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A bstract

W e show thatthet J Ham ittonian isnot n generalreducedto Hy 5= H (S;f),
where S and f stand for independent ([S;£]= 0) SU (2) (spin) generatorsand soinless
ferm onic (hole) eld, respectively. T he proof is based upon an identi cation of the
Hubbard operators w ith the generators of the su 21]l) superalgebra in the degenerate
fiundam ental representation and ensuing SU (21l) path integral representation of the
partition fiinction Z¢ 7.
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I. Introduction

Tt isby now w idely acospted thatthet J m odel], that is, the oneband H ubbard m odel
n the large U -lin i, provides an adequate basis for the discussion of the essential physics
for layered cooper oxide com pounds , E]. An accurate description of the properties of
charge carriers in high-tem perature superconductors arising from their nteraction w ith
the soin of the Cu atom s seem s to be crucial for the understanding of superconductiviy
In these m aterdals. Since there occurs a strong coupling between charge and spoin degrees
of freedom E], the problem of a proper segparation of spin and charge degrees of freedom
In thet J modelisofim portance in order to get an Insight nto an interplay ofm agnetic
and charge properties of relevant system s.

A popular approach has so far been that to Introduce chargeless spinon and spinless
holon operators in the fram ew ork of the shve ferm ion or slave boson m ethod. T he draw -
back of this approach is, however, that a certain local (@t every lattice site) constraint
on spinon and holon operators is to be in posed in order to ensure the single occupancy
of the ekctrons. A though the soinon and holon degrees of freedom are separated on the
mean eld level, they are strongly coupled by the gauge eld associated w ith uctuations
around amean eld ]. It has been recognized that whilke the rigorous in position of the
constraint seem s to pose a problam , is averaging, eg., mean eld treatm ent resuls in a
large error.

Tt seam s therefore desirable to attem pt to explicitly formulatethet J modelin temm s
of ndependent local spin and holon operators so that no constraint would be necessary.
Som e recent developm ents point to the possbility to attain the goal starting from a new
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kind of spin—ferm ion representation for the Hubbard operators E, E]. A lhough this rep-
resentation agrees w ith the required com m utation relations for the H ubbard operators, it
In plies that the originalH ibert space isto be enlarged, and as a result a certain constraint
seam s to be necessary anyway to get rid of unphysical degrees of freedom . Besides, the
enlargem ent is not entirely xed In the scope of this approach.

In the present paperwe show thatthet J Ham iltonian isnot in general reduced to a
polynom ialfinction ofindependent SU (2) (spin) and ferm ion (hole) variables, though that
happens In the socalled linear spin wave approxin ation. W e address the problem from
the general point of view , by considering the Hubbard cperators as the generators of the
su (27l) superalgebra and em ploying the ensuing SU (27]l) path integral representation for
the partition function. The SU 21]l) supersym m etry happens to be the largest sym m etry
that underliesthet Jdm odelmﬂ. In essence, our approach is nothing but the geom etric
quantization (also called the coherent state m ethod) for quantum m echanics associated
w ith a sam isin ple Lie algebra ,E,]. Tt provides an e ective, in the sense it requires a
m inin alset ofvariables, description ofa system w ith a H am iltonian that can be em bedded
Into a given Lie (super)algebra. A s an exam ple, wem ay refer to the SU (2) path-integral
representation ofa partition finction that has recently been em ployed to form ulate a non—
operator m ean— eld diagram m atic technique for the H eisenberg m odel [@]. Path integral
associated w ith su (2]l) supercoherent states has proved to be helpfil n order to justify
the adiabatic approxin ation in the periodic A nderson m odel in the large U —lin i @].

T he proof of the statem ent given in the abstract is quite sin ple, though i requires
that som e necessary notation is to be Introduced rst, so that a buk of the paper serves
to that purpose. Section IT, aswellas Appendices A, B and C are necessary to m ake the
proof given in section IIT quite transparent and plain. Section IV explains an excsption
that is provided by the linear soin wave theory. Section V contains som e com m ents on
earlier resuls and concliding rem arks.

