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In previous papers we solved the Landau problem s,indexed by 2M ,for

a particle on the \superag" SU(2j1)=[U(1)� U(1)],the M = 0 case be-

ing equivalentto the Landau problem fora particle on the \supersphere"

SU(2j1)=[U(1j1)]. Here we solve these m odels in the planar lim it. For

M = 0 we have a particle on the com plex superplane C
(1j1);its Hilbert

space isthe tensorproductofthatofthe Landau m odelwith the 4-state

space ofa \ferm ionic" Landau m odel. Only the lowestlevelisghost-free,

butforM > 0 thereareno ghostsin the�rst[2M ]+ 1 levels.W hen 2M is

aninteger,the(2M + 1)th levelstatesform shortsuperm ultipletsasaconse-

quenceofaferm ionicgaugeinvarianceanalogoustothe\kappa-sym m etry"

ofthesuperparticle.
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1 Introduction

In1930Landauposedandsolved thequantum m echanicalproblem ofachargedparticle

in a plane orthogonalto a uniform m agnetic �eld, showing in particular that the

particle’senergy isrestricted to a seriesof\Landau levels" [1].In thelow-energy lim it

only thelowestlevelisrelevant,and thelow-energy physicsisdescribed by a�rst-order

\Lowest-Landau-Level" (LLL) m odelwith a phase space that is a non-com m utative

version oftheoriginalcon�guration space.In m orerecenttim es,thisconnection with

non-com m utativegeom etry hasled to a revivalofinterestin Landau-typem odels.

In 1983 Haldane generalized the Landau m odelto a particle on a sphere in E
3 of

radiusR,in the uniform m agnetic �eld B generated by a m agnetic m onopole atthe

centreofthesphere[2].Ifthem onopolestrength isn tim esthem inim alvalueallowed

by the Dirac quantization condition then B / n=R 2 and the planarLandau m odelis

recovered in the lim it that n ! 1 and R ! 1 with B kept �xed. Ifinstead one

takesthelim itasR ! 0 with n �xed then one�ndsa LLL m odelwith an action that

isn tim esthem inim alU(1)W ess-Zum ino (W Z)term associated with thedescription

ofthe sphere asSU(2)=U(1)�= CP 1. The phase space ofthisLLL m odelisa fuzzy

sphere[3].

In two previous papers [4,5]we have considered Landau m odels for a particle

on a superspace with CP 1 body. The m inim aldim ension sym m etric superspace with

this property is CP (1j1) �= SU(2j1)=U(1j1),which we called the supersphere1. The

LLL m odelfora particle on the supersphere yieldsa physicalrealization ofthe fuzzy

supersphere[4].Although thism odelisperfectly physical,thefullLandau m odelfora

particleon thesupersphere isunphysicalbecausethehigherLandau levelsallcontain

ghosts;i.e.,statesofnegativenorm .Thisfeatureisdirectly related to thepresence of

a non-canonicalferm ionickineticterm with two tim ederivatives.

In an attem ptto circum ventthisproblem ,we considered in [5]the Landau m odel

for a particle on the coset superspace SU(2j1)=[U(1)� U(1)]. This superm anifold

again has CP 1 body but it is not a sym m etric superspace; it is an analog ofthe

ag m anifold SU(3)=[U(1)� U(1)],and forthis reason we called it the \superag".

Forgiven m agnetic�eld strength thereisa one-param eterfam ily ofsuperag Landau

m odels param etrized,in the notation of[5],by the coe�cient 2M ofan additional,

purely \ferm ionic",W Z term . Although the relationship between the superag and

supersphereLandau m odelswasnotspelled outin ourearlierwork,onecan show that

superspherem odelisequivalentto theM = 0 superag m odel.Theparam eterM has

no e�ecton theenergy levels,which arethereforethesam easthoseofthesupersphere

Landau m odel,butonenow �ndsthatstatesin the�rst[2M ]+ 1 levelshavepositive

norm ,although allhigher levels stillcontain states ofnegative norm 2. W hen 2M is

an integer,the (2M + 1)th levelstates form a short representation ofSU(2j1) as a

consequence ofthepresence ofzero-norm states.

