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A bstract

W epresenta N = 1 Supersym m etricextension ofa spin-chargeseparated e�ectiveSU (2)� US(1)

‘particle-hole’gauge theory ofexcitations about the nodes ofthe gap ofa d-wave planar m agnetic

superconductor. The supersym m etry is achieved without introducing extra degrees offreedom ,as

com pared to the non-supersym m etricm odels.The only exception,the introduction ofgaugino �eds,

�ndsa naturalphysicalinterpretation asdescribing interlayercoupling in the statisticalm odel. The

low-energy continuum theory is described by a relativistic (2+ 1)-dim ensionalsupersym m etric C P 1

�-m odelwith G ross-Neveu-Thirring-type four-ferm ion interactions. W e em phasize the crucialr̂ole of

theC P 1 constraintin inducing a non-trivialdynam icalm assgeneration forferm ions(and thussuper-

conductivity),in a way com patible with m anifestN = 1 supersym m etry.W e also give a prelim inary

discussion ofnon-perturbative e�ects. W e argue that supersym m etry suppresses the dangerous for

superconductivity instanton contributionsto the m assofthe perturbatively m asslessgauge boson of

the unbroken U (1) subgroup ofSU (2). Finally,we pointout the possibility ofapplying these ideas

to e�ective gauge m odelsofspin-charge separation in one-space dim ensionalsuperconducting chains

ofholons,which,for exam ple, have recently been claim ed to be im portant in the stripe phase of

underdoped cuprates.
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1 Introduction

In ref.[1]itwasargued thatthe doped large-U Hubbard (antiferrom agnetic)m odelspossess

a hidden localnon-Abelian SU(2)� US(1)phase sym m etry related to spin interactions. This

sym m etry wasdiscovered usingan appropriate‘particle-holesym m etricform alism ’fortheelec-

tron operators[2],and em ployingageneralized slave-ferm ion ansatzforspin-chargeseparation,

which allowsintersublattice hopping forholons,viewed asferm ions. The spin-charge separa-

tion m ay be physically interpreted asim plying an e�ective ‘substructure’ofthe electronsdue

to the m any body interactionsin the m edium . Thissortofidea,originating from Anderson’s

RVB theory ofspinonsand holons[3],wasalso pursued recently by Laughlin,although from a

(form ally atleast)di�erentperspective [4].

In ref. [1]we have argued in favour of the opening of a ferm ion gap at the nodes of

a d-wave gap ofa superconducting antiferrom agnet. Linearization ofthe ferm ion spectrum

aboutsuch nodesleadsto a relativisticDiracspectrum forholons,with ther̂oleofthelim iting

velocity being played by the ferm ivelocity [5,1]. Such system s m ightbe ofrelevance to the

physicsofhigh-tem peraturesuperconductors,sincerecentlyitisbelieved thathigh-tem perature

superconductivity in cupratesishighly anisotropicand thegap sym m etry isofd-wavetype[6],

with thegap vanishing along linesofnodeson theFerm isurface 1.

Thekey suggestion in ref.[1],which lead to thenon-abelian gaugesym m etry structurefor

the doped antiferrom agnet,with the constraintofnotm ore than one electron per lattice site,

wastheslave-ferm ion spin-chargeseparation ansatzforphysicalelectron operators[1]:
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where iisa lattice site index,c�,� = 1;2 are electron annihilation operators,the Grassm ann

variables  i,i= 1;2 play the r̂ole ofholon excitations,while the bosonic �elds zi;i= 1;2;

represent m agnon (bosonized spinon) excitations [3]. The ansatz (1)hasspin-electric-charge

separation,sinceonly the�elds i carry electriccharge.

Asargued in ref.[1]theansatzischaracterised by thefollowing hidden localphase(gauge)

sym m etry structure:

G = SU(2)� US(1)� UE (1) (2)

ThegaugeSU(2)sym m etry pertainstothespin degreesoffreedom .ThelocalUS(1)‘statistical’

phase sym m etry allows fractionalstatistics ofthe spin and charge excitations. This is an

exclusivefeatureofthethreedim ensionalgeom etry,and issim ilarin spiritto thebosonization

technique ofthespin-chargeseparation ansatzofref.[11].Finally theUE (1)sym m etry isdue

to theelectricchargeoftheholons.

1Thereisalsorecentexperim entalevidenceon thepossibility oftheopeningofagap atsuch nodes,triggered

byeitherm agnetic�elds[7]orbym agneticim purities[8],and although such phenom enam ightadm italternative

(m oreconventional)explanations[9,10],howeverthe r̂oleofspin-chargeseparation in thiscontextstillrem ains

a challenging project.
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Itisthe purpose ofthiswork to discuss the possibility ofa hidden supersym m etry in the

ansatz (1). Note thatsupersym m etric extensionsofJ = �2tm odelsfordoped antiferrom ag-

nets,in one and two spatialdim ensions,have already appeared in the existing literature [12],

even in thecontextofspin-chargeseparated anyon m odels[13].However,asfarasweareaware,

such supersym m etries have notbeen associated so farwith any speci�c dynam icalproperties

oftheantiferrom agnet.In contrast,in ourapproach here,based on thenon-trivialansatz(1),

the supersym m etry constitutesa non-trivialdynam icalproperty ofthe spin-charge separated

vacuum forholonsand spinons,by viewing them assupersym m etric partners.Dueto therich

group structure(2),m anypossibilitiesarisein thestudyofthephasediagram softhesetheories,

in thecontextofthem odern perspectiveadvocated in thework ofSeiberg and W itten [14,15].

