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Abstract

We consider massless three-dimensional N =1 supersymmetric quantum electrodynamics (QED) with N flavours of

electrons.

ec 2022

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/N;
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

D 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
(QEDs3) 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/N; expansion (where Ny is
the number of electron flavours), this super-renormalizable
'®)) model acquires an interacting fixed point in the infra-red
O (IR) and becomes effectively renormalizable. Large Ny
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-
O\ tion of the composite operator ¥ [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 QEDj3 also came from its applications to con-
E densed matter physics systems with relativistic-like gapless

quasiparticle excitations at low-energies such as high-T,
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 SQEDj3 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 (SQED,4) with focus on dynamical electron
mass generation along the lines of the non-supersymmetric
case. Actually, in A'=1 SQEDy, a non-perturbative non-
renormalization theorem forbids dynamical mass genera-
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tion [19] and it was therefore argued in [20] that this ap-
plies to A'=2 SQEDj3, 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 A"=1 (minimal) SQED3 with N; 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 N; 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 pure! 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 Ny 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/N; expansion and provide some technical
details underlying our calculations. The field anomalous
dimensions of SQED3;, bQEDj3 and, as a check, f{QEDj3 at
the NLO of the 1/N; 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 fQEDj3 are
given in app. A.

2. Model and conventions

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

T

%xaﬁ 1D, —ie(Ad— Apo*) + | F|?

(DuA")?

1 ~ - _ _ _
_5(814141/)2_e"l}'S/MAuw'i'ezAZ‘leQv (1)

where ﬁu:éu—i—ieflu and f:'“y“tAM for any d-vector t.?
The Lagrangian of eq. (1) is built from N; matter multi-
plets {¢,¢,F}, where ¢ is a 2-component Dirac fermion
(electron), ¢ a complex pseudo-scalar (selectron) and F
a complex auxiliary scalar field, as well as a gauge mul-
tiplet {A,,A,,\}, where A, is the d-dimensional U(1)
gauge field (photons), flu is the 2e-dimensional U (1) gauge
field (e-scalar), and A a 2-component Majorana fermion

1Here “pure” means no ¢*-type interactions.

2 All computations will be carried out considering that, in three di-
mensions, odd (hatted) gamma matrix traces are non-vanishing, i.e.,
Tr(§H4Y4P) x EMYP | with, e.g., 4* ={o2,i01,i03} and o; 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), £ is the
covariant gauge fixing® parameter and e? 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

O —=SP Vbe{A' \ o}, (2)

and S? =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-N; 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 bQEDj3. 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 e-scalar field will be associated
with a factor £ € {0,1} such that

-y 3)

and £2 = £. Indeed, as we shall see in the following, though
e-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=&=1 and n=2. The sub-
case of fQED3 will be recovered with the help of S=£ =0
and n =2 and that of bQEDj3 with the help of S=1 and
n=&=0.

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

- drv

G%x (p)= Tw ?7 (4a)
104 _ —i&s g“” B . is 1
GAA(p) = Tg(ﬁ)?’ Gy (p)= T’\(Pﬂ)% (4b)
i 1 is 1
Gzpzl (p)= Tﬁ’(p?)% Gq&qﬁ'(l’) = mﬁa (4c)

where d = g — (1—&)pHp” /p?, p> =p"p, and the pho-
ton propagator (4a) is expressed in a non-local &-gauge
[40-42]. The gauge multiplet self-energies in (4) are pa-
rameterized as

1" (p) = (p*¢" — prp* )1 (p?), (5a)
" (p) = p*g" 11" (p*), (5b)
I (p) =pII*(p°), (5¢)

3The gauge fixing term is SUSY breaking, therefore only the phys-
ical gauge-invariant quantities will be SUSY invariant.



and the matter multiplet self-energies (which will be our
main focus in this paper) as

2 (p) =p S5 (07) +my S8, (), (62)

