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A bstract

A sa step to understand generalpattemsofintegrability in 1+ 1 quantum eld theoriesw ith
supergroup symm etry, we study in details the case of O SP (1=2). O ur resuls inclide the so—
lutions of naturalgeneralizations ofm odels w ith ordinary group symm etry: the UO SP (1=2)x
W ZW m odelw ith a current current perturbation, the U0 SP (1=2) principalchiralm odel, and
the UOSP (1=2) UOSP (1=2)=U0 SP (1=2) coset m odels perturbed by the adpint. G raded
paraferm ions are also discussed. A pattem peculiar to supergroups is the em ergence of an—
other class ofm odels, w hose sin plest representative isthe O SP (1=2)=0 SP (0=2) sigm am odel,
w here the (non unitary) orthosym plectic symm etry is realized non lnearly (and can be spon—
taneously broken). Form ost m odels, we provide an integrable lattice realization. W e show in
particular that integrable osp (1=2) spin chains w ith integer soin ow to UOSP (1=2) W ZW
m odels In the continuum lin i, hence providing what is to our know ledge the rst physical
realization ofa superW ZW m odel.

1 Introduction

Two dim ensionalquantum eld theories w ith supergroup sym m etries have played an increasingly
In portant role in our attem pts to understand phase transitions in 2D disordered system s —som e
recent works in this direction are [, , N, 5, 5, 5, 5, 9.
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T hese theories however prove quite di cult to tackle. Attem pts at non perturbative ap—
proaches using conform al nvariance [, ] or exact S m atrices [, I, ] have been popular
recently, but so far, very few com plete results are available. T his paper is the second of a serdes
(started w ith [1]) on m odelsw ith orthosym plectic sym m etry. O urgoalisto relate and identify the
di erent pieces of the theoretical puzzl available —sigm a m odels, W ess Zum no W iten W ZW )
m odels and G ross Neveu (GN) m odels, integrable lattice m odels, and exactly factorized S m a—
trices —and to nd out which physical system s they describe, and w hich peculiarities arise from
the existence of supergroup symm etries. In our rst paper ], we studied am ong other things
the O SP (1=2) G ross Neveu m odel and the O SP (1=2)=0 SP (0=2) supersphere sigm a m odel. A
physical realization for the latter was identi ed In []] in tem s of a lattice loop m odelw ith self
intersections, based on an earlier work of [1]. O ther such realizations for di erent m odels or
supergroups have yet to be m ade. In the case of ordinary algebras, integrable lattice m odels
do provide such realizations, and are closely related with W ZW and GN m odels based on the
corresponding groups [1]. This relation is also In portant, for technical reasons, In the solution
of the PrincipalChiralM odels PCM ) .

Them ain result ofthispaper is an analysis of Integrable lJattice m odelsbased on the osp (1=2)
superalgebra, and the associated eld theories. W hile the general pattem is not unlke the case
of ordinary groups, In portant di erences are also encountered.

In section 2, we show that the continuum lim it of the m odel based on the fiindam ental
representation is not the GN (or W ZW m odel) but the supersphere sigm a m odel, generalizing
the cbservation of [ 1].

In section 3 and 4 we show that that, for Integer soin, the continuum 1l i istheUO SP (1=2)
W ZW m odelat Integer level — in particular, the soin 1 quantum soin chain ows to the UO SP
Jlevel one m odel. T his provides, to our know ledge, the rst physical realization ofa superW ZW
model. W e also nd that r odd soin s, the continuum lin i, lke for s = 1, isnot a W ZW
m odel. A ttem pts are m ade In section 6 to identify the corresponding eld theordies, based on the
expectation that in these cases, the orthosym plectic sym m etry is realized non linearly.

TheUOSP (1=2) PCM m odelisdiscussed in section 5, and the U0 SP (1=2)=U (1) m odels and
associated paraferm jons in section 7.

2 Integrable lattice m odels w ith osp (1=2) sym m etry

O ur conventions for the osp (1=2) algebra ] are summ arized in the appendix . W e start w ith
the Integrable m odelbased on the fundam ental representation ;_,. T he highest weight vector
is denoted by J=2;1=2 >, and we shall treat it as femm ionic, so the super din ension of this
representation isequalto 1 '. The product of two spin 1=2 representations decom poses into a
soin 0, a so;n 1/2 and a spin 1 representation. T heir highest weights are respectively bosonic,
ferm ionic, and bosonic. T he graded pem utation operator reads

P = Pl‘l" P1:2+P0 (l)

and the Casin ir
2C = 3P]_ + Pl=2 3 2P 1=2 3PO (2)

'Changing the grading —that is treating the highest weight as bosonic —does not m ake them odelinto a © (1)’
m odel, and does not change any of the physical resuls. The grading we chose is sin ply m ore convenient, as it is
well adapted to the structure of the sym m etry algebra.



T he ham iltonian of the integrable m odel is de ned on the space 1:1\12 as o, 0, ]

X 4
H= c 50?0)1,-1+1+ 2@ 1)+ 1 3)
i
where (P5)yi+ 1 denotes the projctor onto spin j in the tensor product of the representations
at site i;i+ 1, c is a nom alization constant related w ith the sound velocity) is integrable, and
corresponds to the anisotropic lim it of the Integrable osp (1=2) vertex m odelone can deduce from
the scattering m atrix of [l]. T he Bethe ansatz equations for this m odel read schem atically

= VY 0 4iY 04 =2 @
+ i=2 0+ 5 0 i=2
W here the 's are the roots) and the energy
X 1
E = _ 5
© 2+ 1=4 ©)

The sign dependson the boundary conditions for the ham iltonian, and hasnot, in our cpinion,
always been correctly Interpreted in the literature [l]. The point is that a ham ittonian w ih
osp (1=2) symm etry w ill be obtained by having the last tetm in the sum involve the pro gctors
®5)v & + 1, and dentifying the states in the N + 1% space w ith the ones in the rst space. In
the case of superalgebras, this is not exactly the sam e as having the profctors P )y ;1: the
di erence involves bassing generators’ through the N  rst states in the tensor product, and this
can of course generate signs. The ham iltonian w ith osp (1=2) sym m etry corresponds to the Bethe
equationswih = 1 in Ml). This agrees w ith the original results in B]. A ntiperiodic boundary
conditions for the ferm ions would correspond to = 1 instead.

