hep-th/0407109v3 17 Apr 2005

arxXiv

P lanar Supersym m etric Q uantum M echanics ofa Charged P article in an E xternal
E lectrom agnetic F ield

Ricardo C. Pasdqoal,l'z’l Jose A . He]ayel—Neto,1'3'I and Leonardo P. G . de A ssist 3]

lCentro Brasikiro de Pesquisas F sicas { CBPF,
Rua Dr. Xavier Sigaud 150, 22290-180, Rio de Janeiro, RJ, Brasil
2Servico Nacional de Aprendizagem Industrial,

Centro de Tecnolgia da Industria Qu m ica e Téxtil { SENAI/CETIQT,
Rua Dr. M anoel Cotrim 195, 20961-040, Rio de Janeiro, RJ, Brasil
el rupo de F sica Teorica Jose Leite Lopes,

P O .Box 91933, 25685970, Petropolis, RJ, Brasil
D ated: M arch 27, 2022)
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Introduction

Since the pioneering papers on supersym m etric quan—
tum m echanics (SQM ) ,i,l], a great deal of work on
the sub fct has been done, including various review si,
B0 0 B, B and pooks, I, I, B, ), the re-
search in the eld being stillactive. In particular, a very
usual question iIn this eld is the realization of super-
symm etry (SUSY) In quantum -m echanical system s in—
volving charged or neutral particles In Interaction w ith
m agnetic elds, In various space din ensionalities. Not
related to SQM , however, it is a wellkknown fact that
In 2+ 1) din ensions a non-m nim al coupling naturally
arisesi, I, B8, B¥] and allow s ©r a m agnetic m om ent
Interaction even in the case of spin—zero particles (scalar
m atter elds). Thesetwo aspects, SOQM and non-m Inim al
coupling, have not yet been contem plated sim ultaneously
In the literature, and so the present work is intended to
address this problem .

Here, from the very beginning, a super eld formula-
tion is carried out that involves charged particles w ith
m agnetic m om ent sub Ect to extemal electric and m ag—
netic elds whose potentials are functions of the particle
super eld coordinates. Both N=1 and N=2 cases are
considered.

A nother interesting question that rem ains open in the
literature is whether an electric eld interaction m ay
be present w ithout explicitly breaking SUSY . For N= 1—-
SQM , the traditional answer is nolil, p51], but here
this question is also reassessed and it is shown that, in a
non-m inin alcoupling schem e, this indeed m ay occur: an
N =1 supersym m etric quantum -m echanicalsystem ispro-—
posed, where the electric eld interaction appears along
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w ith the coupling between the m agnetic dipole m om ent
and the m agnetic eld. It is shown under which condi-
tions this m ay take place. In the case N=2, W iten’s
m odel.,l] isthe m ost celebrated and the one w ith m ore
applications. The corresponding literature show s that
an electric Interaction (via a scalar potential) is possble
w ithin such supersym m etricm odels, but i occursonly in
each ofthe two sectors (bosonic’ and Yerm ionic’) of the
Ham iltonian: the two electric potentials (the bosonic’
and the Yem ionic’), although deriving from the same
superpotential, have di erent expressions In tem s of i
and thus do not refer sin ultaneously to the sam e par-
ticle, but rather refer to two aln ost isospectral system s
(the aln ost’ here refers to the ground state), typical of
(unbroken) supersym m etric system s. O n the otherhand,
In theN=2-N=1-)SU SY ofPauliequation in two (three)
space din ens:ions., .], the two sectors of the Ham il
tonian (the bosonic’ and the Yem ionic’ ones) refer to
the two di erent spin states of the same spin-1=2 sys—
tem . In the present work, a proposition is m ade about
the possbility ofa supersym m etric PauliH am ittonian in
(2+ 1) din ensions Incliding electric interactions, w ith a
non-m inin al coupling.

The outline of the present paper is as follows. In
Section B, a brief review of the (2+ 1)-din ensional non—
m Inin al coupling is presented. Next, N=1-and N=2-
SQM arediscussed in Sectionsilland ll, respectively. F i
nally, In Section I, the G eneral C onclusions are drawn.

I. NON-M INIM AL COUPLING IN (2+ 1)
DIM ENSION S
In (3+ 1) dinensions the dual ® 1 F  of

2
the electrom agnetic eld, F , is a second-rank tensor.