Oneaim ofthispaperistoelucidatethesefeaturesofsphericalsuper-Landaum odels

1O therde�nitionsof\supersphere"occurin theliterature(referencescan befound in ourprevious

papers)butnoneisobviously equivalentto ourde�nition.
2[2M ]isthe integerpartof2M .
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by an analysisofthe m uch sim pler m odelsobtained in the planarlim it. The planar

lim itofthe supersphere isthe com plex superplane C
(1j1). Thiscan be viewed asthe

cosetsuperspace

IU(1j1)=[U(1j1)� Z ]; (1.1)

whereIU(1;1)isa centralextension ofa contraction ofSU(2j1)and Z istheabelian

group generated by thecentralcharge.Thecorresponding\superplaneLandau m odel"

has a quadratic Lagrangian and a Hilbert space that is the tensor product ofthe

standard Landau m odelHilbert space with a 4-state space ofa \ferm ionic Landau

m odel". Analysisofthis4-state system showsclearly how negative norm statesarise

asa consequenceofthetwo-derivative,and hencenon-canonical,ferm ion kineticterm ,

butalso why theLLL isghost-free.

ThisanalysisofthesuperplaneLandau m odelsuggestsa strategy forrem oving the

negativenorm statesby m odifying theLagrangian in such a way asto cancelthetwo-

derivative,or\second-order",ferm ion kinetic term . Thisrequiresthe introduction of

interactionswith an additionalcom plex \Goldstino" variable and the introduction of

a �rst-orderkineticterm forit,with coe�cient2M .Theresulting m odel,which isthe

Landau m odelfora particleon thecosetsuperspace

IU(1j1)=[U(1)� U(1)� Z ]; (1.2)

isprecisely theplanarlim itofthesuperagLandau m odel;wecallitthe\planarsuper-

agLandau m odel".Thecancellation ofthesecond-orderferm ion term in this\planar

superag" Landau m odelisincom plete,however,because itsurvives in a \bodyless"

form with nilpotentGoldstino bilinearcoe�cient. Atthe quantum level,thisresults

notin theelim ination ofallnegativenorm statesbutratherin theirbanishm enttothe

higherLandau levels,exactly asfound in [5]forthesuperag Landau m odel.Onem ay

then discard these levelsto arrive ata m odelwith a �nite-dim ensionalHilbertspace

thatgeneralizesthe LLL m odelobtained by the truncation to the ground state level,

exactly asargued in [5]forthesuperag Landau m odel.

Thus m any ofthe peculiarpropertiesofthe supersphere and superag m odelsof

[4,5]survive the planarlim itand are readily understood in thissim plercontext. In

particular, the structure ofthe phase-space constraints is sim ple to analyse in the

planarlim it,and itexplainswhy zeronorm statesappearin the(2M + 1)th levelwhen

2M isan integer. Recallthatthe Ham iltonian form ulation ofm odelswith canonical

ferm ion kineticterm srequiresferm ionicconstraintson thephasesuperspace.No such

constraintsareneeded forthesuperplanem odelasithasnon-canonical,second-order,

ferm ion kinetic term s,but constraints are needed for the (M > 0) planar superag

m odel.Usually,theseconstraintsareeitherall\second class" (in Dirac’sterm inology)

or(asinm anysuperparticlem odels)ade�nitem ixtureof�rstandsecond class,the�rst

classconstraintsindicating thepresenceofa ferm ionicgaugeinvariance.Herewe�nd

ferm ionic constraints that are second class everywhere excepton a particular energy

surface,where they are ofm ixed type3. This im plies a ferm ionic gauge invariance

3Som ething sim ilaroccursforhigher-dim ensionalChern-Sim onstheories[6]butin the contextof

bosonicconstraints.
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analogousto the\kappa-sym m etry" ofthesuperparticle,butrestricted to a subspace

ofde�nite energy. Because ofenergy quantization,thishasan e�ecton the quantum

theory only when 2M isan integer,and itisresponsible forthe zero-norm statesin

the(2M + 1)th level.