According toM artins [, when = 1, the ground state of the S* = 0 coincides w ith the one
ofthe S* = 1=2 sector , kading to a degeneracy of 4 for the state h = h = 0. The central charge
read In that sectorisc= 2. The totalpartition finction (that is, the trace of g® *#)=2g#® P)=2,

P themomentum , and for = 1 again) reads from [ ]
11 2
z = 447 a+J)?
n=1
1 (Re+tm )°=8 _(2e m )?>=8
= — q q ©)

m 227 27+ 1=2

This is n agreem ent w ith the interpretation of the low energy lim it of this lattice m odelw ih a
sym plectic ferm ion theory, as was proposed In [[1]. In the latter paper, this identi cation was
m ade by usihg the fact that the ham ittonian is the anisotropic lim it of a vertex m odel which
can be reinterpreted as a loop m odel, and thus as a m odel of classical O SP (1=2) spins in two
din ensions, sin ilar to the one used In the analysis of the usualO () m odel. Tt was then argued
that the integrable ham iltonian lies in the broken symm etry G oldstone phase, and that the low
energy lin it is the weak coupling lm it of the supersphere sigm a m odel, whose target space is
502 = 0spP (1=2)=pPSP (0=2) SP ()] (theequivalentofO N )=0 N 1) HrN = 1).Recall
one can easily param etrize this target space using x = 1 1 2 such that x>+ 2, , = 1. The
sigm a m odelaction (Boltzm ann weight e °) is



w ith the beta function / 3. At snall coupling, the action reduces to the sym plectic
ferm dons theory, and the partition finction W) coincides w ith the detemm inant of the Laplacian
w ith periodic boundary condiions in the space direction and antiperiodic boundary conditions
In the \tim " direction (along which the trace is taken). For g negative, them odel ow s to weak
coupling In the UV, and ism assive In the IR, w here sym m etry is restored. T he action reads then,
in tem s of the fermm ion variables, and after trivial rescalings,
1?2
S= — dxR 1@ 120 1@ 2] ®)
¥3
N otice that the relative nomm alization of the two temm s can be changed at w ill by changing the
nom alization of the ferm ions. T he relative sign can also be changed by sw itching the ferm ion
labels 1 ! 2. However, the sign of the four ferm ion term cannot be changed, and detemn ines
w hether the m odel is m assive or m asskess in the IR . For g positive, them odel ow s (perturoa-
tively) to weak coupling in the IR . T his is the case of the lattice m odel Introduced In [0, 0]
It is possble to generalize the integrable m odel by Introducing heterogeneities in a way well

understood forordinary algebras l]. Th doing so, the source temm in the equations ) is replaced
by
= "7+ g2 N7
. — 5 )
+ =2 + 4+ =2

where isa param eter m easuring heterogeneities, and the energy becom es
cX 1 1

- +

2 ( )2+ 1=4 ( + )2+ 1=4

E = (10)
W e w ill not discuss com plte calculations here, but sin ply derive som e essential features of the
associated them odynam ics Bethe ansatz (TBA ). T he ground state ism ade of real particles, and

excitations are holes In the ground state. A ffer introducing the Frourier transform s
Z Z

. 1 .
fx)y= d e *f(); £()= dxe ' *f (x) (11)
the physical equations read
ay A oS X o FF sinh ®=2) 12)
200sh ®x=2) 1 cosh (3x=4)
and the energy, up to a constant
c 2 ws X
E=— ~x) dx 13)
2 2cosh x=2) 1

T he interesting way to proceed then isto takethe Im N ! 1 ,a ! 0 (@ the lattice spacing),
such that Na ! L nite. Wethen takethelmit ! 1 wihe 2 “3=a nite. Tn that lim i,
excitations at nie rapidity acquire a relativistic digpersion relation, w ith rapidity = % . The
scattering of these excitations w ith them selves corresoonds to the S m atrix elem ent:

“1al 31l = sinh !

S i e e ¥ ST 14
oo cosh (31 =2) e

+

and the latter coincideswih 5 » the scattering m atrix elem ent of particle 1 w ith itself in
the sigm a m odel M), as discussed in W] (thism atrix elem ent is called ¢ there)?.

M isprints have unfortunately cropped up in the equation whose denom inator should read sinh ! cosh (! (3
)=2 ) instead.



In fact, one can check that the thermm odynam ics of the spin chain, in this lim i, coincides w ith

the thermm odynam ics of the eld theory for the supersphere sigm a m odel discussed In []: the
introduction of heterogeneities provides thus a regularization of this eld theory.
A s always —and this can be related ] to the N ielsen-N inom iya theorem []] —the m assive

degrees of freedom near vanishing bare rapidity in the m odel w ith heterogenities are com pleted
by m asslkess degrees of freedom  at large bare rapidities (edges ofthe B rillouin zone). T hese are the
sam e m asskssm odes that would be present In the hom ogeneous chain ocbtained by ltting = 0.
T he dynam ics of these m asskessm odes decouples entirely from the dynam ics of the m assive ones,
and one can identify the associated CFT w ith the weak coupling lm it of the supersohere sigm a
m odel, that is, the sym plectic ferm ion theory.

Tt is tem pting to carry out the sam e procedure for the case of higher spin. Unfortunately,
not much is known about the higher soin integrable osp soin chains In explicit form . It is air to
expect, based on analogies w ith other cases — in particular the so(n) case —that such chains do
exist, and are described by changing the source term s and energy tem s as

=2 si 1 2s

! ; ! 15
+ =2 +si’ 2+ 1=4 2+ g2 1)

where s is the higher spin. T he them odynam ics ofthem assive eld theory lin it is descrlbed by
the equations

;) 0 j(O)=T % 0 (9=t
—— ( ) Inl+e’ (g1t 42 1) ) Iml+e ! (16)
=1
R
where ()= s—2=—andf g()=5 £(  9g(%d ° The boundary condition g !

m cosh mustbe Inposed. T he free energy reads then
Z
d =T
F= T 2—moosh h l+e 2 @7)

T he them odynam ics of the lattice m odel is described by sin ilar equations, but di erent
source termm s. It allow s one in particular to determ ine the entropy per site of the chain in the
large T 1lm it. One ndsthat this entropy corresponds, for s half integer, to a m ix of representa—

m odels m ust therefore nvolve these m ix of representations on every site, and presum ably m ust
be considered as having osp superYangian symm etry, In analogy w ih the son) case [1]. In
particular, the extension of the adpint by a scalar representation to form an irreducble repre-
sentation ofthe Yangian is typical. C alculations w ith a tw ist angle giving antiperiodic boundary
conditions to the kinks 3 show s that the representations w ith halfinteger spin have superdin en—
sion 1, while those with integer spin have superdin ension + 1. Som e of these resuls have been
obtained independently and using a di erent approach In [1].
Tt is easy to check that the central charge of these m odels is

8s
2s+ 3

Ceff = (18)

A s In the usual su2) case, one can deform the m odels by considering R m atrices w ith
Ug0sp (1=2) symm etry, and one can truncate them in the case q a root of unity. The result-
ing TBA’s have the form shown in Figure 1 with a total number of nodes equal to N ), and

’This is analogous to the study of excited states carried out in [0].
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Figurel: Incidence diagram ofthe generalTBA obtained after quantum group deform ation and
truncation of the spoin s chain.

central charge
8s 24s

_ 1
CffT 0573 N+ AN + 4 29) 19)

M ost of the ©llow ing is devoted to understanding the eld theories associated w ith {ll) and
m .

