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A bstract

W e present a form ulation of N = (1;1);Super Yang{M ills theory in 2+ 1

dim ensionsusing a transverse lattice m ethodsthatexactly preservesone super-

sym m etry. First,using a Lagrangian approach we obtain a standard transverse

lattice form ulation oftheHam iltonian.W ethen show thattheHam iltonian also

can be written discretely asthe square ofa supercharge and thatthisproduces

a di�erent result. Problem s associated with the discrete realization ofthe full

supercharge algebra are discussed.Num erically we solve forthe bound statesof

thetheory in thelargeN c approxim ation and we�nd good convergence.W eshow

thatthem assive ferm ion and boson bound statesare allexactly degenerate and

thatthenum berofferm ion and boson m asslessbound statesareclosely related.

Also we �nd that this theory adm its winding states in the transverse direction

and thattheirm assesvary inversely with the winding num ber.

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0303027v1


1 Introduction

In 1976Bardeen and Pearson [1,2]proposed form ulatingaquantum �eld theory with a

subsetofthedim ensionsdiscretized onaspatiallattice.Inthediscretespatialdirections

thetheory wasconstructed to havediscretegaugeinvariance,identicalto conventional

lattice gauge theory. The rem aining dim ensionswere then leftto be treated by som e

other m ethod. It is only in the last few years however that this idea has been fully

exploited.There aretwo directionsofresearch which rely on thisidea thathave been

ofsom einterestin recentyears.

One research direction sim ply goes by the nam e \transverse lattice" [3]. For a

review see [4]. This is a num ericalm ethod for solving quantum �eld theory. The

nam e \transverse lattice" is som ewhat deceptive because the m ethod is actually the

com bination ofseveralindependentideas,ofwhich transverse latticeisonly one.The

otheringredienthasto do with how one treatsthe longitudinaldirections. There are

analyticalapproaches to the longitudinalpart ofthe problem designed to carefully

treattheend pointsin m om entum space[4],howeverthey greatly lim itthesizeofthe

basisone m ightuse. The m ore com m on m ethod goesby the nam e discrete light-cone

quantization (DLCQ),and was itselfproposed in 1985 by Brodsky and Pauli[5]as

a num ericalm ethod to solve quantum �eld theories[6]. In DLCQ one quantizes the

theory with a Ham iltonian P � = (P 0 � P 1)=
p
2 thatevolvesthe system in light-cone

tim e x+ = (x0 + x1)=
p
2,usesthe light-cone gauge A + = 0,and placesthe system in

a light-cone spatialbox. Thus,in thisversion ofthe transverse lattice approach one

treatsthelongitudinaldirectionswith a discretem om entum latticeand thetransverse

directionswith a discrete spatiallattice.

The otherresearch direction thatusesthe transverse lattice focuseson theoriesof

extra dim ensions.Thedirectionsthatareputon a discretelatticearedim ensionsthat

are beyond the norm al3+1 dim ensions ofconventional�eld theory. This approach

suggested by Arkani-Ham ed [7]and Hill[8]goesby thenam e\deconstruction".Again

thenam eisnotvery descriptive.Thepointisthatwhen theextra dim ensionsareput

on adiscretespatiallatticetheextradim ensional�eld theory takestheform ofa(3+1)

dim ensionaltheory where each of the �elds carries additionallabels corresponding

to the structure ofthe extra dim ensionalspace. Ifone is creative about this extra

dim ensionalspacethism ethod canbeam echanism forconstructingnew and interesting

�eld theories. Furtherm ore,since the theory is form ulated as a �eld theory in 3+1

dim ensionstherenorm alization iscontrollable.

W ith thisvery briefbackground we would liketo suggesta slightly di�erentdirec-

tion. W e have recently been studying a supersym m etric form ulation ofDLCQ which

wecallSDLCQ [9,10,11].In m any waysthisapproach issim ilarto DLCQ,however,

itisform ulated in such a way thatthetheory,which hasdiscretem om enta and cuto�s

in m om entum space,isexactly supersym m etric. Fora review,see [12]. Exactsuper-

sym m etry bringsa num berofvery im portantnum ericaladvantagesto them ethod.In

1+1 and 2+1 [13,14,15]dim ensionssupersym m etric�eld theoriesare�nite.W ehave

also seen greatly im proved convergence. In this paper we willattem pt to form ulate

a (2+1){dim ensionalN = 1 SuperYang{M ills(SYM )theory asa SDLCQ theory in

1+1 dim ensionswith a transverse spatiallattice in the one transverse direction. The

challengeisto form ulateitsuch thatitissupersym m etricexactly atevery orderofthe

num ericalapproxim ation.
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W ewillnotbeabletofullyrealizethisgoal.Thereareseveralfundam entalproblem s

that prevent com plete success. In form ulating this theory with gauge invariance in

the one transverse dim ension the gauge �eld is replaced by a com plex unitary link

�eld. W ithin the context ofDLCQ this �eld is quantized as a linear com plex �eld.

