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A bstract

W epresenta N = 1 Supersym m etric extension ofa spin-charge separated e ective SU 2) Ug (1)
Yarticlke-hok’ gauge theory of excitations about the nodes of the gap of a d-wave planar m agnetic
superconductor. The supersymm etry is achieved w ithout introducing extra degrees of freedom , as
com pared to the non-supersym m etric m odels. T he only exosption, the introduction of gaugino eds,

nds a natural physical interpretation as describing interlayer coupling in the statistical m odel. T he
low -energy contiuum theory is descrbbed by a relativistic (2+ 1)-din ensional supersymm etric CP *

-m odelw ith G rossN eveu-T hirring-type four-ferm ion interactions. W e em phasize the crucial r0k of
the CP ! constraint in inducing a non-trivialdynam icalm ass generation for fem ions (and thus super—
conductiviy), In a way com patdble with m anifest N = 1 supersymm etry. W e also give a prelin lnary
discussion of non-perturbative e ects. W e argue that supersym m etry suppresses the dangerous for
superconductivity instanton contributions to the m ass of the perturbatively m asskess gauge boson of
the unbroken U (1) subgroup of SU (2). Finally, we point out the possbility of applying these ideas
to e ective gauge m odels of spin-charge separation in one-space din ensional superconducting chains
of holons, which, for exam ple, have recently been clain ed to be important in the stripe phase of
underdoped cuprates.
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1 Introduction

In ref. ] it was argued that the doped largeU Hubbard (antiferrom agnetic) m odels possess
a hidden localnon-Akelian SU (2) Ug (1) phase symm etry related to spin interactions. This
sym m etry was discovered using an approprate barticle-hole sym m etric form alisn ’ for the elec—
tron operators B, and em ploying a generalized shve—ferm ion ansatz for spin-charge separation,
which allow s Intersublattioce hopping for holons, viewed as fom ions. The spin-charge sspara—
tion m ay be physically interpreted as In plying an e ective substructure’ of the electrons due
to the m any body interactions in the m edium . This sort of idea, origihating from A nderson’s
RVB theory of spinons and holons ], was also pursued recently by Laughlin, although from a
(fom ally at least) di erent perspective .

In ref. [] we have argued In favour of the opening of a femm ion gap at the nodes of
a dwave gap of a superconducting antiferrom agnet. Linearization of the fem ion spectrum
about such nodes leads to a relativistic D irac spectrum for holons, w ith the le of the lim iting
velocity being played by the ferm i velocity [, []l. Such system s m ight be of relevance to the
physics ofhigh-tem perature superconductors, since recently it isbelieved that high-tem perature
superconductivity in cuprates is highly anisotropic and the gap symm etry is of d-wave type (],
w ith the gap vanishing along lines of nodes on the Ferm i surface f].

The key suggestion in ref. []], which lead to the non-abelian gauge symm etry structure for
the doped antiferrom agnet, w ith the constraint of not m ore than one elctron per httice site,
was the shve-ferm ion spin-charge ssparation ansatz for physical electron operators [1:
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where i is a lttice site ndex, ¢, = 1;2 are electron annihilation operators, the G rassn ann
variabls ;, i= 1;2 play the ¥l of holon excitations, whilke the bosonic elds z;;i= 1;2;
represent m agnon (bosonized spinon) excitations 1. The ansatz () has spin-electriccharge
separation, shoe only the elds ; carry ekctric charge.

Asargued In ref. [[] the ansatz is characterised by the fllow ing hidden localphase (gauge)
symm etry structure:
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The gauge SU (2) sym m etry pertainsto the soin degrees of freedom . The localUg (1) Statistical’
phase symm etry allows fractional statistics of the spin and charge excitations. This is an
exclusive feature of the three din ensional geom etry, and is sim ilar in soirt to the bosonization
technigue of the spin-charge ssparation ansatz of ref. [[]]]. Finally the Uy (1) symm etry is due
to the electric charge of the holons.

1T here is also recent experin entalevidence on the possibility ofthe opening ofa gap at such nodes, triggered
by eftherm agnetic elds ﬂ] orby m agnetic m purities E], and although such phenom enam ight adm it altermative
(m ore conventional) explanations [§, [[J], how ever the 0l of spin—charge separation in this context still rem ains
a challenging pro fct.



It is the purpose of this work to discuss the possbility of a hidden supersymm etry in the
ansatz (). Note that supersymm etric extensions of J = 2t m odels for doped antiferrom ag-
nets, in one and two spatial din ensions, have already appeared in the existing literature [[J],
even in the context of spin-charge separated anyon m odels E]. However, as faraswe are aware,
such supersym m etries have not been associated so far with any soeci ¢ dynam ical properties
of the antiferrom agnet. In contrast, In our approach here, based on the non-trivial ansatz @),
the supersymm etry constitutes a non-trivial dynam ical property of the spin-charge ssparated
vacuum for holons and spinons, by view Ing them as supersym m etric parmers. D ue to the rich
group structure ), m any possibilities arise in the study ofthe phase diagram s ofthese theories,
in the context of the m odem perspective advocated in the work of Sedberg and W itten 4, [L3].
In particular, duality symm etrdes in the infrared region of the supersym m etric m odel, connect—
ing various theories w ith the sam e non—trivial nfrared xed-point [[§], m ay prove very usefil in
a renom alization-group study ofthe dynam ics ofthe gauge elds in both, the superconducting
and the nom alphases of the m odel, in the spirit of ref. [[§]. The in portant issue is that the
introduction of N = 1 supesymm etry, hidden in the spin-charge separation ansatz (1), does
not require the Introduction of unphysical degrees of freedom . A s we shall see, the only extra
degrees of freedom , as com pared to the non-supersym m etric case ], are the gauginos of the
local hidden gauge symm etry, which, however, adm it the natural interpretation of describing
Interlhyer hopping of spin and charge degrees of freedom  (hopping of Yeal electrons).

