 0 and n= 4-component spinors

γ(f)
mψ

=
32

3π2Nf
+

64(3π2−28)

9π4N2
f

+O(1/N3
f ), (23)

first obtained in [6] (up to a conventional sign). In the
supersymmetric (S= 1) case, for n= 2-component spinors,
eqs. (22) yield

γmψ =
8

π2Nf
− 16(14−π2)

π4N2
f

+O(1/N3
f ), (24a)

γmφ =
8

π2Nf
− 16(46−4E −3π2)

3π4N2
f

+O(1/N3
f ). (24b)

Interestingly, unlike for the field anomalous dimensions,
ε-scalars do contribute to (24b) at the NLO of the 1/Nf
expansion. Actually, their effect is crucial because upon
setting E = 1 in eqs. (24), we find that

γmψ = γmφ =
8

π2Nf
− 16(14−π2)

π4N2
f

+O(1/N3
f ), (25)

where the LO contribution agrees with [52] and the NLO
one is new. Our analysis confirms that ε-scalars are crucial
to ensure the equality of the mass anomalous dimensions of
the electron and the selectron up to NLO. As anticipated
in the Introduction, this result is a perturbative proof that

fQED3 (n= 2) γmψ = 2.162/Nf +0.470/N2
f +O(1/N3

f )

SQED3 (n= 2) γmψ = 0.811/Nf −0.678/N2
f +O(1/N3

f )

bQED3 (n= 0) γmφ = 1.081/Nf −5.021/N2
f +O(1/N3

f )

Table 2: Numerical mass anomalous dimensions

the identity γmψ = γmφ holds in the three-dimensional con-
text, by analogy with the four-dimensional supersymmet-
ric Slavnov-Taylor identities. Finally, the bQED3 case can
be accessed with the help of eq. (22b) with n= 0 (and
E = 0, S= 1) which yields

γ(b)
mφ

=
32

3π2Nf
− 128(64−3π2)

9π4N2
f

+O(1/N3
f ), (26)

where the LO agrees with [52] and the NLO one is a new
result. Eqs. (25) and (26) are the second set of main results
of this paper.

In order to further appreciate the differences between
the various models, we provide comparative numerical re-
sults in tab. 2. Comparing the cases of fQED3 and bQED3,
we see that (similarly to the case of the polarization op-
erator displayed in tab. 1), NLO radiative corrections are
stronger in absolute value in the bosonic case and are af-
fected by a negative sign. The case of SQED3 is somehow
intermediate between fQED3 and bQED3 with a tendency
of the bosonic contribution from the scalar field to reduce
the overall electron mass anomalous dimension, due to a
smaller LO term and a negative NLO contribution. This
is to be contrasted with the enhancement of the SQED3

photon polarization displayed in tab. 1.

6. Dynamical (s)electron mass generation

As an application of our results, we now turn to an esti-
mate of Nc, the critical number of (s)electron flavors which
is such that for Nf >Nc the (s)electron is massless while for
Nf <Nc a dynamical mass, with a Miransky-type scaling
mdyn∝ exp(−2π/

√
Nc/Nf −1) [8], is generated.8

In the following, we shall only focus on the electron mass
generation. Indeed, in the case of bQED3 with Nf scalars,
we did not find any evidence for dynamical scalar mass
generation, suggesting that Nc = 0 for that model (the sit-
uation seems to be different in 4-dimensions, see [53]). On
the other hand, for SQED3 (similarly to the 4-dimensional
case, see [54, 55]) we find a possibility that a selectron
mass can be induced by the electron condensate, if the
latter exists. As will be seen in the following, our results
suggest that electrons do not condense in SQED3.