On the other hand, In (2+ 1) din ensions, it is a vector,
i 1 F ,and, as shown n Refs. [, I, 10, 1,
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it ispossble to de ne a non-m inin al derivative,
D @ + A + ig® ; @)

where g is the planar analogue of the m agnetic dipol
m om ent, which couples non-m inin ally to the m agnetic
ed.
Such a derivative in plies that the tem

qa gB @)

m ust be added to the Schrodinger equation for an elec—
tron sub Fct to an electrom agnetic eld. A lso, the m o—
mentum ,p=  if , must be replaced w ith

P ql¥+g§: 3)

These substitutions are readily seen as equivalent
to the m Inin al prescription, except for the follow ing
changes:

1 %= B @)
q
and
0 g
E);! @)= &) By )
q
or:
A ' a% a + e 6)
q

Equation W) inplies that the m agnetic eld is rede-
ned as:

B! B'-B+2 ¥ & @)

q
Tt is worthwhile to stress here that the eld rede ni-
tions above, though fom ally acosptable, should not be
used to elin nate physical e ects Inherent to the non-
m inin al coupling. Indeed, the latter descrbes a m ag-
netic dipole m om ent even for scalar particlkes and m ay
Jead to contact interactionsbetween the test particle and
the eventual sources of the electrom agnetic eld acting
upon the particle. T he electrom agnetic eld, though non
quantized, isnot a xed background. It is generated by
extermal sources and they m ay induce interactions once
the test particle is located in the region of the sources.
T he non-m inin al coupling studied here m ay be con—
sidered as resulting from the din ensional reduction
of a Lorentzbreaking Chem-Sinons model in (3+ 1)
din ensions| i, ’ p ], de ned by the fllowing
derivative:
where isa constant (ke g, a property of the partick),
is the (Levif ivita) totally antisym m etric tensor
In 3+1)dmensionsand v isa xed (Lorentzbreaking)

vector In spacetin e. Indeed, perform ing the correspond-
Ing steps In order to obtain the Schrodinger equation for
a charged particle, one obtains that it is equivalent to
add the tem

q v B 9)
to the H am iltonian and substitute the m om entum w ith

P &+ VB v E: (10)

Thus, choosing v ©O;v) and ~ = (0;0; V),
one Inm ediately veri es that the rede nitions stated
in Egs. ) are exactly recovered, wih the (3+1)-
din ensional quantity v* playing the ok of its @+ 1)-
din ensional counterpart g, and with only the third
(z) com ponent of the (3+ 1)-din ensionalm agnetic eld
B and the inplane ;y) components of the 3+ 1)-
din ensional electric eld E contrbuting to the Ham il
tonian, jist as it should be In 2+ 1) dim ensions.

In connection w ith planar physics, it is natural to in—
voke the Quantum HallE ect QHE)[, I, B, B0]
and its fractional version FQHE). Indeed, In Ref. 1],
a paralkel was m ade between the particle with charge
g and magnetic moment g, as descrbbed here, and
the composite ferm ion (CF) of Jain’s model for the
FQHE [, , , ], In which g is associated to the
CF magnetic ux. However, In tem s of a 4-din ensional
theory with Lorentz violation ], the CF ux, g, con—
tains a contrbution from the particle itself (oy m eans of
the param eter ) and another one from the background
vector, v , that breaks Lorentz symm etry. An interpre-
tation is also possble forwv: i is responsble for the con—

nem ent of the electrons to the plane and, therefore, it
is natural to relate v to the z-com ponent of the three—
din ensional m agnetic eld, which is very large in the
FOQHE ( 10 T) and forbids the electrons to m ove In the
z-direction, breaking in thisway their (3+ 1)-din ensional
Lorentz symm etry. Indeed, the construction ofa CF is
possbl only in two space dim ensions.

Now, if one w ishes to supersym m etrize this m odel, i
is in portant to notice that this is not possble (In N=1-
SQM ) for a scalar potential Interaction such as the one
given by expression Wl). Therefore, in order to keep in—
variance under N= 1-SU SY, it is necessary that:

gB x;y) = g K;y): (11)

II. N=1-SQM

A charged planar particle non-m Inin ally coupled to a
m agnetic eld isdescribbed asan N = 1-SQM system by
m eans of the superspace action below :
Z Z

S1= — dtd OX) X+ig dd DX AO(X); (12)

2

where A%(X) is the vector (super)potential in a non-—
m inin al coupling scheme, given by Eq. ), and X ()



is the real \super eld" (in fact, the supercoordinate of
the partick), given by
X7 )=¥YO+i T0; 3= G2); 13
x3 (t) being the tw o realcoordinates ofthe planarparticlk,
I (t) their G rassn annian supersym m etric partners and
the real, G rassm annian supersym m etric coordinate that
param etrizes the superspace, (& ). T he supersym m etry
covariant derivative D is given by:
D =@ iGQ: 14)