W e should stress that, wihin a condensed-m atter context, the supersymm etry refers to
the relativistic eld theory at the nodes of a d-wave superconducting gap fl. In this sense, the
supersym m etric dynam ics ofthe spinons and holonswould require equality ofthe soin gap w ith
the ferm ion (superconducting) gap at such nodes. At am icroscopic kevel, thiswould In ply som e
particular relation am ong the m icrosoopic param eters of the m odel, such as hopping m atrix
elem ents and H eisenberg interactions. T his calls forcom parison w ith the J = 2t specialpoint,
where the graded (supersymm etric) algebra In the spectrum of the doped antiferrom agnets
appears @, E]. However, as we shall see, the situation In our case ism ore com plicated, since
there are m ore param eters entering the dynam ical scenario of the gauge theory based on the
soin-charge separation ansatz ().

2 Review of the (continuum ) m odel and its supercon-
ducting properties

Before em barking to a description of the supersym m etric extension we consider it as useful to
review rst the properties of the statistical m odel of ref. fl], som e of which will be crucial
for the supersym m etric extension. T he pertinent long-wavelength gauge m odel, describing the
Jow -energy dynam ics of the largeU Hubbard antiferrom agnet in the soin-charge separation
phase {I]), can be cast in a conventional relativistic lattice gauge-theory, provided one changes

2G alilean supersym m etry, as sym m etry of the spectrum between bosonic and ferm jonic degrees of freedom ,
m ay also occur away from the nodes. This is keft for future work.



representation of the SU (2) group, and, instead of working wih 2 2 m atrices, one uses a
representation in which the ferm ionic m atrices b are represented as tw o-com ponent O irac)
Sonors in wolour’ space:

1= 1 7 i ~3i= 2 1 i i= Lattice site (3)
By assum ing a background Ug (1) eld of ux per lattice plaquette f]], and considering
quantum uctuations around this background for the Ug (1) gauge eld, one can cbtain the
conventional lattice D irac action for the ferm ion excitations about a node in the ferm isurface [,
L7, [@1.

In the above context, a strongly coupled Ug (1) group can dynam ically generate a m ass
gap in the holon spectrum [1§, B, 3, BJ, BT], which breaks the SU 2) local symm etry down
to its Abelian subgroup generated by the 3 Paulimatrix [l, P3]. From the view point of
the statisticalm odel of ref. [l], the breaking of the SU (2) symm etry m ay be interpreted as
restricting the holon hopping e ectively to a single sublattice, since the Intersublattioe hopping
is suppressed by the m ass of the gauge bosons.

The (naive) continuum lin it ofthe low -energy theory about such nodes on the ferm isurface
of the planar antiferrom agnet, then, is described by a C P * m odel coupled to D irac ferm ions [{,
-

L,= 3@ (@=g)B* * a)zf+iD @)

wherenow D = @ ia i@=ag1) °Ba,; EA , &, i= 1;2 have din ensions ofm ass, B® is
the gauge potential of the local (poin’) SU (2) group, generated (In two-com ponent notation
for ferm ions ) by the Paulim atrdces 2, a the Ug (1) (firactional statistics’) eld, and A is
an extemal electrom agnetic potential, which w ill be ignored In the subsequent discussion. In
term s of the m icroscopic m odel, g7 J , where J is the Heisenberg exchange energy, and

is the doping concentration. An in portant ngredient In the above form alisn is the no-double
occupancy constraint, which In temm s ofthe z and , = 1;2, eds,wih a wlour index,

can be w ritten as: ,
X
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where ;3 actsin spinor space, and the ferm ions are viewed as two-com ponent soinors, related
to the spinors ~ (§] by appropriate rescalings so as to ensure the canonical kinetic QO irac)
term []. This results in the presence of the constant  (with din ensions of mass]?) in the
constraint {§) [7]. In the context of the m icroscopic m odel, these constants are expressed in
term s of the hopping and H eisenbery exchange energies [[], flll, and one has that § j<< 1. &k
can be shown (] that the constraint {§) is essential in ensuring the consistency of the ansatz
ﬂl) w ith the canonical com m utation relations of the electron cperators.