24 (p) =p* S5 (p) +m3 T, (%), (6b)
where the masses m, have been introduced as IR regu-
lators m, < p, with x=1),¢. Hence, after extracting 3,
and ¥, for both electrons and selectrons, the masses m.
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 vg as well as a factor of 47 from the
€ expansion, i.e., fi> = 4me~ V2 % where y is the renormal-
ization scale in the DRED scheme such that N; trivially
renormalize as Ny — p*%]\/}. Indeed, we recall that, in the
large Ny limit, SQED3 [20], similarly to bQED3 [1, 2] and
fQEDj3 [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.* This
leads to the triviality of the renormalization constants for
the coupling, gauge-multiplet fields and gauge-fixing pa-
rameter, formally Z, =1 with z € {e, A*, A# X, ¢}. The
remaining non-trivial renormalization constants are there-
fore for matter fields and masses, with conventions

p=2,%p, 6=2,"¢., (7a)
mw:mem@M, m¢:Zm¢m¢r. (7b)

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

(1-%Y) Zy =finite, ~ (1-%9)Z, =finite,  (8a)

1+x¥ 1+%¢
T om g, —finite, ——7z2 —fnite, (D)
1-%5 -5

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

dl "
— A8 % e (g, gmyme}, (9)

%= Tlogp
and correspond to the critical exponents we wish to com-
pute in a 1/N; expansion at the non-trivial IR fixed point.

3. Setting up the 1/N; expansion

The 1/N; expansion amounts to sum an infinite chain
of simple matter loops in force field propagators, i.e., the
gauge multiplet propagators of egs. (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,
a(k) = (a/k)/(1—11"(k?)) where @=e?N;, that is particularly ap-
propriate in a 1/Nj-expansion and reads: §(a) = —a(1l—a/a*) where
a@— 0 at the asymptotically free UV fixed point while @ —a™* at the
interacting IR fixed point, see [1-3] as well as the more recent [44]
and also footnote 5.

fQED3 (n=2) | II" =1+0.1429/N; + O(1/N?)
SQED; (n=2) | II" =240.8634/N; + O(1/N?)
bQED3 (n=0) | II" =1+3.3852/N; + O(1/N?)

Table 1: Numerical polarizations "= —pIl"/a

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

I (%) = 1T (p?) 1+C;+O(1/zvf2) o)

N,

with z € {7,e,A}. In (10), the leading order (LO) contri-
butions read

(n+2S)a
2p P

m=-

with the Euclidean momentum p=+/—p?, as well as a=
N;e? /16 and the NLO coefficients

8n(92—-972)  16(164—20n—972)S
v = y (12&)
9(n+2S5)2n2 9(n+2)2n?
_2(12-72)S  2(38—26-372)S
08—77 Ch= 3.2 . (12pb)

In the non-SUSY (S =0) case, the only non-zero coeffi-
cient is C{P =2(92—972) /972 for 4-component electrons
[46-48]. In the SUSY (S=1) case, all polarization cor-
rections (12) are equal, provided that e-scalars are al-
lowed (£=1) and read C,=C.=C\=2(12—7?)/7? for
2-component spinors. In the bosonic (n=0) case, the co-
efficient reads C”) = 4(164—972)/972. In order to further
appreciate the differences between the various models, we
provide comparative numerical results in tab. 1. Note that
in contrast to fQEDg3 radiative corrections rather strongly
affect the bQEDj3 polarization.® The contribution of the
scalar (bosonic) field also enhances the SQEDj3 polariza-
tion, a fact first noticed at LO in [20]; they also affect
the NLO SQEDs3 polarization though not as much as in
bQEDj3 as their effect is tempered by the contribution of
the fermions.

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

2 dw

AV _

Gyalp) = (n+29a p (13a)
A _iES gt N fiS}if
G =5t Ga)=g b, ()

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

i is
Gq/n/} (p) = ;ﬁa G¢¢+(p) = ?7 (14)

5 Following footnote 4, the coupling at the non-trivial IR fixed
point @* is given by: @* =16/I1" =16/(1+C~/Ny) (see eq. (3.3) in
[2] where A in that paper corresponds to our C., for either f{QED3 or
bQED3). In the case of {QED3 radiative corrections weakly affect the
fixed point (C, = 0.1429 for 2-component spinors) while the effect is
much more pronounced for bQED3 (C, = 3.3852).
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Figure 1: Exactly vanishing matter-loop diagrams (dotted line for

the e-scalar, wavy line for the photon, solid line with an arrow for
the electron and dashed line for the selectron).
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and the vertices
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From this combination of propagators and vertices, the
mass scale e? drops out of self-energies in favor of the di-
mensionless coupling constant 1/N;. Diagrams are then
generated according to their power of 1/N; with each mat-
ter loop bringing a factor of Ny and an additional minus
sign from each fermionic loop.%

