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The Jordan {W igner (J{W ) transfom ation ] for one{din ensional spin system s haspro—
vided rem arkable applications In condensed m atter physics, including the two{din ensional
classical Ising m odel B3] and the X Y spin{1/2 model f]. The counterpart in relativistic

eld theory, the bosonization of ferm jonic theories in 1+ 1 din ensions ff], has also opened
an in portant eld of active research.

Bosonization in higher din ensions has been elusive for a long tine. Relatively recent
work hasunoovered a Bose{Fem itransm utation in 2+ 1-din ensionswhich is experienced by
the elem entary excitations of the sigm a m odel in the presence ofa Chem{Sinons eld B/7].
This result paved the way for the construction of the J{W transfom ation In a lattice of
tw o spatial din ensions, where a local fem ion theory ism apped onto a system ofhard{core
bosons described by the Heissnberg Ham iltonian [§]. On the sam e basis, the bosonization
schem e hasbeen also in plem ented for 2+ 1 relativistic eld theory f1.

In this ktter, we propose an extension of the J{W transfom ation to three {or m ore{
din ensions. Here we discuss in detail the threedin ensional case. The generalization to
higher dim ensions is straightforward.

The J{W transform ation relates the local spin{1/2 operators, S*,S (B8%S 1= S ,

B*;S 1= 2S5%), to local ferm fonic operators, , Y (f ; Yg=1,f ; g= £ Y; Yg= 0):
SR = RIUK); S ®K)=U'K) &); @)

where U (x) is a nonlocal function of

In a one{din ensional lattice (1D ), the operator U takes the form
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where j0 (z) = Y(z) (z) isthe form ion number density operator, and (z) is the 1D step
finction. T he corregponding expression . 2D is (0]

R3 :
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where the function arg(x) is the angle between x and an arbitrarily given space direction

fi,.



The 3D J{W transfom ation has the sam e form as E]), but now it connects an SU (2)

doublkt of spins S to an SU (2) doublet of ferm jon operators

S - Tpoed wex T@ITE xim) @
where %2 (z) Y(z) @ (z) isan SU ) \isospin" density operator ([ #; ®]1= i%° ¢, sum
over repeated indices is In plied), and

1% (;00) = arg (x;1)) € (x;Np) ; ©)
with € x;f,) being a unit vector orthogonal to x and fig. The application x ! !?® &;A,)

generalizes the 2D and 1D expressions, as it can be seen by restricting it to a plane and to
a line, respectively.
The m apping is com pleted by exhausting the comm utator alggbra of S and S . In

particular, the generalization of S%, S* (x) (1=2)B' x);S &)], is

s* =i ) Tpagy e s ©)
> 2] 7
where (x) ¥ (x) (x) isthe ferm jon density. Ik is readily seen that the diagonal part,

S? , hasthe usual om , 1=2 Y (no sum over ). The nverse of ) reads

P
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The key feature of the ansatz {4){ {§), which is responsble for the transmutation of

statistics, is the fact that
%y xifg) 1% yifng) = &€ x  yif): ®)

This gives rise to a ( 1) factor when the positions of two goins are exchanged, leading to

oppostte statistics forthe S and operators [[1]. Forx € y, one nds [[4]
s &S ) ej.a!a(y X;fg) st ¢)S &) ei dléy  x;0))
= & T@UYKU )
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By virtue of ), the exponentialon the RHS of (9) is . On the other hand, one m ay
choose the reference vector fig = Y x)=F% x7J making the exponentials on the LHS of
@) equalto the dentity [[3]. Also, UY (x) and U (y) commute because the vectors z vy,

z x and Ny, Por a generic point z, lie on the sam e plane. Hence, Ordi erent sitesx and y,

B ®);s’w)l=f &); Y§)GUYK)U )= 0: (10)

The rest of the x § y comm utators can be shown to vanish along sin ilar lines. On the
other hand, the equal{site com m utators de ne the algebra of the soin operators, which isa
generalized spin{1/2 algebraic structure [I4].

T he essential feature of the m apping, resoonsible for the statistical transm utation, is its
topological structure. The operators U in {3) and @) produce Iocalphase transform ations
or the ed (x), generated by the charge density j°. The U'’s rotate the phase of
In a prescrbed m anner at each site, throughout the entire Jattice. In 1D, the resulting
con guration is a kink centered at x, where the elds on the kft of x are Jpoped wih
respect to those on the right. The 2D operator, on the other hand, produces a vortex
centered at x.

These Iocal assignm ents are operations generated by j° in the corresponding intemal
symm etry groups of the fem ions (Z, and U (1), respectively). A lthough these are gauge
transfom ations, they cannot be continuously deform ed to the identity due to theirnontrivial
hom otopical character. The J{W transform ation belongs to the hom otopy class ofw nding
num ber one of the gauge group [L3/14].