Thepresence ofthe ¥ (hon-relativistic) ferm ion numbertem in the constraint (EE] appears
at st sight to com plicate things, since the conventional CP ! constraint % = 1 is no longer

3In them odelofref. ], due to the D irac nature ofthe resulting spjno_rs, Y and areviewed asindependent
variables In a path integral, which in plies that one can rede ne Y !



valid. H owever, these extra tem s can be rendered nocuous for the dynam ics of the e ective
theory. Indeed, by integrating out the (non-propagating ) gauge eldsin @) we obtain P3I:

Ly=g@zQ@z +i & +
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where the Jast temm is absent in the usualC P ! m odels. Expanding this term in powers of the
(an all) param eter << 1, one cbtams:

6miL 5 17 6 5 +32%( 3 )P+ oz )

where the ::: Indicate six—and higher order —-ferm jon contact tem s, not renom alizable, even
In largeN lim its, which constitute irrelevant operators, In a renom alization-group sense, not
a ecting the low -energy (infrared) structure of the e ective theory, we are Interested in.

Applying a HartreeFock lnearization to the ur-fem ion interactions, one obtains tem s
of the fom :

32< 3 > 3 8)

Collecting the Y temn s together, one then obtains a ferm ion-density term in the e ective
lagrangian of the fomm :

L =(6 +3%< 5 >) 3 9)

Upon inserting the constraint @) via a Lagrangemultiplier eld (x) in the path integral, one

m ay expand P4] about the vacuum de ned by < (x)>/ mZ 6 0,wherem , isa spinon gap

fm agnon m ass), in approprate units. Then, we can tune the param eter of our system so as

to de ne a fully relativistic eld theory about the nodes of a d-wave gap [[J], such that, when
& 0, the follow iIng is satis ed:

< &) > 6 +3%< 5 >=0 10)

N ote that the non-zero dynam ical condensate of the mon—elativistic) operator < 5 >,
obtained above, is com patiole w ith a dynam ical opening ofa ferm ion m ass gap in the resulting
relativistic eld theory.

In this way, the form fon term s in the constraint () decouple, and the e ective theory of
the excitations at the nodes of the d-wave superconducting gap can be described, up to tem s
that are renom alization-group irrelevant operators in the infrared, by the e ective theory @)
w ith Thirring fourfem jon interactions, and a standard CP ' constraint:

7 f=1 11)



T he latter in plies that them agnon elds, in theirm assive (soin gap) phase, can be Integrated

out In a standard fashion In the path integral P4], to yield an altemative Jow -energy theory,

that of a dynam ical SU 2) Ug (1) gauge group, wih M axwell kinetic temm s for the gauge
elds, which are the dom inant tem s in a derivative expansion.

Superconductivity in thism odel occurs [l] as a result of dynam ical generation of a parity—
conserving ferm ion m ass in the strong-coupling regin e of the Ug (1) gauge ed fLg, B, [,
upon ocoupling the systam to extemal electrom agnetic potentials. This dynam ical generation
phenom enon occurs in the mfrared region of the e ective theory obtained after z-m agnon
Integration. In such a theory, upon the copening ofam ass gap in the ferm ion (holon) spectrum ,
the Feynm an m atrix element: S =< By P >;a= 1;2;3,wih J = the ferm jon-
num ber current, is non-trivial. D ue to the colour-group structure, only the m assless B ® gauge
boson of the SU (2) group, corresponding to the 3 generator In two-com ponent notation,
contributes to the m atrix element. The non-trivial resul r S° arises from an anom abus
one—loop graph, depicted In  gure 1, and i is given by BY, BI:

S’=< B’y P>= (sgnm¢) (12)

il

where m ¢ is the party-conserving fermm ion m ass, generated dynam ically by the Ug (1) group.
A s with the other AdlerBelldackiw anom alous graphs in gauge theories, the one-loop resul
{[2) is exact and receives no contrbutions from higher loops RgI.

Figure 1: Anom alous one-loop Feynm an m atrix elem ent, lading to a K osterlitz-T houlsslike
breaking of the electrom agnetic Ug (1) symm etry, and thus superconductivity, once a ferm ion
m ass gap opens up. The wavy line represents the SU (2) gauge boson B ®, which rem ainsm ass—
Jess, whik the blob denotes an insertion ofthe ferm ion—-num ker currentJ = o . Continuous

lines represent ferm ions.

T his unconventional sym m etry breaking {I7), does not have a local order param eter B3, ],
since the latter is in icted by strong phase uctuations, thereby ressmbling the K osterlitz—



Thoulessm ode of sym m etry breakind]. Them asskss gaugeboson B ® oftheunbroken 3 U (1)
subgroup of SU (2) is responsble for the appearance of a m asskss pok in the electric current—
current correlator [f], which is the characteristic feature of any superconducting theory. A's
discussed In ref. [§], all the standard properties of a superconductor, such as the M eissner
e ect, in nite conductivity, ux quantization, London action etc. are recovered in such a
case. The eld B3, or rather tsdual de ned by @ @ B3, can be denti ed w ith the
G oldstone boson of the broken Uy, (1) (electrom agnetic) symm etry E]. W e shall com e back to
the exactness of this resul, upon including non-perturbative e ects (nstantons), in the context
of our supersym m etric m odel, later on.