R
The action ), S, =
the super eld as:

dtL; , reads In com ponents of

2
M iM
L, = — — "+ gt K gx—}?+
2 2
Ze s 2o e )y w9
2 2
w here one notices that
T 51 3=[17 20 16)

A convenient change of variables w ill be perform ed:
(1+12) a7

(1 12); 18)

(— + =)+ &K gx—]?+

q g9

+ —1; + —[; & E): 19
M [ B M [ 1¢ ) 19)
The corresponding Ham ittonian w ill be obtained af-
ter a canonical quantization procedure follow ing Ref. [,

P 46]. The G rassm annian m om enta are de ned as

QL i
=1 i‘ (20)
@ — 2
L .
€. _ 1. 21)
@ — 2
lading to the ollow Ing operator algebra h = 1)
. i
Kis;pyl= 147 f;g9g=£f; g= > (22)
1
£ 9=1 £tig= 2 @3)
besides 2= 2= 2= 2= 0. These relationsm ay be
represented by
= 47 = (24)
2 14 2 + 7

where the ’s are the Pauli m atrices (and there is no
other inequivalent representation 1]).
T he quantized version of the H am iltonian is:

2
P qP?+g§ o
g

E
— 3 — 3; (26)

H 1=
2M 2M 2M

wheretherelation [ 1 ; ]= 3 wasused. ThisH am ilto—
nian autom atically reveals a spin-1/2 particle w ith m ag-
netic dipolemoment g 3=2M and gyrom agnetic ratio 2,
asexpected, and in agreem ent w ith Ref. 1], about SQM
(out w tthout the super eld form ulation used here), and
Refs. [, B, B, B, ], w ith general argum ents con—
ceming particles in 2+ 1) din ensions.

Tt is interesting to com pare this H am ittonian w ith the
one obtained In Ref. [ ]], as the non—relativistic 1im it of
the non-m Inim al @2+ 1)-din ensionalD irac equation:

g9

2
P qP?+g§

2M 2M 2M

E

@7)

A s already m entioned above, the condiion gB = g is

necessary In order to keep the N=1-SUSY . T hus, under
such a condition,

[}

H=qg+

2
+ g&
P A+ J ® g

H = _— — ¥ E 28)
2M 2M 2M

Com paring Egs. ) and ), one concludes that the
soin-up com ponent of the form er equals the latter. The
sam e occurs w ith the spin-down com ponent when a rep-—
resentation di erent from Egs. {ll{ll) is used, in which
them atrices ; and are interchanged.

The last term in Eq. ) m ay be related to the m ag—
netic eld, In the case of M axwelkC hem-Simons M CS)

theory [,01], in which the follow Ing eld equationshold:
F E meB = (29)
¥ E = @@—i (30)
FB mcs§=J+ i—i; (31)
where, as above, 1‘:31 3@y, and m is the

Chem-Sin ons (topological) m ass param eter, the (gauge—
sym m etry preserving) m ass ofthe gauge eld. Indeed, in
the region outside extemal charges ( = 0), the Ham i~
tonian M) tums into the ollow ing expression :

2
p @&+ of
E l+gmcs

H]_ =
2M 2M

B: @32)

From thisHam iltonian, it isnaturalto de nean e ec—
tive gyrom agnetic ratio, . , whose departure from 2 is



given by

e 2= 1; (33)

w hich reinforces the welkknown fact that g is to be in—
terpreted as an anom alous m agnetic dipole m om ent. In
this context, the condition

am s=q= 1 (34)

is necessary In order to keep the e ective gyrom agnetic
ratio in is standard valie 2. Interestingly, such a con—
dition was also obtained in eld theoretical works, w ith
other Interpretations: it tums interacting M CS theory
Into a free one and relates it to pure€S theory and
anyonsl i, [1]; i gives rise to no one-loop radiative cor—
rections to the photon m assl]; and i reduces the dif-
ferential equations for the gauge elds from second- to
rst-order, allow ing one to get vortex solutions{i].

IIT. N=2-SQM

The super eld formulation of W itten’s (one space di-
mension, N=2-) SQM m ay be found in Refs. 1,00, 0],
In term sofa scalar superpotential @ function ofthe one-
din ensional real supercoordinate) . A generalization to d
space din ensions is presented in Refs. [, ], also in
term s of a scalar superpotential, but now as a function
ofd real super eld coordinates. A di erent approach to
two gpace din ensions, using a vector superpotential in—
stead ofa scalar one, isoutlined in Ref. [ ], but w ithout
a super eld form ulation.