In particular,duality sym m etriesin theinfrared region ofthesupersym m etricm odel,connect-

ingvarioustheorieswith thesam enon-trivialinfrared �xed-point[15],m ay provevery usefulin

arenorm alization-group study ofthedynam icsofthegauge�eldsin both,thesuperconducting

and the norm alphasesofthe m odel,in thespiritofref.[16].The im portantissue isthatthe

introduction ofN = 1 supesym m etry,hidden in the spin-charge separation ansatz (1),does

notrequire the introduction ofunphysicaldegreesoffreedom .Aswe shallsee,the only extra

degreesoffreedom ,ascom pared to the non-supersym m etric case [1],are the gauginosofthe

localhidden gauge sym m etry,which,however,adm itthe naturalinterpretation ofdescribing

interlayer hopping ofspin and chargedegreesoffreedom (hopping of‘real’electrons).

W e should stress that,within a condensed-m atter context,the supersym m etry refers to

the relativistic �eld theory atthe nodesofa d-wave superconducting gap 2.In thissense,the

supersym m etricdynam icsofthespinonsand holonswould requireequality ofthespin gap with

theferm ion (superconducting)gap atsuch nodes.Atam icroscopiclevel,thiswould im plysom e

particular relation am ong the m icroscopic param eters ofthe m odel,such as hopping m atrix

elem entsand Heisenberginteractions.Thiscallsforcom parison with theJ = �2tspecialpoint,

where the graded (supersym m etric) algebra in the spectrum ofthe doped antiferrom agnets

appears[12,13].However,asweshallsee,thesituation in ourcaseism orecom plicated,since

there are m ore param etersentering the dynam icalscenario ofthe gauge theory based on the

spin-chargeseparation ansatz(1).

2 R eview of the (continuum ) m odel and its supercon-

ducting properties

Beforeem barking to a description ofthesupersym m etric extension weconsideritasusefulto

review �rst the properties ofthe statisticalm odelofref. [1],som e ofwhich willbe crucial

forthesupersym m etric extension.Thepertinentlong-wavelength gaugem odel,describing the

low-energy dynam ics ofthe large-U Hubbard antiferrom agnet in the spin-charge separation

phase(1),can becastin a conventionalrelativisticlatticegauge-theory,provided onechanges

2G alilean supersym m etry,assym m etry ofthe spectrum between bosonic and ferm ionic degreesoffreedom ,

m ay also occuraway from the nodes.Thisisleftforfuture work.
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representation ofthe SU(2) group,and,instead ofworking with 2� 2 m atrices,one uses a

representation in which the ferm ionic m atrices b �� are represented astwo-com ponent(Dirac)

spinorsin ‘colour’space:

~	
y

1;i=
�

 1 �  
y

2
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i
; ~	

y
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�

 2  
y

1

�

i
; i= Latticesite (3)

By assum ing a background US(1) �eld of ux � per lattice plaquette [5], and considering

quantum uctuations around this background for the US(1) gauge �eld,one can obtain the

conventionallatticeDiracaction fortheferm ion excitationsaboutanodein theferm isurface[5,

17,1].

In the above context,a strongly coupled US(1) group can dynam ically generate a m ass

gap in the holon spectrum [18,5,19,20,21],which breaks the SU(2)localsym m etry down

to its Abelian subgroup generated by the �3 Paulim atrix [1,22]. From the view point of

the statisticalm odelofref. [1],the breaking ofthe SU(2) sym m etry m ay be interpreted as

restricting theholon hopping e�ectively toasinglesublattice,sincetheintersublatticehopping

issuppressed by them assofthegaugebosons.

The(naive)continuum lim itofthelow-energy theory aboutsuch nodeson theferm isurface

oftheplanarantiferrom agnet,then,isdescribed by a CP 1 m odelcoupled to Diracferm ions[5,

1]:

L2 = g
2

1
j(@� � (g2=g1)B

a
��

a � a�)zj
2 + i	D ��	 (4)

where now D � = @� � ia� � i(g2=g1)�
aB a;� �

e

c
A �,g

2
i,i= 1;2 have dim ensionsofm ass,B a

� is

the gauge potentialofthe local(‘spin’) SU(2)group,generated (in two-com ponent notation

forferm ions)by the Paulim atrices �a,a� the US(1)(‘fractionalstatistics’) �eld,and A � is

an externalelectrom agnetic potential,which willbe ignored in the subsequent discussion. In

term s ofthe m icroscopic m odel,g21 � J�,where J isthe Heisenberg exchange energy,and �

isthedoping concentration.An im portantingredientin theaboveform alism istheno-double

occupancy constraint,which in term softhez and 	 �,� = 1;2,�elds,with � a ‘colour’index,

can bewritten as:
2X

�= 1

[z�z� + �	
�
�3	 �]= 1 (5)

where�3 actsin spinorspace,and theferm ions	areviewed astwo-com ponentspinors,related

to the spinors ~	 (3) by appropriate rescalings so as to ensure the canonicalkinetic (Dirac)

term 3. This results in the presence ofthe constant � (with dim ensions of[m ass]�2 ) in the

constraint(5)[17]. In the contextofthe m icroscopic m odel,these constantsare expressed in

term softhehopping and Heisenberg exchange energies[17,1],and onehasthatj�j<< 1.It

can be shown [1]thatthe constraint(5)isessentialin ensuring the consistency ofthe ansatz

(1)with thecanonicalcom m utation relationsoftheelectron operators.

Thepresenceofthe	 y	(non-relativistic)ferm ionnum berterm intheconstraint(5)appears

at�rstsightto com plicate things,since the conventionalCP 1 constraintjzj2 = 1 isno longer

3In them odelofref.[1],duetotheDiracnatureoftheresultingspinors,	 y and 	 areviewed asindependent

variablesin a path integral,which im pliesthatonecan rede�ne	 y ! 	.
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valid. However,these extra term scan be rendered inocuousforthe dynam icsofthe e�ective

theory.Indeed,by integrating outthe(non-propagating )gauge�eldsin (4)weobtain [23]:

LB = g
2

1
@
�
z
�
@�z� + i	

�
=@	 � +

g2
1

2
[1� �	

�
�3	 �]

�1 Tr
�

z
�
@�z� � z�@�z

� � ig
�2
1
	
�
�(1+ �

a)	 �

�2
+

6ln[1� �	
�
�3	 �] (6)

where thelastterm isabsentin theusualCP 1 m odels.Expanding thisterm in powersofthe

(sm all)param eter� << 1,oneobtains:

6ln[1� �	
�
�3	 �]’ �6�	

�
�3	 � + 3�2(	

�
�3	 �)

2 + ::: (7)

where the :::indicate six-and higherorder-ferm ion contactterm s,notrenorm alizable,even

in large-N lim its,which constitute irrelevantoperators,in a renorm alization-group sense,not

a�ecting thelow-energy (infrared)structureofthee�ectivetheory,weareinterested in.

