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A bstract

W e exam ine the phase structuresofthe supersym m etric O (N)sigm a m odelin

two and threedim ensionsby using thetadpolem ethod.Using thissim plem ethod,

the calculation is largely sim pli�ed and the characteristics ofthis theory becom e

clear.W e also exam ine theproblem ofthe �ctitiousnegative energy state.

1 Introduction

M any years ago,Gross and Neveu[1]have shown that dynam icalsym m etry break

down is possible in asym ptotically free � eld theories. They obtained an expansion in

powersof1=N thatisnon-perturbative in g2. Thisleadsto a m assive ferm ion and to a

  bound stateatthreshold.

Polyakov[2]has pointed out that the O (N ) sigm a m odelis asym ptotically free and

thatthefundam entalparticleacquiresa m assforN > 2.

W itten [3]has constructed a supersym m etric version ofthe two-dim ensionalO(N)

sigm a m odel. This is a hybridization ofthe non-linear sigm a m odeland Gross-Neveu

m odelwith M ajorana ferm ions.

Therecom esa naturalquestion:W hatisthedi� erence between non-supersym m etric

m odels and supersym m etric ones? Ifthere is any di� erence,how is it realized? M any
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authorstried to answerthisquestion[4,5],butsom equestionableargum entsarestillleft.

Theproblem ofthenegativeenergy stateisoneofthem [6,7].To m aintain thepositivity

ofthe vacuum energy,inclusion ofthe chiralcondensation e� ect was crucialin ref[7].

Howeverin thethreedim ensionalm odelthereisa weak coupling phasewhere thechiral

condensation vanishesbutthebosoniccondensation isstillpossible.

The purpose ofthis paper is to clarify these am biguities and present a system atic

treatm entofthism odel.To show explicitly whatisgoing on,wearenotgoing to usethe

equation ofm otion forsupersym m etric auxiliary � eldsatthe� rststage.Ifwe elim inate

these� elds,itbecom esdi� cultto � nd whatrelationswearedealing with.

2 R eview ofthe non-linear sigm a m odel

In thisand the nextsection we are going to review well-known resultson the O(N)

non-linearsigm a m odeland the four-ferm ion m odelforthe convenience ofchecking the

notations.Ifreadersfeelboring,pleaseskip to section 4.

TheLagrangian fortheO(N)sigm a m odelisde� ned by

L = �
1

2
nj@

2
nj (2.1)

with thelocalnon-linearconstraint

njnj =
N

g2
: (2.2)

Thesum overthe avorindex jrunsfrom 1 to N.Thisconstraintcan beim plem ented by

introducing a Lagrangem ultiplier�.

LetusconsidertheEuclidean functionalintegralin theform :

Z =

Z

D ~n�

 

(~n)
2
�
N

g2

!

exp

�

�
1

2

Z

(@�~n)
2
d
D
x

�

=

Z

D �

Z

D ~nexp

 

�
1

2

Z (

(@�~n)
2
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(~n)
2
�
N

g2

! )

d
D
x

!

(2.3)

Theintegralovern isGaussian and can beperform ed in a standard fashion.W ehave:

Z =

Z

D �exp

 
N

2g2

Z

�d
D
x �

N

2
trln(�@

2
+ �)

!

(2.4)
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Letus� rstcom putethevariation oftheaction with respectto �.W eget[8]:

N

2g2
=

N

2

�

��
trln(�@

2
+ �)

=
N

2
G(x;x;�) (2.5)

Herewehaveintroduced theGreen function:

G(x;y;�)=< yj(�@
2
+ �)

� 1
jx > (2.6)

Them eaning oftheaboveequation becom estransparentifwenoticethat

< ni(x)nj(y)> = Z
� 1

Z

D �

Z

D ~nexp

 

�
1

2

Z (

(@~n)
2
+ �

 

~n
2
�
N

g2

! )

d
D
x

!

�ni(x)nj(y)

= �ij

R
D �eW G(x;y;�)

R
D �eW

(2.7)

W =
N

2g2

Z

�d
D
x�

N

2
trln(@

2
+ �):

If� integration isto beapproxim ated by thesaddlepoint�0,weobtain

< ni(x)nj(y)>= �ijG(x;y;�0): (2.8)

Theseequationsshow thateq.(2.5)isnothing butthecondition < ~n2 >= N

g2
.Thisisthe

m ain idea ofthetadpolem ethod[9].Letusnow solveeq.(2.5).Passing tothem om entum

representation,

G(x;y;�0) =

Z
dD p

(2�)D

eip(x� y)

p2 + �0

N

2g2
=

N

2
G(x;x;�0)

=
N

2

Z
dD p

(2�)D

1

p2 + �0
: (2.9)

ForD=2 weobtain:

1 =
g2

4�
log

�2

�0

�0 = �
2
exp

 

�
4�

g2

!