W eshallbegin with an analysisofthesuperplaneLandau m odel.Itsquantization is

essentially trivialbecausetheLagrangian isquadratic,butitprovidesausefulstarting

point,and asim plecontextin which onecan discusstheIU(1j1)sym m etries.W ethen

show how a m odi�cation ofthisLagrangian to include interactions with a Goldstino

variable yieldsthe planarsuperag Landau m odels,indexed by the coe�cient2M of

a ferm ionic W Z term .The equivalence with thesuperplane Landau m odelforM = 0

isthen established;thisequivalence isnotobviousand requirescarefulconsideration

ofthe Ham iltonian constraintstructure ofthe planarsuperag m odels. W e then use

thisHam iltonian analysisto quantize the planarsuperag m odel,using the m ethods

ofourpreviouspapers.Finally,wepresenta geom etricalform ulation ofourresults.

2 T he Superplane Landau M odel

W ebeginwith thesuperplaneLandau m odel.By\superplane"wem ean thesuperspace

C
(1j1) param etrized by com plex coordinates(z;�),wherez isa com plex num berand �

a com plex anticom m uting variable.ThesuperplaneLagrangian is

L0 = Lb+ Lf ; (2.1)

where

Lb = j_zj2 � i� (_z�z� _�zz) (2.2)

istheLagrangian forthestandard planarLandau m odelwith energy spacing2� (which

wetaketo bepositive),and

Lf = _�_�� � i�
�
_��� + _���

�

(2.3)

istheLagrangian foraferm ionicLandau m odelin term sofan anticom m uting com plex

variable �. W e callthe totalLagrangian L0 because itisquadratic;we willlateradd

interaction term sto gettheLagrangian oftheplanarsuperag Landau m odel.

The Hilbertspaceofthism odelisobviously a tensorproductofthe Hilbertspace

oftheLandau m odelwith thatoftheferm ionicLandau m odelwith Lagrangian Lf,so

allthenew featuresm ustarisefrom thelatterm odel,which wethereforeanalyse�rst.

BecauseLf containsa \second-order" kineticterm ,and second-orderis\higher-order"

forferm ions,weshould expectghosts(negativenorm states).W eshallshow thatthis

intuition isindeed correct,butalso thatallLLL levelshavepositivenorm .Thistoo is

expected sincetheLLL statesareallthatsurvivein large� lim itin which allterm sof

thesecond orderin tim ederivativebecom eirrelevant.

Having analysed the ferm ionic Landau m odel,the spectrum ofstates ofthe full

superplane m odel,and theirnorm s,iseasily determ ined. However,the degeneracies

in the spectrum are consequencesofsym m etriesofthe fullLagrangian. The relevant
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sym m etry group isthe supergroup IU(1j1)obtained by a contraction ofthe SU(2j1)

sym m etry ofthe supersphere. W e exhibitthese sym m etries,and show precisely how

IU(1j1)isobtained from SU(2j1).

2.1 Ferm ionic Landau m odel

Forthepurposesofcom parison we �rstsum m arize Landau’sresultsforthestandard,

\bosonic" Landau m odel.Theequation ofm otion hasthegeneralsolution

z = z0 + (_z0=�)e
� i�tsin�t; (2.4)

so the m otion isperiodic with angularfrequency 2�. To passto the quantum theory

itisconvenientto usetheHam iltonian form oftheLagrangian

Lb = _zp+ _�z�p� H b; H b = jp+ i��zj
2
; (2.5)

wherepisthecom plexm om entum conjugatetoz.Toobtain thequantum Ham iltonian

Ĥ b wethen m akethereplacem ents

p! p̂= �i@z; �p! �̂p= �i@�z : (2.6)

Thereisa trivialordering am biguity butthenaturalsym m etric ordering yields

Ĥ b = a
y
a+ � ; (2.7)

where

a = i(@�z + �z); a
y = i(@z � ��z): (2.8)

Theseoperatorssatisfy thecreation and annihilation operatorcom m utation relation

[a;ay]= 2� : (2.9)

Theground states,which span theLLL,haveenergy� and areannihilated by a.States

in thehigherLandau levelsareobtained byactingon aLLL statewith ay,sotheenergy

levelsareE = 2�(N + 1=2)fornon-negativeintegerN .