Applying a Hartree-Fock linearization to the four-ferm ion interactions,one obtainsterm s

oftheform :

3�2 < 	
�
�3	 � > 	

�
�3	 � (8)

Collecting the 	 y	 term s together,one then obtains a ferm ion-density term in the e�ective

lagrangian oftheform :

L� = (�6� + 3�2 < 	
�
�3	 � >)	

�
�3	 � (9)

Upon inserting theconstraint(5)via a Lagrangem ultiplier�eld �(x)in thepath integral,one

m ay expand [24]aboutthevacuum de�ned by < �(x)>/ m 2
Z 6= 0,where m Z isa spinon gap

(m agnon m ass),in appropriate units. Then,we can tune the param eter ofoursystem so as

to de�ne a fully relativistic �eld theory aboutthe nodesofa d-wave gap [1],such that,when

� 6= 0,thefollowing issatis�ed:

< �(x)> � � 6� + 3�2 < 	
�
�3	 � >= 0 (10)

Note thatthe non-zero dynam icalcondensate ofthe (non-relativistic)operator< 	
�
�3	 � >,

obtained above,iscom patiblewith a dynam icalopening ofa ferm ion m assgap in theresulting

relativistic �eld theory.

In this way,the ferm ion term s in the constraint (5)decouple,and the e�ective theory of

theexcitationsatthenodesofthed-wave superconducting gap can bedescribed,up to term s

thatarerenorm alization-group irrelevantoperatorsin the infrared,by thee�ective theory (6)

with Thirring four-ferm ion interactions,and a standard CP 1 constraint:

2X

�= 1

jz�j2 = 1 (11)
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Thelatterim pliesthatthem agnon �elds,in theirm assive(spin gap)phase,can beintegrated

outin a standard fashion in the path integral[24],to yield an alternative low-energy theory,

that ofa dynam icalSU(2)� US(1) gauge group,with M axwellkinetic term s for the gauge

�elds,which arethedom inantterm sin a derivativeexpansion.

Superconductivity in thism odeloccurs[1]asa resultofdynam icalgeneration ofa parity-

conserving ferm ion m ass in the strong-coupling regim e of the US(1) gauge �eld [18,5,1],

upon coupling the system to externalelectrom agnetic potentials. Thisdynam icalgeneration

phenom enon occurs in the infrared region of the e�ective theory obtained after z-m agnon

integration.In such atheory,upon theopening ofam assgap in theferm ion (holon)spectrum ,

the Feynm an m atrix elem ent: Sa =< B a
�jJ�j0 >;a = 1;2;3,with J� = 	 �	 the ferm ion-

num bercurrent,isnon-trivial.Dueto thecolour-group structure,only them asslessB 3
� gauge

boson of the SU(2) group, corresponding to the �3 generator in two-com ponent notation,

contributes to the m atrix elem ent. The non-trivialresult for S3 arises from an anom alous

one-loop graph,depicted in �gure1,and itisgiven by [25,5]:

S3 =< B
3

�jJ�j0>= (sgnm f)����
p�
p
p0

(12)

where m f isthe parity-conserving ferm ion m ass,generated dynam ically by the US(1)group.

Aswith the otherAdler-Bell-Jackiw anom alousgraphsin gauge theories,the one-loop result

(12)isexactand receivesno contributionsfrom higherloops[25].

& %

’ $

_ _^ ^y

Figure 1: Anom alous one-loop Feynm an m atrix elem ent,leading to a Kosterlitz-Thouless-like

breaking ofthe electrom agnetic UE (1) sym m etry,and thus superconductivity,once a ferm ion

m assgap opensup.The wavy line representsthe SU(2)gauge boson B 3
�,which rem ainsm ass-

less,whiletheblobdenotesan insertion oftheferm ion-num bercurrentJ� = 	 �	.Continuous

linesrepresentferm ions.

Thisunconventionalsym m etry breaking (12),doesnothave a localorderparam eter[25,5],

since the latter is inicted by strong phase uctuations,thereby resem bling the Kosterlitz-
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Thoulessm odeofsym m etry breaking4.Them asslessgaugeboson B 3
� oftheunbroken �3� U(1)

subgroup ofSU(2)isresponsible fortheappearanceofa m asslesspole in theelectric current-

current correlator [5],which is the characteristic feature ofany superconducting theory. As

discussed in ref. [5],allthe standard properties ofa superconductor,such as the M eissner

e�ect, in�nite conductivity, ux quantization, London action etc. are recovered in such a

case. The �eld B 3
�,orratheritsdual� de�ned by @�� � ����@�B

3
�,can be identi�ed with the

Goldstoneboson ofthebroken Uem (1)(electrom agnetic)sym m etry [5].W eshallcom eback to

theexactnessofthisresult,upon includingnon-perturbativee�ects(instantons),in thecontext

ofoursupersym m etric m odel,lateron.

3 N = 1 Supersym m etric G auge T heory of Spin-C harge

Separation

W e are now ready to discuss the possibility ofthe em ergence ofa N = 1 space-tim e super-

sym m etry in the ansatz (1). The m ain idea behind such a supersym m etrization is to view

the m agnons z as supersym m etric partners ofthe holons 	. For sim plicity,in this note we

shallturn o� theSU(2)interactionsin (4),keeping only U S(1),which ism ainly responsiblefor

thechiralsym m etry breaking (m assgeneration)phenom enon.Theincorporation ofthegauge

group SU(2)� US(1)(2)isstraightforward.In thissection weshalldem onstratethepossibility

ofaN = 1-supersym m etricextension oftheaction (4),and oftheconstraint(5),in theabsence

of(non-supersym m etric)externalelectrom agneticpotentials.