IT.t J m odel

W e start by expressing thet J modelin tem s of the Hubbard operators [IB] X; %,
de ned as
x,%°=d a n, );

1 1
where ¢; is the anniilation operator of an elctron at site i wih spin = , and
n; é{ ¢ . In tem s ofthese, thet J Ham ittoniansbecom es
X 0w 0 X
He g = t Xin + Jd Qi05; 1)

i3 ij
w here the electron spin operator
1X
Q;i= 5 X~ Xy
0
and ~ = ( l; 2; 3) are the Paulim atrices.
For further convenience, though it is not necessary to prove our statem ent, we perform
a -rotation ofthe spins on the B sublattice which lads to the changes

x{ 1t x? ; 0,0 Q,; Qf! Qf i2B:



Hence from now on the soin background is e ectively a ferrom agnetic one and one should
not distinguish between sublattices anym ore. T he original H am iltonian ﬂ) is then con—
verted Into

X

X 1
Heo= t xI%§ +x,%0" +4 Q§Q§+E(QIQ§+Qin) )

ij ij
X 0 profcts the electron operator into the single-occupation state and in the basis
£9P1; j ig takes the fom
0 _ = 1A= 0 L. 0
X "=3i0j X =3jih F Q)
where Y1 stands for a doped site (hol) and j i for the state having an electron occupied
wih spin . It is clear that there are eight linearly independent operators since

x%+  x =1 @)

X 9 appearing as a ferm jonic operator, whereas X ’ correspond to bosonic degrees of
freedom . In fact, representation E) m eans that the X -operators are closed Into theu 21)
superalgebra, which in view of @) is reduced to the eight-din ensional su 2]l) superal-
gebra. The latter is generated by even generators fB ;Q03;0+ ;0 g and the odd ones
fWw ;W ;V,;V gand the associated coherent state in the socalled (g;9) representation
(see Appendix A ) reads

i i= @+ 2F+ ) % V' pgai )

where P;g; 1 stands ora eigenvector of the operators B ;Q 2 and Q 3, respectively, and the
variabls z and param etrize the super+two-sphere SU 23)=U 1) = S ®®?), theN = 2
supersym m etric extension of the two-sphere S? (for som e details conceming a de nition
of $?% see Appendix C).

Resolution ofunity in the (g;q) representation space holds
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Evaluating a partition function in the £; ig basis results eventually In the SU (21)
path Integral representation @]
Og ()

trexp[ H ] ZSU(Zj.L)z D SU (21l) (Z; )eXp B]; (7)
zQ)=2z( )



whereD gy pq) (27 ) standsforan in nitepointw iseproductofthe SU (27]l) invariantm ea—
sures @) and the classical action on S?% with a Ham iltonian fiinction H '= hz; H %; i
reads
Z Z
ZZ zz+ — — cl
A =g - dt H ~(z; )dt: 8)
0 1+ 25+ 0

A few In portant de nitions conceming the notion of an Integration on supem anifols are
given In Appendix C.

To explictly evaluate H  one needs the SU (21l) covariant sym bols of the generators.
These are ound tobe @Y hz; A %; i):

0 = a0 BHw; Q)%= 2mqw; Q )= 20zw;
BY = g+ 2F+2 yw; VM= 2qzw; v )F=2qw;
w )L = 2qw; @ )= 2z w; w= 0+ ®j+ ) *: ©)

Tuming back to the t J m odel one notices that the algebra of the X -operators
can explicitly be identi ed w ith the degenerate (1=2;1=2) representation of su (2]) in the
follow ing way,

1
03=S&"™ X ) 0r=x"; 0 =x "; B=o@'T4x )+x?

and
0

vi=x%; v = x%;, w,=x"% w =x 9
the even (posonic) states jl=2;1=2;1=21 and jl=2;1=2; 1=2ibeing identi ed w ith the spin
up and spin down states, j+ 1 and j i, respectively, whereas the odd (fermm ionc) state
3;0;0i with the doped state Pi. D in ension of this representation is equalto 3 as should
be. It is also clear that Eqg. @) holds true and hence we have explicitly identi ed the
algebra of the H ubbard operators w ith the degenerate fuindam ental 3  3) representation
of the su (21]l) superalgebra.