Given the variety of propagators and vertices in SQEDs3,
a multitude of diagrams is a priori generated at each order
of the large N; 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(3#)=0." 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 $2(p?) (z = {1, ¢}) from eqgs. (6). All

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

"We take the Levi-Civita symbol in 2e-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/N; expansion,

they read

2(5-¢ 2(5-¢* 1
RNje  R2NPe?  3R2N7e

Y =— [4—1—(774—65)5

(16a)

+4(1—(19+38)5+6£)E —6R(SCy —gcw)] +0(e"),
(6—n+2)S (6—n+2)2%8 S { -

%= - — 8(85+28
P T RNe SRINZ? GRENE: [T T2

(16b)
—n(163+40€) —128—6R(nCA—2(3+§)07)} +0(£Y),

with €=(2-3¢)/2, R=A(—4p*/ji%?)° and A=3r2(n+
25)/8. Note that, in (16), e-scalars do contribute to the
self-energies. Their contribution arises partly from the po-
larization correction C but not from C¢, see (12b). From
(16), together with the definitions (7a), (8a) and (9), we
deduce the following matter-field anomalous dimensions

_4(5-9) 4 B
W= AN, +3AQNf2 [4+(29 6E)S ) (17a)
—3A(SC\ —gcw)} +O0(1/N?),
~ 2(n—6-2)S 28 B
Vg = AN, +3A2Nf2 [8+29n 12€ (17b)

—3A(nCy— (835)07)} +O(1/N?).

As a check on our results, eq. (17a) allows us to recover the
fQEDj3 electron field anomalous dimension, i.e., for S =0
and n = 4-component spinors

NON. 8¢ 16(4+(92—977)¢)
v 32Ny 27w N2

+O(1/N?),  (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,
egs. (17) yield

46 8(2—(12—7%)¢)

— 3
Yop = 7T2]\ff 7_(_4]\92 +O(1/J\C‘ )7 (19&)
C4(€-2)  8(26—2n7 —(12—72)¢) 5

where vy, # 74 possibly because our gauge fixing method
breaks SUSY. Interestingly, (19) is &-independent up to
NLO, so that e-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=& =0 and S =1, read-
ing

b _ 8(8—3¢)

32(440 —164¢ — 371'2(8 —3¢))
T = 3772]\6“

D)
97r4.7\/}

+O(1/N?),

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



5. Mass anomalous dimensions

From the same set of diagrams and allowing for a small
mass m, with (x={,¢}) for the (s)electron, we extract
the functions X% (p?) from egs. (6). All calculations done,
up to the NLO in the 1/N; expansion, they read

32+ 9(2+¢)?
v _ —21
>m RNse 2R2]\/}2€2+R2]\925 220215
—4(29-48E+3(2+) (6ES — RC,) | +0(e?), (21a)
2
so _30+OS 9n+€’s 35 [0
™ RN 2R2N7e?  2R?Npe

+12E —8(2+&){ —2R(nC) +§C,y)} +0(e%), (21b)

with the same notations as for eqs. (16). In (21), sim-
ilarly to (16), we note that e-scalars contribute to the
self-energies in part from the polarization correction C)
(this time for the selectron only) but not from C., see
(12b). From (21), together with the definitions (7b), (8b),
(9) and our previous results (16), we deduce the following
mass anomalous dimensions
_4(4-8) 8

Tmy = A ]\/} 3A2 ]\6‘2

[16 — (46 -38)S (22a)
+3A<50A—407)} +O(1/NP),

4
o, = 2T 85 fog 156 1m

AN, 3AN?
+3A(nCy +407)} +O(1/N?).

(22b)

Reassuringly, eqgs. (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

© 32 64(372—28)
T = 302N T 9niN?