This then disturbs the supersym m etry which usually requires the sam e num ber of

fundam entalferm ion and boson �elds. In som e sense this is a restatem ent of the

errorwe are m aking by treating a unitary �eld asa generalcom plex �eld. There are

sim ply toom any boson degreesoffreedom relativetothenum berofferm ion degreesof

freedom .Conventionally oneaddsa potentialto a transverse latticetheory to enforce

theunitarity ofthiscom plex boson �eld,butthisisnotpossiblewithin thecontextof

an exactly supersym m etric theory.However,in the form ulation ofGauss’slaw on the

transverse lattice,one �ndsthatcolorconservation m ustbe enforced atevery lattice

site.Thisgreatly reducesthenum berofallowed boson degreesoffreedom .Itisunclear

howeverifthisconstraintissu�cienttoreducethenum berofboson degreesoffreedom

to thenum berrequired by unitarity.

W ewillbeableto partially form ulateSDLCQ forthistheory and writetheHam il-

tonian as the square ofa supercharge. Previously we considered this situation in a

di�erentclassoftheories[16].W ewillshow thatthisproducesa di�erentand sim pler

discrete Ham iltonian than the standard lagrangian form ulation. W hen we solve this

theory using thispartialform ulation ofSDLCQ we �nd thatallofthe m assive states

have exactferm ion-boson degeneracy asrequired by fullsupersym m etry. Ourpartial

SDLCQ doesnotrequire degeneracy between the m assless ferm ion and boson states.

W e�nd howeverthatthey arenearly equalin num ber.Thesolution can beviewed as

a unitary transform ation from theconstrained basisto an unconstrained basisand we

seethatin thisnew basisthenum berofferm ion and boson degreesoffreedom arevery

nearly equal.In e�ect,thepartialsupersym m etry and Gauss’slaw aresu�cientto ap-

proxim ately enforcethesam esym m etry in thespectrum thatwewould haveobtained

had webeen ableto enforceunitarity.Recently Dalley and Van deSande[17,18]have

also pointed out the im portance ofLorentz sym m etry in enforcing the constraint of

unitarity.

Sincecolorisconserved atevery transverselatticesite,therearetwo fundam entally

di�erenttypesofstates.Forone classofstatesthe color
ux windsaround the space

oneorm oretim es.W ereferto theseascyclicstatesand to theotherclassofstatesas

non-cyclicstates.Thespectrum forboth classesofstatesarepresented.Forthecyclic

stateswepresentthespectrum asa function ofthenum berofwindings.

In Section 2,wepresentthestandard lagrangianform ulationofthistheoryofadjoint

ferm ionsand adjointbosons.W eshow thatHam iltonian issixth orderin the�eld.In

Section 3,wepresenttheSDLCQ form ulation which turnsoutto beonly fourth order

in the �eld. W e show thatthere are two typesofallowed states. One type loopsthe

entiretransverse space,and westudy thesestatein Section 4.Thestatesoftheother

type arelocalized,and we study these statesin Section 5.In section 6 we discussour

conclusionsand futurework.
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2 Transverse Lattice M odelin 2+ 1 D im ensions

In thissection wepresentthestandard form ulation ofatransverselatticem odelin 2+1

dim ensionsofan N = (1;1)supersym m etric SU(N c)theory with both adjointbosons

and adjointferm ionsin thelarge{N c lim it.

W e work in light cone coordinates so that x� � (x0 � x1)=
p
2. The m etric is

speci�ed byx� = x� and x
2 = �x2.SupposethatthereareN sites sitesin thetransverse

direction x2 with latticespacinga.W ith each site,i,weassociateonegaugeboson �eld

A �;i(x
�)and onespinor�eld 	 i(x

�),where�;� = �.A�;i’sand 	 i’sarein theadjoint

representation.The adjacentsites,say iand i+ 1,areconnected by whatwe callthe

link variablesM i(x
�)and M

y

i(x
�),whereM i(x

�)standsfora link which goesfrom the

i-th site to the (i+ 1)-th site and M
y

i(x
�) for a link from the (i+ 1)-th to the i-th

site. W e im pose the periodic condition on the transverse sitesso thatA N sites+ 1
= A 1,

	 N sites+ 1
= 	 1,M N sites+ 1

= M 1 and M
y

N sites+ 1
= M

y
1
. Under the transverse gauge

transform ation [4]the�eldstransform as

gA
�

i �! UigA
�

iU
y

i � iUi@
�
U
y

i; M i�! UiM iU
y

i+ 1; 	 i�! Ui	 iU
y

i; (1)

where g isthe coupling constantand Ui � Ui(x
�)isa N c � N c unitary m atrix. In all

earlierwork on thetransverse lattice[4]	 i wasin thefundam entalrepresentation.

Thelink variablecan bewritten as

M i(x
�)= exp

�

iagA i+ 1=2;? (x
�)
�

; (2)

where A i;? � A i;2 isthe transverse com ponentofthe gauge potentialatsite iand as

a ! 0 wecan form ally expand Eq.(2)in powersofa asfollows:

M i(x
�) = 1+ iagA i+ 1=2;? (x

�)�
1

2

�

agA i+ 1=2;? (x
�)
�
2

+ :::

= 1+ iagA i;? (x
�)+

a2

2

h

ig@? A i;? (x
�)� g

2(A i;? (x
�))

2
i

+ O (a3): (3)

In the lim ita ! 0,with the substitution ofthe expansion Eq.(3)forM i,we expect

everything to coincidewith itscounterpartin continuum (2+1){dim ensionaltheory.