The N=2-8QM ofPauliequation in two space din en-—
sions is form ulated in term s of (com plex) chiraland anti-
chiral super eld coordinates in Refs. [, , ], by
means of a Kahlr) super(re)potential (@ finction of
those super eld coordimates). The introduction of an
electric Interaction into the planar Pauli equation w ith—
out the explicit breaking of SUSY wasm ade In Ref. 1],
but there a non-stationary m agnetic eld was consid-
ered. In Refs. [, [, ], the Pauli operator (includ-
Ing an extemal scalar potential) In two space din en—
sions is identi ed w ith the 2 2 com ponent ofa totald 4
superH am ittonian. An N=2-super eld form ulation en-
com passing all these issues, viz., Pauliequation in 2+ 1)
din ensions w ith electric interactions, and also consider—
ing the planarnon-m inin alcoupling studied in Sectionll,
is Jacking. T he present Section isdevoted to 1lthisgap.
N on-stationary siuations are not considered in this pa—
per, and so the electric interaction is due only to a scalar
potential. A 1so, them entioned possibility ofthe P auliop—
erator to be a com ponent of the total super-H am iltonian
w il not be considered here, but rather it will always be
regarded as the total super-H am ittonian itself.

Tt was shown In Section [l that, n order to obtain the
Schrodinger equation w ith a non-m inin al coupling, i is
necessary to add the term [l to the free H am iltonian,

and also to perform the replacem ent expressed by Eq. W) .
Ifcondition [l isvalid, then there isno scalarpotential
Interaction in the resulting H am iltonian, which therefore
becom es bure-m agnetic’, allow ing one to derive it from

the chiral superaction of Ref. []]. Such a superaction
contains, instead of A (x;y), the (real) K ahler prepoten—
tialK (x;y) (@s willbe seen below), which satis es the
follow ing relations (from now on, A ; stands for &);):

Aj = jk@kK (35)
ij@iAj = r ZK N (36)

T herefore, i would be desirable to nd out how to in —
plem ent the non-m inin alprescription ofEq. ) in tem s
ofthe prepotentialK (x;y). T his is done as follow s:

B ¥ K

AY = A, I,
q
LeK 2 LB, 40K HE
%] q iJ=3] 1j%] R |
i K+ @A+ @y )]
= 35K+ ) 5@5K % 37)

w here the stationary condition @ = 0 was used. Thus,
the required prescription m ay be considered as:

2.2

K! KK+ =K+ 2B=K r?K: (38)

Tuming now to the chiral superaction, and using a
notation sim ilarto that ofRef. 1], the superspace coor—
dinates are the tin e, t, and the G rasan anian variables,

and (the bar over a quantity stands for is com —
plex orHem iian conjigate). In a non-m inin alcoupling
schem g, the N= 2 superaction for a planar particle w ith
massM and electric charge g in a m agnetic eld satisfy—
ng Eqg. -)stgjyenby: ,

M

S2= & dddD D +gq ad d K% ; ); (39
where K °( ; ) is the superpotential given by the rede—
ned K ahlerprepotential of Eq. {l), now in tem softhe
chiral and antichiral super eld coordinates of the parti-

cle, and
G ;i )=z0+ © 1i:z® (40)
& i )=2z0 ©+ 1 z0); 41)
satisfyimngD =D = 0,andwih z () = x )+ iy () be-
ing the com plex variable representing the realcoordinates
x (t) and y (t) ofthe particle, and () isG rassn anian su-
persym m etric partner. The supersym m etry derivatives
are de ned as
=@ 1 @& 42)
=Q iG&: 43)
r The superaction ) r=ads in components as S,
dtL 2/ W ih

D
D

Mx—2 M
L, = 7 lg(—+—)+(¥—Al g}&ﬁ‘l'
S g
a . 910 B); 44
+8[ IB+8[ 1€& ) (44)



w hich, as expected, is the sam e result that would be ob—
tained if one had started with a m inin al superaction,
ie, Eq. ) wih K ( ; ) replachg K °( ; ), and the
non-m inin alprescription had been im plem ented only af-
ter the corresponding splitting In com ponents, by m eans
ofEgs. [l and W) .M oreover, this Lagrangian is identi-
calto theN=1 case, Eq. ), provided the identi cation

M

> is made. Thus, all the quantization proce—
dure carried out after Eq. [l m ay be repeated, yielding
the sam e results and attesting, In a super eld descrip—
tion, the fact that in 2+ 1) dim ensions the Pauli equa—
tion possesses, rather than an N=1- an N=2-SU SY [[1]
(note that this conclusion isvalid lndependently w hether
the coupling ism inim alor non-m inim al).