Theequation ofm otion oftheferm ionicLandau m odelhasthegeneralsolution

� = �0 + (_�0=�)e
� i�tsin�t; (2.10)

sothem otionisagainperiodicwithperiod2�.TheHam iltonianform oftheLagrangian

is

Lf = �i_�� � i_���� � Hf ; H f = (�� � ��)
�

� � ���
�

; (2.11)

where� isthem om entum conjugateto�.W euseheretheGrassm ann-odd phasespace

conventionsof[7]forwhich �� isthecom plex conjugateof�.NotethatthisLagrangian

isinvariantundertherotationaland translationalisom etriesofthecom plexGrassm ann
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plane (togetherwith a corresponding phase rotation of�). To pass to the quantum

theory wem akethereplacem ents

� ! �̂ = @�; �� ! �̂� = @��; (2.12)

wheretheGrassm ann-oddderivativesshould beunderstood asleft-derivatives.Thereis

atrivialorderingam biguityin theHam iltonian,butthenaturalantisym m etricordering

yieldsthequantum Ham iltonian4

Ĥ f = ��y� � � ; (2.13)

where

� =
�

@�� � ��
�

; �
y =

�

@� � ���
�

: (2.14)

Theseoperatorssatisfy theanticom m utation relations

f�;�yg= �2� : (2.15)

The Ham iltonian Ĥ f hasfourlinearindependenteigenfunctions	(�;��). Two,which

we denote collectively by 	 � ,have energy �� and the other two,which we denote

collectively by 	 + ,have energy +�. From the requirem entthat	� isannihilated by

� and 	 + isannihilated by �y,itcan beseen that

	 � = A �

�

1+ ����
�

+ B � � ;

	 + = A +

�

1� ����
�

+ B +
�� : (2.16)

Notethat	 + can beviewed asan excited stategenerated by thecreation operator�y

from the\vacuum " 	 � .

Up to an overallfactor,which wem ay chooseatourconvenience,thenaturalinner

producton wavefunctions(invariantundertranslationsand phaserotationsof�)is

h	 1;	 2i= @�@��(	
�
1	 2): (2.17)

Itisstraightforward toverify thatwavefunctionswith di�erentenergiesareorthogonal

with respectto thisinnerproduct,and that

h	 � ;	 � i = 2� �A � A � + �B � B � ;

h	 + ;	 + i = �2� �A + A + � �B + B + : (2.18)

In arrivingatthisresultwehavebeen carefulnottoassum eany particularGrassm ann-

parity forthecom plex constantsA and B .Itwould bepossibletosupposethatallare

Grassm ann even,in which case itisclearthatifthe statesof	 � have positive norm

4By changing thesign of� and interchanging therolesofannihilation and creation operators,this

could be brought to the form H = �y� � �,which is the standard form for a ferm ionic oscillator.

However,the form ulation given here isthe onem ostconvenientforthe purpose ofcom bining itwith

the standard Landau m odelto getthe superplaneLandau m odelthatweconsiderhere.
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then thestatesof	 + havenegativenorm .Ifinstead oneassum esthat	 � and 	 + have

a de�nite Grassm ann parity,so thateitherthe A orthe B coe�cientisGrassm ann-

odd,then itisstilltruethatthestatesof	 � havenon-negativenorm (thisnow being

acom plex supernum ber)whilethoseofthehigherlevelhaveanon-positivenorm ,with

som e state ofnegative norm ,and thisistrue whateverassum ption one m akesabout

theGrassm ann parity of	 � .Thus,only 	 � hasallstatesofnon-negative norm .