ThediscreteLagrangian isthen given by

L = tr
n

�
1

4
F
��

i Fi;�� +
1

2a2g2
(D �M i)(D

�
M i)

y

+ �	 ii

�
D �	 i+

i

2a
�	 i


? (M i	 i+ 1M
y

i � M
y

i� 1	 i� 1M i� 1)
o

; (4)

where the trace has been taken with respect to the color indices,Fi;�� = @�A i;� �

@�A i;� + ig[A i;�;A i;�],�,� = � and 
’sarede�ned asfollows



+
�

0 + 
1
p
2

�
�2 + i�1
p
2

; 

�
�

0 � 
1
p
2

�
�2 � i�1
p
2

; 

?
� i�3;

and thecovariantderivativeD � isde�ned as

D �	 i = @�	 i+ ig[A i;�;	 i]; (5)

D �M i = @�M i+ igA i;�M i� igM iA i+ 1;�

a! 0

�! iagF�? ;

(D �
M i)

y = @
�
M

y

i � igM
y

iA
�

i + igA
�

i+ 1M
y

i

a! 0

�! iagF
�?
:
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Thus,in thelim ita ! 0 one�nds,asexpected,

L
a! 0

�! tr

�

�
1

4
F
��
F�� + i	i
 �

D �	

�

;

where �,� = �;?. Ofcourse the form ofthis Lagrangian is slightly di�erent from

thatin Ref. [4]since the ferm ionsare in the adjointrepresentation. ThisLagrangian

isherm itian and invariantunderthetransform ation in Eq.(1)asonewould expect.

The following Euler-Lagrange equations in the light cone gauge, A i;� = 0, are

constraintequations.

@
2

� A
�
i � gJ

+

i ; @� �i=
1

2
p
2a
(M i i+ 1M

y

i � M
y

i� 1 i� 1M i� 1)
a! 0

�!
1
p
2
D ?  ; (6)

where

J
+

i �
i

2g2a2
(M i

$

@� M
y

i + M
y

i� 1

$

@� M i� 1)+ 2 i i (7)

a! 0

�! i[A ? ;@� A ? ]+
1

g
@� @? A ? + 2  ; (8)

	 i �
1

21=4

 

 i

�i

!

: (9)

Sincetheseequationsonly involvethespatialderivativewecan solvethem forA �
i and

�i,respectively.Thusthedynam ical�eld degreesoffreedom areM i,M
y

i and  i.

The �rstofthe equations in Eq. (6)gives a constraint on physicalstatesjphysi,

sincethezero m odeofJ+i acting on any physicalstatem ustvanish,

0

J
+

i jphysi=

Z

dx
�
J
+

i (x
�)jphysi= 0 forany i: (10)

Thephysicalstatesm ustbecolorsingletateach site.

It is straightforward to derive P � �
R

dx� T+ � , where T�� is the stress-energy

tensor.W ehave

P
+ = a

N sitesX

i= 1

Z

dx
� tr

 

1

a2g2
@� M

y

i@� M i+ i i@�  i

!

(11)

a! 0

�!

Z

dx
�
dx

? tr
�

(@� A ? )
2 + i @�  

�

; (12)

and

P
� = a

N sitesX

i= 1

Z

dx
� tr

�
1

2
(@� A

�
i )

2 + i�i@� �i

�

= a

N sitesX

i= 1

Z

dx
� tr

h

�
g2

2
J
+

i

1

@2�
J
+

i

�
i

8a2
(M i i+ 1M

y

i � M
y

i� 1 i� 1M i� 1)
1

@�
(M i i+ 1M

y

i � M
y

i� 1 i� 1M i� 1)
i

(13)

a! 0

�!

Z

dx
�
dx

? tr
h

�
g2

2
J
+
1

@2�
J
+
�
i

2
D ?  

1

@�
D ?  

i

: (14)
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W hen one quantizes the dynam ical�elds,unitarity ofM i islostand M i becom es an

N c � N c im aginary m atrix [3,4]. Som e have suggested the addition ofan e�ective

potentialV (M i)toforceM ito beaunitary m atrix in thelim ita ! 0 [1,2,4].W ewill

approach thisissueusing supersym m etry.

Having linearized M i,we can expand M i and  i in theirFourierm odesasfollows;

atx+ = 0

M i;rs(x
� ) =

ag
p
2�

Z 1

0

dk+
p
k+

(di;rs(k
+ )e� ik

+ x� + a
y

i;sr(k
+ )eik

+ x� ); (15)

 i;rs(x
� ) =

1

2
p
�

Z 1

0

dk
+ (bi;rs(k

+ )e� ik
+ x� + b

y

i;sr(k
+ )eik

+ x� ); (16)

where r;s indicate the colorindices,a
y

i;sr(k
+ )createsa link variable with m om entum

k+ which carriescolorr atsite ito s atsite (i+ 1),d
y

i;sr(k
+ )createsa link with k+

which carriescolorr atsite(i+ 1)to satsiteiand b
y

i;sr createsa ferm ion atthei-site

which carriescolorr to s.Quantizing atx+ = 0 wehave

[M i;rs(x
� );�M j;pq(y

� )]= [M
y

i;rs(x
� );�

M
y

j
;pq
(y� )]