The basic \m atter" m ultipletofN=1 supersym m etry in three space-tim e dim ensions,can

bewritten in term sofa scalarsuper�eld as[26]

�= � + ��� +
1

2
���F (13)

which contains a realscalar �eld,�,a M ajorana spinor�� and a realauxiliary �eld F. W e

considercom plex super�elds

Z =
1
p
2
(�1 + i�2)= z+ �� +

1

2
���F (14)

which contain a com plex scalar,z = 1p
2
(�1 + i�2),a Dirac spinor,	 =

1p
2
( 1 + i 2),and a

com plex auxiliary �eld,F = 1p
2
(F1 + iF2).Thesupersym m etry transform ationsread,

�Sz= �� 

�S = �i��@�� + �F

�SF = �i��=@ (15)

4Thism ay be im portantfrom a condensed-m atterviewpoint,since the absense ofa localorderparam eter

im pliesthatthe opening ofa ferm ion m assgap atthe nodesofthe originald-wavesuperconducting gap ofthe

cuprate doesnota�ectthe d-wavenatureofthe state.
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and the supersym m etric invariant lagrangian is given by the highest com ponent (���) ofthe

super�eld
�D Z �

D Z (16)

where

D � =
@

@���
� i(=@�)a (17)

isthesupersym m etry covariantderivative.

The gauge �eld isincorporated in a realspinorsuper�eld which,in the W ess-Zum ino gauge,

takestheform

V� = i(=a�)� +
1

2
����� (18)

where� isthesupersym m etric partnerofthegauge�eld (gaugino).

The supersym m etric gaugeinvariantlagrangian forthe m atter�eldswhich in term sofsuper-

�eldsisthehighestcom ponentofthesuper�eld

D Z �D Z (19)

with

D � = D � � iV� (20)

In term sofcom ponent�eldsthelagrangian reads:

L = g
2

1[D ��z
�
D

�
z
� + i	=D 	+ �F �

F
� + 2i(�	��z� � 	

�
�z

�)] (21)

where D � denotesthe gaugecovariantderivative with respectto the US(1)�eld,and forcon-

venience wehaverescaled theferm ion �elds	 and theauxiliary �eld F by g 1,ascom pared to

the non-supersym m etric case,in orderto facilitate oursuper�eld form alism .Notice that(21)

containsa supersym m etric partnerofthestatisticalgauge�eld US(1).From thepointofview

oftheansatz(1),thisisthede�ning property oftheN = 1supersym m etricpointofthem odel,

in thesense thatthegaugeinteraction US(1)‘doubles’itsdegreesoffreedom .From thepoint

ofview ofthe statisticalm odelofref. [1],thisdoubling willonly be reected in the form of

the e�ective action,afterintegrating outthe U S(1)�eld. Asexplained in ref. [1],this�eld is

responsibleforyielding fractionalstatisticsto theholonsand spinonsin threedim ensions,and

assuch should beintegrated outin thee�ective action ofthephysically observable degreesof

freedom .

Itisim portanttonoticethattheconstraint(5)adm itsaN = 1supersym m etricform ulation,

in term softhesuper�eldsZ � (14):
2X

�= 1

Z
�
Z� = 1 (22)

Upon integrating outthe(non-propagating)a� and gaugino � �eldsin a path integralforthe

lagrangian (21),and using theconstraint(22),itisim m ediateto obtain thefollowing e�ective

7



action ofholonsand spinons in the spin-charge separation ansatz (1)atthe supersym m etric

point:

LS = g
2

1[@
�
z
�
@�z� + i	

�
=@	 � + F

�
F� +

1

2

�

z
�
@�z� � z�@�z

� � i	
�
�	 �

�2
]+

g
6

1ln

0

@ g
�2
1

X

�

fjz�j
2	

�
	 � +

X

�6= �

z�z
�	

�
	 � +

1

2
[z�z�	

�
	 �
� +

X

�6= �

z
�
z
�	 �	

�
� + h:c:]g

1

A(23)

Theauxiliary �eldsF� can besolved by m eansoftheconstraint(22):

F
�
F� =

1

2

�

	
�
	 �

�2
(24)

Theterm sinsidethelogarithm in (23)contain no barem assterm s,butonly interaction term s

am ong z and 	 �elds.Thiscan bereadily seen by thefollowing form alexpansion:

lnx = 2

1X

k= 1

1

2k� 1

�
x � 1

x + 1

�2k�1

(25)

which truncatesdueto theGrassm an structuresin x.

Severalim portantcom m entsarenow in order.First,noticethatthesupersym m etricexten-

sion ofthee�ectivelagrangian forspinonsand holonscontainsboth Gross-Neveu and Thirring

four-ferm ion interactions.Thiscan beseen by using theFierzrearrangem entform ula in three

space-tim edim ensions:


�

ab�;cd = 2�ad�bc � �ab�cd (26)

upon which thefourferm ion Thirring interactionsbecom e:

[	 ��	 �]
2 = �3

2X

�= 1

[	 �	 �]
2 � 2[	 1	 1	 2	 2 + 2	 1	 2	 2	 1] (27)

showing that the Gross-Neveu term s in the Thirring interactions cannot cancelthe ones ap-

pearing in (23)dueto thesupersym m etric extension.