+O(1/N?), (23)

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

§  16(14—7°)

Tmy = 772]\6‘ 7T4]Vf2 + O(l/‘]\/}g)a (24&)
8 16(46—45—37T2)
Ymg = 72N N 371'4Nf2 +O(1/‘]\6’3)' (24b)

Interestingly, unlike for the field anomalous dimensions,
e-scalars do contribute to (24b) at the NLO of the 1/N;
expansion. Actually, their effect is crucial because upon
setting £=1 in eqgs. (24), we find that
_ 8 16(14—72)
Ty = Tmey = 71'2Nf 7T4Nf2

+O(1/N?), (25

where the LO contribution agrees with [52] and the NLO
one is new. Our analysis confirms that e-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) | Ym, =2.162/N; +0.470/N? +O(1/N?)
SQED3 (n=2) | Y, =0.811/N; —0.678/N?+O(1/N?)
bQED3 (n=0) | Y, =1.081/N; —5.021/N? +O(1/N?)

Table 2: Numerical mass anomalous dimensions

the identity vpm,, = Ym,, 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
€=0, S=1) which yields

(b) 32 128(64 — 372)
Yo = - 2
¢ 3m2N; 974 N

where the LO agrees with [52] and the NLO one is a new
result. Eqgs. (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 f{QED3 and bQEDs5,
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 bQEDg3 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.

+O(1/N?), (26

6. Dynamical (s)electron mass generation

As an application of our results, we now turn to an esti-
mate of N, the critical number of (s)electron flavors which
is such that for Ny > N, the (s)electron is massless while for
Ny < N. a dynamical mass, with a Miransky-type scaling
Mayn < exp(—27/1/N./N; —1) [8], is generated.®

In the following, we shall only focus on the electron mass
generation. Indeed, in the case of bQED3 with Ny scalars,
we did not find any evidence for dynamical scalar mass
generation, suggesting that N, =0 for that model (the sit-
uation seems to be different in 4-dimensions, see [53]). On
the other hand, for SQEDj (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 SQEDs3.

Proceeding along the lines of the recent [12], we shall
then assume that the electron gap equation for AN'=1
SQEDj3 takes the same form as for fQED3, i.e., 'yfnw(l —
Ym,) =1/4, that has to be properly truncated at each

8The potentially generated parity-even mass terms are of the
form  Layn =muy (s’ =Py ng 20" /2) 4 m2 (1632 + |bignp /217)
with ¢=1,...,N; /2 in term of 2-component spinors. Note that only
the electron mass term breaks the global flavour symmetry.



order of the 1/N;-expansion and where the mass anoma-
lous dimension vy, ~is given by (25) at Ny =N, (with an
all-order estimate of v,,,, the gap equation reduces to
Y, =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 vy, .

Truncating the gap equation at the LO of the 1/N;
expansion, yields the gauge-invariant value N, =32/7% =
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 Ny =2 (since N} 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/N;
expansion, we find that N, = (16/72)(1+iv14—72/2) =
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 /J\Gp3 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

8
Ymy =Vme = 50 T T v o3
e " 28+ (N —2)m2
Using this new improved value as a input to solve the gap
equation non-perturbatively, i.e., ’YTan =1/2, yields

N, =2(n%—6)/7? =0.78. (28)

(27)

This result is a strong evidence that, beyond the LO of the
1/N; 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 ., =¥, found
in eq. (25).