It is worth m entioning that su (2]l) gives rise in a natural way to the slave fermm ion
(slave boson) representation for the H ubbard operators. T he Jatter appears as the so-called
oscillator representation of the su 2]) algebra E]. For instance, et X o; ; %= 1;2;3
be a m atrix corresponding to the operator X in the (1=2;1=2) representation. C onsider a
com posite creation operator & = @Y;0b7;£Y), where a and b stand forbosonic eldsand £
for a ferm ionic one. T hen, the slave ferm ion representation reads

X
X = FX  od o;

0

X
d'd = a¥a+ bbb+ f¥f = 1; (L0)

w here the last line is the com pleteness relation @) . In fact, this is nothing but a linear
C asin ir operator of u 27l) whose eigenvalue xes a representation. The lowest possble
value taken by the rhs and equalto 1 corresponds to the lowest possible din ension of the
reprsentation space.

The su (2]l) algebraic approach provides also a possibl generalization of the standard
t J Ham ittonian to include particles w ith spin higher than 1=2, which is necessary to
properly form ulate a 1=s expansion. O ne possibility m ight be to consider soin s electrons,



w hich would correspond to the fundam ental representation ofthe su @2s+ 17l) superalgebra
Instead of su 2]l). An alemative procedure, sihce we are really interested in s= 1=2, is
to interpret the holes to be sites which have soin s 1=2 mi], so that the sites w ithout a
"holk" acquire soin (s 1=2) + 1=2 = s. T he latter possibility am ounts to considering the
@= s;g9= s) representation of su (2]l) rather than the (= 1=2;9= 1=2) fundam ental
one. The hole space is then denti ed w ith the set
fu+ 1=2;9 1=2;m i; g+ 1=2 m g 1=2g
w hereas the "holkless" soin excitations form the set
foigim 1; g m  q9:

T his rem ark clari es the physicalm eaning of the representation index g.

ITI. SU (2]l) path integral for the t J m odel

W ith the necessary background displayed above, one easily arrives at the SU (2].) path
Integral representation for the partition function

Zy 3= tre He g

The resul is

Y .
3)
2y g= 522 D sjU(zjl)eXpRt sl z30=2z0); ;0= 5(0); (11)
J
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The rsttem ofthe action is purely geom etric and re ects the structure of S % whilk the
second is of a dynam ical origin and in view of @) is found to be

X [i929+ 2 1 5]
g _ £ 1343 113
€9 @af L @+ mhHa+ 79
+Jq2>< a ﬁ)(l j%f)+.2(zizj+ 2i75)
A+ ZF+ 1)@+ ZF+ 5 9)

13)
i3
To avoid an accum ulation of indices, we w illoften drop the lattice site Indication whenever
no confusion is possible.
R epresentation @I) is the point we w ill start from to prove the m aln statem ent
of the paper. W e w ill proceed as follow s. Suppose we are given a Ham iltonian to be a
function (polynom ial) of the spin generators S and spinless ferm ionic elds £; £Y (for the
notation see Appendix B),

Hs £ = H S;f):



Then it ollow s (see Appendix B) that

z zZ
2y ¢ 7 sZD sue) D rexpBhg () 14)
where
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A =s Lzz_dt+} — Jdt HS dt; 15)
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and
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The rsttwotemsin A . are ofa geom etric origin, as well.