Proceeding along the lines of the recent [12], we shall
then assume that the electron gap equation for N = 1
SQED3 takes the same form as for fQED3, i.e., γcmψ (1−
γcmψ ) = 1/4, that has to be properly truncated at each

8The potentially generated parity-even mass terms are of the
form Ldyn =mψ(ψ̄iψ

i− ψ̄i+Nf/2ψ
i+Nf/2)+m2

φ(|φi|2 + |φi+Nf/2|
2)

with i= 1,...,Nf/2 in term of 2-component spinors. Note that only
the electron mass term breaks the global flavour symmetry.
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order of the 1/Nf -expansion and where the mass anoma-
lous dimension γcmψ is given by (25) at Nf =Nc (with an
all-order estimate of γmψ , the gap equation reduces to
γcmψ = 1/2). Though semi-phenomenological, such an ap-
proach is straightforward and completely gauge invariant.
It also takes into account of the feedback of the selectron
on the electron that is encoded in γmψ .

Truncating the gap equation at the LO of the 1/Nf
expansion, yields the gauge-invariant value Nc = 32/π2 =
3.24 (in terms of 2-component spinors) that coincides with
the Landau gauge result of [20]. This LO result suggests
that an electron mass is generated for Nf = 2 (since Nf is
assumed to be an even integer) thus seemingly breaking
both flavour and SUSY symmetries. We find that higher
order corrections dramatically change this picture. In-
deed, truncating the gap equation at the NLO of the 1/Nf
expansion, we find that Nc = (16/π2)(1± i

√
14−π2/2) =

1.62(1±1.02i). Such a complex value arises because of
the negative NLO contribution (due to the selectron) to
the mass anomalous dimension (25), see tab. 2, that pre-
vents the gap equation from having any real valued solu-
tion. This calls for a 1/N3

f computation that is clearly
outside the scope of this paper. So, in order to overcome
this difficulty, we shall proceed with a resummation of the
seemingly alternating asymptotic series. A simple Padé
approximant [1/1] of (25) leads to

γmψ = γmφ =
8

28+(Nf −2)π2
. (27)

Using this new improved value as a input to solve the gap
equation non-perturbatively, i.e., γcmψ = 1/2, yields

Nc = 2(π2−6)/π2 = 0.78. (28)

This result is a strong evidence that, beyond the LO of the
1/Nf expansion, no dynamical (parity-even) mass is gener-
ated for the electron in N = 1 SQED3. Though a dynami-
cal breaking of SUSY may take place in SQED3 (the Wit-
ten index is not well defined with massless matter fields,
see, e.g., [56] and references therein), the absence of any
electron condensate suggests that SUSY is preserved, in
accordance with our perturbative result γmψ = γmφ found
in eq. (25).

In closing, let’s note that, in the case of fQED3 (for
which the gap equation is known exactly up to NLO [9–
11]), the same procedure (this time using (23) for the mass
anomalous dimension) leads at LO to Nc = 128/(3π2) =
4.32 and at NLO to Nc = (64/(3π2))(1+

√
3π2−28/4) =

2.85 (in terms of 4-component spinors) in accordance with
[9–11]. Although the problem of a complex Nc is not
encountered in this case (because the NLO term in (23)
is positive, see tab. 2), we still provide for completeness
the improved Nc value obtained with resummation, i.e.,
Nc = 2(4+3π2)/(3π2) = 2.27. As expected from the effect
of radiative corrections, this value is smaller than the ex-
act NLO one but still quite close to it in accordance with
the stability of the critical point. In striking contrast with
both SQED3 and bQED3, this suggests that a dynamical

(flavour breaking and parity-even) mass is indeed gener-
ated radiatively for the electron in fQED3 for Nf = 1 and
2 (in terms of 4-component spinors), or equivalently, for
Nf = 2 and 4 (in terms of 2-component spinors).