3 N=1 Supersymm etric G auge T heory of Spin-C harge
Separation

W e are now ready to discuss the possbility of the emergence ofa N = 1 spacetin e super—
symmetry in the ansatz {{). The main dea behind such a supersymm etrization is to view
the m agnons z as supersym m etric partners of the holons . For sinplicity, in this note we
shalltum o the SU (2) interactions in @), kesping only U (1), which ism ainly responsble for
the chiral sym m etry breaking (m ass generation) phencm enon. T he incorporation of the gauge
group SU ) Ug (1) Q) is straightforward. In this section we shall dem onstrate the possibility
ofaN = l-supersymm etric extension ofthe action {4), and ofthe constraint (), in the absence
of (hon-supersym m etric) extemal electrom agnetic potentials.
The basic \m atter" multiplet of N=1 supersymm etry in three gpacetin e din ensions, can
be written in tem s of a scalar super eld as 4]
1
= + +- F 13)
2
which contains a real scalar eld, , a M aprana soinor and a real auxiliary eld F . We
consider com plex super elds

1 1
Z=p—(,+1i,=z+ +- F 14)

2 2
whjdqoontajnaoomplexsca]ar,z=p%(l+i2),aDtacq3mor, = p%(l+i2),anda

com plex auxiliary eld, F = pl—§(F1+ iF,). The supersym m etry transform ations read,

sZ=
s = i @ + F
sF= i@ 15)

4Thism ay be in portant from a condensed-m atter view point, since the absense of a local order param eter
In plies that the opening of a f&rm ion m ass gap at the nodes of the original d-w ave superconducting gap of the
cuprate does not a ect the d-w ave nature of the state.



and the supersym m etric Invarant lJagrangian is given by the highest com ponent ( ) of the
super ed
DZ DZ (16)

where

D =% e a7
@
is the supersym m etry covariant derivative.
The gauge eld is noorporated In a real spinor super eld which, n the W essZum ino gauge,
takes the fom

) 1
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where isthe supersym m etric partner of the gauge eld (gaugino).
T he supersym m etric gauge Invarant lagrangian for the m atter elds which in tem s of super-
elds is the highest com ponent of the super eld

DZ DZ 19)

w ih
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In tem s of com ponent elds the lagrangian reads:
L=g'D zD z +1iB + F F +2i( =z z )] @1)

where D denotes the gauge covariant derivative w ith respect to the Ug (1) eld, and for con-
venience we have rescaled the ferm ion elds  and the auxiliary eld F by g ;, as com pared to
the non-supersym m etric case, in order to facilitate our super eld fom alisn . N otice that @1))
contains a supersym m etric partner of the statisticalgauge eld Ug (1). From the point of view
ofthe ansatz (I), this isthe de ning property oftheN = 1 supersym m etric point ofthem odel,
In the sense that the gauge interaction Ug (1) Youbles' is degrees of freedom . From the point
of view of the statisticalm odel of ref. [l]], this doubling will only be re ected in the form of
the e ective action, after integrating out the Ug (1) eld. Asexplained in ref. J], this el is
resoonsible Por yielding fractional statistics to the holons and soinons in three dim ensions, and
as such should be integrated out In the e ective action of the physically ocbservable degrees of
freedom .
Tt is in portant to notice that the constraint {§) adm itsaN = 1 supersymm etric form ulation,
in tem s of the super eds z  {[4):
2
7= 22)
=1
Upon integrating out the (on-propagating) a and gaugio elds in a path ntegral for the
lagrangian @1), and using the constraint €3), it is in m ediate to obtain the follow ing e ective



action of holons and spinons In the spin-charge separation ansatz (I) at the supersymm etric
point:
J— _ J— 2
Ls=gRzZQ@Rz+i @ +FF +-2ZQ@z =z@z i 1+
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T he temm s inside the logarithm In @3) contain no barem ass temm s, but only nteraction tem s
among z and  elds. This can be readily seen by the follow ing fom al expansion :

¢ 1 X lel
.2k 1 ox+1

nx= 2
k

which truncates due to the G rassm an structures In x.

Several in portant com m ents are now in order. F irst, notice that the supersym m etric exten—
sion ofthe e ective lJagrangian for soinons and holons contains both G rossN eveu and T hirring
four-ferm ion interactions. This can be seen by using the F ierz rearrangem ent orm ula In three
soace-tin e din ensions:

b od= 2 ad ke ab o (26)

upon whic the four ferm ion T hirring Interactions becom e:
[ F= 3 [ F o211 2 242 1 2 2 1] @7)

show Ing that the G rossNeveu tem s in the Thirring Interactions cannot cancel the ones ap—
pearing in @3) due to the supersym m etric extension.

A s a resul of supersym m etry, the couplings of the our-ferm ion tem s are all related, and
are of order g?. In the context of the statistical m odel, such a restriction will inply special
relations am ong the m icroscopic param eters, such as hopping elm ents, H eisenberg exchange
energies, doping concentration etc. For nstance, in the specialcase of ref. [7], where the next-
to-nearest-neighbour (NNN ) hopping elem ent t° is assum ed dom fnant, with t 0, one can show
that four-fermm jon G rossN eveu type tem s com e w ith generic coe cients of order ( 92=(J° ?),
wih J° €< J) the NN]}B H eisenberg exchange energy. In such a situation, supersymm etry
enfrees the relation t* JJ° 32 which m ay be interpreted as in plying that supersym m etric
points In our form alism m ay be obtained by tuning the doping concentration. Such restrictions
m ay be com patible w ith the = J%2 supersym m etric point of ref. [[3,[L3]). In the case above,



S
such an extra restriction in plies underdoped situation 32 J%4J << 1. In more realistic

m odels, Ike the one discussed In ref. []], nvolving nearest-neighbour hopping, there w ill be
m ore constraints, Involving the hopping elem ent t, etc. A com plkte analysis along these lnes
falls beyond our present scope.