Asforthe standard Landau m odel,one can take a lim itin which only the lowest

Landau levelsurvives. The corresponding LLL Lagrangian is just the ferm ion W Z

term .Thisisthesim plestcaseofthe\odd-coset" m odelsstudied in [7],with aHilbert

spacespanned by thetwo positive-norm states.

Beforem oving on,wepauseto com m enton thelim itin which � = 0.Thebosonic

Landau m odelbecom esa m odelfora particlem oving freely on thecom plex plane.In

contrast,theferm ionicLandau m odelisunphysicalwhen � = 0 becausetheHam ilto-

nian operator Ĥ f isthen nilpotentand hence non-diagonalizable. Forthisreason we

henceforth consideronly � 6= 0.Although thisrestriction isunphysicalin theLandau

m odel,where� isproportionalto them agnetic�eld,itm ay bephysicalin any context

in which theferm ionicLandau m odelplaysarolesincetheparam eter� m ay then have

som eotherinterpretation.

2.2 T he superplane m odeland its sym m etries

W enow return totheLandau m odelforaparticleon thesuperplane.TheHam iltonian

form oftheLagrangian is

L0 =
�

_zp� i_��
�

+ c:c:� (H b+ H f): (2.19)

Thequantum Ham iltonian hasenergy levels2�N fornon-negative integerN .In par-

ticularthestatesjLLLioftheLLL havezero energy and satisfy

ajLLLi= 0; �jLLLi= 0: (2.20)

Allthesestateshavepositivenorm .The�rstexited states(with energy 2�)arelinear

com binationsofstatesofthe form ayjLLLi,which allhave positive norm ,and states

ofthe form �yjLLLi,som e ofwhich have negative norm . Thus,only the LLL hasall

statesofpositivenorm .

Notethatthezero pointenergy cancelsbetween thebosonicand ferm ionicsectors,

ashappensin supersym m etricquantum m echanics.However,the\supersym m etry" of

thesuperplaneLandau m odelisratherdi�erentfrom thatofsupersym m etricquantum

m echanics. Asforany quadratic Lagrangian (exceptthose with only Grassm ann-odd

variables[7]),the fullsym m etry group isin�nite-dim ensional. However,the sym m e-

triesofrelevance here are those inherited from the supersphere. These are thesuper-

translationsofthesuperplane,theSU(1j1)super-rotations,and an independentU(1)

phaserotation.

Thesuper-translation transform ationsare
�
�z

��

�

=

�
c



�

;

�
�p

��

�

= �

�
�i�c

�

�

; (2.21)
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for com plex constant c and com plex Grassm ann-odd constant . This sym m etry is

generated by theoperators

P = �i(@z + ��z); P
y = �i(@�z � �z)

� = @ � + ��� ; �y = @�� + �� : (2.22)

Theirnon-zero (anti)com m utation relationsare

[P;P y]= 2� ; f�y
;�g= 2� : (2.23)

Thus,� isa centralcharge. W e willcallthe superalgebra de�ned by these relations

the\m agnetictranslation superalgebra".

TheSU(1j1)super-rotation transform ationsare

�
�z

��

�

=

�
i� � ��

�� i�

� �
z

�

�

;

�
�p

��

�

=

�
�i� �i�

�i�� �i�

� �
p

�

�

(2.24)

forconstantangle � and com plex Grassm ann-odd param eter�. The odd transform a-

tionsaregenerated by theoperators

Q = z@� � ��@�z; Q
y = �z@�� + �@z (2.25)

and theeven transform ation isgenerated by theHerm itian operator

C = z@z + �@� � �z@�z � ��@��: (2.26)

Theonly non-zero (anti)com m utation relationsofthesegeneratorsis

fQ;Q yg = C : (2.27)

Thisisanalogoustoastandard supersym m etry algebrabutwith C astheHam iltonian.