7. Summary and conclusion

In this paper, we have computed exactly the electron
and selectron field and (parity-even) mass anomalous di-
mensions (as well as the renormalized self energies that we
provide for completeness in the appendix) inN = 1 SQED3

for an arbitrary covariant gauge fixing and at the NLO of
the 1/Nf expansion. Our general framework also allowed
us to compute the corresponding anomalous dimensions in
bQED3 and recover known results in the case of fQED3.
All these quantities correspond to the critical exponents
of the considered models at the non-trivial IR fixed point
that arises in the large Nf limit. In the case of SQED3,
the (gauge-variant) field anomalous dimensions (19) were
found to be free of ε-scalars; on the other hand, our anal-
ysis has shown that ε-scalars play a subtle role in ensuring
the equality of the two gauge-invariant mass anomalous
dimensions (25). The corresponding results for bQED3

are given by eqs. (20) and (26). Note that all these re-
sults have a transcendental structure that is similar to that
known in the case of fQED3, see (18) and (23). There are
however noticeable quantitative differences with radiative
corrections having a tendency to increase vacuum polar-
ization in bQED3 with respect to fQED3 (see tab. 1) while
acting oppositely on the mass anomalous dimension (see
tab. 2). The case of SQED3 is somehow intermediate be-
tween fQED3 and bQED3 with, in particular, a tendency
of the bosonic contribution from the selectron to reduce
the overall electron mass anomalous dimension, due to a
smaller LO term and a negative NLO contribution. At a
non-perturbative level, we also find a marked difference be-
tween fQED3 and bQED3. In fQED3, a flavour-breaking
parity-invariant mass is generated for (even) Nf ≤ 4 (in
terms of 2-component spinors) while in bQED3 we do not
find any evidence for a dynamically generated scalar mass.
In SQED3, the electron condensate, provided it exists, may
induce a selectron mass. A resummation of the seemingly
alternating series (25) allowed us to evaluate the critical
electron flavor number, Nc, that is such that for Nf <Nc
a dynamical mass for the electron would be generated.
The value obtained, Nc = 0.78 (in terms of 2-component
spinors), strongly suggests that N = 1 SQED3 remains in
an interacting conformal phase for all values of Nf .
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Appendix A. Renormalized self energies

In order to complete our analysis of N = 1 SQED3, we provide in this Appendix the exact expressions of the renor-
malized matter self-energies at O(1/N2

f ). They can be derived from the relations:

Σψpr = 1−(1−Σψp )Zψ , Σψmr = 1−(1+Σψm)ZψZmψ , Σφpr = 1−(1−Σφp )Zφ , Σφmr = 1−(1+Σφm)ZφZ
2
mφ
,

that require the computation of the finite parts, i.e., of O(ε0), of the (bare) matter self energies and from which one
can straightforwardly recover the corresponding renormalized matter propagators. All calculations done, exactly up to
O(1/N2

f ), the renormalized matter self-energies of N = 1 SQED3 (S= E = 1) with n= 2-component spinors read

Σψpr =− 2

π2Nf

[
2+(2− L̃)ξ

]
+

8

π4N2
f

[
3+10ξ+

(
1−(5−ξ)ξ− 1

4ξ
2L̃
)
L̃−

(
4+ 1

2 (12+ξ)ξ−3ξL̃
)
ζ2

]
+O(ε),

Σψmr =− 2

π2Nf

[
(2+ξ)(4− L̃)

]
+

8

π4N2
f

[
37−16C4 +2(4−ξ)ξ−

(
5−2(1+ξ)ξ+ 1

4 (2+ξ)2L̃
)
L̃

−
(

18+4C2 + 1
2 (28+ξ)ξ−3(2+ξ)L̃

)
ζ2

]
+O(ε),

Σφpr =
2

π2Nf

[
4−(2−ξ)L̃

]
− 8

π4N2
f

[
35−8C4−

(
17−8ξ− 1

4 (2−ξ)2L̃
)
L̃−

(
9+2C2 + 1

2 (4−ξ)ξ−3(2−ξ)L̃
)
ζ2

]
+O(ε),

Σφmr =− 2

π2Nf

[
14−3ξ−(2+ξ)L̃

]
+

4

π4N2
f

[
123−46C4−2(12+ξ)ξ−

(
2+(4+3ξ)ξ+ 1

2 (2+ξ)2L̃
)
L̃

− 1
4

(
227+46C2−4(14−ξ)ξ−24(2+ξ)L̃

)
ζ2

]
+O(ε),

with L̃= log(−4p2/µ̄2) and ζ2 =π2/6, as well as C2 =CL2(π/2) = 0.916 the Catalan number and C4 =CL4(π/2) = 0.989
where CLn(z) is the Clausen function. For completeness, we also provide the bQED3 (n= E = 0, S= 1) case