Asa resultofsupersym m etry,the couplingsofthe four-ferm ion term sare allrelated,and

are oforder g2
1
. In the context ofthe statisticalm odel,such a restriction willim ply special

relationsam ong the m icroscopic param eters,such ashopping elem ents,Heisenberg exchange

energies,dopingconcentration etc.Forinstance,in thespecialcaseofref.[17],wherethenext-

to-nearest-neighbour(NNN)hoppingelem entt0isassum ed dom inant,with t� 0,onecan show

thatfour-ferm ion Gross-Neveu type term scom e with generic coe�cientsoforder(t0)2=(J0�2),

with J0 (<< J) the NNN Heisenberg exchange energy. In such a situation,supersym m etry

enforcestherelation t0�
p
JJ0�3=2,which m ay beinterpreted asim plying thatsupersym m etric

pointsin ourform alism m ay beobtained by tuningthedoping concentration.Such restrictions

m ay becom patiblewith thet0= J0=2supersym m etricpointofref.[12,13]).In thecaseabove,

8



such an extra restriction im pliesunderdoped situation �3=2 �
q

J0=4J << 1.In m orerealistic

m odels,like the one discussed in ref. [1],involving nearest-neighbour hopping,there willbe

m ore constraints,involving the hopping elem entt,etc. A com plete analysisalong these lines

fallsbeyond ourpresentscope.

Another im portantissue concerns the physicalinterpretation ofthe M ajorana ferm ion �,

which,asonecan seefrom (21),(23),leadsto e�ectiveelectric-chargeviolating interactionson

thespatialplanes.From ourtwo-spatialdim ension pointofview,such violationsm ayadm itthe

interpetation ofdescribing interlayer hopping ofspin and chargedegreesoffreedom (hopping

ofrealfour-space-tim e-dim ensionalelectrons). In thisinterpretation,the gaugino � term s in

(21),constitutea M ajorana-spinorrepresentation oftheabsenceofspin and chargeata siteof

theplanarlatticesystem : Z

d�e
2i
R
d3x�	� z� + H :C: (28)

The reader is advised to draw a com parison with the Grassm ann �;�y,representation ofa

W ilson line(‘m issing spin’S )in thetreatm entofstatic holesin refs.[27,5]:

Z

d�
y
d�e

�iS
R
dt
P

i
(�1)i�

y

i
�ia0(i;t) (29)

where a0 is the tem poralcom ponent ofthe gauge potentialofthe CP
1 �-m odel,describing

spin excitationsin theantiferrom agnet.From thispointofview,theexistenceofN = 1 super-

sym m etry in thedoped antiferrom agnetsnecessitatesinterplanarcouplings,through hoping of

spin and chargedegreesoffreedom (electrons)acrosstheplanes.

4 D ynam icalM ass G eneration and N = 1 Supersym m e-

try

Next,we proceed to discuss the dynam icalscenario for ferm ion m ass generation. First,we

notethatdynam ical-m assgeneration (pairing)in non-supersym m etric m odels,with com bined

Gross-Neveu and Thirring four-ferm ion interactions, is possible in three space-tim e dim en-

sions. By using a four-com ponent ferm ion form alism one obtains consistent solutions to the

Schwinger-Dyson (SD)equations,with non-zero m ass,which conserveparity and tim e-reversal

invariance [28,29]5.In ref.[29]itwasshown thatin m odelswith m ixed Thirring and Gross-

Neveu interactions,itisessentially theGross-Neveu couplinggG N which determ inesthecritical

behaviour (criticalavour num ber) ofthe theory,in a large N expansion. For gG N > gcG N ,

5Note that theories with four-ferm ion interactions are not in generalvector-like,and hence the theorem s

of ref. [30], for absence of spontaneous violation of parity and tim e-reversalsym m etry due to energetics,

cannotapply.However,in oursuperconducting m odel,integrating outthem agnon �eldsoneobtains[24,23]a

dynam icalgaugetheory in theinfrared.Itisin thissensethatweareinterested only in parity-conservingm ass

gaps,which from the pointofview ofthe (low-energy)e�ective gauge theory,are the energetically preferable

con�gurations[30].
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where gcG N isthe criticalcoupling ofthe (2+1)-dim ensionalGross-Neveu m odel[31],the sys-

tem isdom inated by the GrossNeveu interaction,while forgG N < gcG N ,the system becom es

Thirring like 6.

W enow arguethatqualitativelythem ass-generationphenom enon cannotbea�ected bythe

presence ofsupersym m etric partnersoftheferm ion �elds.Indeed,theonly extra term sin the

lagrangian (23)thatcould a�ectthe dynam icalm assgeneration are the term sm ixing bosons

and ferm ions,z@�z	
�	. However,atthe levelofthe e�ective action obtained from (23)by

path-integrating outthe z �elds,the leading ordercontributionsin a (low-energy)derivative

expansion,are oforder:
R
d3x	 �	[(@

2g�� � @�@�)=m 2
Z]	 �	. Such interactions constitute

irrelevantoperatorsin arenorm alization group sense,even atlargeferm ion avournum bersN ,

and hencedo nota�ectthe�xed-pointstructureofthetheory,responsibleform assgeneration,

which isthusdeterm ined by thefour-ferm iterm s 7.

W ithin thecontextofdynam icalm assgeneration,itisim portantto rem ark thatin super-

sym m etric m odels dynam icalm ass generation can occur in a way com patible with unbroken

supersym m etry only ifthe e�ective potentialvanishes. Thisisa resultofthe equality ofthe

ferm ion and boson m asses,m Z = m f = m . In non-supersym m etric theories it is the m ini-

m ization ofthee�ective potentialthatselectsthenon-trivialsolution oftheSchwinger-Dyson

(SD) analysis for the dynam icalferm ion m ass. In contrast,as we shallargue below,in our

supersym m etriccaseitisthequantum e�ectiveaction,and notthee�ectivepotential,which is

responsibleforsuch aselection.Thesituation issim ilartowhathappensin thetwo-dim ensional

supersym m etric O (3)�-m odel[33]. In thatm odel,asa result ofa constraint sim ilarto (5),

consistency am ong the supersym m etry W ard identities,obtained from the quantum e�ective

action,selects the non-trivialsolution for the dynam icalm asses,obtained from a SD analy-

sis[34]. Below we shallnotgive the details,butwe shallpresentthe m ain argum ents,which

willbe su�cient for our purposes in this letter. For sim plicity we consider one \com plex"

super�eld Z and work with itsrealcom ponents(14).Them assesofthescalars�i,i= 1;2 and

theM ajorana spinors�i arerelated by theSupersym m etry W ard identity:

< Tf�i(x);�j(0)g> o= (i=@ + m )< Tf�i(x);�j(0)> o (30)

where< :::> o denotecorrelatorsin thenon-interacting theory.