Indeed, the J{W transfom ation establishes a one-to-one correspondence between the
points of the boundary ofthe lattice (spatialin niy) and the elem ents of a group m anifold.
In 1D, theboundary £ 1 ;+1 g ismapped onto Z,; for 2D, the circke at in niy, S% , Is
m apped onto U (1). The existence of these m appings not continuously connected to the
dentity is gquaranteed because the zeroth and rst hom otopy groupsofZ, and U (1) ( o @2)
and 1 U (1)), respectively) are nontrivial.

T he generalization of this construction to 3D, then, calls for a m apping between the



boundary of three dim ensional space {the sphere at i nity S? {, and a group mani
fold M wih a nontrivial second hom otopy group, ( oM ) & 0). The sinplest choice is
M = S?= SU ()=U (1) = SO (3)=SO (2), and one is naturally led to consider the SU (2) or
SO (3) gauge symm etry groups, In a spontaneously broken phase [[7]. [For higher din en—
sions, the requirement is ™M )% 0,andM = SO O )=SO D 1), leads one to look for
soontaneously broken SO O ) gauge symm etry. ]

In sum, U (x) in the ansatz {4){ {§) is a gauge transfom ation in the hom otopy class
of winding num ber one that, acting on a uniform con guration, produces a \hedgehog"
arrangam ent centered at x.

The 3D Jordan{W igner transfom ation provides a femm ionic representation for SU 2){
Invariant spin system s. The spin operators S and S* transform asS ! T S ,S* !
T S",T 2SU@). The sin plest SU (2) {Invariant Ham iltonian corresoonds to the X Y

m odel,

X
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(* runs over the unit cellvectors) . Applying them apping {@){ {§) one nds that the product
U x)UY (x + ") becom es the link gauge eld in the ferm ion hopping:
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T his de nes the gauge potentialW ° (z), which can be com puted in the continuum ,
b
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W e dentify W * as the potentialofa m onopole [[§]. Thus, the X Y Ham iltonian ism apped
to a ferm ionicm odel, m Inim ally coupled to an SU (2) nonabelian gauge eld:

X .
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where ()= ( 1&); »(&)),and the SU (2) gauge eld takes the fomm



A (x)= 2wz x): (15)
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In {4), H; represents the Ham iltonian for the gauge eld degrees of freedom . Tts
exact expression isnot in portant to us here, so long as it contains SU @)! U (1) symm etry{
breaking Interactions responsible for the presence of m onopoles. The form of H ; depends
on the m odel under consideration and on the physical signi cance one assigns to the gauge

ed [[9].

One may view the nonabelian gauge eld A as a nondynam ical artifact needed for
the oconstruction of the J{W m apping. This point of view , however, would not lad to a
local nteraction between ferm ions @ would be just a new nam e for a nonlocal ob ct).
A ITematively, onem ay regard the A asa dynam ical eld whose classical equations possess
a solution given by (). T his approach urges us to consider the SU (2) gauge symm etry as
a true nvariance of the physical system . In fact, the SU ) gauge sym m etry is not foreign
to a soin system on the lattice. Any system of Jocalized soins has a gauge sym m etry which
re ects the local freedom in the choice of the soIn quantization axis. This phenom enon
has been recently shown to give rise to a stability enhancem ent of the AF ordering in the
Hubbard model. Also A is identi ed, in that m ode], as the eld ofm agnonic excitations

24]1.

An addiionaltem that could be Included In the H am iltonian is the analogue ofthe Ising

Interaction, S? (x)S* X + ). Thiswould generate a quartic nearest-neighbor interaction

for the farm ions,

1 A 1 :0a :0a A
5[1 &)L ®+ M+ 23 x)J-&®+ ") ; (16)
This includes, apart from the usual Ising form (the (x) x + *) tem ), an additional

(iso) s0In current density interaction, joa (x)joa x+ ). Thisissue w illbe discussed elsew here.
A Tthough ourwork strictly dealsw ith spin system s In the lattice, it seam s lkely that the
construction can be extended to the context ofa 3+ 1 relativistic eld theory. T he operator

U in that case m ay be rlated to the m onopolk creation operators studied by M arino and

Stephany-Ruiz R1].



In the continuum , the statistical tranan utation in the presence ofm onopoles is not new .
Jackiw and R ebbi, H asenfratz and "t H ooft, and G oldhaber @] have shown that in an SU (2)
gauge theory, isospin degrees of freedom can be converted into spin degrees of freedom In
the eld of a m agnetic m onopole. If the system has odd-half integer isogoin, a change
in statistics is Induced. This seem s to be the reason behind the conspicuous presence of
topological structures In the J{W transform ations.
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