= f i;rs(x
� );� j;pq(y

� )g =
i

2
�(x� � y

� )
�ij

a
�rp�sq: (17)

Note thatwe divided �ij by a because �ij=a ! �(x? � y? )asa ! 0. The conjugate

m om entum are

�M i
=

1

2a2g2
@� M

y

i; �
M

y

i

=
1

2a2g2
@� M i; � i = i i:

Thuswem usthave

[M i;rs(x
� );@� yM

y

j;pq(y
� )] = [M

y

i;rs(x
� );@� yM j;pq(y

� )]= ia
2
g
2
�(x� � y

� )
�ij

a
�rp�sq;

f i;rs(x
� ); j;pq(y

� )g =
1

2
�(x� � y

� )
�ij

a
�rp�sq: (18)

Then,one can easily see thatthese com m utation relationsare satis�ed when a’s,d’s

and b’ssatisfy thefollowing:

[ai;rs(k
+ );a

y

j;pq(p
+ )]= [di;rs(k

+ );d
y

j;pq(p
+ )]= fbi;rs(k

+ );b
y

j;pq(p
+ )g = �(k+ � p+ )

�ij

a
�rp�sq;

(19)

with others allbeing zero. Physicalstates can be generated by acting on the Fock

vacuum j0iwith these ay’s,dy and by’sin such a m annerthatthe constraintEq.(10)

issatis�ed.

Letuscom pletethissection bydiscussingthephysicalconstraint(10)inm oredetail.

Thestatesareallconstructed in thelarge{N c lim it,and thereforeweneed onlyconsider

single{tracestates.In orderfora stateto becolorsingletateach site,each colorindex

has to be contracted atthe sam e site. Asan exam ple considera state represented by

jphys1i� d
y

i;rs(k
+

1
)a

y

i;sr(k
+

2
)j0i.Forthisstatethecolorr atsiteiiscarried by a

y

i to s

5



(a) (b)

Figure1:(a)Thecolorchargeforthestatejphys1i� d
y

i;rs(k
+

1
)a

y

i;sr(k
+

2
)j0i.Theplanes

representthecolorspace.aicarriescolorratsiteitosatsitei+ 1and dicarriesitback

to ratsitei.(b)Thecolorforthestatejphys2i� a
y

i+ N sites� 1;ru
(k+N sites

)� � � a
y

i+ 1;ts(k
+

2
)�

a
y

i;sr(k
+

1
)j0i.The lineswhich intersecta circle representthe colorplanesatsites. The

colorgoesalltheway around thetransverse lattice.

atsite(i+ 1)and then broughtback by d
y

i toratsitei.Thecolorriscontracted atsite

ionly and thecolors atsite(i+ 1)only.Therefore,thisisa physicalstatesatisfying

Eq. (10). A picture to visualize thiscase isshown in Fig. 1a. One also needsto be

carefulwith operatorordering.Onecan show thatthestated
y

i;rs(k
+

1
)a

y

i;st(k
+

2
)b
y

i;tr(k
+

3
)j0i

isphysical,whilethestateb
y

i;rs(k
+

1
)a

y

i;st(k
+

2
)d

y

i;tr(k
+

3
)j0iisunphysical.

W eshould,however,notethata truephysicalstatebesum m ed overallthetrans-

verse sites since we have discrete translationalsym m etry in the transverse direction.

Thatis,forexam ple,the statesd
y
1;rs(k

+

1
)a

y
1;sr(k

+

2
)j0iand d

y
2;rs(k

+

1
)a

y
2;sr(k

+

2
)j0iare the

sam e up to a phase factor given by exp(iP ? a). W e set the phase factor to one

since we take physicalstate to have P ? = 0. The physicalstate jphys 1i is in fact
P N sites

i= 1 d
y

i;rs(k
+

1
)a

y

i;sr(k
+

2
)j0iwith theappropriatenorm alization constant.From a com -

putationalpointofview thisisagreatsim pli�cation becausewecan drop thesiteindex

ifrom therepresentation.

Periodic conditions on the �elds,allow forphysicalstatesofthe form jphys 2i�
P

ia
y

i+ N sites� 1;ru
(k+N sites

)� � � a
y

i+ 1;ts(k
+

2
)� a

y

i;sr(k
+

1
)j0i. The color for this state is carried

around the transverse lattice,as shown in Fig.1b. W e willrefer to these states as

cyclic states. The states where the color 
ux does not go allthe way around the

transverse latticewe willreferto asnon-cyclic states.W echaracterize statesby what

wecallthewindingnum berde�ned by W = n=N sites,wheren �
P

i(a
y

iai� d
y

idi).Using

theEguchi{Kawai[19]reduction which appliesin thelarge{N c lim itwecan alwaystake

N sites = 1. The winding num bersim ply givesusthe excessnum berofay overdy in a

state.W eusethewindingnum bertoclassify statessincethewindingnum berisagood

quantum num bercom m uting with P �
SD LC Q .In thelanguageofthewindingnum berthe

non-cyclicstatesarethosestateswith W = 0 and cyclicstateshavenon-zero W .