A nother in portant issue concems the physical interpretation of the M aprana ferm ion
which, asone can see from {21), £3), leads to e ective electriccharge violating interactions on
the spatialplanes. From ourtwo-spatialdim ension point ofview , such violationsm ay adm it the
Interpetation of describing interlayer hopping of soin and charge degrees of freedom  (hopping
of real four-space-tin edin ensional electrons). In this interpretation, the gaugino term s in
@1)), constitute a M a prana-spinor representation of the absence of o and charge at a site of
the planar Jattice system : 7

R
d éi Bx z +H C: (28)
The reader is advised to draw a ocom parison with the Grasamann ; Y, representation of a
W ilson Ine (I issing spin’ S ) in the treatm ent of static hokes in refs. B, Bl
Z R P _
d Yd ejS ac L (1)* Z 1a0 (1) 29)

where a, is the tem poral com ponent of the gauge potential of the CP ! -m odel, describing
soin excitations in the antiferrom agnet. From thispoint ofview , the existence of N = 1 super-
symm etry In the doped antiferrom agnets necessitates interplanar couplings, through hoping of
FoIn and charge degrees of freedom  (electrons) across the planes.

4 Dynam icalM ass G eneration and N =1 Supersym m e—
try

Next, we proceed to discuss the dynam ical scenario for femm ion m ass generation. First, we
note that dynam icalm ass generation (pairing) in non-supersym m etric m odels, w th com bined
G rossNevaeu and Thirring fourferm ion Interactions, is possbl in three spacetim e din en-
sions. By using a fourcom ponent ferm ion form alisn one cbtains consistent solutions to the
Schw ingerD yson (SD ) equations, w ith non-zero m ass, which conserve parity and tin ereversal
invariance B§,RJ1[. Ih ref. R3] it was shown that in m odels w ith m ixed T hirring and G ross-
N eveu interactions, it is essentially the G rossN eveu coupling ggy which determm ines the critical
behaviour (critical avour number) of the theory, n a Jarge N expansion. For ggy > g5y s

SN ote that theories w ith Hur-fem jon interactions are not i general vector-lke, and hence the theorem s
of ref. @], for absence of spontaneous violation of parity and tim ereversal symm etry due to energetics,
cannot apply. H owever, In our superconducting m odel, integrating out the m agnon elds one cbtains @, @] a
dynam icalgauge theory in the infrared. It is in this sense that we are Interested only in parity-conserving m ass
gaps, which from the point of view of the (low-energy) e ective gauge theory, are the energetically preferable
con gurations @].



where g5, is the crtical coupling of the (2+ 1)-dim ensional G rossN eveu m odel B11, the sys-
tem is dom inated by the G ross Neveu Interaction, while for ggy < g5y , the system becom es
Thirring lkef.

W enow argue that qualitatively them ass -generation phenom enon cannotbea ected by the
presence of supersym m etric partners of the fem ion elds. Indeed, the only extra tem s in the
lagrangian [23) that could a ect the dynam icalm ass generation are the term s m ixing bosons

and fem ions, Z@ z . However, at the level of the e ective action obtained from (3] by
path-integrating out the Z elds, the kading order contrbutions in a (low-energy) derivative
expansion, are of order: d’x (@ %g @ @)=mZ] . Such interactions constitute

irrelevant operators In a renom alization group sense, even at large fermm ion avour numbersN ,
and hence do not a ect the xed-point structure ofthe theory, responsible form ass generation,
which is thus detemm ined by the fourferm item s[].

W ithin the context of dynam icalm ass generation, it is in portant to rem ark that in super—
symm etric m odels dynam icalm ass generation can occur in a way ocom patible with unbroken
supersymm etry only if the e ective potential vanishes. This is a result of the equality of the
ferm ion and boson masses, m; = m¢s = m . In non-supersymm etric theories it is the m ini-
m Ization of the e ective potential that selects the non-trivial solution of the Schw lngerD yson
(SD ) analysis for the dynam ical ferm ion m ass. In contrast, as we shall argue below, In our
supersym m etric case it is the quantum e ective action, and not the e ective potential, which is
responsible forsuch a selection. T he situation is sim ilar to what happens In the two-dinm ensional
supersymm etric O (3) -model B3]. In that model, as a result of a constraint sin ilar to ),
consistency am ong the supersymm etry W ard identities, cbtained from the quantum e ective
action, selects the non-trivial solution for the dynam ical m asses, obtained from a SD analy—
sis 34]. Below we shall not give the details, but we shall present the m ain argum ents, which
will be su cient for our purposes In this ktter. For sin plicity we consider one \com plx"
super ed Z and work w ith its realcom ponents ({[4). Them asses ofthe scalars ;, i= 1;2 and
the M aprana spinors ; are related by the Supersymm etry W ard identity:

<Tf ;&) ;0)g>= @+m)<TEf ;&); ;0) >, (30)
where < :::>, denote correlators in the non-interacting theory.