(2.10)

ForD=3,thesituation isslightly di� erent.W ehavea criticalcoupling g2cr de� ned by

1= g
2

cr

Z
d3p

(2�)3

1

p2
: (2.11)
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Ifg2 > g2cr then theequation hasa non-trivialsolution �0 6= 0.Using gcr,wecan rewrite

(2.9)as:

1 = g
2

Z
d3p

(2�)3p2
� g

2

Z
d3p

(2�)3

 
1

p2
�

1

p2 + �0

!

=
g2

g2cr
� g

2

Z
d3p

(2�)3

�0

p2(p2 + �0)
(2.12)

Theintegralin (2.12)isconvergentand proportionalto �
3

2
� 1 =

p
�.Therefore,wehave:

m
2

n � �0 = const:�
2

 
g2 � g2cr

g2cr

! 2

(2.13)

Ifwe take g2 < g2cr som ething goeswrong with (2.12).Itdoesnothave any solution,so

theconstraint< ~n2 >= N

g2
cannotbesatis� ed.

W e should also consider the possibility ofspontaneous breaking ofO(N)sym m etry.

In above discussions,we have im plicitly assum ed thatthe vacuum expectation value of

~n would vanish. Let us consider what m ay happen if~n itself gets non-zero vacuum

expectation value. Because ofO(N) sym m etry,the vacuum expectation value of~n �

(n1;n2;:::nN )m ay bewritten as

< ~n >= (0;0;:::
p
N v=g): (2.14)

So thattheconstraintequation (2.5)becom es

< (~n)
2
> = < ~n >

2
+ < 1� loop>

= N

 
v2

g2
+

Z
d3p

(2�)3

1

p2 + �0

!

=
N

g2
: (2.15)

Ofcourse,in two dim ensionswecannotexpect~n to getany expectation value.ForD=3,

wehaveanothercriticalcoupling g0cr:

1� v2

g
02
cr

=

Z
d3p

(2�)3

1

p2
(2.16)

Ifg issm allerthan gcr,then v grows.Asa result,theconstraintequation hasa solution

in the weak coupling region(g0cr � g � gcr) in a sense that not eq.(2.9) but eq.(2.15)

is satis� ed by som e �0. As far as we are dealing with the non-supersym m etric sigm a

m odel,we have no prim ary reason to believe thatthe vacuum expectation value ofthe

� eld v =< nj > would notobtain a non-vanishing valuein thestrong coupling region in

threedim ensions.
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3 R eview ofthe four-ferm ion m odel

Thefour-ferm ion m odelisdescribed by theLagrangian

L =
i

2
 j 6@ j +

g2

8N
( j j)

2
(3.1)

where the sum ofthe  avor index jruns from 1 to N and we require that g2 rem ains

constantasN goesto in� nity. By introducing a scalarauxiliary � eld � we m ay rewrite

(3.1)as

L =
i

2
 j 6@ j +

1

2
� j j �

N �2

2g2
: (3.2)

Letusconsiderthefunctionalintegralin theform :

Z =

Z

D  jD �exp

"Z

d
D
x

(
1

2
 j(i6@ + �) j �

N

2g2
�
2

) #

(3.3)

Integrating overthe� eld  j wegetan e� ective action forthe� eld �:

Z =

Z

D �exp

"

�
N

2g2

Z

d
D
x�

2
+
N

2
Trln(i6@ + �)

#

(3.4)

W eim posethestationary condition which givesthegap equation.

N < � >

g2
�
N

2

Z
dD p

(2�)D
tr

1

� 6p+ < � >
= 0 (3.5)

Asisin thenon-linearsigm a m odeldiscussed in theprevioussection,thisrepresentsthe

condition

N

g2
< � >=

1

2
<  j j > jm

 
= < �> : (3.6)

ForD=2 weobtain:

1

g2
=

Z
d2p

(2�)2

1

p2+ < � > 2

< � >
2

= �
2
exp

 

�
4�

g2

!