Itisstraightforward to show thatjphysisatis�esEq.(10)butjunphysidoesnot

using

(
0

J
+

i )pq =

Z

dk
+
a
y

i;rp(k
+ )ai;rq(k

+ )� di;pr(k
+ )d

y

i;qr(k
+ )� ai� 1;pr(k

+ )a
y

i� 1;qr(k
+ )

6



+d
y

i� 1;rp(k
+ )di� 1;rq(k

+ )+ bi;pr(k
+ )b

y

i;qr(k
+ )+ b

y

i;rp(k
+ )bi;rq(k

+ ): (20)

Diagram m atically,onecan say thatatevery pointin colorspaceatany siteonehasto

have eitherno linesortwo lines,one ofwhich goesinto and the otherofwhich com es

outofthepoint,so thatthecolorindicesarecontracted atthesam esite.

3 SD LC Q ofthe Transverse Lattice M odel

Thetransverselatticeform ulation ofN = 1SYM theoryin 2+1dim ension presented in

theprevioussection hasseveralundesirablefeatures.Thesupersym m etricstructureof

thetheory iscom pletely hidden and theresulting Ham iltonian is6th orderin the�elds.

From thenum ericalpointofview a6th orderinteraction m akesthetheory considerably

m oredi�cultto solve.Also theunderlying (2+1){dim ensionalsupersym m etricHam il-

tonian isonly 4th orderm aking this discrete form ulation ofthe theory very di�erent

than the underlying theory. There can,ofcourse,be m any discrete form ulationsthat

correspond to the sam e continuum theory and itistherefore desirable to search fora

betterone.In thespirtofSDLCQ wewillattem pta discreteform ulation based on the

underlying superalgebra ofthistheory,

fQ
�
;Q

�
g= 2

p
2P �

; fQ
+
;Q

�
g = 2P ?

: (21)

In this e�ort there are som e fundam entallim its to how far one can go. As we

discussed in theprevioussection thephysicalstatesofthistheory m ustconservecolor

atevery pointon thetransverselattice.Experiencewith othersupersym m etrictheories

indicatesthateach term in Q + hasto beeithertheproductofoneM i and one i orof

oneM
y

i and one i thereforeQ
+ isunphysical,by which wem ean thatQ + transform s

a physicalstate into an unphysicalone,so that hphysjQ + jphysi = 0. W hile this is

nota theorem ,itseem s very di�cult to have any otherstructure since in light cone

quantization P + is a kinem atic operator and therefore independent ofthe coupling.

Thereappearsto beno way to m akea physicalP + from Q + .W ewilluseP + asgiven

in Eq.(11)in whatfollows.Sim ilarly,wearenotableto generally constructP ? from

Q + and Q � .In factP ? isunphysicalin ourform alism ,leadingtohphysjP ?jphysi= 0.

Form allywewillworkin thefram ewheretotalP ? iszero,soitwould appearconsistent

with thisresult. However,P ? = 0 wasa choice and a non-zero value isequally valid

and notconsistentwith them atrix elem ent.

Despite these di�culties we �nd a physicalQ � which givesusP �
SD LC Q

a! 0

�! P
�
cont.

Theexpression forQ � and P �
SD LC Q are,respectively,

Q
� = 23=4g� a

N sitesX

i= 1

Z

dx
� tr(J+i @

� 1
�  i) (22)

a! 0

�! 23=4
Z

dx
�
dx

? tr
h

@? A
?
 + g

�

i[A ?
;@� A

? ]+ 2  
�

@
� 1
�  

i

;

P
�
SD LC Q �

fQ � ;Q � g

2
p
2
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= a
X

i

Z

dx
� tr[�

g2

2
J
+

i

1

@2�
J
+

i �
i

2a2
( i+ 1M

y

i � M
y

i i)@
� 1(M i i+ 1 �  iM i)]

a! 0

�!

Z

dx
�
dx

? tr
h

�
g2

2
J
+
1

@2�
J
+
�
i

2
D ?  

1

@�
D ?  

i

� 2
p
2P �

cont: (23)

NoticethatthisHam iltonian isonly 4th orderin the�elds.Furtherm ore,onecan check

thatthisQ � com m uteswith P + obtained from L;[Q � ;P + ]= 0.Thus,itfollowsthat,

hphysj[Q �
;M

2]jphysi= hphysj[Q �
;2P +

P
�
SD LC Q ]jphysi= 0 (24)

inourSDLCQ form alism ,whereM 2 � 2P + P
�
SD LC Q � (P

? )2.ThefactthattheHam ilto-

nian isthesquareofasuperchargewillguaranteetheusualsupersym m etricdegeneracy

ofthe m assive spectrum ,and ournum ericalsolutionswillsubstantiate this. Unfortu-

nately oneneedsa Q + to guaranteethedegeneracy ofthem asslessbound states.