O n the other hand, i is known that the elds:

Fi= Ei(_j )i @ @0y 31)

constitute real super elds T;, the kinetic multiplets of ;. Therefore, the vacuum expectation

®In this latter case we should point out that the non-trivial ultraviokt xed point, ound in the num erical
studies of @], m ight be related —under som e sort of ultraviolet-infrared duality —to the non-trivial nfrared
xed point of the three-din ensionalQED , argued 1n [Lq].
"W e note that, In a large- avournum ber, N , treatm ent, these ur-ferm i operators becom e renom alizable,
thereby leading to non+rivialultraviokt xed-point structures B, kg, BJ1.
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values of the com ponents of the super eld:
il = Fio Fy 18 g5 @ i+ i@ +FF; 32)

w illbe related by the supersym m etry W ard identities.
U sing the equations of m otion and the constraint 7)) this super eld can be w ritten as:

Ti= G ? (33)
where
1
- S
= 1.8 ;
=@ @ ; (34)

T hen, the corresponding supersymm etry W ard identities becom e [33]:

S ® @ 2m)D ©E)=0
BS ) D ©E)+2m ¢ 2m)D (@)= 0 (35)

whereD ;D are the twopoint G reen’s functionsof and elds respectively, and S is the
corresponding spinorial G reen’s function of . Note that the equations of m otion, obeyed by
the G reen’s functions, have been used in deriving the identities above.

In the context of the pure G rossNeveu m odel in three space-tin e din ensions, one can
com pute the e ective propagators by extending the two-din ensional analysis of ref. B3], n a
straightforw ard m anner. For instructive purposes we shall derive explicitly theD propagator,
pertaining to the Lagrangem ultipliers  (x) in plem enting the constraint 7). E xpanding about
the vacuum < &) >= m?, )=< (x)> + °&), and perform ing the z integration one

arrives at an e ective action
7

Serr; = IxTrhR*+ m?+ °x)] (36)

The quadratic tetm in %) detemm ines the e ective propagator D  of the quantum el °.

Passing onto a Fourier space one obtans:
Z 3 Z 3
d’p d’k 1 1
@
~0( p)WNO(P) 37)

erti @)P @)»Pk+tp? m?

wherem is the dynam ically-generated m ass for (pooth) scalars and fem ions (due to supersym —

metry). From this, the propagator D (o) is obtained inm ediately. ks p = 0 Im it is given

by: 7 .
1 3
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In a sim ilar m anner one determ ines the rest of the G reen’s functions appearing in {3§). For
the G reen’s finction D , associated w ith the lnearized G rossN eveu interactions, we note that
the quantum oorrections have been caloulated in ref. @], where a non-trivial ultraviolt xed
point structure has been revealed In a Jarge-ferm ion— avour num ber, N , fram ework.

W ith these n m ind, one obtains the follow ng resuls for the pertinent G reen’s finctions,
to lading order in 1=N expansion:
1 1

l RN —_
D = © m+O(N)

1
D 0! m 1+O[Rh(=m)]
2 &k 1

. 1 1
S - ©) Y mh e m)+O(N) non zerooonst+O(N) (39)

where isan ultraviolktcut-o m ass. In the above form ulas factors ofthe din ensionfiill coupling
constant g¢ are understood where appropriate. M oreover, for our purposes in this work the
detailed form ofthe O (Ni) corrections w ill not be in portant.

From the W ard identities @), on the other hand, one has:

4m’D ©)= D (0
2mD (©0)= S (0) (40)

Then, on acoount of 89), we see that the st of the dentities {@0) is satis ed dentically to
this order n 1/N, but one cannot exclude the trivial solution m = 0. Such an exclusion com es
from the second of the identities @), due to the structure of S . The so—selected non-trivial
solution orm , must be the one satisfying the SD equations B1], by consistency. A non-trivial
veri cation of this will com e by ncluding the sublading 1/N corrections. The reader should
keep note ofthe crucial ke ofthe CP ! constraint @) in the above selection ofthe non-trivial
SD m ass gap by the quantum e ective action ofthe N = 1-supersymm etric m odel 33, 4.

In the context ofourm odel, involving both G rossN eveu and T hirring interactions, a sin ilar
analysis goes through, w ith com plexities com Ing from the non-linear realization of supersym m e~
try, and the new interactionsin @) . Such deviations from thepure G rossN eveu case, how ever,
are in favour ofthe necessity ofa non—zerom assgap, in orderto il 1lthe supersymm etry W ard
dentities. A detailed analysis along the above lnes w illbe presented 1n a forthoom ing publi-
cation. For the purposes of this note we restrict ourskeves only to pointing out som e subtleties,
associated w ith the anom alous breaking of the ferm ion num ber in ourm odel (cf. gurel). In—
deed, afterthe z integration, and the in plem entation ofthe constraint as above, there are extra
tem s coupling ferm ions and muliplier elds In the e ective action. O ne of them involres
the divergence of the ferm ion current (after appropriate partial integrations in the action):

Z

, Qe (i
Seée 3 CxTro i Y

@imip © @1)
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Ifthe ferm ion current — ; was oconserved, then the gauge W ard identity would in ply decou-
plng of this term from the physical correlators. H owever, as we m entioned above, there are
anom alies In the m odel, in the m assive phase for the ferm ions, associated w ith one-loop graphs
of gurel P5, [, []. Such anom alous tem s should be properly taken into acocount in a detailed
analysis of dynam ical m ass generation In our supersymm etric m odel, but we do not expect
them to a ect the selkction of the non-trivial solution of the SD equations, characterising the
pure G rossN eveu case, studied In detail above.

