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A generalization oftheJordan-W ignertransform ation tothree(orhigher)dim ensions

isconstructed.Thenonlocalm apping ofspin to ferm ionicvariablesisexpressed asa

gauge transform ation with topologicalcharge equalto one. The resulting ferm ionic

theory is m inim ally coupled to a nonabelian gauge �eld in a spontaneously broken

phasecontaining m onopoles.

TypesetUsing REVTEX

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9308006v1


TheJordan{W igner(J{W )transform ation [1]forone{dim ensionalspin system shaspro-

vided rem arkable applicationsin condensed m atterphysics,including the two{dim ensional

classicalIsing m odel[2,3]and the X Y spin{1/2 m odel[4]. The counterpartin relativistic

�eld theory,the bosonization offerm ionic theoriesin 1+1 dim ensions [5],hasalso opened

an im portant�eld ofactiveresearch.

Bosonization in higher dim ensions has been elusive for a long tim e. Relatively recent

work hasuncovered aBose{Ferm itransm utation in 2+1-dim ensionswhich isexperienced by

theelem entary excitationsofthesigm a m odelin thepresenceofa Chern{Sim ons�eld [6,7].

This result paved the way for the construction ofthe J{W transform ation in a lattice of

two spatialdim ensions,wherea localferm ion theory ism apped onto a system ofhard{core

bosonsdescribed by the Heisenberg Ham iltonian [8]. On the sam e basis,the bosonization

schem e hasbeen also im plem ented for2+1 relativistic�eld theory [9].

In this letter,we propose an extension ofthe J{W transform ation to three {orm ore{

dim ensions. Here we discuss in detailthe three-dim ensionalcase. The generalization to

higherdim ensionsisstraightforward.

The J{W transform ation relatesthe localspin{1/2 operators,Sz,S� ([Sz;S� ]= �S� ,

[S+ ;S� ]= 2Sz),to localferm ionicoperators, , y (f ; yg = 1,f ; g= f y; yg= 0):

S
+ (x)=  

y(x)U(x); S
� (x)= U

y(x) (x); (1)

whereU(x)isa nonlocalfunction of .

In a one{dim ensionallattice(1D),theoperatorU takestheform

U1D (x)= e
i�

P

z6= x j
0(z)�(z� x)

; (2)

where j0(z)=  y(z) (z)isthe ferm ion num berdensity operator,and �(z)isthe 1D step

function.Thecorresponding expression in 2D is[8,10]

U2D (x)= e
i
P

z6= x j
0(z)arg(z� x;̂n0); (3)

where the function arg(x)isthe angle between x and an arbitrarily given space direction

n̂0.
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The 3D J{W transform ation hasthe sam e form as (1),but now itconnects an SU(2)

doubletofspinsS� to an SU(2)doubletofferm ion operators �:

S
+

�
(x)=  

y
�
(x)e

i
P

z6= x j
0a(z)!a(z� x;̂n0); (4)

where j0a(z)�  y(z)�a (z)isan SU(2)\isospin" density operator([�a;�b]= i�abc�c,sum

overrepeated indicesisim plied),and

!
a(x;̂n0)= arg(x;̂n0)e

a(x;̂n0); (5)

with ea(x;̂n0)being a unitvectororthogonalto x and n̂0. The application x ! !a(x;̂n0)

generalizesthe2D and 1D expressions,asitcan beseen by restricting itto a planeand to

a line,respectively.

The m apping is com pleted by exhausting the com m utator algebra ofS+

�
and S�

�
. In

particular,thegeneralization ofSz,Sz

��(x)� (1=2)[S+

� (x);S
�

�
(x)],is

S
z

��
=
1

2
[1� �(x)]��� �

1

2
j
0a(x)�a

��
; (6)

where �(x)�  y
�
(x) �(x)isthe ferm ion density. Itisreadily seen thatthe diagonalpart,

Sz

��
,hastheusualform ,1=2�  y

�
 � (no sum over�).Theinverse of(4)reads

 
y
�
(x)= S

+

�
(x)e

�i
P

z6= x S
za(z)!a(z� x;̂n0); (7)

with Sza � �Sz

���
a
��.