Theexpression forQ � is

:Q � : =
i2� 1=4ag
p
�

X

i

Z

dk1 dk2 dk3�(k1 + k2 � k3)
h

k2 � k1

k3
p
k1k2

(�b
y

idiai+ d
y

ia
y

ibi� b
y

iai� 1di� 1 + a
y

i� 1d
y

i� 1bi)

+
k2 + k3

k1
p
k2k3

(�d
y

ibidi+ b
y

id
y

idi� a
y

i� 1biai� 1 + b
y

ia
y

i� 1ai� 1)

+
k3 + k1

k2
p
k3k1

(a
y

iaibi� a
y

ib
y

iai+ d
y

i� 1di� 1bi� d
y

i� 1b
y

idi� 1)

+

�
1

k1
+

1

k2
�

1

k3

�

(b
y

ib
y

ibi+ b
y

ibibi)
i

; (25)

wherek+ � k,aya � Tr(ay(k1)a(k2)),a
yaa � Tr(ay(k3)a(k1)a(k2)),a

yaya � Tr(ay(k1)a
y(k2)a(k3)).

Noticethatfrom thisexplicitexpression forQ � itisclearthatcyclicstatesdo notget

m ixed with non-cyclicstatesunderQ � ,asadvertised attheend ofthesecond section.

Noticealsothatthewinding num berintroduced in thelastsection evidently com m utes

with Q � and,thus,with P �
SD LC Q .

Now we are in a position to solve the eigenvalue problem 2P + P
�
SD LC Q jphysi =

m 2jphysi.W eim pose the periodicity condition on M i,M
y

i and  i in thex
� direction

giving a discretespectrum fork+ :

k
+ =

�

L
n (n = 1;2;::::);

Z 1

0

dk
+
!

�

L

1X

n= 1

:

W e im pose a cut-o� on thetotallongitudinalm om entum P + i.e.P + = �K =L,where

K isan integeralso known asthe‘harm onicresolution’,which indicatesthecoarseness

ofournum ericalresults.Fora�xed P + i.e.a�xed K ,thenum berofpartonsin astate

islim ited up to the m axim um ,thatisK ,so thatthe totalnum ber ofFock statesis

�nite,and,therefore,wehavereduced thein�nitedim ensionaleigenvalueproblem to a

�nitedim ensionalone.W eshould noteherethatsincethem atrix hphysjP �
SD LC Q jphysi

to bediagonalized doesnotdepend on N sites,theresulting spectrum doesnotdepend

on N sites,either.Thism eansthere isno need to keep thesiteindex ofoperatorseven

8



K{W 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

W m assiveferm ion orboson states

1 0 1 5 18 62 208 706

2 0 2 10 38 138 492

3 0 3 17 68 268 1023

4 0 4 24 110 470

5 0 5 33 166 770

m asslessboson states

1 0 1 1 3 3 8 8

2 1 2 2 5 5 12

3 1 2 2 5 5 15

4 1 2 2 6 6

5 1 2 2 6 6

m asslessferm ion states

1 1 1 2 2 4 4 9

2 1 1 2 2 5 5

3 1 1 2 2 5 5

4 1 1 2 2 6

5 1 1 2 2 6

Table1:Num berofm assiveand m asslesscycliceigenstates.

in num ericalcalculations;thesum overallthesitesisim plicitly understood and when

one needsto restore the site indicesforsom e reason,one should do so in such a way

thatphysicalconstraint(10)issatis�ed.Henceforth wewillsuppressthesum and the

siteindices,unlessotherwisenoted.

For this initialstudy ofthe transverse lattice we only consider resolution up to

K = 8 for W = 0;1 states and up to K = W + 5 and K = W + 4 for states with

jW j= 2;3and jW j= 4;5,respectively.W ewereableto handlethesecalculationswith

ourSDLCQ M athem aticacode.In thefollowingtwosectionswewillgivethenum erical

resultsforthecyclic(W 6= 0)statesand non-cyclic(W = 0)statesseparately.

4 N um ericalR esults for the C yclic (W 6= 0)States

For the cyclic states, it is easy to see that K � jW j. In fact if K = jW j, only

two states are possible and both are bosonic they are tr(a
y

i+ N sites� 1
� � � a

y

i+ 1a
y

i)j0i and

tr(d
y

id
y

i+ 1� � � d
y

i+ N sites� 1
)j0i,Thereforewewillfocuson K > jW j.Sincethereisan exact

Z2 sym m etry between positiveW and negativeW ,itsu�cestoconsiderthecasewhere

W is positive. Table 1 shows the num ber ofeigenstates with di�erent K and W for

various types ofstates. Since the spectrum starts at K = W ,it is naturalto take

K � W astheindependentvariable.Thereforewe tabulatethenum berofeigenstates

with W and K � W ratherthan W and K and weplotted m 2 asafunction 1=(K � W )

ratherthan in 1=K

The m assive degenerate ferm ion and boson states are related by Q � jFi � jB i.

The sam e is not true ofm assless states. There is no direct connection through Q �

between m asslessferm ionicstatesand m asslessbosonicstates,leading to a supersym -

9



(a) (b)

Figure2:Plotsofm 2 in unitsof
N cg

2

�a
oflow energy cyclicstatesversus1=(K � W )with

a linear�tforW =1(top diam ond),2(star),3(square),4(triangle),5(bottom diam ond)

(a)stateA and,(b)stateB.

m etry breaking form asslessstates.Nevertheless,Table1showsthatwehavetheexact

supersym m etry form asslessstateswhen K � jW j= 2n � 1 forn = 2;:::.The boson

statewith W = 1 isanom aloussincetr(ay)= 0 in ourform ulation.