Let usnow com pare Egs. @) and @). If it were possbl by a change of variables to
bring som ehow the rst equation to the form of the second one, i would m ean that the
t J Ham iltonian can be reduced to a certain Hy .. If one failed to do this, it would not
in generalm ean that H¢ 5 concideswihnoH . Itmay justmean that we have failed

to nd a proper transform ation that would resul in a decom position

D sy 1) ! D su@D r
Z .7 .+ = - - z ZZ zZ 1Z
q 2525 Z_J—J 13 g 1 s = Tar+ = — —dt; 16)
0 1+ 2%+ 554 o 1+ ¥ 2 o

where s= s(q). T his decom position is necessary to arrive at in view ofEq. @) . It should
be recognized that both lines ofEq. @) are to be fiil Iled sin ulaneously. Tt m ight also
be possbl that a corresponding change of variables does not exist In principle, though
both Egs. @I) and @) m ay contain the sam e physical infom ation, which would in tum
m ean that the path Integral approach fails to provide a de nite answer, which in itself is
very unlikely.

O noe, on the other hand, one has succeeded w ith Eq. @) the next step to take would
be to ook at a form thet J Ham iltonian is transform ed to In accordance w ith ). If
the Jatter coincided w ith the covariant symbolofa certain H ; ., then one could conclude

Ht J=HS (17)

f:

N ote that there is one-to-one correspondence between H . and its covariant sym bol @].
Tn case the transform ed H'S' | cannot be identi ed w ith the covariant sym bolofany H s

f’
Eqg. @) does not hold. It is just the case forthet J m odel
To prove that, et usin Eqg. @) m ake tw o sucoessive changes of variables:
q s
— 1+
zi ! ozg 1+ 44 and i 7]21:?; 8)
29
which results In
2y o Y @)
Zt J ! Zt J = 52 D SU ) D F eXpBNt J]
Z ! g Z Z
X L X
~ %5%25 3% 1 cl
Kty = g . dac+ — (5 5 ;)dt H&,dt: 19)
o 1+ %37 2 o ] 373 , 7



T he in portant point conceming this representation is that z (t) and z (t) can be considered
to take values in S? in accordancew ith Eq. E) of A ppendix C .Hence, wehave succeeded
In converting the SU (27l) Integral ) into the SU (2) and the purely fermm ionic ones. It
is also seen from ) and @, @) that s(@) = g, that is, we have arrived at the SU (2)
representation w ith soin s = g. To sum m arize, we have separated spin and charge variables
at the kinem atical level. In otherw ords, a possbility ofthe spin-charge variabl separation
for any m odelexpressble in tem s of the H ubbard operators depends sokely on an explicit
form ofthe Ham iltonian.
Let us w rite down the flinction H”ElJ explicitly :

X 1329F Zia g

E; = tea) «
i O+ =) A+ 255
" ! !
X 1 ®BF . as 1 BT 33
J + +
y Trm¥ 2 Trmd 2
! ! #
Lo 2 o omas 2 B5 20)
2 1+ ;7 2 1+ 5% 2

W hat oconclusion can be drawn from this representation? Som e temm s can be viewed as
covariant sym bols of spin—ferm ion Interaction operators. For Instance, the second line in
Eqg. @) is sin ply a sym bol of the operator (see Appendix B)
X
J (87 m=2)65  my=2);
i

where n; = fiyfi is the hole num ber operator. Besides, it is clear that

2qz; +
—— =z B, 7L
1+ 5,9 B, B

etc. On the other hand, there isno a polynom ial fuinction £ (S) w ith the property
hefpi= z;

aswellas there isno such f (§) that would give rise to the square roots in the t-dependent
termm . It is also obvious that the change of the variables E) is ofno use In order to get
rid of the unwanted tem s, and we nally conclude, there isno H s f such that Eqg. @)
would hold.

To com plte the proof, two rem arks are In order. First, we com pare in fact classical
actions (Lagrangians) {[J) and ({I§) as well as related Integration m easures (nvariant
volum e elem ents) rather than partition functions Z¢ 5 and Z; .. This inplies that a
path integral does not seem to be Indispensable for the above consideration. C lassical
action can be obtained by standard m ethods. Nam ely, given a (super)coherent state Fi
w ith z being a set of supercoordinates, one can obtain a corresponding action A w ith the

help of equation 7

d
A =1 hzj H gidt:
T F
To evaluate this explicitly, representation

d=dt= z@, + z@,



isto beused. W e prefer, how ever, to em ploy the path-integral form alism since it provides
the m ost sin ple consideration .