3 Coset m odels

Thebasic eld theory we have Introduced so far isthe O SP (1=2)=SP (2) non linear sigm a m odel
). Anocther type of sigm a m odel plays a m apr role In the analysis: the UO SP (1=2)x W ess
Zum ino W iten m odel. Details about O SP and UOSP are fumished In the appendix: the
bosonic part of UO SP (1=2) is SU (2), and the group is com pact. The lvel k is quantized (for
the nomn alization of k, we use the lvel of the sub SU (2), lke for lnstance in the works [ 1].
The sam e m odelwould be called the O SP (1=2) 5 m odel follow ing the conventions used in the
literature on disordered system s (see eg ], aswellas in our previous paper). Them odel is not
expected to be a unitary conform al eld theory: this is clear at the level of the action, where
for instance the purely ferm jonic part is closely related to the system , a non unitary theory.
This is also expected on general grounds, since, for nstance, there is no way to de ne a m etric
w ithout negative nom (square) states in som e representations.

It tums out however that the UO SP (1=2), W ZW theories are relhtively sinple, at least at

rst sight. The best way to understand them is to use a rem arkable em bedding discovered by

Fan and Yu [ ].

3.1 The UOSP (1=2)=SU (2) coset m odels

T hese authors m ade the crucial observation that

UOSP (1;2) SU (2) UOSP di2)e (20)
r</k k SU (2)k

w here the branching functions of the latter part de ne a V irasoro m inim alm odel, w ith

2k
Coosp 2k + 3
B 3k
Csuz = K+ 2
k+ 1)
; = 1 6 21
Grirasoro k+ 2) 2k + 3) 21)
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1 2 3

UOSP(1/2), ISU(2),

Figure2: Incidencediagram ofthe TBA describingUO SP (1=2),=SU (2)x cosetm odelsperturbed

by the operatorwih h= 1 m . The total num ber of nodes is 2k.

Only for k an integer does the action of the W ess Zum ino m odel m ake sense, and we will
restrict ourselves to this case in the follow ing. T he V irasoro m odels w hich appear there have p =
2k+ 3;9= k+ 2; they are non uniary, and theire ective central charge iscers = 1 m .
These m odels can thusbe considered asUO SP=SU coset m odels!

T he perturbation ofthesem odelsby the operator ,; (here, the labels refer to the description
asaVirasorom inin alm odel) wih dinension h= 1 m iswellknown to be Integrable (the
1 comes from theOSP ,the3=4k+ 2) from theSU 2)). The TBA hasthe form shown in Figure
2 []. As observed in [[1], £ can be obtained after a g-defom ation and a truncation of the
basic supersohere sigm a m odelTBA . T he corresponding S m atrices can thus easily be deduced,
and follow RSO S restrictions of the g-deform ed a2(2> S m atrices, or, equivalently, g-deform ed
osp(1=2)") S matrices. The sinplest and m ost interesting case corresponds to the m odel of
Virmsorom inin alseriesp= 5;9= 3. ks centralcharge isc= 3=5whik ¢rr = 3=5. The TBA
for a perturbation by the operator ;7 ofweight h = 3=4 isdescribed by the diagram In the gure
in the particular case where the number of nodes istwo. The S m atrix has been worked out In
details in [ ].

An amusihg consequence of this observation is that the supersohere sigm a m odel appears
asthelmit k ! 1 ofa series of coset models. This is quite sin ilar to the way the ordinary
sohere sigm a m odel appears as the 1im it of a serdes of paraferm ion theordes 1], this tin e of type
SU @)=U @).

An in portant di erence between the two cases is that, since the three point function of ,;
vanishes, the perturbation ofthe coset m odels is ndependant of the sign ofthe coupling, and thus
always m assive. The situation was di erent in the case of parafermn ionic theories SU (2)=U (1),
where one sign was m assive (@nd corresponded, in the Imit k ! 1 , to thecase = 0), but
the other wasm assless ] (@and corresponded n the Imit k ! 1 ,tothecase = ). Forthe
supersphere, there is no theta tem , so it is naturalthat we get onky one ow . ¢

An interesting consequence of the embedding is that we can deduce the e ective central
charge of the UOSP (1=2) W ZW model at kvel k. Using that for the V irasoro m odel, Ger =
1 m, one nds

8k
2k + 3’
This result willbe com patbl with all the subsequent analysis, but it is in slight disagreem ent
wih [0, B0]. In the latter papers, con gctures are m ade that the spectrum closes on prin ary

;1.0 jézkj:;) . Ifthis tumed out to be true, them odels

“Recallthat , (8™ ™ )= ,(™ )= 0fPrm 6 3,= 2 orm = 3.

Ceff = UOSP (1=2)x 22)

edsofspin j= 0
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2k+2|

UOSP(1/2), ® SU(2), / SU(2),.,

Figure 3: Incidence diagram of the TBA descrbbing UO SP (1=2),  SU (2)1=SU 2)x+1 coset

m odels perturbed by the operatorwih h= 1 m . The totalnum ber of nodes is 2k + 21.

we dentify would not exactly be the W ZW m odels, but m aybe som e \extensions" of these —at
the present tin e, this issue is not settled, but it seem s sin pler to assum e the value M) is indeed
the e ective central charge ofthe W ZW m odel.

32 TheUOSP (1=2) SU (2)=SU (2) coset m odels

W e consider now TBA ’swih a total number of nodes N = 2k + 21. If the m assive node is the
2k® one, the UV central charge is

_ 8k 24k
Cetf 2k+ 3 @k + 21+ 4) 21+ 4)
8k 31 30+ k)
= + (23)

2k+3 1+2 1+k+2
suggesting that the m odel can be understood asa coset m odelUO SP (1=2), SU (2)1=SU @)+ 1-
A ssum ing the TBA corresponds to a theory perturbed by an operator whose odd point fiinctions
vanish,we nd thedim ension oftheperturbingoperatortobeh = 1 m . Thisiscom patble
w ith taking the spin 1=2 eld In the denom nator of the coset.
If the m assive node is the 2k + 1% one m eanw hile, the central charge is

8k + 4 122k + 1)
2k + 4 2k + 21+ 4) 21+ 3)
3k 81 3k+ D

= + (24)
k+2 21+3 k+ 1+ 2

suggesting sim ilarly that them odelcan be understood asa coset SU 2)x UO SP (1=2)1=SU @2)x+1
perturbed by the operator of dim ension h = 1 4(k%1+2> . O foourse the two cases are actually
equivalent by taking m irror In ages, but it is convenient to keep them separate to study the large
1 lin it later.