The key feature ofthe ansatz (4){(5),which is responsible for the transm utation of

statistics,isthefactthat

!
a(y � x;̂n0)� !

a(x � y;̂n0)= � e
a(x � y;̂n0): (8)

Thisgivesrise to a (�1)factorwhen the positionsoftwo spinsare exchanged,leading to

oppositestatisticsfortheS and  operators[11].Forx 6= y,one�nds[12]

S
�
� (x)S

+

� (y)

�

e
i�a!a(y � x;̂n0)

�

��

� S
+

�
(y)S�

� (x)

�

e
i�a!a(y � x;̂n0)

�

��

=  �(x) 
y

�
(y)U y(x)U(y)

� 
y

�
(y) �(x)

�

e
i�a!a(y � x;̂n0)e�i�

a!a(x � y;̂n0)
�

��

U(y)U y(x):

(9)
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By virtue of(8),the exponentialon the RHS of(9)is����. On the otherhand,one m ay

choose the reference vector n̂0 = (y � x)=jy � xj,m aking the exponentialson the LHS of

(9)equalto the identity [13]. Also,U y(x)and U(y)com m ute because the vectors z� y,

z� x and n̂0,fora genericpointz,lieon thesam eplane.Hence,fordi�erentsitesx and y,

[S�
� (x);S

+

� (y)]= f �(x); 
y

�
(y)gU y(x)U(y)= 0: (10)

The rest ofthe x 6= y com m utators can be shown to vanish along sim ilar lines. On the

otherhand,theequal{sitecom m utatorsde�nethealgebra ofthespin operators,which isa

generalized spin{1/2 algebraicstructure[14].

Theessentialfeatureofthem apping,responsibleforthestatisticaltransm utation,isits

topologicalstructure. The operatorsU in (2)and (3)produce localphase transform ations

for the �eld  (x), generated by the charge density j0. The U’s rotate the phase of 

in a prescribed m anner at each site,throughout the entire lattice. In 1D,the resulting

con�guration is a kink centered atx,where the  �elds on the leftofx are 
ipped with

respect to those on the right. The 2D operator,on the other hand,produces a vortex

centered atx.

These localassignm ents are operations generated by j0 in the corresponding internal

sym m etry groups ofthe ferm ions (Z2 and U(1),respectively). Although these are gauge

transform ations,theycannotbecontinuouslydeform ed totheidentityduetotheirnontrivial

hom otopicalcharacter.TheJ{W transform ation belongsto thehom otopy classofwinding

num beroneofthegaugegroup [15,16].

Indeed,the J{W transform ation establishes a one-to-one correspondence between the

pointsoftheboundary ofthelattice(spatialin�nity)and theelem entsofagroup m anifold.

In 1D,the boundary f�1 ;+1 g ism apped onto Z2;for2D,the circle atin�nity,S
1

1 ,is

m apped onto U(1). The existence ofthese m appings not continuously connected to the

identity isguaranteed becausethezeroth and �rsthom otopy groupsofZ 2 and U(1)(�0(Z2)

and �1(U(1)),respectively)arenontrivial.

The generalization ofthis construction to 3D,then,calls for a m apping between the
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boundary of three dim ensional space {the sphere at in�nity S2

1 {, and a group m ani-

fold M with a nontrivialsecond hom otopy group,(�2(M ) 6= 0). The sim plest choice is

M = S2 �= SU(2)=U(1)�= SO(3)=SO(2),and one isnaturally led to considerthe SU(2)or

SO(3)gauge sym m etry groups,in a spontaneously broken phase [17]. [Forhigherdim en-

sions,therequirem entis�D � 1(M )6= 0,and M = SO(D)=SO(D � 1),leadsoneto look for

spontaneously broken SO(D)gaugesym m etry.]

In sum ,U(x) in the ansatz (4){(5) is a gauge transform ation in the hom otopy class

ofwinding num ber one that,acting on a uniform con�guration,produces a \hedgehog"

arrangem entcentered atx.

The 3D Jordan{W ignertransform ation provides a ferm ionic representation forSU(2){

invariantspin system s. The spin operatorsS�
�
and S+

�
transform asS�

�
! T��S

�
�
,S+

�
!