Also noticethatthereisa jum p in thenum berofm asslessstateswith every incre-

m entby two in K .Thisseem sto bethecasebecauseweneed to increaseK by two to

allow fortheaddition ofan operatorliked
y

i(1)a
y

i(1),soastom akeanew physicalm ass-

lessstate. The requirem entthatwe add a pairofbosonsrelatesback to the Gauss’s

law constraint. W e see here that two bosons are behaving as a single boson. This

is additionalevidence that Gauss’s law and supersym m etry are working together to

restrictthe num berofe�ective boson degreesoffreedom .Itisparticularly reassuring

toseethise�ectin them asslessbound statessinceitisin thissectorwherebreaking of

thesupersym m etricspectrum occurs.W ealso noticesom eotherinteresting properties

ofour m assless states. W e �nd that the Fock states that occur in bosonic m assless

states have no ferm ionic operators,whereas the Fock states that occur in ferm ionic

m asslessstateshave only one ferm ionic operator,which seem sto explain the relative

shiftbetween thenum berofm asslessferm ion and bosons.

In Fig.2(a) and (b) we give plots ofm 2 for two low{energy states as a function

of1=(K � W ) and extract m 2

1 as a K ! 1 lim it ofthe linear �t. W e identify an

energy eigenstate with di�erent K ’s according to dom inant Fock states. Looking at

both bosonic and ferm ionic counterpartalso helpsdistinguish states. W e presenttwo

stateswe could easily identify. Forthe state in (a)the dom inate fock com ponenthas

the form by(n)ay(1)� � � ay(1)by(1)+ by(1)ay(1)� � � ay(1)by(n) while the state in (b) has

thedom inatecom ponentby(n)ay(1)� � � ay(1)by(1)� by(1)ay(1)� � � ay(1)by(n).

In Fig.3 we presentm 2

1 ,obtained in Fig.2(a)and (b),asa function of1=W and

show a quadratic�tto thedata.m 2 is�tvery wellwith a quadratic�tin 1=W In 2+1

dim ensionstheHam iltonian hastheform P � = a+ bk? + ck
2

? .W ith periodicboundary

conditionsk? = n? �=L and forcyclicalstatesL = aW .Thuswe expectthatm 2 isa

function ofthewinding num berto beoftheform m 2 = A + B =W + C=W 2,aswe�nd.

This behavior is consistent with the unique properties ofSYM theories that we

have seen in previous SDLCQ calculations[9,10]. W e have seen thataswe increase

K we discovernew lowerm assbound states.M ostofthepartonsin these long states

10



Figure 3: Plots ofK ! 1 lim it ofm 2 in units of
N cg

2

�a
oflow energy cyclic states

versus1=W with a quadratic�tto thedata.Thediam ond correspond stateA box and

squarescorrespond to thestateB in Fig.2

K = 3 4 5 6 7 8

m assiveferm ion orboson states

2 6 22 72 238 792

m asslessboson states

1 3 3 7 7 17

m asslessferm ion states

1 1 3 3 7 7

Table2: Num berofm assive and m asslessnon-cycliceigenstates

appearto gluons. Supersym m etric theorieslike to have lightstateswith long strings

ofgluons. W e callthese stateswith long stringsofgluons,stringy states. In the full

SDLCQ solution ofthe N = 1 SYM theory in 1+1 dim ensions we found that these

stringy stateshavean accum ulation pointatzero m ass.In thefullSDLCQ calculation

ofN = 1 SYM theory in 2+1 dim ensions we have seen stringy states as well,but

we have not seen evidence for an accum ulation point. W e willneed to go to higher

resolution to m akea sim ilaranalysisforthistheory.

5 N um erical R esults for the N on-C yclic (W = 0)

States

Letusnow discussnum ericalresultsforthenon-cyclicstates.Table2 showsthenum -

berofm asseigenstatesofm assive bosonsorferm ions,m asslessbosons,and m assless

ferm ions with di�erent K . From the table we see once again that there are som e

di�erences in the num ber ofthe m assless bosonic and ferm ionic states and the sam e

dependenceon K thatwesaw forthecyclicstates.Thereason forthisbehavioristhe

sam easin thecaseofthecyclicstates.In Fig.4weshow twostateswhoseboson states

with a largetwo partonscom ponent.Thesestatesappearatthelowestresolution and

are the easiest to follow and identify as a function ofthe resolution K . The boson

bound state denoted by diam ondsiscom posed prim arily oftwo ferm ions,byby,while

11



Figure 4:Plotsofm 2 oflow{energy non-cyclic statesagainst1=K with a linear�tin

unitsof N cg
2

�a
.

the boson bound state denoted by squaresiscom posed prim arily oftwo bosons,dyay.

Again,we see stringy stateswhich appearaswego to higherK with m orepartonsin

theirdom inateFock statecom ponent.

W e were able go up to K = 8 without m aking any approxim ations to the Fock

basis,so som e ofourbound statescontained asm any aseightpartons. However,for

K = 9 we have truncated the num ber ofpartons at 6. W e were able to justify this

approxim ation at K = 9 for this state by com paring the truncated results with the

exactresultatK = 8.Howeverwe were notable to m ake thisapproxim ation forthe

statedenoted by squares.