Cff =

33 TheUOSP (1=2) UOSP (1=2)=UOSP (1=2) m odels.

W e now consider instead TBA ’s with a total num ber of nodesN = 2k + 21 1. If the m assive
node is the 2k™ one, the UV central charge is found to be

- 24k
Cett 2k+ 3 @L+ 3) 2k + 21+ 3)
8k 81 8k + 1)

+
2k+ 3 21+ 3 2k+ 21+ 3
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2k+1 2k+2|

SUQ2), ® UOSP(1/2), | SUQ2),,,

Figure 4: Incidence diagram of the TBA descrbing SU (2)y UOSP (1=2)1=SU (2)x+1 coset

m odels perturbed by the operatorwih h= 1 m . The total num ber of nodes is 2k + 21.

TN

2k+2I-1

UOSP(1/2), ® UOSP(1/2), IUOSP(1/2),,,

Figure 5: Incidence diagram ofthe TBA describingUO SP (1=2)x UOSP (1=2);=U0 SP (1=2)y+1
coset m odels perturbed by the operator with h = 1 2k+7321+3 . The total num ber of nodes is
2k + 21 1.

suggesting that them odels can be interpreted ascosest UO SP (1=2), UOSP (1=2);1=U0 SP (1=2)k+ 1.
A ssum ing the TBA corresponds to a theory perturbed by an operator whose odd point fiinctions
do not vanish, we nd the dim ension of the perturbing operatorto beh = 1 m . Thisis
com patble w ith taking the spin 1=2 eld in the denom inator of the coset.

N ote that, since we have assum ed the three point function of the perturbing operator does
not vanish, sw itching the sign of the perturbation should lad to a di erent resul. Ik isnatural
to expect that one has then a massless ow, whose TBA and S m atrices are readily built by
analogy w ith the SU (2) case 1] we leave this to the reader as an exercise.

Finally, we notice that the UO SP (1=2) coset modelwih k= 1= 1 was rst identi ed in the
paper ].

3.4 The other m odels

The last possbl case we can obtain out of this construction corresponds to a TBA ’s w ith an
odd num ber of nodes (say, 2k + 1), and them ass on an odd node, too.

The e ective central charge is Cerr = 1 m. The m odels can be considered as
Virasorom odelsw ith p= 2k + 5;9= k+ 2, and the TBA corresponds to perturbation by the 15
eld now, ofdim ension h15 = 1 Zki = . W e have not found any convincing way to interpret this
in tem s of O SP (1=2) cosets; m aybe it is not possble. Notice that the 3=k + 5) is a weight
for O SPy, 1, which, since it appearsw ith a m inus sign in h, should be in the denom inator of the
sought after coset. N otice also that, by using the ram ark at the end of the previous paragraph,
we expect ow sbetween them odelswe have interpreted in term s0f 0 SP (1=2) and SU (2) cosets

and these unidenti ed m odels. T his could be a usefulhint.




1 2 2k

UOSP(1/2),

Figure 6: Incidencediagram ofthe TBA describbingtheUO SP (1=2), W ZW m odelw ih a current
current perturbation.

4 Sigm a m odels

41 TheUOSP W ZW m odels

Taking 1! 1 forthe class ofm odels where the m assive node is an even one, we obtain theories
w ith central charge Gerr = % . Thisvalue coincides w ith the resul obtained in the rst section
fors= k. W e therefore suggest that the continuum lin it ofthe lattice m odelsw ith integer spin s
aretheUO SP (1=2)x- s m odels. Introducing heterogeneities then gives rise to the current-current
perturbation of these m odels.

The S m atrix is the tensor product ofthe RSO S S m atrix for the V irasoro m odelM ok 3+ 2
perturbed by 27 Which we saw can be reinterpreted as an UOSP RSO S m atrix) and the
supersphere sigm a m odel S m atrix.

These resuls apply to the NS sector of the m odel, where the ferm ionic currents have integer
m odes, and are periodic. The Ram ond sector can be obtained by spectral ow; one has In
particular ]

N S k

+ 2 (26)
W hilke the true central charge seem s haccessble from the TBA, one can follow the spectral

ow byngiving a fugagity to the solitons, as was discussed In our rst paper, ¥ caltulating

R _ NS 0
Ly = Ly Js

z=Tre Bt TE D  yhereqisthetopological charge of the solitons, nom alized asg= 0; 1.

A ntiperiodic boundary condiions correspond to = (& 1) , and are found to give, using the
system of equations (38,39) of our previous paper
_ & ok 27)
LT Dk 3

n agreement with [l .

Finally, it is easy to check from the TBA that the din ension of the perturbing operator has
to be (1;1). This gives strong support to our con gcture.

W e stress that, as far as we know , none of the perturloed UO SP (1=2), W ZW m odels can be
Interpreted asa G rossNeveu m odel. The O SP GN m odels correspond to m odels w ith, form ally,
levelk = %, and have a di erent physics, and di erent scattering m atrices, as discussed in [11].
W e w ill get back to this issue In the conclusion.

42 The \SU (2)y UOSP (1=2)=SU 2)" m odels.

Ifwetakethelmit 1! 1 form odelswhich have them asson an odd node, the central charge as
well as the interpretation of the coset m odels are consistent w ith a theory of the form SU (2)

10



1 2 2k-1

SU(2), ®UOSP(1/2)1 SU(2)

Figure 7: Incidence diagram of the TBA descrbing the SU )y UOSP (1=2)=SU (2) sigm a

m odel.

— — — )

Figure 8: Incidence diagram ofthe TBA describing the O SP (1=2) PCM m odel.

UOSP (1=2)=SU (2), ofwhich the supersphere sigm a m odelwas jist the sin plest (k = 0) version.
It would bem ost interesting to nd out the action descrbing these m odels, but we have not
done so ornow —we w ill com m ent about the problem below .

5 TheUOSP (1=2) PCM m odel

In the SU (2) case for nstance, the Imit k ! 1 ofthe W ZW modelwih a current current
perturbation coincides w ith the scattering theory for the PCM (orincipal chiral m odel) m odel
. ]. It is natural to expect that the sam e thing will hold for the UO SP (1=2) case. The TBA
Jooks as in Figure 8, and the scattering m atrix has obviously the form Spcy / S S, where S
is the S m atrix for the supersphere sigm a m odel, up to CDD factors we w ill discuss below

Let us study this PCM model m ore explicitely. It is convenient to write an elem ent of

UOSP (1=2) as 0 1
1 1 1
B 1l+ 4 % Z ¢
g=@ 3@ b )al 5 ) b 3 HE 28)
1 I 1
;b +a ) bd 3 ) a @ 3 )
w ith the constraint aa + o = 1. In a sim ilar way, the con jagate of the m atrix, g*, reads
0 1
L Lt 1 i +a ) 1@ b .
g=8 1 a@ 2 ) ba % )& 29)
1 1 1
The action ofthe PCM m odel reads, after a rescaling ofthe ferm ions ! 2
1
Str @ g ¢ /@ @ + @ala+@MDb)QA )+5 e @ (30)