(3.7)

ForD=3,we have a criticalcoupling constant. The saddle pointexistsonly within the

branch

0<
1

g2
�

1

g2cr
(3.8)

where

1

g2cr
�

Z
d3p

(2�)3

1

p2
: (3.9)
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4 Phases in the Supersym m etric N on-Linear Sigm a

M odel

Thesupersym m etric non-linearsigm a m odelisusually de� ned by theLagrangian

L =
1

2

Z

d
2
��jD

2
�j (4.1)

with thenon-linearconstraint

�j�j =
N

g2
: (4.2)

wherethesum ofthe avorindex jrunsfrom 1toN.Thesuper� elds�j m ay beexpanded

outin com ponents

�j = nj + � j +
1

2
��Fj (4.3)

and thesupercovariantderivativeis

D =
@

@�
� i� 6@: (4.4)

In ordertoexpresstheconstraint(4.2)asa� function,weintroduceaLagrangem ultiplier

super� eld � .

� = � + �� +
1

2
��� (4.5)

W e thus arrive at the m anifestly supersym m etric action for the supersym m etric sigm a

m odel.

S =

Z

d
D
xd

2
�

"
1

2
�jD

2
�j +

1

2
�

 

�j�j �
N

g2

! #

(4.6)

In com ponentform ,theLagrangian from (4.6)is

L = �
1

2
nj@

2
nj +

i

2
 j 6@ j +

1

2
F
2

j � �njFj �
1

2
�n

2

j

+
1

2
� j j + � jnj +

N

2g2
� (4.7)

W ecan seethat�;�;and � aretherespective Lagrangem ultiplierfortheconstraints:

njnj =
N

g2

nj j = 0

njFj =
1

2
 j j (4.8)
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Thesecond and thethird constraintsof(4.8)aresupersym m etric transform ationsofthe

� rst.W em ustnotincludekineticterm sforthe� eld � and � soastokeep theseconstraints

m anifest.W ecan exam inetheseconstraintsin a way thatwedid in theprevioussection.

(1)Scalarpart

< njnj > jm n = < �> + < �
2> =

N

g2
(4.9)

In two dim ensions,thisrelation inducesnonzero valueto them assterm ofthe� eld ~n.

m n = < � > + < � >
2

= �
2
exp

 

�
4�

g2

!

(4.10)

W hen D=3,m n isnonzero in theregion g > gcr.Thecriticalcoupling isde� ned by

1

g2cr
�

Z
d3p

(2�)3

1

p2
: (4.11)

O(N) sym m etry is expected to be spontaneously broken by non-zero value ofv in the

region g < gcr.And when g= g0cr,m n would vanish.

(2)Ferm ionicpart

< njFj >=
1

2
<  j j > (4.12)

Thisrelation includesauxiliary � eld Fj,tobeelim inated by equation ofm otion.After

substituting Fj by �nj,weobtain atone-loop level:

< njFj > = < �njnj >

= < � >< njnj >

=
1

2
<  j j > (4.13)

Ifweim posetheO(N)sym m etric constraint< n2 >= N

g2
,wehave

N

g2
< � > =

1

2
<  j j > jm

 
= < �>

N

g2
= N

Z
dpD

(2�)D

1

p2+ < � > 2
: (4.14)

ForD=2,thesolution is

< � >
2
= �

2
exp

 

�
4�

g2

!

: (4.15)
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Substituting < � > in the� rstconstraint(4.9)with (4.15),wecan � nd that< � > m ust

vanish.(in thispointourresultisdi� erentfrom [5])Thism eansthatthe� eld  gainsthe

sam e m ass as n,and sim ultaneously supersym m etric order param eter < � > vanishes.

W e can say thatthe supersym m etry isnotbroken in two dim ensionsasispredicted by

W itten[10].M oreover,wecan exam inetheassum ption ofvanishing v asfollows.W ecan

show thatthefollowing relation can existforthee� ective potential[6].

@V

@v
= N v(�0+ < � >

2
)

= 0 (4.16)

Thism eansthatv m ustvanish ifchiralcondensation occurs.

ForD=3,we have a criticalcoupling constant. As faras g � gcr,we have nothing

to worry about.In thestrong coupling region,both supersym m etry and O(N)sym m etry

are preserved in a fashion like two dim ensions. However,in the weak coupling region,

som ething goes wrong. There is no non-trivialsolution for constraint (4.12) and there

isno ferm ionic condensation (Thism eansthatthe only possible solution is< � >= 0).