On theotherhand,itisknown thatthe�elds:

 

�Fi= �
�i

2
(�j�j); i=@�i; @

2
�i

!

(31)

constitute realsuper�eldsTi,the kinetic m ultipletsof�i.Therefore,the vacuum expectation

6In thislattercase we should pointoutthatthe non-trivialultraviolet�xed point,found in the num erical

studies of[32],m ight be related -under som e sortofultraviolet-infrared duality -to the non-trivialinfrared

�xed pointofthe three-dim ensionalQ E D ,argued in [16].
7W e note that,in a large-avour-num ber,N ,treatm ent,these four-ferm ioperatorsbecom e renorm alizable,

thereby leading to non-trivialultraviolet�xed-pointstructures[31,28,29].
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valuesofthecom ponentsofthesuper�eld:

�iTi=
�

��iFi; �iFi� i�i=@�i; � �i@
2
�i+ i�i=@�i+ FiFi

�

(32)

willberelated by thesupersym m etry W ard identities.

Using theequationsofm otion and theconstraint(22)thissuper�eld can bewritten as:

�iTi=
�

�; �; � � �
2
�

(33)

where

� = �
1

2
�i�i

� = �i�i=@�i

� = @��i@
�
�i (34)

Then,thecorresponding supersym m etry W ard identitiesbecom e[33]:

S�(p)� (=p� 2m )D �(p
2)= 0

=pS�(p)� D �(p
2)+ 2m (=p� 2m )D �(p

2)= 0 (35)

where D �;D � arethetwo-pointGreen’sfunctionsof� and � �eldsrespectively,and S� isthe

corresponding spinorialGreen’sfunction of�. Note thatthe equationsofm otion,obeyed by

theGreen’sfunctions,havebeen used in deriving theidentitiesabove.

In the context ofthe pure Gross-Neveu m odelin three space-tim e dim ensions, one can

com pute the e�ective propagatorsby extending the two-dim ensionalanalysisofref.[33],in a

straightforward m anner.Forinstructivepurposesweshallderiveexplicitly theD � propagator,

pertainingtotheLagrangem ultipliers�(x)im plem entingtheconstraint(22).Expandingabout

the vacuum < �(x)>= m 2,�(x)=< �(x)> +�0(x),and perform ing the z integration one

arrivesatan e�ective action

Seff;� =

Z

d
3
xTrln[@2 + m

2 + �
0(x)] (36)

The quadratic term in �0(x)determ inesthe e�ective propagatorD � ofthe quantum �eld �0.

Passing onto a Fourierspaceoneobtains:

S
(2)

eff;� �

Z
d3p

(2�)3

Z
d3k

(2�)3

1

(k+ p)2 � m 2
~�0(�p)

1

k2 � m 2
~�0(p) (37)

wherem isthedynam ically-generated m assfor(both)scalarsand ferm ions(dueto supersym -

m etry). From this,the propagator D �(p) is obtained im m ediately. Its p = 0 lim it is given

by:

D
�1
� (0)�

Z

d
3
k

1

(k2 � m 2)2
� 1=m (38)
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In a sim ilarm anneronedeterm inestherestoftheGreen’sfunctionsappearing in (35).For

theGreen’sfunction D �,associated with thelinearized Gross-Neveu interactions,wenotethat

thequantum correctionshave been calculated in ref.[31],wherea non-trivialultraviolet�xed

pointstructurehasbeen revealed in a large-ferm ion-avournum ber,N ,fram ework.

W ith these in m ind,one obtainsthe following resultsforthe pertinentGreen’sfunctions,

to leading orderin 1=N expansion:

D
�1
� (0)�

1

m
+ O (

1

N
)

D �(0)
�1 � m

�

1+ O [
1

N
ln(�=m )]

�

S
�1
� (0)�

Z
d3k

(2�)3

1

(k2 � m 2)(=k� m )
+ O (

1

N
)� non� zero const+ O (

1

N
) (39)

where�isanultravioletcut-o�m ass.Intheaboveform ulasfactorsofthedim ensionfulcoupling

constant g2
1
are understood where appropriate. M oreover,for our purposes in this work the

detailed form oftheO (1
N
)correctionswillnotbeim portant.

From theW ard identities(35),on theotherhand,onehas:

4m 2
D �(0)= �D �(0)

2m D �(0)= �S�(0) (40)

Then,on accountof(39),we see thatthe �rstofthe identities(40)issatis�ed identically to

thisorderin 1/N,butonecannotexcludethetrivialsolution m = 0.Such an exclusion com es

from the second ofthe identities(40),due to the structure ofS�. The so-selected non-trivial

solution form ,m ustbetheonesatisfying theSD equations[31],by consistency.A non-trivial

veri�cation ofthiswillcom e by including the subleading 1/N corrections. The readershould

keep noteofthecrucialr̂oleoftheCP 1 constraint(22)in theaboveselection ofthenon-trivial

SD m assgap by thequantum e�ectiveaction oftheN = 1-supersym m etric m odel[33,34].