Seocond, it isnot su cient for our purposes to m erely com pare H am iltonians H tClJ and
H gl £ T he point is that canonical equations of m otion that ©llow from the Ham iltonian
action principle A = 0 and read

z= fH “zg;

depend on both classical H am iltonian and underlying geom etry. Here f;g stands for the
Poisson bradkets which involve di erent sym plectic two form s ! for di erent m anifolds.
Actual&z, the orm ! de nes a kinetic term in an action which can be written In the
form i whered = !. That iswhy i is necessary to com pare either Lagrangians or
H am ittonians plus corresponding tw o—fom s (nvariant volum e elem ents).

IV . Linear spin-w ave approxin ation

A s is shown In the preceding section it is in general in possbl to reduce thet J
ham ittonian to that of a spin—ferm ion Interaction. Now we dem onstrate how this can be
achieved In the socalled linear spin-wave (LSW ) approxin ation E,], which e ectively
corresponds to an all transverse uctuations of a spin around the z axis. A s is seen from
Eqg. E), this m athem atically m eans & ¥ 1 (in fact, ¥=2qg 1). The LSW theory
hasbeen successfully exploited n thet J m odel, see the paper@] and references therein.

In the path-integral language the LW S approxin ation consists in converting the SU (2)
path integral representation (8 JJB J) under the condition #F 1 into the bosonic one.
To prooceed, one should expand the action @) up to the second order in z;z and perform
a change z ! z= 2q, the Jatter being needed to recover in the action the " at" kinetic
tem : 7
(zz  zz)dt:

NI

0

W ih all this having been perform ed, Eq. @) becom es

Z vy

Ze 5! ZESE = D Y@p 2()eprEY ) 1)
3
w here
Z Z Z
LSW lX 1X cl
ALY = @z zz)det (1 swdt  HE, A5 @2)
i O i 0 0

and D g (z) = D zD z:0n the other hand,

cl cl p_X
Hig! Hosy = t 29 (i429+ 214 39)
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i3
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which m ay be regarded as the covariant symbolin the LSW lm it of the operator

X X h
HESy = t  (EEIS] + £EiS, )+ J & n=2)67 n=2)
ij ij
1 n; n- 1 nj n-
+557sj L ) )+ oSSy ) 2) @4)
2 4q 4q 2 4gq 4gq

Here f¥ and f stand for spinkss hole operators, n = f¥f, whike S describes a local
soin, wih [S;f] = 0. It is Inportant to recognized that when deriving @) we have
not been forced to inpose any constraints (cf. Ref. E]), since we have started o
wih Eqg. EI) that autom atically im plies no double occupied con gurations and m ade no
algebraic identi cations of the Hubbard operators w ith soin—ferm ion bilinears (cf. Ref.
E]) . Representation @-@) ocoincides w ith that of Ref. @], provided the m ean- eld
approxin ation nj = 1,where isthe concentration ofholes, isused.

V .Comm ents and conclusion

A swas already m entioned, there exist papers where som e explicit representations of
the form
Hy g=H ;)

have been obtained, eg., see E, B]. For Instance, in Ref. E] the follow ing spin—-ferm ion
representation of the Hubbard operators

xt%= fs*s ; x%% =f¥s*s ; x %=fs ; x° = fvs* ©5)

has been suggested, which In plies the identi cation

Fi! PremioniS = +1=214; J i! FremioniS*= 1=21;
Pi! Jrem ionsS® = +1=21: (26)
N ote that all the H ubbard operators vanish on the state jlr erm ion ;S % = 1=21i.