Thuswecan seefrom eq.(4.16)thatv can benon-zero in thisweak coupling region.This

issupported by theconstraint(4.9)because thisdoesnothave any solution in theweak

coupling region unlessweallow v notto vanish.Eq.(2.16)suggests:

v
2
= 1� g

02

cr

Z
d3p

(2�)2

1

p2
(4.17)

Naiveconsideration also supportsthisanalysis.In general,wecan expectthatquan-

tum e� ectsin correlation functionslike < njnj > or<   > would vanish in the weak

couplinglim it.Butwehavean O(N)sym m etricconstraint.Itisnaturaltothink thatthe

� eld n itselfgainsexpectation valueto com plem entquantum e� ects.Thissim ply m eans

thatclassicale� ects becom e dom inantin the weak coupling region,therefore the O(N)

sym m etric constraint is satis� ed classically. (i.e. in the weak coupling lim it g ! 0 we

obtain v = �1. Thisisa classicalsolution ofthe constraint.) Asa result,in the weak

coupling region,O(N)sym m etry isspontaneously broken by non-zero valueofv.

W e should also note that there is a possible solution ofnon-zero �0. (W e neglect

eq.(4.16)forawhilebecause�0 m ay becom eafunction ofv.) Itinducesasupersym m etry
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breaking term to theLagrangian:

Lbreak = �0

 

(~n)
2
�
N

g2

!

(4.18)

On the constrained phase space
�

(~n)2 � N

g2
= 0

�

,vacuum energy also seem sto vanish for

non-zero�0 aslongastheconstraint(4.9)issatis� ed.Doesitm ean thereisa atdirection

along �? Ofcourse thisstatem entisunnatural.Afterincluding e� ective kinetic term (�

��),wecan � nd positivevacuum energyforthesupersym m etrybreakingphase.Therefore

in the supersym m etric m odel,v isnota free param eterbut� xed by the requirem entof

vanishing �0.Thism eansg
0

cr should beadjusted to g,and v is� xed:

v
2
= 1� g

2

Z
d3p

(2�)2

1

p2
(4.19)

So wecan conclude:

(1)In twodim ensions,both supersym m etry and O(N)sym m etry arenotbroken.This

m eansthat� and v rem ain zero forallvalueofg.

(2)In threedim ensions,both supersym m etry and O(N)sym m etry arenotbroken (i.e.

� and v rem ain zero)in thestrong coupling region.O(N)sym m etry can bebroken in the

weak coupling region,butsupersym m etry iskeptunbroken in both phases.

5 N egative Energy

In thissection,we willreconsiderwhethernegative energy statesin supersym m etric

theories[7,11]can existornot.Onem ay wonderwhy such astateappears,butitisreally

a confusing m atter. Because we have not enough space,we refer [7]in which detailed

analysison thistopiccan befound.In ref.[7],twodim ensionalsupersym m etricnon-linear

sigm a m odeland supersym m etric Yang-M illsm odelareanalyzed.

Forus,them ain problem isthevalueof�.Naivelycalculated 1-loope� ectivepotential

showsthatithasnegativeenergy stateat� 6= 0.Forexam plein D=3[6],

V =
N

2

"

�0

 

v
2
�

1

g2

!

+ v
2
< � >

2
+

Z
d3k

(2�)3
ln(k

2
+ �0+ < � >

2
)

�

Z
d3k

(2�)3
trln(� 6k+ < � >)

#

(5.1)
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W e can think that this problem com es from the instability ofthe tree levelpotential

V = �(n2 � N =g2)along thedirection of�.In generalwehaveto set� = 0 by hand,but

itshould bedeterm ined by considering som ee� ects.

First,wearegoingtoexam inetwodim ensionalnon-linearsigm am odelfrom adi� erent

pointofview.

W ecan calculatean e� ectivepotentialfor� in two dim ensionalO(N)supersym m etric

non-linearsigm a m odelusing traceanom aly equation[7].Asa result,wecan obtain:

V (�)=
�

8�
N

"

ln

 

�
�2

�

!

+ const:

#

(5.2)

Thispotentialhasunnaturalcharacteristicslikenegativeenergy orunstablevacuum .