Σφ(b)
pr =

4

9π2Nf

[
56−3(8−3ξ)L̃

]
− 32

81π4N2
f

[
5455−648C4−3

(
884−330ξ− 3

4 (8−3ξ)2L̃
)
L̃

−27
(

39+6C2 + 1
2 (16−3ξ)ξ−3(8−3ξ)L̃

)
ζ2

]
+O(ε),

Σφ(b)
mr =− 4

π2Nf

[
8−3ξ−ξL̃

]
+

16

9π4N2
f

[
1513−630C4−6(86+3ξ)ξ−

(
4(18+23ξ)+ 9

2 (6+ L̃)ξ2
)
L̃

− 3
4

(
365+210C2−72(3+ L̃)ξ+12ξ2

)
ζ2

]
+O(ε),

as well as the non-SUSY (S= 0) fQED3 case with n= 4-component electrons

Σψ(f)
pr =

2

9π2Nf

[
2+3(2−3ξ)(2− L̃)

]
− 8

81π4N2
f

[
787−846ξ−3

(
110−3(59−9ξ)ξ− 3

4 (2−3ξ)2L̃
)
L̃

−27
(

16− 1
2 (32+3ξ)ξ−3(2−3ξ)L̃

)
ζ2

]
+O(ε),

Σψ(f)
mr =− 2

π2Nf

[
6+4ξ−(2+ξ)L̃

]
+

8

9π4N2
f

[
5(23−36C4)+2(26−9ξ)ξ−

(
26−(17+18ξ)ξ+ 9

4 (2+ξ)2L̃
)
L̃

− 9
2

(
17+10C2 +(28+ξ)ξ−6(2+ξ)L̃

)
ζ2

]
+O(ε).

References

[1] T. Appelquist and R. D. Pisarski, High-Temperature Yang-
Mills Theories and Three-Dimensional Quantum Chromody-
namics, Phys. Rev. D 23 (1981) 2305.

[2] T. Appelquist and U. W. Heinz, Three-dimensional O(N) the-
ories at large distances, Phys. Rev. D 24 (1981) 2169.

[3] T. W. Appelquist, M. J. Bowick, D. Karabali, and L. C. R. Wi-
jewardhana, Spontaneous Chiral Symmetry Breaking in Three-
Dimensional QED, Phys. Rev. D33 (1986) 3704.

[4] J. A. Gracey, Large Nf quantum field theory, Int. J. Mod.
Phys. A 33 (2019) 35, 1830032, arXiv:1812.05368.

[5] J. Gracey, Computation of critical exponent eta at
O(1/N(f)**2) in quantum electrodynamics in arbitrary di-
mensions, Nucl. Phys. B 414 (1994) 614–648, arXiv:
hep-th/9312055.

[6] J. A. Gracey, Electron mass anomalous dimension at
O(1/(Nf(2)) in quantum electrodynamics, Phys. Lett. B317
(1993) 415–420, arXiv:hep-th/9309092.

[7] R. D. Pisarski, Chiral Symmetry Breaking in Three-
Dimensional Electrodynamics, Phys. Rev. D29 (1984) 2423.

7

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.23.2305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.24.2169
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.33.3704
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X18300326
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X18300326
http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.05368
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(94)90257-7
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9312055
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9312055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(93)91017-H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(93)91017-H
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9309092
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.29.2423


[8] T. Appelquist, D. Nash, and L. C. R. Wijewardhana, Criti-
cal Behavior in (2+1)-Dimensional QED, Phys. Rev. Lett. 60
(1988) 2575.