W e note that the U0 SP (1=2) group m aniold can be denti ed w ith the supersphere S 372 [l],
that is, the space O SP (4=2)=0 SP (3=2). The PCM m odel, however, cannot be expected to

11



coincide w ith the sigm am odelon S37: the sym m etry groups are di erent, and so are the invariant
actions. For Instance, n the PCM m odel, the group UO SP (1=2) acts by con jugation, laving
the dentity invariant. In the vicinity of the identity, under the SP (2) = SU (), the ferm ionic
coordinates transform as a doublet, and the bosonic coordinates transform as a triplt. In the
sigm a m odel, the coordinates near the origin transform as the fuindam entalofO SP (3=2). Under
the SO 3) = SP (2) = SU 2) oftheO SP (3=2), the bosonic coordinates transform asa triplet but
the ferm ionic coordinatesnow transform asa singlet (they form a doublktundera di erent SP (2),
which Jeaves the sphere S° invariant). T he groups acting di erently, the invariant actions can be
expected to be di erent. This is con m ed by explicit calculation. The supers%here S 3?2 can be
param etrized in term s of coordinatesxi, 1= 0;:::;3 and 1; 2. The constraint 8xf+ 21 ,=1
gives rise to

x;=yi (0 12)7 Yiz= 1 (31)
0
T he sigm a m odel action
X3
S=2@ 1@ L+ @ xy)? (32)
=0
becom es then
x3 !
S=2@ 1@ 2+ @y)® @ 212 218 18 (33)

=0

The two equations [l are sim ilar, but exhibit a m ajpr di erence in the sign of the fur
ferm ion tem .

T he physics of the two m odels is considerably di erent. For the supersohere sigm a m odel,
the function is exactly zero to all orders, and the theory is exactly conform al invariant for any
value of the coupling constant (like in the O (2)=0 (1) case). ForthePCM , the function follow s
from W egner’s calculations in the case O ( 1) 1]

T he conventions here are that the Boltzm ann weight isexp ( S), and

z h i Z h i
1 1 1 2
S = - Tr(Str)@g@gy=2— Trg Qg

In the SU 2) case, the m assive theory corresponds to < 0. By contrast, for the O SP (1=2)
case, the m assive direction corresponds to > 0. However, since one takes then a supertrace
instead of a trace, the SU 2) part oftheRPCM action has the sam e sign as In the SU (2) pure
case, with Boltzm ann weight exp[ Fstj @ a@ a¥ + @ @ ¥)], and the finctional integral is
well de n%. N ote that the sym plectic ferm ion part of the Boltzm ann weight is of the fom

exp[ Tstj @ @ + @ @ )], and also exhibits the sam e sign as the action of the super—
sohere sigm a m odel in the m assive phase W here the sym m etry is restored).

12



The exact S m atrix can be deduced from the TBA by noticing that, forthem atrix S S, the
presence of the self coupling for the rst node in the sigma m odelTBA would kad to a doublk
self coupling. This has to be rem oved, and the usual calculation gives

Spcmw =Y S S (36)

sinh + isin( =3)
sinh isin ( =3

where the CDD factor ¥ = W,Y = cancels the double poles and double
2

zeroes in  § M) . Let us recall for com pleteness the sigm a m odel S m atrix.
Sif;_f = 1E + 2P + 3I (37)
where we have set
Eilzj'f = a iz;jz( 1)X(il)( 1)X(i2) (38)

whik P is the graded pem utation operator

P.j2i2 = 1)p(i1)p(j1) L R (39)

Ly L oh

T he indices i take values In the findam ental representation of the osp (1=2) algebra, i= 1;2;3.
Wesetl= 1;2=3;3=2,x1)=xQB)= 0;x@)= 1.The factors =n M) read

~ 21
' N 2)d ) °

B 21 (40)
3 (N 2) 2

forthevalieN =1 2= 1 characteristic ofthe O SP (1=2) case.

6 Realizations of the UOSP (1=2) sym m etry.

In section 4, we have found two fam ilies of m odelswhose S m atrix hasUO SP (1=2) symm etry .
Them odels based on the lattice TBA for s integer correspond to UO SP (1=2)r_ s W ZW m odels
peturbed by a current current interaction. The UV theory is a current algebra, in which the
symm etry is Iocally realized by two sets of currents, J ;3 and J ;3

W hat happens In the other fam ily of m odels is less clear. An exogption to this is the case
s= 1=2,itheUOSP (1=2)=SU 2) OSP (1=2)=SP (2) sigm a m odel. In this case, the sym em try
is realized non linearly, and it is worthw hike seeing m ore explicitely how this works.

6.1 Sym plectic ferm ions and non linearly realized sym m etries

Consider thus the supersphere sigm a m odel. This m odel for positive coupling describes the
G oldstone phase for O SP (1=2) symm etry broken down spontaneously to SP (2) (ossble since
the group is not unitary com pact). For negative coupling, it is m assive, and the O SP (1=2)
symm etry is restored at large distance. In either case, the action is proportional to (Wwe have
slightly changed the nom alizations com pared w ith the previous paper)

S/ 2@ 1@ ,+ @ x)? 41)
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wih2 1 5+ x?= 1.W ecan nd theN oether currentsw ith the usualprocedure. An in nitesin al
O SP (1=2) transfomm ation reads

X = 11t 22
1 = 2X+ a1+ Co
2 = 1XxX+ bj aj 42)

where 1; , are Y all form onic deform ation param eters, a; c¢ an allbosonic param eters. By
de nition, thischange keaves?2 1 ,+ x° Invariant. In tem softhe ferm ion variables, the sym m etry
is realized non linearly:

1= 21 12)+ a1+ c»

2= 1@ 120+t az an 43)

Perform ing the change in the action, and identifying the coe cients of linear derivatives
@ ;@ x wih the currents gives ve conserved currents. T hree of them generate the sub su 2):

Jgt = - 1@ 1
J = l@
5 28 2
3 1
J° = 2(1@2 @ 1 2) (44)

The two ferm ionic currents m eanw hilke are

FF=@x 1 x@ 1=@ 10 212
J =@x 2 xQ@ =@ 0 21 2) 45)

These ve currents should be present in the UV lim it of the sigm a m odel, which coincides w ith
sym plectic ferm ions. T he latter theory has been studied a great deal. O fparticular interest is
the operator content, which is conveniently encoded in the generating fiinction WM). Recall that
the \ground state" (that is, elds ofweight (0;0)) is degenerate four tim es, w hilke there are eight

elds of weight (1;0) (@nd eight elds of weight (0;1)). It has sixteen elds of weight (1;1).
W e can understand these m ultiplicities easily by using the sigm a m odel Interpretation. From
the O SP (1=2) symm etry, we expect to have, by taking the weak coupling lim it of the foregoing
currents, ve elds (1;0) and wve elds (0;1) (these elds are not chiral currents, because of
som e logarithm ic festures: m ore about thisbelow ) . M eanw hile, the broken O SP (1=2) sym m etry
In plies the existence of three non trivial elds with weight (0;0), whose derivatives are also
necessarily turrents’. W e therefore expect eight elds (8 = fundam ental+ adpint) (1;0) and
(0;1), In agream ent w ith the known resul.