In thecontextofourm odel,involvingboth Gross-Neveu and Thirringinteractions,asim ilar

analysisgoesthrough,with com plexitiescom ingfrom thenon-linearrealization ofsupersym m e-

try,and thenew interactionsin (23).Such deviationsfrom thepureGross-Neveu case,however,

arein favourofthenecessity ofanon-zerom assgap,in ordertoful�llthesupersym m etry W ard

identities. A detailed analysisalong the above lineswillbe presented in a forthcom ing publi-

cation.Forthepurposesofthisnotewerestrictourslevesonly to pointing outsom esubtleties,

associated with theanom alousbreaking oftheferm ion num berin ourm odel(c.f.�gure1).In-

deed,afterthezintegration,and theim plem entation oftheconstraintasabove,thereareextra

term s coupling ferm ionsand � m ultiplier �elds in the e�ective action. One ofthem involves

thedivergence oftheferm ion current(afterappropriatepartialintegrationsin theaction):

S
�;�

eff 3 �

Z

d
3
xTr

@�(�i
��i)

(@2 + m 2)2
�(x) (41)
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Iftheferm ion current�i
��i wasconserved,then thegaugeW ard identity would im ply decou-

pling ofthisterm from the physicalcorrelators. However,aswe m entioned above,there are

anom aliesin them odel,in them assivephasefortheferm ions,associated with one-loop graphs

of�gure1[25,5,1].Such anom alousterm sshould beproperly taken intoaccountin adetailed

analysis ofdynam icalm ass generation in our supersym m etric m odel,but we do not expect

them to a�ectthe selection ofthe non-trivialsolution ofthe SD equations,characterising the

pureGross-Neveu case,studied in detailabove.

An im portantadditionalcom m entconcernsthekind ofthethree-dim ensionaldynam ically-

generated m ass. Atpresent,thisseem s to depend crucially on the relative sign ofthe m ass,

between theferm ion species.In ouranalysisabove,we have used a singlesuper�eld Z,whilst

in ourSU(2)m odelthere are two such super�elds. The SD analysiscan be extended in that

case straightforwardly,butalone itcannotm ake a selection am ong the two possible signs of

them assforthesetwo super�elds.Sincethefourferm ion theoriesarenotvectorlike,onedoes

nothaveat�rstsighta way ofenergetically selecting theparity-conserving m asscon�guration.

However,aswem entioned previously,thefactthatthelow-energy integration ofm agnon �elds

m akesthem odelequivalenttoa (vector-like)gaugetheory with ferm ionicm atter,issuggestive

oftheexclusion oftheparity violating m ass,on thebasisofthetheorem sofref.[30].

5 Instanton E�ects,Supersym m etry and Superconduc-

tivity

A �nalissuewewould liketoaddressconcernstheexactnessofsuperconductivityin thepresence

ofnon perturbative e�ects.In thecontextoftheSU(2)� U S(1)theory [1],superconductivity

is associated with the m asslessness ofthe B 3
� gauge boson ofthe unbroken U(1) subgroup

ofthe SU(2) group,in the m assive ferm ion phase [1,5]. W e now rem ark that,due to the

com pactnessofthepertinentgaugegroup,instanton con�gurations-which,in 2+1dim ensions,

arelikem onopoles-m ay givetheU(1)gaugeboson a sm allm ass.In thedilute-instanton-gas

approxim ation,in non-supersym m etric theories,thism assisoforder[35]:

m B 3
’ e

�S 0 (42)

where S0 is the one instanton action. Such a sm allm ass would destroy the exactness ofthe

m odel’ssuperconductivity,aswerem arked earlier.

W e shallargue in this section that supersym m etry favours superconductivity,by further

suppressing theinstanton contributionsto theB 3
� gaugeboson m ass,ascom pared to thenon-

supersym m etric case. To this end,we �rstrecallthata dynam icalgauge theory is obtained

in our m odelby integrating out z and 	 �elds [24]. In a non-supersym m etric theory,upon

coupling to externalelectrom agnetism ,such a procedure leads,in the m assive ferm ion phase,

to the standard London action forsuperconductivity [5]. In ourcase,thisprocedure leadsto

a supersym m etric gauge theory U(1)� US(1). Indeed,by integrating outz �eldsone obtains

M axwellkineticterm sforthegauge�elds,inthephasewherethem agnon�eldsarem assive[24].
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In oursupersym m etric theory,theYukawa coupling ofthegaugino � to 	 and z �eldsresults,

afterthez,	integration in M ajoranakineticterm sfor�,asrequired by N = 1supersym m etry.

Thiscan be readily seen by a one loop com putation,in analogy with the bosonic z part[24].

The relevantgraphs,in the m assive phase m Z = m f = m (due to supersym m etry),resultin

thefollowing integral:


�

Z

d
3
k

k� + p�

[(k+ p)2 � m 2][k2 � m 2]
�

=p

2m
(43)

yielding a M ajorana kinetic term i

2m
�=@� forthe gaugino. One can easily verify the m anifest

N = 1 supersym m etry between this term and the corresponding M axwell term s � 1

4m
F 2
��,

obtained by thez and 	 integration [24,5].

W e now rem ark thatin three dim ensionalsupersym m etric gauge theoriesitisknown [26]

that supersym m etry cannot be broken,due to the factthat the W itten index (�1)F ,where

F isthe ferm ion num ber,isalwaysnon zero. Thus,in supersym m etric theoriesthe presence

ofinstantonsshould give a sm allm ass,ifatall,in both the gauge boson and the associated

gaugino.Although atpresentthereisno rigorousproofofthisfact,however,theargum entsof

ref.[26]indicatedthattheresultingm asseswillbeeven m oresuppressed thanthecorresponding

onesin thenon supersym m etric case,

m B 3
= m � = e

�2S 0 (44)

with S0 theone-instanton action.

W e should point out,however,that there is an alternative scenario [26],which could be

in operation in our superconducting m odel. It is possible that supesym m etry is broken by

having the system in a ‘false’vacuum ,where the gauge boson rem ains m assless,even in the

presence ofnon perturbativecon�gurations,whilethegaugino acquiresa sm allm ass,through

non perturbativee�ects.Thelifetim e,however,ofthisfalsevacuum isverylong[26],and hence

superconductivity can occur,in thesensethatthesystem willrem ain in thatfalsevacuum for

a very long period oftim e,longerthan any othertim escalein theproblem .