Thisterm canappearinthee� ectiveactionat1-looplevel(weshould notethem eaning

of� issom ewhatdi� erentfrom eq.(5.2)).Notyielding to a traceanom aly equation,after

integrating over~n wecan obtain:

Z =

Z

D �D  D �exp

"Z

d
2
x

(
i

2
 j 6@ j +

1

2
� j j �

1

2
�
2
+

N

2g2
��

N

2
trln(�@

2
+ �+ �

2
)

) #

(5.3)

Integration can be done for the last term and we can obtain the sam e result as (5.2)

exceptfor�2 which appeared in them assterm .

Butthere are som e problem s. First,the e� ective action we derived doesnotinclude

ferm ionic loop correctionsthatleadsto the chiralcondensation.Including the ferm ionic

loop corrections,wecan reach attheresultwehaveobtained in theprevioussection.The

vacuum stateissupersym m etricand thereisno negativevacuum energy.To sim plify the

argum ent,itisvery usefulto separate every constraintand discusseach property aswe

havedonein section 4.

Second problem isthe treatm entofthe e� ective action. Usually we think thatafter

integratingoutn � eldstheintegration over� cannotbedoneexactlysowealwaysconsider

a stationary phase approxim ation. To actually determ ine the stationary point,we vary

with respectto theconstantvalueof�.Theresulting equation isthegap equation:

N

g2
= N

Z
d2p

(2�)2

1

p2 + �0+ < � > 2
(5.4)

But there is a problem . � is a Lagrange m ultiplier so its tree levelpotentialis not

stable for �. Naively calculating the 1-loop potential,we will� nd (� ctitious) negative
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energystate.In generalsupersym m etricnon-gaugetheories,FjFj typeterm in thekinetic

term (�jD
2�j) is responsible for the positivity ofthe vacuum energy. W ith this term ,

scalarpotentialisalwayswritten asV =
P
jW ij

2.In ourm odel,�� term willappearin

the e� ective kinetic term and isresponsible forthe positivity ofthe vacuum energy. Of

course,thereisapossibility thatthekineticterm would beanon-trivial(special)function

of� . Then,the positivity ofthe vacuum energy is not m anifest and the argum ent of

negative energy would be trustworthy. (Butin ourapproxim ation such a term doesnot

appear.) M oreover,as we have shown in the previous section,the stationary point �0

is exactly determ ined by ferm ionic constraint in two dim ensions and resulting e� ective

potentialV eff(nj)vanishesin thestationary phaseapproxim ation.

Can weapply thesam eargum enttothethreedim ensionalm odel? Naively calculating

the1-loop e� ectivepotential,anegativeenergy stateappearsin thewrongvacuum � 6= 0

even ifwe considerthe ferm ionic condensation. In thiscase,we m ustalso considerthe

e� ectivekineticterm thatyieldse� ective�� term .Including this,wecan expectthatthe

scalarpotentialisalwayspositive.

6 C onclusion

Som eauthorsclaim ed thatin supersym m etricm odels,therecan beasupersym m etry

breaking accom panied by negative energy and negative norm states that lead to other

instabilities. It is true that we cannot ignore such a possibility in generalbut we can

m ake sure ofthe absence ofsuch a vacuum at least in O (N ) sigm a m odelin two and

threedim ensions.

M erely adding the Lagrange m ultiplier � elds and taking itasa scalarpotential,we

would beled to unnaturalargum ents.Ifrelating theLagrangem ultiplierto thepotential

isnecessary,we should have considered aboutthe e� ective kinetic term s. Ofcourse,we

m ust be carefulnot to forget to include both ferm ionic and bosonic loops[7,12]. The

sam ecan besaid fortheanalysisofsupersym m etricYang-M illsorsupersym m etricQCD

theories. Decom posed in com ponent� elds,these theories look like ordinary QCD with

M ajoranaferm ionsorthatwith Higgs� elds.Sowetend toforgettheirorigin and analyze

thesetheoriesin usualway ofQCD.
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W e have analyzed the phase structuresofO(N)supersym m etric sigm a m odelin two

and threedim ensionsby using thetadpolem ethod.

W ehaveshown thatafterincluding ferm ionicconstraintand a e� ective kineticterm ,

� isdeterm ined as� = 0 and the supersym m etry breaking vacuum haspositive energy.

Thereisno fearofnegativeenergy statesatleastin O (N )sigm a m odeldiscussed above.
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