6 D iscussion

W e have presented a form ulation ofN = (1;1) SYM in 2+1 dim ensions where the

transversedim ension isdiscretized on aspatiallatticewhilethelongitudinaldim ension

x� isdiscretized on a m om entum lattice.Both x� and x? arecom pact.W eareableto

retainsom eofthetechnologyofSDLCQ,sincethisnum ericalapproxim ation retainsone

exactsupersym m etry.In particularweareableto writetheHam iltonian asthesquare

ofa supercharge.Thusthereissu�cientsupersym m etry in thisform ulation to ensure

thatdivergences thatappearin thistheory are autom atically canceled. Furtherm ore

we show thatthisform ulation leadsto a fundam entally di�erentand sim plerdiscrete

Ham iltonian than the standard Lagrangian approach to the transverse lattice. Since

we only have one exact supersym m etry,only the m assive ferm ion and boson bound

statesin oursolution are exactly degenerate. W e need an additionalsupersym m etry

to requirethatthenum bersofm asslessbosonsand m asslessferm ionsbethesam e.

Asin alltransverse lattice approaches,the transverse gauge �eld isreplaced by a

com plex unitary �eld,and transversegaugeinvarianceism aintained.W hen thiscom -

plex unitary �eld isquantized asa generalcom plex linear�eld,thenum berofdegrees

offreedom in the transverse gauge �eld isim properly represented. In a conventional

transverse lattice calculation one tries to dynam ically enforce the proper num ber of

degreesoffreedom by adding a potentialthatism inim ized by theunitarity constraint.
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W econjecture thatthisisnotnecessary here.Gauss’slaw requiresthatcolorbe con-

served at every transverse lattice site. This greatly restrict the allowed boson Fock

statesthatcan be partofthe physicalsetofbasisstatesand playsan im portantrole

in thestructureofallbound states.W eassertthatthecom bination oftheGauss’slaw

constraint and the one exact supersym m etric are su�cient to approxim ately enforce

thefullsupersym m etry.

To furthersupportthisconjecturewenotethatin them asslessspectrum thenum -

ber ofstates changes when we change the resolution by two units indicating that it

e�ectively requirestwo partonsto representonetruedegreeoffreedom .W eview solv-

ing thetheory asa unitary transform ation from theconstrained basisto a basisfreeof

constraintsand very nearly fully supersym m etric.

W eshould notethatthisconjecturecan notbegeneralsinceweknow ofonesuper-

sym m etric theory in 1+1 dim ensionswherethedegreesoffreedom attheparton level

areallferm ions[21].In thism odelonehasto �x thecoupling to bea particularvalue

forthism iracle to occur.Generally in a supersym m etric theory the coupling isa free

param eter. Nevertheless thisexam ple providesofword ofcaution with regard to our

assertion.

W efound twoclassesofbound states,cyclicand non-cyclic.Thecyclicbound states

have color
ux thatiswrapped com pletely around the com pacttransverse space. W e

wereabletoisolatetwo sequencesofsuch states.Each sequencecorrespondstoagiven

state with a di�erentnum berofwrappings. Asa function ofthe winding num berW

the m asseshave the form m 2 = A + B =W + C=W 2. In the non-cyclic sectorwe �nd

stringy statesaswe have in previousSDLCQ calculations. W e �nd good convergence

forthebound stateswepresentasa function ofK.

Finally we would like to note that the sym m etries ofthis approach and those of

Cohn,Kaplan,Katzand Unsal(CKKU)[22]appeartobesim ilar.Theform ulationsare

totallydi�erent,andtheseauthorsconsideratwo{dim ensionaldiscretespaciallatticeas

wellasextended supersym m etry.Neverthelesstherearesom esim ilarities.Aswehave

noted severaltim eswehavecolorconservation ateach latticesite,thusthesym m etry

group isU(N c)
N sites sim ilarto CKKU.W ehaveenforced translation invarianceforthis

discrete lattice with N sites sites;therefore,there isa ZN sites
sym m etry sim ilar to one

found by CKKU fortheirtwo dim ensionallattice. Finally,in thistheory there isan

orientation sym m etry for the trace which is a Z2 sym m etry also sim ilar to CKKU.

In addition CKKU have som e U(1) sym m etries which we seem to be m issing. This

m ay be related to the fundam entally di�erentway chiralsym m etry istreated on the

light cone[6]. Another sim ilarity appears to be the relation between the num ber of

supersym m etries and the num ber offerm ions on a site. Both approaches have one

ferm ion on a siteand onesupersym m etry.

Num ericallythiscalculation wasdoneusingourM athem aticacodeon aLinuxwork-

station.Thiswasveryconvenientforour�rstattem ptatasupersym m etricform ulation

ofa transverse lattice problem .The tradeo� isthatitlim itssigni�cantly how farwe

can goin resolution and in thenum berofsites.OurcurrentC + + codecan bem odi�ed

to handle thisproblem and willallow a signi�cantly increased resolution. W e should

also beableto handletheproblem oftwo transversedim ensionswith thiscode.These

appearto befruitfuldirectionsforfutureresearch.
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