T�
��S

+

�
,T 2SU(2). The sim plest SU(2){invariant Ham iltonian corresponds to the X Y

m odel,

H = J
X

x;̂�

[S+

� (x)S
�
� (x + �̂)+ S

�
� (x)S

+

� (x + �̂)] (11)

(̂� runsovertheunitcellvectors).Applying them apping(4){(5)one�ndsthattheproduct

U(x)U y(x + �̂)becom esthelink gauge�eld in theferm ion hopping:

U(x)U y(x+ �̂)= e
i
P

z6= x j
0a(z)!a(z� x)

e
�i

P

z6= x+ �̂ j
0a(z)!a(z� x� �̂)

� e
i
P

z
j0a(z)W a

�
(z� x)

: (12)

Thisde�nesthegaugepotentialW a
�
(z),which can becom puted in thecontinuum ,

W
a

�(z� x)= ��
�ab

(z� x)b

jz� xj2
; (z6= x): (13)

W eidentify W a
� asthepotentialofa m onopole[18].Thus,theX Y Ham iltonian ism apped

to a ferm ionicm odel,m inim ally coupled to an SU(2)nonabelian gauge�eld:

H = J
X

x;̂�

 
y(x)eiA �(x) (x + �̂)+ H G ; (14)

where (x)= ( 1(x); 2(x)),and theSU(2)gauge�eld takestheform
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A �(x)=
X

z6= x

j
0a(z)W a

�
(z� x): (15)

In (14), H G represents the Ham iltonian for the gauge �eld degrees of freedom . Its

exactexpression isnotim portantto ushere,so long asitcontainsSU(2)! U(1)sym m etry{

breaking interactionsresponsible forthe presence ofm onopoles. The form ofH G depends

on them odelunderconsideration and on thephysicalsigni�canceoneassignsto thegauge

�eld [19].

One m ay view the nonabelian gauge �eld A � as a nondynam icalartifact needed for

the construction ofthe J{W m apping. This point ofview,however,would not lead to a

localinteraction between ferm ions (A � would be just a new nam e fora nonlocalobject).

Alternatively,onem ay regard theA � asa dynam ical�eld whoseclassicalequationspossess

a solution given by (15).Thisapproach urgesusto considertheSU(2)gaugesym m etry as

a true invariance ofthe physicalsystem . In fact,the SU(2)gaugesym m etry isnotforeign

to a spin system on thelattice.Any system oflocalized spinshasa gaugesym m etry which

re
ects the localfreedom in the choice ofthe spin quantization axis. This phenom enon

hasbeen recently shown to give rise to a stability enhancem entofthe AF ordering in the

Hubbard m odel. Also A � isidenti�ed,in thatm odel,asthe �eld ofm agnonic excitations

[20].

An additionalterm thatcould beincluded in theHam iltonian istheanalogueoftheIsing

interaction,Sz

��
(x)Sz

��
(x + �̂). Thiswould generate a quartic nearest-neighborinteraction

fortheferm ions,

1

2
[1� �(x)][1� �(x + �̂)]+

1

2
j
0a(x)j0a(x + �̂); (16)

This includes,apart from the usualIsing form (the �(x) ��(x + �̂) term ),an additional

(iso)spin currentdensity interaction,j0a(x)j0a(x+ �̂).Thisissuewillbediscussed elsewhere.

Although ourwork strictly dealswith spin system sin thelattice,itseem slikely thatthe

construction can beextended to thecontextofa 3+1 relativistic�eld theory.Theoperator

U in thatcase m ay be related to the m onopole creation operatorsstudied by M arino and

Stephany-Ruiz[21].

6



In thecontinuum ,thestatisticaltransm utation in thepresenceofm onopolesisnotnew.

Jackiw and Rebbi,Hasenfratzand ’tHooft,and Goldhaber[22]haveshown thatin an SU(2)

gauge theory,isospin degreesoffreedom can be converted into spin degreesoffreedom in

the �eld ofa m agnetic m onopole. Ifthe system has odd-halfinteger isospin, a change

in statistics is induced. This seem s to be the reason behind the conspicuous presence of

topologicalstructuresin theJ{W transform ations.
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