[9] V. P. Gusynin and P. K. Pyatkovskiy, Critical number of
fermions in three-dimensional QED, Phys. Rev. D94 (2016) 12,
125009, arXiv:1607.08582.

[10] A. V. Kotikov and S. Teber, Critical behavior of (2+1)-
dimensional QED: 1/Nf corrections in an arbitrary nonlocal
gauge, Phys. Rev. D94 (2016) 11, 114011, arXiv:1902.03790.
[addendum: Phys. Rev.D99,no.5,059902(2019)].

[11] A. V. Kotikov and S. Teber, Critical Behavior of (2+1)-
Dimensional QED: 1/N Expansion, Particles 3 (2020) 2, 345–
354.

[12] S. Metayer and S. Teber, Two-loop mass anomalous dimen-
sion in reduced quantum electrodynamics and application to dy-
namical fermion mass generation, JHEP 09 (2021) 107, arXiv:
2107.07807.

[13] N. Dorey and N. E. Mavromatos, QED in three-dimension
and two-dimensional superconductivity without parity viola-
tion, Nucl. Phys. B386 (1992) 614–680.

[14] M. Franz and Z. Tesanovic, Algebraic Fermi Liquid from Phase
Fluctuations: ’Topological’ Fermions, Vortex ’Berryons’ and
QED3 Theory of Cuprate Superconductors, Phys. Rev. Lett.
87 (2001) 257003, arXiv:cond-mat/0012445.

[15] I. F. Herbut, QED(3) theory of underdoped high tempera-
ture superconductors, Phys. Rev. B66 (2002) 094504, arXiv:
cond-mat/0202491.

[16] K. Farakos and N. E. Mavromatos, Gauge theory ap-
proach to planar doped antiferromagnetics and external mag-
netic fields, (1997), arXiv:cond-mat/9710288. [Int. J. Mod.
Phys.B12,809(1998)].

[17] G. W. Semenoff, Condensed Matter Simulation of a Three-
dimensional Anomaly, Phys. Rev. Lett. 53 (1984) 2449.

[18] K. S. Novoselov, A. K. Geim, S. V. Morozov, D. Jiang,
Y. Zhang, S. V. Dubonos, I. V. Grigorieva, and A. A. Firsov,
Electric field effect in atomically thin carbon films, Science 306
(2004) 666–669, arXiv:cond-mat/0410550.

[19] T. E. Clark and S. T. Love, Supersymmetric Quantum Elec-
trodynamics and Dynamical Chiral Symmetry Breaking, Nucl.
Phys. B 310 (1988) 371–386.

[20] M. Koopmans and J. J. Steringa, Dynamical Mass Genera-
tion in Supersymmetric QED in Three-dimensions, Phys. Lett.
B226 (1989) 309–312.

[21] M. Walker and C. Burden, Chiral symmetry in supersymmetric
three-dimensional quantum electrodynamics, Phys. Rev. D 59
(1999) 125013, arXiv:hep-th/9901070.

[22] A. Campbell-Smith and N. Mavromatos, On dynamical
mass generation in three dimensional supersymmetric U(1)
gauge field theory, Phys. Rev. D 60 (1999) 105011, arXiv:
hep-th/9904173.

[23] A. Campbell-Smith, N. Mavromatos, and J. Papavassiliou,
Gauge coupling instability and dynamical mass generation in
N=1 supersymmetric QED(3), Phys. Rev. D 60 (1999) 085002,
arXiv:hep-th/9905132.

[24] H. Khachatryan, Exploring the space of many-flavor QED’s in
2 < d < 6. Ph.D. Thesis, SISSA, Trieste, 2019.

[25] C. P. Herzog, K.-W. Huang, I. Shamir, and J. Virrueta, Super-
conformal Models for Graphene and Boundary Central Charges,
JHEP 09 (2018) 161, arXiv:1807.01700.