Note that elds with weights (1;0) and (0;1) can have som e comm on com ponents due to
the presence of eldsw ith vanishing weights. It ©llow s that m any of their products do actually
vanish, leading to a m ultiplicity of sixteen for elds (1;1), and not 82, as one could have naively
assum ed.

An interesting question is now what rem ains of the O SP (1=2) sym m etry right at the weak
coupling xed point, that is, in the sym plectic ferm ions theory itself. There, i tums out that
only the sub SP (2) can be observed, as the bosonic currents J ;J3 are still conserved In the
sym plectic ferm ion theory. This conservation boils down to the equations ofmotion @ @ ; =

14



0. If one naively tries to check the conservation of the fermm ionic currents, it seem s one needs

@ Q@ (71 2)= 0,which ism anifestly wrong! So these currents, which are conserved In the sigm a

m odel at any non zero coupling, are not strictly speaking conserved right at the weak coupling
xed point.

T he explanation of this apparent paradox lies in the role of the coupling constant and how
exactly one can obtain the confom al lin it. The best is to take the Boltzm ann weight as e
wih S asabove, S = 28 1@ 5+ (@ x)? and put the coupling constant i the radius of the

1

supersphere x° + 2 1 , = ¢°, which now lkadsto x= g 51 2. The equations of m otion are

QR x = X
Qe 1 = 1
@ee . = 2 (46)
w here :
=?§<@@ x+ @@ ,+Q@Q 1 2] 47)

leading, as usual, to the conservation of j . The conform al sym plectic ferm ion theory is then
obtained in the (shqgular) Imit g ! 1 , where the eld x fom ally becom es a constant, and
Q@ @ x= 0 a trviality. W ithin this lim it, the O SP (1=2) symm etry is lost, but one gets as is
rem nant the two f&m ionic \currents", @ ; and @ 5.

It is Interesting nally to discuss the algebra satis ed by the SP (2) currents right at the
conform al point (a related calculation has been presented in 1], but we do not think its inter-
pretation —based on rescaling the currents- is appropriate) . The OPE’s are rather com plicated:

11+ 2hg wit , 1 1@(1 20+ ZQ@(12) 1

J" @I w) = = zw “hg w @
(z)J W) 1 R 3 —— S ¥ R0
3 <3 lz w 43
273+ 2293
+ 2 2z z (48)
zZ W
3 lz w
2 + 32497
J3(Z)J (W) — 4 4z w
zZ W
11+ 2hg wi+t o1 1Q@(12)+Z—Q@(12) 1_ |
J3 ()73 = = — z W n wR e
(z)J~ W) 8 R 1 — 2 ¥ .0,

and we see that the notation J (z) isabusive: the eld hasweights (1;0) butthe OPEshvolve In z
term s. T he com m utators of charges are only a ected by the ﬁ termm , and the su (2) relations are
recovered not through a rescaling but because of the presence of other non trivial O PE s between
the Y¥eft’ and Yight’ com ponents. For instance, w riting only the relevant tem , one has

1 1
J"@)J W) = I3+ J3
2(z w) 2(z w)
1
It @I ) = Be
2(z w) 2@z w)
333
" @I w) = -2 (49)
Z '
R
ensuring R* ;0 1= 20% whereQ = 5~ (Jdz Jdz).

Amusingly, the 1=z w)? part of the OPE s corresponds to the nom alization k = %, so the
UV Im it of the sigm a m odeldoes contain a \logarithm ic k = 1=2" su (2) current algebra.
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6.2 Speculations on the SU (2),y, UOSP (1=2)=SU 2).

Tt is tem pting to gpeculate then that the m odels for s half integer correspond to \higher level"
generalizations of the sym plectic ferm ions, w ith a non linear realization ofthe UO SP (1=2) sym —
m etry, and a \logarithm ic su (2) current algebra". W e do not know what the action of these
m odels m ight be, except that In the UV they should reduce to the tensor product ofa SU (2)x
W ZW m odeland sym plectic ferm ions. N otice of course that the PCM model-thelm itk ! 1,
does obey this scenario. Indeed, the PCM m odel also provides a realization ofthe UO SP (1=2)
symm etry which is non linear once the constraints have been explicitely solved. Solving the
constraints In tem s of the ferm ions gives

" #
. 1 o4 @)? ba
J = — DbQa alkb — @ @ — (@ + @)
2 4 4 4
" #
1 a? b )? ab
J = — alb bRa+ — @ + Q — (@ + Q@)
2 4 4 4
3 1 aa
J° = 2 ala +b@b+Z(ab Q ab @)+?(@ @ )
+ — 50
5 (@ e ) (50)
T he ferm jonic currents m eanw hile read >
j* lee vae) = ¢ 2 @
= —_ a —_ —_—
J 2 16 16
j = l(b@ @ )+ 1 @ b @ (51)
b3 @ 16° 16

O ne can as well solve for the bosonic constraint aa + b = 1. If one does so, and rescales the

elds w ith the coupling constant as in the supersphere case, the UV expression of the currents
becom es sin ply the sum of the currents for a system of 3 bosons (the an all coupling lm it of the
SU ) PCM m odel) and the currents for the sym plectic ferm ion theory.

Theevidence from the TBA isthatthePCM m odelcan give rise to two kinds ofm odels m ore
on this in the conclusion): eitherthe UO SP (1=2), W ZW m odels like in the usual case, but also
the SU 2),y, UOSP (1=2)=SU (2) m odel, which presum ably involves som e sort of term changing
the SU (2) part ofthe action into the W ZW one w ith a current current perturbation, but kaving
the sym plectic ferm Jonic part essentially una ected. W e do not know how to concretely realize
this though.

A nother interesting aspect stem s from the fact that the central charge obtained by giving
antiperiodic boundary conditions to the kinks reads, after elem entary algebra,

2
c-1 XY 52)

k+ 2)
This is precisely the central charge of the models M 4 2,1, of which the rst two havec= 1
and c= 7.W e are thus kd to speculate that the M i, ,;; m odels —or rather, their proper hon
m inim al’ versions (studied in 1], although we do not necessarily agree w ith the conclusions
there), as the m Inin al m odels are entirely em pty in this case, are m odels w ith spontaneously

It is usefil to recall that factoring out the SU (2), i taking as action j* j , leads (after som e rescalings and
relabellings) to the action of the supersphere sigm a m odelU O SP (1=2)=SU (2) w ritten earlier in term s of 1; 2.
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broken UO SP (1=2) symm etry. It would be very interesting to look fiirther for signsofan UO SP
structure In these m odels, and to study their Jogarithm ic’ SU (2) algebra.