In closing, let’s note that, in the case of fQEDj3 (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 N, =128/(372)=
4.32 and at NLO to N,=(64/(372))(1++/372—28/4) =
2.85 (in terms of 4-component spinors) in accordance with
[9-11]. Although the problem of a complex N, is not
encountered in this case (because the NLO term in (23)
is positive, see tab. 2), we still provide for completeness
the improved N, value obtained with resummation, i.e.,
N.=2(4+372%)/(372) =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 fQEDs for Ny =1 and
2 (in terms of 4-component spinors), or equivalently, for
Ny=2and 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) in A" =1 SQED3
for an arbitrary covariant gauge fixing and at the NLO of
the 1/N; expansion. Our general framework also allowed
us to compute the corresponding anomalous dimensions in
bQED3 and recover known results in the case of fQEDj.
All these quantities correspond to the critical exponents
of the considered models at the non-trivial IR fixed point
that arises in the large N limit. In the case of SQED3,
the (gauge-variant) field anomalous dimensions (19) were
found to be free of e-scalars; on the other hand, our anal-
ysis has shown that e-scalars play a subtle role in ensuring
the equality of the two gauge-invariant mass anomalous
dimensions (25). The corresponding results for bQED;
are given by eqgs. (20) and (26). Note that all these re-
sults have a transcendental structure that is similar to that
known in the case of f{QEDg, 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 f{QED3 (see tab. 1) while
acting oppositely on the mass anomalous dimension (see
tab. 2). The case of SQEDj is somehow intermediate be-
tween fQED3 and bQEDg3 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 fQEDj3, a flavour-breaking
parity-invariant mass is generated for (even) Ny <4 (in
terms of 2-component spinors) while in bQED3 we do not
find any evidence for a dynamically generated scalar mass.
In SQEDg3, 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, N, that is such that for Ny <N,
a dynamical mass for the electron would be generated.
The value obtained, N, =0.78 (in terms of 2-component
spinors), strongly suggests that A'=1 SQED3 remains in
an interacting conformal phase for all values of N;.
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Appendix A. Renormalized self energies

In order to complete our analysis of A'=1 SQED3, we provide in this Appendix the exact expressions of the renor-
malized matter self-energies at O(1 /J\/}z) They can be derived from the relations:

S =1-(1-S9)Zy, S0, =1-(1+S0)2yZm,, S0=1-(1-%2)Z,, 0. =1-(1+%0)Zs7Z2

s Y
that require the computation of the finite parts, i.e., of O(g°), of the (bare) matter self energies and from which one
can straightforwardly recover the corresponding renormalized matter propagators. All calculations done, exactly up to
o1 /J\G?), the renormalized matter self-energies of N'=1 SQED;3 (S =& =1) with n = 2-component spinors read

E;f;:—ﬂfw [2+(@- L))+ SVQ [3+10¢+ (1-(5-)¢ - 42L) L - (4+ 5(12+)¢ —3¢L) o +O(e),

E:Z}nr:_

[(2+£)(4—E)} SVQ {37 16Cy +2(4— g)g—(5—2(1+§)§+§(2+5)2~)~

w2 Ny .
. (18+402+ (28+€)E—3(2+€) L)@} +0(e

zgrzﬂfj\&[z;_(z—g)i} 4?,2[35 8Ci— (17-86 - 1(2-€)°L) L— (9+2C2 + §(4-€)§ -3(2-)L) | + O
s 2N[14 36— (2+«£)L}+ﬁ{123—4604—2(12+§)§—(2+(4+3§)§+%(2+§)2i>i
f

1 (227+4602 44— )¢ — 24(2+§)E) cg} +O(e),

with L =log(—4p?/fi?) and ¢, =72/6, as well as Co = CLy(7/2) =0.916 the Catalan number and C; = CLy(7/2) = 0.989
where CL,,(2) is the Clausen function. For completeness, we also provide the bQED3 (n=E =0, S=1) case

sy A 32 - - me 3rn ap27) 7
5 = 5o [56 3(8— 35)} ST [5455 648C, 3(884 3306 —3(8 35)2L)L
—27(39+602+%(16—3§)5—3(8—3§)E)<2] +O(e),
4 . R
o(b) _ _ge_ _ _ _ 0 2
S =y [8 3¢ gL]+97r4Nf2 [1513 630C — 6(86+3€)¢ (4(18+23§)+3(6+L)5 )L

_3 (365+21OC2 — 723+ L)+ 1252)@} +0(e),
as well as the non-SUSY (S =0) fQEDj3 case with n =4-component electrons

Tp0 = 97TNf{2+3(2 3¢)(2— L)} [787—846§—3(110—3(59—95)5—3(2—35)2i)i

8
17T4]\92
- 27(16 —L(32436)¢—3(2— 3§)E) cz] +0(e),

P N 8 N -
EW:——[ 48— (2 L} 7{ 23— 2(26 — —(2—1 1 9(2 2L)L
—$(17+10C; + (28+)€—6(2+) L) o] +0(e).
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