[26] R. Kumar Gupta, C. P. Herzog, and I. Jeon, Duality and Trans-
port for Supersymmetric Graphene from the Hemisphere Parti-
tion Function, JHEP 05 (2020) 023, arXiv:1912.09225.

[27] S.-S. Lee, Emergence of supersymmetry at a critical point
of a lattice model, Phys. Rev. B 76 (2007) 075103, arXiv:
cond-mat/0611658.

[28] B. Roy, V. Juričić, and I. F. Herbut, Quantum superconducting
criticality in graphene and topological insulators, Phys. Rev. B
87 (2013) 041401, arXiv:1210.3576.

[29] S.-K. Jian, C.-H. Lin, J. Maciejko, and H. Yao, Emergence
of supersymmetric quantum electrodynamics, Phys. Rev. Lett.
118 (2017) 16, 166802, arXiv:1609.02146.

[30] P.-L. Zhao and G.-Z. Liu, Absence of emergent supersymmetry
at superconducting quantum critical points in Dirac and Weyl

semimetals, Materials 4 (2019) 37, arXiv:1706.02231.
[31] W. Siegel, Supersymmetric Dimensional Regularization via Di-

mensional Reduction, Phys. Lett. B 84 (1979) 193–196.
[32] W. Siegel, Inconsistency of Supersymmetric Dimensional Reg-

ularization, Phys. Lett. B 94 (1980) 37–40.
[33] D. M. Capper, D. R. T. Jones, and P. van Nieuwenhuizen, Reg-

ularization by Dimensional Reduction of Supersymmetric and
Nonsupersymmetric Gauge Theories, Nucl. Phys. B 167 (1980)
479–499.

[34] I. Jack and D. R. T. Jones, Regularization of supersymmetric
theories, Adv. Ser. Direct. High Energy Phys. 21 (2010) 494–
513, arXiv:hep-ph/9707278.

[35] W. Hollik, E. Kraus, and D. Stockinger, Renormalization and
symmetry conditions in supersymmetric QED, Eur. Phys. J. C
11 (1999) 365–381, arXiv:hep-ph/9907393.

[36] C. Rupp, R. Scharf, and K. Sibold, Susy Ward identity and its
use in SQED, Nucl. Phys. B Proc. Suppl. 89 (2000) 272–276.

[37] C. Vafa and E. Witten, Parity Conservation in QCD, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 53 (1984) 535.

[38] T. Appelquist, M. J. Bowick, D. Karabali, and L. C. R. Wijew-
ardhana, Spontaneous Breaking of Parity in (2+1)-dimensional
QED, Phys. Rev. D 33 (1986) 3774.

[39] L. Mihaila, Precision Calculations in Supersymmetric Theories,
Adv. High Energy Phys. 2013 (2013) 607807, arXiv:1310.6178.

[40] D. Nash, Higher Order Corrections in (2+1)-Dimensional QED,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 62 (1989) 3024.

[41] T. Kugo and M. G. Mitchard, The Chiral Ward-Takahashi
identity in the ladder approximation, Phys. Lett. B 282 (1992)
162–170.

[42] E. H. Simmons, Useful gauges for studying dynamical fermion
mass generation in arbitrary space-time dimension, Phys. Rev.
D 42 (1990) 2933–2935.

[43] A. V. Kotikov and S. Teber, Multi-loop techniques for massless
Feynman diagram calculations, Phys. Part. Nucl. 50 (2019) 1,
1–41, arXiv:1805.05109.

[44] V. P. Gusynin, A. V. Kotikov, and S. Teber, Landau-
Khalatnikov-Fradkin transformation in three-dimensional
quenched QED, Phys. Rev. D102 (2020) 2, 025013,
arXiv:2006.09315.

[45] A. James, S. Metayer, and S. Teber, N = 1 supersymmetric
three-dimensional QED in the large-Nf limit and applications
to super-graphene, (2021), arXiv:2102.02722.

[46] V. Gusynin, A. Hams, and M. Reenders, Nonperturba-
tive infrared dynamics of three-dimensional QED with four
fermion interaction, Phys. Rev. D 63 (2001) 045025, arXiv:
hep-ph/0005241.