N ote that these m odels are obtained by ham iltonian reduction ofthe SU 2)r m odel. In this
reduction ], an auxiliary system is ntroduced to ply the role of Fadeev-P opov ghosts, so
these m odels are indeed naturally related to the product of SU (2)x and U (1) as we observed
earlier.

7 The UOSP (1=2)=U (1) sigm a m odel(s)

Instead of factoring out the SU (), one can of course also factor out the U (1) and get an
UOSP (1=2)=U (1) sigm a m odel. This is egpecially Interesting since the standard argum ent to
derive the continuum lim it of the osp (1=2) soin chains would lad to a sigm a m odel on the
m anifold param etrizing the coherent states, and this isprecisely UO SP (1=2)=U (1) [, 1.

N ote how ever that them anifold UO SP (1=2)=U (1) isnot a sym m etric (super) space (this can
easily be seen since the (anti) com m utator of two ferm ionic generators does not alw ays belong to
the Lie algebra of U (1)). A s a consequence, sigm a m odels on thism anifold w ill have m ore than
one coupling constant.

To proceed, a possible strategy isto ollow [l]and consider forawhilem odelsUO SP (1=2),=U (1),
that is graded paraferm ionic theordes.

G raded paraferm ions [[]] theories are constructed in a way sin ilar to the original construction
of Fateev and Zam olodchikov, w ith the additional ingredient of a Z, grading. They cbey the
OPE ruls

0 . 1°
1@) pw)= ( 1PPPDexp 21 ~ P e (53)
T heir dim ensions are h; = l(kkl) + %,where = 1, lhalfan odd Integer, = 0O otherwise. Of
particular Interest isthe OPE
. i
12@) 1, @) = @ w)xm Z 1+ @z w)*o PP+ i
2 h l
1@ 1w) = @ w)k 21+ @ w)oWP+

(54)

Here, the operators O have din ension 2, andmustcbey 0 & 0 @) = %T , T the stress energy
tensor. The sin plest paraferm ionic theory fork = 1 hasc = %, and seem s to coincide w ith
the m odel M 5,3 6. Fork an Integer, 1 muns over the set 1= k + l':::;0;:::;]<: %, 212 Z.
Paraferm ions w ith integer 1 are bosonic, the others are ferm ionic. Fork = 1, 1 I, and there
isonly a pair of parafermm ionic elds, ofweight h = % . It can be shown that the parafermm ionic
theordies jist de ned coincide with UO SP (1=2),=U (1) coset theories.

Like In the SU @) case, the UOSP (1=2), model wih a current-current pertubation can
be written in tem s of the graded paraferm ions and a free boson . It is then easy to nd an
integrable anisotropic deform ation

p

1 1€

i

2k (55)

N

+ 1= 1=2€

6Since SU (2)1 can be represented In termm s of a free boson, the cosets O SP (1=2)=SU (2) and O SP (1=2)=U (1)
are equivalent there.
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Figure 9: Conpectured Incidence diagram of the TBA describing the UOSP (1=2),=U (1)
paraferm ions.

o

(In the case k = 1, the perturbation readse * 2 4 1= lzzep_E . ) The non local conserved
Sz iz
currents ||] are 1€ Y ¥7 and l=2elaz (Where’ denotesthe right com ponentof =" +"').

The TBA and S m atrices are rather cbvious: we take the sam e kft part of the diagram as for
the O SP (1=2)y case, but replace the in nite right tail by the ubiquitous, nite and anisotropic

part discussed in our rst paper. In the isotropic Iim it ] 2 ! 1, the RG generates the other
term s necessary to m ake ) into a whole current current perturbation.
Takingthelmi ! 0would then lad to the TBA for the paraferm jonic theory. Thiswould

require an understanding of the scattering In the attractive regim e w here bound states exist, but
we have not perform ed the related analysis. It is possble however to m ake a sin ple con gcture
based on num erology, and analogies w ith the SU (2) case. C onsider indeed the TBA in Figurcll
where the box represents the set of couplings discussed in our rst paper []. In the UV, the

diagram is identical to the one arising in the study of the a2(2> Toda theory. The central charge
isc = 2k 1 asdiscussed In []. In the IR, the diagram is identical to the ones arising In the
UOSP=SU cosstmodels,and ¢, = 2k 4+ 2k1+23 . The nalcentralcharge isthuscers = 3 %,

and concides w ith the e ective central charge for U0 SP (1=2)=U (1) paraferm ions of kevelk. W e
con pcture thisT BA describesthe perturbation ofthese paraferm ionic theoriesby the com bination
of graded paraferm ions

11t 1= 1= (56)

The e ective dim ension of the perturbation deduced from the TBA isl Z_lk , and this coincides
w ith the combination h = w . N ote that we have not studied what kind of scattering theory
would give rise to the TBA in Figurel, and whether it is actually m eaningful. Still, taking the
Imi k ! 1, we should obtain the TBA for som ething that looks lke an UO SP (1=2)=U (1)
sigm a m odel. N otice that the bosonic part of thism odel is identicalw ith the SU 2)=U (1) sigm a
m odel, and thus there is the possibility of a topological termm . Tt is not clear what the low energy

Iin it of them odelw ith topologicalangle = would be.
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8 Conclusions

T he results presented here presum ably have rather sin ple generalization to the O SP (1=2n) case,
even though details m ight not be absolutely straightforward to work out — for instance, we do
not know of embeddings generalizing the one discussed in the rst sections.

T he supersphere sigm a m odel for g positive In the conventions of section 2, ows in the IR
to weak coupling, at least perturbatively. It is expected that the phase diagram will exhbit a
critical point at som e value g and that for larger coupling, the theory will be m assive. The
critical point presum ably coincides w ith the dilute O N = 1) theory rst solved by N ienhuis

]. This theory is described by a free boson with a charge at In niy, and is closely related
with themininalmodelM 5;3. In fact the partition function of the dilute O N = 1) m odel
provided one restricts to even num bers of non contractdble Ioops can be w ritten in the Coulomb
gas language of D iFrancesco et al. 1] as

Z53 = % £c(B=5;5) Z.(=5;1)] o7)

and coincides w ith the partition finction of the m inim alm odel. Earlier in this paper, we have
denti ed thismodelw ith the UO SP (1=2),=U (1) parafem ionic theory. The ullO N = 1)
theory, however de ned, has a considerably m ore com plex operator content [1].