W hichever ofthe two scenaria is realized in the m odel,from a condesed-m atter point of

view the im portantconclusion,obtained from the above analysis,isthatthe coupling ofthe

superconducting planesdueto interlayerelectron hopping,associated with thepresenceofthe

gaugino �eld �,helpsstabilizing superconductivity,which otherwise would be jeopardized by

non-perturbativee�ects.

6 D iscussion

In thiswork we have dem onstrated the possibility ofN=1 Supersym m etric gauge theoriesin

the contextofa spin-charge separation ansatzofthe SU(2)� US(1)gaugem odelof[1].Such

m odelsm ay berelevantforthephysicsofsuperconducting gapswhich open up atthenodesof
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a d-wave gap ofhigh-Tc cuprates. The supersym m etry wasachieved withoutintroducing un-

physicaldegreesoffreedom .Howeveritnecesitatesthecouplingofthesuperconducting planes.

Itspresence,seem sto suppressthee�ectsofinstantonsofthe gauge�eld SU(2),which could

jeopardisesuperconductivity in them odel.Asfarasthelatticesystem isconcerned thesuper-

sym m etry isachieved m odulo irrelevantoperatorsin a renorm alization-group sense.Thism ay

im ply thatourconsiderationsin thiswork m ightalso be relevantto the construction ofm ore

generalsupersym m etricgaugetheorieson thelattice,in thesenseofobtaining supersym m etric

continuum theoriesby droping possibly non-supersym m etric,renorm alization-group irrelevant

operators.

W ebelievethatourwork m ay proveusefultowardsan exactdiscussion ofphasediagram sof

three-dim ensionale�ectivegaugem odelsofantiferrom agneticsuperconductors,viatheanalysis

ofthequantum m odulispaceofgaugetheories,in thespiritofSeiberg and W itten [14].In this

respect,wenotethatN = 1supersym m etry in threedim ensions,which wehaveconsidered here

asthem inim alway ofsupersym m etrization ofa doped spin-chargeseparated antiferrom agnet,

without the introduction ofextra degrees offreedom ,cannot yield exact results. It is the

N = 4 supersym m etry in three-dim ensionalgaugetheorieswhich can producesuch results.In

threedim ensions,N = 2 theoriesm ay also allow forsom eexactresults,in connection with the

geom etry oftheirquantum m odulispace[15].

Atpresent,ourphysicalunderstandingforacondensed-m atterspin-chargeseparated m odel

exhibiting N = 2 supersym m etry is not com plete. One m ight speculate that,since N = 2

three-dim ensionalsupersym m etric theoriesareobtained [15]by dim ensionalreduction offour-

dim ensionalN = 1 supersym m etric theories, such m odels m ight have som e relevance to a

possible extension ofthe ideasin ourwork beyond the planarstructures. W e shallpresenta

m ore detailed study ofsuch m odels in a future work [36]. W e should rem ark however that,

as far as the spinon and holon degrees offreedom are concerned,the extension to N = 2

supersym m etry isim m ediate,with no extra doubling ofdegreesoffreedom .Thenovelfeature,

com pared to the N=1 case,isthe presence ofa Dirac-like gaugino. Due to itsDirac nature,

the gaugino m ay now carry non-trivialcharge underthe externalelectrom agnetism ,and thus

the e�ective action conserves the electric charge,in contrast to the present situation with a

M ajorana gaugino. In view ofthe aforem entioned em bedding of3-dim ensionalN=2 theories

in 4-dim ensionalN=1 supersym m etric theories,thispossibility ofconservation ofthe electric

charge m ay be related to the exact conservation ofelectric charge in fourdim ensionalspace

tim es. From the pointofview ofdynam icalm assgeneration,we should rem ark that,at�rst

sight,theN = 23-dim ensionalm odelsappearnottogenerateadynam icalm ass.Thisisdueto

the factthatsuch theoriesareobtained from N = 1 4-dim ensionalm odels,where claim shave

been m ade [37]thatnon-renorm alization theorem sin the supersym m etric SD equationsyield

only thetrivialsolution forthem ass.However,such claim shavebeen questioned recently [38].

From ourpointofview weconsidertheissueasstillopen.

Another com m ent we would like to m ake concerns the fate ofsupersym m etry at �nite

tem peratures.W eexpectthesupersym m etry tobebroken at�nitetem peratures,which results

in di�erentm assesforspinon and holons,a situation probably m etin realisticcases.However,
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even in such a case ofbroken supersym m etry,the existence ofa supersym m etric vacuum at

zerotem peraturesisusefulin providingsom eexactinform ation aboutthephasediagram along

thelinesm entioned above.

Beforeclosingweshould alsostressthatourresultsapply even toone-dim ensionalchainsof

holons,which m ay characterizecertain underdoped cupratesin theso-called stripephase[39].

Such system s appear to be described by a spin-charge separated phase,where the holon de-

greesoffreedom lie on one-space dim ensionalstripes (chains),spatially separated by regions

ofzero doping. Asdiscussed in ref. [27],spin charge separation in one (spatial)dim ensional

antiferrom agneticm odelsleadsto gaugetheoriesofDiracferm ionscoupled to a CP 1 �-m odel.

The continuum action is sim ilar in form ,but in two space-tim e dim ensions,with the action

(4).In such a case,theresulting N = 1 supersym m etricextension willagain involvecom bined

Gross-Neveu and Thirringinteractions.Such (1+1)-dim ensionalm odelshavebeen studied pre-

viously in the literature [33]. As far as supersym m etry and dynam icalm ass generation are

concerned,such m odelssharethesam equalitativefeaturesastheir(2 + 1)-dim ensionalcoun-

terparts,discussed here. The gauginos in such one-dim ensionaltheories could then describe

(e�ective)electron hopping acrossthe chains. Atpresentwe are agnostic asto whethersuch

supersym m etricspin-chargeseparated m odelsplay any crucialr̂oleon thephysicsofthestripe

phaseoftheunderdoped cuprates.
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