[47] S. Teber, Electromagnetic current correlations in reduced quan-
tum electrodynamics, Phys. Rev. D 86 (2012) 025005, arXiv:
1204.5664.

[48] A. V. Kotikov and S. Teber, Note on an application of the
method of uniqueness to reduced quantum electrodynamics,
Phys. Rev. D 87 (2013) 8, 087701, arXiv:1302.3939.

[49] A. Denner, H. Eck, O. Hahn, and J. Kublbeck, Compact Feyn-
man rules for Majorana fermions, Phys. Lett. B 291 (1992)
278–280.

[50] A. Denner, H. Eck, O. Hahn, and J. Kublbeck, Feynman rules
for fermion number violating interactions, Nucl. Phys. B 387
(1992) 467–481.

[51] H. Khachatryan, Higher Derivative Gauge theory in d= 6 and
the CP(Nf−1) NLSM, JHEP 12 (2019) 144, arXiv:1907.11448.

[52] S. Benvenuti and H. Khachatryan, QED’s in 2+1 dimensions:
complex fixed points and dualities, (2018), arXiv:1812.01544.

[53] E. Dagotto, A. Kocic, and J. B. Kogut, Collapse of the wave
function, anomalous dimensions and continuum limits in model
scalar field theories, Phys. Lett. B 237 (1990) 268–273.

[54] Y. Shamir, Chiral symmetry breaking in supersymmetric QCD,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 66 (1991) 3101–3104.

[55] Y. Shamir, Supersymmetric QCD chiral symmetry breaking in
the ladder approximation, Nucl. Phys. B 352 (1991) 469–488.

[56] T. Appelquist, A. Nyffeler, and S. B. Selipsky, Analyzing chi-
ral symmetry breaking in supersymmetric gauge theories, Phys.
Lett. B 425 (1998) 300–308, arXiv:hep-th/9709177.

8

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.60.2575
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.60.2575
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.125009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.125009
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.08582
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.059902, 10.1103/PhysRevD.94.114011
http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.03790
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/particles3020026
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/particles3020026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2021)107
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.07807
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.07807
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(92)90632-L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.257003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.257003
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0012445
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.66.094504
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0202491
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0202491
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9710288
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.53.2449
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1102896
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1102896
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0410550
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(88)90154-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(88)90154-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(89)91200-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(89)91200-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.59.125013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.59.125013
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9901070
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.60.105011
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9904173
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9904173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.60.085002
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9905132
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2018)161
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.01700
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2020)023
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.09225
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.76.075103
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0611658
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0611658
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.041401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.041401
http://arxiv.org/abs/1210.3576
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.166802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.166802
http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.02146
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41535-019-0177-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.02231
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(79)90282-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(80)90819-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(80)90244-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(80)90244-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/9789814307505_0013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/9789814307505_0013
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9707278
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s100520050642
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s100520050642
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9907393
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0920-5632(00)00855-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.53.535
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.53.535
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.33.3774
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2013/607807
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.6178
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.62.3024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(92)90496-Q
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(92)90496-Q
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.42.2933
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.42.2933
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S1063779619010039
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S1063779619010039
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.05109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.025013
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.09315
http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.02722
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.63.045025
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0005241
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0005241
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.025005
http://arxiv.org/abs/1204.5664
http://arxiv.org/abs/1204.5664
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.087701
http://arxiv.org/abs/1302.3939
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(92)91045-B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(92)91045-B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(92)90169-C
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(92)90169-C
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2019)144
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.11448
http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.01544
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(90)91442-E
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.66.3101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(91)90452-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(98)00093-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(98)00093-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9709177

	1 Introduction
	2 Model and conventions
	3 Setting up the  expansion
	4 Field anomalous dimensions
	5 Mass anomalous dimensions
	6 Dynamical (s)electron mass generation
	7 Summary and conclusion
	Appendix  A Renormalized self energies