N ote that antiperiodic boundary conditions for the ferm ions, which give an e ective central
charge equal to Grr = 1 In the supersphere sigm a m odel give, In the critical theory, a highly
irrational value cee = 1 1—2 (arccosh (3=2))2 . There are no indications that an integrable ow
from the critical theory to the low tem perature generic theory exists. An integrable ow isknown
to exist in the special case where the symm etry is enhanced to SU (1=2). In that case, the IR
theory isthe so called dense O N = 1) model, which hasc= 7, and is closely related w ith
them inin alm odelM 3; . Note that this m odel is the second m odel of the unidenti ed series in
section 4, and bears som e form al resemblance to the modelUO SP (1=2)3_, . W hat thism eans

rem ains one of the m any open questions in this stillba ing area.

A cknow ledgm ents: W e thank G . Landi, N.Read and M . Zimbauer for useful rem arks and
suggestions. W e especially thank P.D orey for pointing out the discussion of O SP coset m odels
in [1]. The work of HS was supported in part by the DOE.

A Som e results on osp(1=2).

W e collect In this appendix som e form ulas about osp (1=2), the associated current algebra and
groups.
T he supergroup O SP (1=2) is the group of Yeal m atrices g cbeying (pasic references are
o, D)

gtIg=4J (58)
where ’ 0 1
1 0 0
J=%0 0 1% (59)
0 1 0
: . . a b o at &
For g a bosonic m atrix, g = c 4 ,recallthat g = bt o
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E lem ents of the group preserve the quadratic form , ifX = @ 1; 2), X X ="+ ; § , 9.
They can be param etrized by g= & wih

0 1
B 0 ! S
A=Q a c A (60)
1 b a

H ere no com plex con jugation iseverneeded: a;b;care realnum bers,and 1; ; are real’ G rasan an
num bers.
The group UO SP (1=2) In contrast ism ade of com plex supertransform ations satisfying

g*Jdg=7J; gg=1 (61)
To de ne the adpint M *, we rst need to introduce a com plex conjugation denoted by . It

is, technically, a graded Involution, which coincides w ith com plex conjugation for pure com plex
numbers,c = ¢, c2 C, and ocbeys in general8

®y) =xy
&) = (P¥x
x) = =x (62)
One then sets g = g 2, so g n UOSP (1=2) preserves in addition the form X X ° =
5L + 0 0
11 2 2¢
Onehasnow g= & wih 0 1
0
A=8 a i A (63)
b ia

wih a real, a = a. The ferm ionic content of the supergroup is essentially unchanged, w ith
17 2. But the bosonic content is di erent: the non com pact bosonic subgroup SP (2)
hasbeen replaced by the com pact one SU (2).
T he algebra osp (1=2) is generated by operators which we denote J3;J  (bosonic) and j
(ferm ionic). T heir com m utation relations can be obtained from the current algebra given below
by restricting to the zero m odes. T he casin ir reads

3,2

1+ + LR o+
C=(J)+§JJ+JJ + =373 J3J (64)

4
T he representations of the super Lie algebra are labelled by an integer or half integer j, and
are of dimension 43+ 1. The fiundam ental representation is three din ensional, and has soin
j= 1=2. It does contain a sub sl@) findam ental representation, ollow ng the pattem of J3 =
diag(0; 1=2;1=2). The generators J ;J° are bosonic. T he form ionic generators are given by

0 1 0 1
0 10 00 1
=% 0 0 0X 3 =810 0% (65)
1 0 0 00 0

®R ecall that it is not possible to de ne a unitary version of O SP w ith the usual conjugation.
°R ecallthat the z operation obeys the usualproperties, hh%)? = “°%?h?. It can be considered as the com bination
of the y operation in the Lie algebra (see the appendix), and the operation on scalars'.
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The only metric com patbl with osp (1=2) requires the de niion of a generalized adjpint
satisfying there p= 0;1 denotes the pariy) ]
D E
AY j o= 1)p(A)p( )h A i (66)

and thus
@aB)Y = ( 1)P(A)P(B)BYAY (67)

T Plows that (J ¥ = J , (%)Y = J3, whik there rem ains som e freedom for the ferm jonic
generators, (7 )¥= 3 , (G")¥)¥Y= 3§ . It is ;n the nature of the algebra that negative nom
square states w ill appear w hatever the choice. Indeed, ket us choose for instance

V=353 Y= €8)

T then follow s that the nom square of the state Jj;m > is
< gm Pm >= ()FHCE ™) )

Here, p(j) = 0 if the highest weight state jj;j > is bosonic, p(j) = 1 if it is ferm ionic. Even
ifwe start w ith the fuindam ental representation j = 1=2 with j=2;1=2 > bosonic, in the tensor
product of this representation w ith itself, representations where the highest weight is ferm ionic
w illnecessary appear. T hese do contain negative nom square states. In thispaper, wew illalways
choose the gradation forwhich J1=2;1=2 > is fermm ionic, and thus the findam ental representation
has superdin ension equalto 1.

T he current algebra is de ned by

h i
Jr?;Jm = Jn+m Jr:‘f;Jrg = %I’l n+m
Jr i3, = kn gig + 233,
h . i 1
Jn;jn = 5jn+n [Jn ;jn]=0
Jn ;jn = jn+m fjn ;jn g= 2Jn+m
353, = 2kn i + 202, (70)

N om alizations are such that the algebra contains a sub s1(2) current algebra at levelk.

The W ess Zum no W iten m odel on the supergroup UO SP (1=2) corresponds to k positive
integer, and the sub s1@) current algebra to the W ZW modelSU (2) .

As commented in the text, the supersphere S37 is the supem anifbld of the supergroup
UOSP (1=2). Lt is also the total space of a principal bration w ith structure group U (1) and the
quotient of this action is just the supersphere S%? U0 SP (1=2)=U (1). T he explicit realization
is as ollow s [11]. Setting

1
X = (aa ) 1 Z
X7 = @ +ma)) 1 -
Xy = l(ab a )) 1 -
= ! + b
1 = 5 @ )
1
2 = 5( a b ) (71)



P
(theseobey x; = Xj,and ;| = ,) wedbtain ponntsin %%, shce (x3)°+2 1 » = 1.Conversely,
ora given point x¢;x1;X2; 1; 2 ofS%? one gets

l —
> = 12
aa = 1 l+xo(1+}12)
2 2
1 1
jo'e) = E 1 X0 (l+ E 1 2)
1 . 1
ab = E(Xl 1X2)(1+512)
a = X1+ ixp) 1+ (L + %) 2
= (X1 1Ix2) 2 @ x0)1 (72)
De ne nally U (1) = fw;w bosonic ;ww = 1g. Since the param etrization of [ll) is invariant
under @;b; ) ! Wa;wh;w ), thisproves the statem ent.

O f course, the two spaces UO SP (1=2)=U (1) and S??# are not topolgically equivalent: the
bration Just discussed is In fact a superextension’ of the D irac m onopole [1].
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