An In portant additional com m ent concems the kind of the three-dim ensional dynam ically—
generated m ass. At present, this seem s to depend crucially on the relative sign of the m ass,
between the fem ion species. In our analysis above, we have used a singke super eld Z , whilst
In our SU (2) m odel there are two such super elds. The SD analysis can be extended in that
case straightforwardly, but alone it cannot m ake a selection am ong the two possble signs of
them ass for these two super elds. Since the four ferm ion theories are not vector like, one does
not have at rst sight a way of energetically selecting the parity-conserving m ass con guration.
H owever, aswe m entioned previously, the fact that the low -energy Integration ofm agnon elds
m akes them odelequivalent to a (vector-like) gauge theory w ith fermm lonicm atter, is suggestive
of the exclusion of the parity violating m ass, on the basis of the theorem s of ref. (1.

5 Instanton E ects, Supersym m etry and Superconduc—
tivity

A nalissuewewould lke to address concems the exactmess of superconductivity in the presence
of non perturkative e ects. In the context ofthe SU 2) Usg (1) theory [l], superconductivity
is associated with the m asslessness of the B ® gauge boson of the unbroken U (1) subgroup
of the SU () group, n the m assive ferm ion phase , E]. W e now rem ark that, due to the
com pactness of the pertinent gauge group, instanton con gurations-which, In 2+ 1 din ensions,
are like m onopoles —m ay give the U (1) gauge boson a an allm ass. In the dilute-instanton-gas
approxin ation, n non-supersym m etric theories, thism ass is of order [33]:

mg,’ e®° 42)

where S, is the one Instanton action. Such a sn allm ass would destroy the exactness of the
m odel’s superconductiviy, as we rem arked earlier.

W e shall argue in this section that supersymm etry favours superconductiviy, by further
suppressing the instanton contributions to the B * gauge boson m ass, as com pared to the non—
supersymm etric case. To this end, we 1rst recall that a dynam ical gauge theory is obtained
In our m odel by integrating out z and elds @4]. In a non-supersymm etric theory, upon
coupling to extemal electrom agnetian , such a procedure leads, In the m assive ferm ion phass,
to the standard London action for superconductivity [F]. In our case, this procedure kads to
a supersym m etric gauge theory U (1) Ug (1). Indeed, by Integrating out z elds one ocbtains
M axwellkinetic tem s orthegauge elds, in the phasewherethem agnon eldsarem assive [R4]].
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In our supersym m etric theory, the Yukawa coupling of the gaugiho to and z elds resuls,
afterthe z, integration in M aprana kinetictem s for ,asrequired by N = 1 supersymm etry.
This can be readily seen by a one loop com putation, in analogy w ith the bosonic z part P4].
T he relevant graphs, in the m assive phasem; = m¢ = m (due to supersymm etry), result in
the follow ng Integral:

d’k k*p P 43)
[k+ p)?* m?]k* m?] 2m

yielding a M a‘prana kinetic tem j_@ for the gaugino. O ne can easily verify the m anifest

N = 1 supersymm etry between this tetm and the corresponding M axwell termm s jF2 ’

obtained by the z and integration [4] %].

W e now rem ark that in three din ensional supersym m etric gauge theories it is known 4]
that supersym m etry cannot be broken, due to the fact that the W itten index ( 1)¥, where
F is the farm ion number, is always non zero. Thus, In supersym m etric theories the presence
of Instantons should give a sn allm ass, if at all, in both the gauge boson and the associated
gaugino. A lthough at present there is no rigorous proof of this fact, however, the argum ents of
ref. Pq]indicated that the resultingm assesw illbe even m ore suppressed than the corresponding
ones In the non supersymm etric case,

Mg, =m =g 44)

w ih S, the one-nstanton action.

W e should point out, however, that there is an altemative scenario @], which ocould be
In operation In our superconducting m odel. It is possibl that supesymm etry is broken by
having the system In a ¥Yalse’ vacuum , where the gauge boson rem ains m assless, even In the
presence of non perturbative con gurations, while the gaugino acquires a an allm ass, through
non perturbative e ects. T he life tin e, however, ofthis false vacuum isvery long 4], and hence
superconductivity can occur, In the sense that the system will rem ain In that false vacuum for
a very long period of tim e, Jonger than any other tin e scale In the problem .

W hichever of the two scenaria is realized In the m odel, from a condesed-m atter point of
view the in portant conclision, obtained from the above analysis, is that the coupling of the
superconducting planes due to interlayer electron hopping, associated w ith the presence of the
gaugiho eld , helps stabilizing superconductivity, which otherw ise would be Fopardized by
non-perturbative e ects.