A sin ilar m ap has been employed In Ref. E] except for a m odi cation needed to
explicitly recover the tin etxeversed symmetry of the t J model. The latter is of no
In portance for us here, so that later on we will keep referring to E], the m ore s0, as a
trick suggested in ] to consider an operator as a halfsum ofthe sam e operator taken in
two di erent representations seem s to pose a problam .

Tt can be easily checked that Egs. {24) recover correctly the algebra of the Hubbard
operators w ithin the subspace @) . N evertheless, operators S and £ cannot be considered
as those describbing Independently a local spin and a holon. T his results from the su 27l)
(1=2;1=2) de ning relation @) which in tem s of RF) reads

fYFSts + ffY= 1: @7)

T his constraint is to be In posed In order to single out the three-dim ensional subspace @)
and plays the sam e rok as Eq. @) n the slave fermm ion representation does.
To ilustrate this point, consider the true ferm ionic correlator

G ()= hfY OFf 01 Fvrsrs +rev-1= trfe ™ £7%e™ g firgig wrmoni @8)



where H stands for any H am iltonian that can be w ritten in termm s of H ubbard operators.
O n the other hand, consider

Gt = htY®)f 0)i= trfe ™ £Ye™ £q: 29)

It is easily seen that
Gh=GO+F ©;

where
F ()= NremioniS®= 1=2j¢ ™ £%¢™ f Jrem ioniS® = 1=21
= Hr erm jon;SZ = :|-=2jé.£H Pr erm ion ;SZ = 1=2i;
w hich m eans that the unphysical state Jlr erm ion ;S ° = 1=21, ifnot excluded by Eg. ),

m akes a nontrivial contribution.

Though at half Iling constraint @7) tums into dentity 1 = 1, i is to be taken into
consideration at any hole concentration > 0. O themw ise, asthe abovem entioned exam ple
show s unphysical states m ay a ect the situation drastically. In this regard, basic resuls
ofRef. E] w here a m otion of a hole hasbeen Investigated in representation @) w ithout
the constraint, should have been revisited.

To ook at allthis from a view point related to the path integral {[(J{13), consider the
t-dependent term in E]:

tX £.£7 }+ S®Hst + (} + S8%)s. (30)
§ it (2 j_) 3 2 b i .
ij

It is easily seen that the st tertn in Eqg. (B) would just correspond to this operator,
provided one would consider z and z to belng to S?. But this is not the case and one
must perform the change @) rst to bring the SU (27]l) integral to the SU (2) form . A's
a resul, one arrives at the rsttem ofk(g. @) that on no acoount corresponds to ) .
A 11 this am ounts to saying that if one w rote down a path integral for a partition function
w ith the H am iltonian @) overD sy D r and then perform ed the change of variables

nverse to (1§), <

2gq z
! —— 3 z! §a=——;
1+ 75 1+

then one would arrive at the representation ) w ith a Ham iltonian fiinction describing
a systam quite distinct from thet J model
Forthe sake of com pleteness, it should be also m entioned that one can face an assertion
that spin-charge degrees of freedom are separated In certain instances, eg., when Hy 5 is
treated on a m ean— eld kevel in a slave particle representation. T his assertion is correct,
though hasnothingtodow ih Eq. @) . Thepoint is that the above-m entioned ssparation
holds for auxiliary elds related to electron spin and charge degrees of freedom . Only som e
xed com binations of those elds can be associated w ith true spin variables. In the slave
ferm ion representation @) one has

1
E(aya Bb)=S,; ab'=8S5,; ab=3S ; a'a+ bb=2s2N

w hereas, for exam ple, operator a taken in itself cannot be identi ed w ith a spin variable.
It would be therefore appropriate to refer this case to as a spinon-charge separation rather

10



than the spin-charge one. Besides, this ssparation breaks down beyond the m ean- eld
approxin ation.