Tt should be noticed that the extension from N=1-
to N=2-SUSY carried out here is sinply due to
a wellkestablished resultl |, ]l: N=2 is the true
SUSY of @+ 1)-dinensional Pauli equation, in con-
trast to the (3+ 1)-dim ensional case, which is just N=1-
supersym m etric. T herefore, this part ofthe present work
should not be confiised with the equivalence between
N=1-and N=2-SQM as shown in Ref. [ ] even for the
(3+ 1)-dim ensionalP auliequation. In the latter case, the
second supercharge is non-local (since it nvolves explic—
itk the parity operator). Indeed, a sensible question that
rem ains to be nvestigated in detail is the transition from
such a non-local supercharge of the (3+ 1)-din ensional
Pauli equation to a localone, when the dynam ics is re—
stricted to be (2+ 1)-dim ensional; or, equivalently, when
the (3+ 1)-dim ensionalm agnetic eld is considered to de—
pend only on x and y and to be parallel to the z-axis
(there is also a third possbility: when them agnetic eld
hasa de nite spaceparity, B ( ) = B (¥);
p.ll0]JorRef. 1]).

sseRef. |,

Iv. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

Here, i has been shown the possbiliyy, expressed by
Eq. ), ©rSUSY to be kept even w ith an electric eld
applied, provided a non-m inim al coupling schem e holds.
M oreover, since this work deals with planar physics, it
m ay suggest a possibl application to the quantum Hall
e ect QHE) [, 0, I, B]. Indeed, such a possbility
was already pointed out In Ref. [11], where a parallelwas
m ade betw een the particle w ith charge and m agneticm o—
m ent as described in Section land the com posite ferm ion
of Jain’s m odel for the fractional QHE [, , , 1.
N ow , assum Ing the validiy ofsuch a paralk], the present
work bringsa SUSY to the system ofcom posite ferm ions.
Anocther result is Eq. ), a condition also obtained in

eld theoretical works (w ith other interpretations) and
w hich here guarantees the gyrom agnetic ratio to be equal
to its standard value, two. A 1l the calculations are m ade
In super eld form ulation.

Finally, a m ore general possibility for the interacion
w illbe discussed, in which the follow Ing tem s are added

to the superaction [l :
Z Z
dtd ()+ datd  ( ); 45)

where () and is complex conjugate ( ) are neces—
sarily G rasam ann extemal elds, in order to the action
be bosonic. T he corresponding com ponents added to the
Lagrangian [l are:

O(z) 0(z); 46)

where the prin es In the snow stand for di erentiation
w ith respect to the argum ent.

The (pseudoclassical extemal ed °(z), although
not quantized, must anticomm ute wih as well as
with iself. Therefore, i may be represented also by
a 2 2-matrix. These anticom m utation requirem ents,
however, In pose such severe restrictions on the m atrix

9(z) that, under the quantization procedure m entioned
in Section I, the contrbution of the term s ) to the
Ham iltonian is zero. To bypass such an obstruction, it
is reasonable to open the possbility ofa di erent m atrix
representation for the G rassn annian coordiates, and

, and their corregponding m om enta. Indeed, adopting,
forexam ple, the 4 4 representation below :

0 010 O1
B BO0OO0OOOC
= 4+ 13 @Q 000 12 47)
0000
and
0 ,
f@z) g hz) i)
0 j@z) k@) 1z) m (z)C
; 4
@ €0 om pl) g > 8)
rz) s@) tz) ul@)
the sam e anticom m utation requirem ents for 9(z) Jead to
the follow ng totalH am ilttonian:
p oA+ of
H, = —_— 1, , +
2 oM oM 3 2 2
gE E) 2
—— 3 1y 2 + =G (z;z); (49)
2M M
w here
0 1
0 f (z) 0 h(z)
B £2 (2)
fz) O 0 %
G (z;z) = B e 2 : (50)
¢ o0 ey 0 f@ A
h (z) 0 f (z) 0

N otice that this interaction m ixes the four com ponents
of the wave function, contrary to the origihal Ham it
tonian. The Grassnann elds %@) and °(@z) may be
Interpreted as photino-type (pseudo-)classical external



elds, in the sam e way as the electrom agnetic prepoten—
tialk %(z;z) (orthepotentials and X) isusually consid-
ered as a photon-type classical extemal eld. The m oti-
vation for adopting 4-com ponent wave functions is sin i~
lartowhathappensin 2+ 1)D eld theoriesw ith m assive
ferm ions, when one is forced to introduce 4-com ponent
spinors, rather than 2-com ponent ones, In order that the
m ass term be com patble w ith parity symm etry. This is
a peculiar feature of planar theories.
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