6 D iscussion

In this work we have dem onstrated the possibility of N=1 Supersym m etric gauge theories in
the context of a spin-charge ssparation ansatz ofthe SU ) Ug (1) gauge m odel of fl]]. Such
m odelsm ay be relevant for the physics of superconducting gaps w hich open up at the nodes of
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a dwave gap of high-T. cuprates. T he supersym m etry was achieved w thout introducing un-
physical degrees of freedom . H ow ever it necesitates the coupling of the superconducting planes.
Tts presence, seam s to suppress the e ects of nstantons of the gauge eld SU 2), which could
“Eopardise superconductivity in them odel. A s far as the Jattice system is concemed the super-
symm etry is achieved m odub irrelevant operators n a renom alization-group sense. Thism ay
In ply that our considerations in this work m ight also be relevant to the construction ofm ore
general supersym m etric gauge theories on the lattioe, In the sense of obtaining supersym m etric
continuum theories by droping possibly non-supersym m etric, renom alization-group irrelevant
operators.

W e believe that ourwork m ay prove usefiil tow ards an exact discussion ofphase diagram s of
three-din ensionale ective gauge m odels of antiferrom agnetic superconductors, via the analysis
of the quantum m oduli space of gauge theories, in the spirit of Sebberg and W itten [[4]. In this
resoect, wenotethat N = 1 supersymm etry in three dim ensions, w hich we have considered here
asthem Inin alway of supersym m etrization ofa doped soin-charge ssparated antiferrom agnet,
w ithout the introduction of extra degrees of freedom , cannot yield exact results. It is the
N = 4 supersymm etry In three-dim ensional gauge theories which can produce such results. In
three din ensions, N = 2 theordesm ay also allow for som e exact resuls, in connection w ith the
geom etry of their quantum m oduli space [13].

At present, our physical understanding for a condensed-m atter soin-charge separated m odel
exhlbiting N = 2 supersymm etry is not com plkte. One m ight speculate that, shce N = 2
three-din ensional supersym m etric theories are obtained [I§] by dim ensional reduction of four-
dimensional N = 1 supersymm etric theories, such m odels m ight have som e rlkvance to a
possbl extension of the ideas in our work beyond the planar structures. W e shall present a
m ore detailed study of such m odels n a future work ]. W e should rem ark however that,
as far as the spinon and holon degrees of freedom are concemed, the extension to N = 2
supersym m etry is inm ediate, w ith no extra doubling of degrees of freedom . T he novel feature,
com pared to the N=1 case, is the presence of a D irac-like gaugino. D ue to is D irac nature,
the gaugino m ay now carry non-trivial charge under the extemal electrom agnetian , and thus
the e ective action conserves the electric charge, In contrast to the present situation with a
M aprana gaugiho. In view of the aforem entioned embedding of 3-din ensional N= 2 theories
In 4-din ensional N=1 supersym m etric theories, this possbility of conservation of the electric
charge m ay be related to the exact conservation of electric charge n four dim ensional space
tin es. From the point of view of dynam icalm ass generation, we should rem ark that, at st
sight, theN = 2 3-din ensionalm odels appear not to generate a dynam icalm ass. T his isdue to
the fact that such theories are obtained from N = 1 4-din ensionalm odels, where clain s have
been m ade 7] that non—renom alization theoram s In the supersymm etric SD equations yield
only the trivial solution for them ass. H owever, such clain s have been questioned recently [B9].
From ourpoint of view we consider the issue as still open.

Another comm ent we would lke to m ake concems the fate of supersymm etry at nite
tem peratures. W e expect the supersym m etry to bebroken at nite tem peratures, which resuls
in di erent m asses for spinon and holons, a situation probably m et in realistic cases. H owever,
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even In such a case of broken supersymm etry, the existence of a supersym m etric vacuum at
zero tem peratures is useful in providing som e exact inform ation about the phase diagram along
the lines m entioned above.

B efore closing we should also stress that our results apply even to one-din ensional chains of
holons, which m ay characterize certain underdoped cuprates in the so-called stripe phase [B9].
Such system s appear to be described by a soin-charge ssparated phase, where the holon de-
grees of freedom lie on one-space din ensional stripes (chains), soatially ssparated by regions
of zero doping. A s discussed in ref. 7], spin charge separation in one (spatial) din ensional
antiferrom agnetic m odels Jeads to gauge theories of D irac ferm jons coupled to a CP ! -m odel.
The continuum action is sin ilar in form , but in two spacetin e din ensions, w ith the action
@) . In such a case, the resulting N = 1 supersym m etric extension w ill again involve com bined
G rossN eveu and T hirring Interactions. Such (1+ 1)-din ensionalm odels have been studied pre-
viously in the literature B3]. As far as supersymm etry and dynam ical m ass generation are
concemed, such m odels share the sam e qualitative features as their 2 + 1)-din ensional coun—
terparts, discussed here. The gaugihos In such one-din ensional theories could then describe
(e ective) electron hopping across the chains. At present we are agnostic as to whether such
supersym m etric soin-charge ssparated m odels play any crucial vl on the physics of the stripe
phase of the underdoped cuprates.
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