To oconclude, we have shown that thet J Ham iltonian cannot be in general reduced
to that descrbing an interaction oftwo independent elds: lbcalSU (2) spinsand spinless
ferm ions (holes), though this m ay occur in som e particular cases, e. g., In the linear
soin wave approxin ation. The consideration is based upon a crucial fact that thet J
Ham itonian can be embedded into a representation of the su 2]) superalgebra, which
provides us w ith the SU (21]l) path integral representation of the partition function and,
hence, with an e ective total action describing the system .
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A ppendix A

To m ake the exposition selfcontained and for the reader’s convenience we place in Ap-—
pendices A, B and C som e nform ation conceming a de nition ofthe su 2]) superalgebra
and its representations as well as of related coherent states and path integrals.

Appendix A serves to recapiulate the necessary Ingredients conceming the su 23)
superalgebra and associated coherent states bearing In m ind their relevance forthet J
m odel.

To visualize a route In general, we start with som e prelin lnary rem arks. G iven a
Lie (super)algebra g in an irreducble representation, one can construct associated (su—
per)ooherent states j( )i viewed as an overcom plte basis n the corresponding repre-
sentation of a (super)group G, with ( ) specifying a point in the G-hom ogeneous (su-
perm anifold, an orbit of G In the coad pint representation , , E]. G iven further a
Ham itonian H that appears as an elem ent of the g-enveloping algebra, one m ay evalu—
ate a partition function in the ocoherent-state basis, which naturally leads to a relevant
coherent-state path integral @, ]. T he Iatter appears as a phase—space path integral
and provides a quantization of H ! on a coad pint orbit. The crucial point is that this
quantization respects the underlying dynam ical (super)sym m etry generated by g.

A sisknown,theSU (27l) supergroup in the fiindam ental representation is the group of
2+1) @+ 1) uniary,unin odular supem atricesw ith the H erm itian con jugate operation.
It is generated by even generators fB ;0 3;0+ ;0 g and the odd ones fW ;W ;Vy;V g
which satisfy the ©llow ing com m utation rules P11

£3;0 1= Q ;0+;Q0 1=203;B;Q 1= B;Q3]1=0;
1 1 1 1
Vo= SV ogBiW 1= oW ;R3V = SV jRW = SW o
B ] > B ] > Qs ] > Qs ] >
g ;vi=v;R ;w I=W ;0 ;v I1=0 ;w ]1=0;
fv ;v g=£fv ;V g=fW ;W g=fWw ;W g= 0;
tv ;W g= Q ;EV ;W g= Q3 B:

Let b;g;g31 stand for a vector of any abstract representation of su 271), w here b;g and

11



o denote the eigenvalues of the operators B ;O ? and Q 3, respectively. W hen considering
the highest-w eight state as the ducialstate i, the typical SU (27l) coherent state reads

¥; ;i 1i=N exp( W V + zQ )bigigi; @l

where (z; ; ) 2 SU (24)=U (@) U (1). We will be nterested Jater on In the so—called
degenerate b = g representation which happens to be relevant forthet J model. It is
speci ed by

W gigi= 0 @ 2)

and is called the (g;q) representation w ith the dim ension 4g+ 1 @]. T his representation

is spanned by 2g+ 1 vectors fiy;g;m i; g m qg of the even (posonic) sector and
2q vectors £+ 1=2;9 1=2;m i; g+ 1=2 m g 1=2g that correspond to the
odd (fem ionic) one. Both the second and third order C asin ir operators are zero In this
representation. T he coherent state @) is reduced in the (g;9) representation to

7; i= @+ 2Ff+ ) % V' pgay @ 3)

w herein we have evaluated the nom alization factor explicitly.

A ppendix B

In thisA ppendix we describe the SU (2) and standard "ferm ionic" path integrals, w hich
is necessary to Interpret properly the transform ed SU (27l) path integral @) .
Consider the SU (2) algebra

B2;S 1= s ; [B+i;S 1= 25;:

C orresponding coherent states Hrthe URR wih s2 N=2; S$S2 = s(s+ 1) are given by

ZS+

Pisy o) = L+ 7F) e 5 si;

where z 2 SU 2)=U (1) = Sz,and S,F;mi=m p;mi. Given a Ham iltonian H = H (),
the partition function reads
Zgy @) = D sy Ziz)expB (z;2)]: ®.1)

z0)=2z()

where an e ective SU (2) action

A—SZ T ’ 8 % (z;2)dt; ® 2)
o 1+ %7F 0 ’ ’

and H ' = hz{ fi. The classical counterparts of the SU (2) generators are easily ©und
to be

S§l= s PwQ; )= 252w ;5 )= 25zw ®B 3)

12



wherew @ = 1+ ) ':mEq. Bd) D gy #;z) stands Hr the in nite pointw ise

product of the SU (2) Invariant m easures,

b _ ¥ 2s+ 1 dzydz;
SU () 21 a+ jzj]?)z'

For m ore details see Ref. PJ1.
The SU (2) action on S? reads

| uz+ v
z! gz= —;
g vz + u
where 1
v = g25sUQ@):
v

® 4)

® )

A sthe second exam ple considerthem ore fam iliar ferm ionic oscillator algebra generated

by
£; f£Y; fYf; 1I;

wih ff;f¥g= 1. T he corresponding coherent states

1=2_ ¥ .
e Pir ock

JiF = @+ )
are param etrized by the generators of the G rasan ann algebra Q ¢ Q1:
£;9=0; %= %=0; ; 2Q1; 1; 2Qp:

T hese states give rise to the follow ng representation
Z

Zp = D r(; )expBh (;)];
0)= ()

where

lZ Z

A== (- 9dt HY(;)dy B9=hHiL

2 0 0

wih £9= ; )= and (fYf)®= .HereD  stands Por
¥
D F = djdj

that is clearly invariant w ith respect to a shift by a G rassn ann param eter,
com bined w ith the phase transfom ation, ! &' ; 20Qp.
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A ppendix C

Suppose we are given two ob cts: a two-din ensional sphere S? w ith local com plex
coordinates z;z and a G rassn ann algebra w ith two generators and and w ith a generic
elem ent

£(; )=+ + £ +£35 ;

where f; are com plex numbers. TheN = 2 supem anifold $%% is the pair (SZ;ASZ) w here
S? isthe two-sphere and A g2 isa sheafof supercom m utative (G rassn ann valued) algebras
on S2 with a general section (elem ent)

hz;z; 7 )=ho@;z2)+ hi@Z;z)+ hy(z;z)+ hi3(@z;z); c.a

where h; belongto C! (S?). W e ollow here a generaldefenition of a supem anifold given
by Berezin RJ] (see also Refs. [§)).

The pair (z; ) serves as supercoordinates on S 22 The very sam e role, however, can
be played by any set of even and odd generators ofA g2, provided Eq. @) stillholds in
new variables. W e are interested in a reparam etrization of the speci c type,

W=w(Z; ;) wW=w(Z;;); = (z;z2; ); = (z;2; ): c 2)

Under som e restrictions on functionsw (;);:::; () Eg. @) introduces a new set of
coordin ates on S°?. The m ost in portant requirem ent for us is that the map (z;z) !
spec W ;w) is to be a di eom orphisn S? ! S?, where a spectrum of any elem ent of the
G rasan ann algebra is de ned by

spect=fj_ _7 fg2C:

Now we are In a position to de ne an integration on S?*. Fora function F w;w; : )
we have by de nition [E]
7
Fwiw; ;) W;w; ; Jdwdwd d =
s2®
7
F (;v; ;) (v;v; ; )dvdvd d ; C 3)

v;v2 spec(w jw )= S2

where W;w; ; )Jdwdwd d isthe SU (21l) invariant volum e elem ent @) and v= w (z;0)
andv = w (z;0) aredi eom orphisn s S 21 g?.Herean Integration over dvdv isunderstood
In a usualm anner, whereas an integration over d d is to be carried out in accordance
w ith the Berezin’ convention. T he last point to be noted is that any change of variables
In the hs of Eq. E) gives rise to a superdetermm inant Berezian) of a corresponding
transform ation m atrix.
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