Itshould be noted,however,thatm any ofthe usualconsequences ofsupersym m etry

would notapply anyway becauseofthenegative-norm states.

TheSU(1j1)charges,togetherwith thesupertranslation charges,span asem i-direct

productsuperalgebra which wewillcallISU(1j1).In particular,

[Q;P]= i�; fQ y
;�g = iP ; [C;P]= �P ; [C;�]= ��: (2.28)

However,asshown by (2.23),we m ustinclude a centralcharge Z = �;thisgenerates

an abelian group,which we callZ and include aspartofthe de�nition ofISU(1j1).

Thesuperplanecan now beviewed asthecosetsuperspace ISU(1j1)=[SU(1j1)� Z ].

Finally wehavean independentU(1)phaserotation with in�nitesim altransform a-

tions

�z = i’z; �p= �i’p;

�� = �i’� ; �� = i’� : (2.29)
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Thisisgenerated by theHerm itian operator

J =
1

2

h

z@z � �@� � �z@�z + ��@��

i

(2.30)

whichhasthefollowingnon-zerocom m utationrelationswiththegeneratorsofISU(1j1)

[J;Q]= Q ; [J;Q y]= �Q y
; [J;P]= �P ; [J;�]= �: (2.31)

The supergroup generated by the �ve even charges (P;P y;C;J;Z)and the fourodd

charges(�;� y;Q;Q y)willbecalled IU(1j1),and thesuperplanecan beviewed asthe

cosetsuperspaceIU(1j1)=[U(1j1)� Z ],asm entioned in theintroduction.Thishasthe

advantagethatIU(1j1)isa contraction ofSU(2j1),aswenow show.

2.3 IU (1j1) as contraction ofSU (2j1)

W e now sketch how the algebra ofthe supergroup IU(1j1) de�ned by the relations

(2.23),(2.27),(2.28)and (2.31)can bereproduced asacontraction ofthesuperalgebra

su(2j1).The contraction procedure issim ilarto the one relating su(2)to the algebra

ofm agnetictranslations[8].

The bosonic body ofthe superalgebra su(2j1)issu(2)� u(1)with the generators

J� ;J3 and B [5]

[J+ ;J� ]= �J3;[J3;J� ]= �2J� ; [B ;J3]= 0;[B ;J� ]= �J� ;

J
y

3 = J3;B
y = B ;J

y

+ = �J� : (2.32)

The odd sector is spanned by an SU(2) doublet generators S1;S2;�S
1;�S2 with the

following non-vanishing (anti)com m utation relations(and theirconjugates):

fS1;�S
1g = J3 + B ;fS2;�S

2g = B ;fS1;�S
2g = �J+ ;fS2;�S

1g = J� ;

[J3;S1]= S1;[J3;S2]= �S2;[B ;S1]= �Q 1;[B ;S2]= 0;

[J+ ;S1]= 0;[J+ ;S2]= �S1;[J� ;S1]= S2;[J� ;S2]= 0: (2.33)

Notethatthesecond U(1)generatorB basically hasthesam e com m utation relations

with J� as J3,
5 but both these generators (B and J3) have di�erent action on the

spinors.

The contraction leading to the m agnetic translation superalgebra introduced in

the previous subsection goes as follows. Firstly one rede�nes (and/or renam e) the

generatorsas

J3 = 2n � 2J ;J+ = iR P ;J� = iR P
y
;S1 = R �;S 2 = �Q ;B = C ; (2.34)

wheren and R aretwo realparam eters(R isa radiusofthesphereS2 � SU(2)=U(1)

while n,in the dynam icalfram ework ofa particle m oving on the superag m anifold

5Thissetofgeneratorscan be splitinto the m utually com m uting u(1)and su(2)setsby passing

to the appropriatelinearcom bination ofB and J3,butwe preferto use thisbasisin orderto havea

correspondencewith the notation ofref.[5].
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SU(2j1)=[U(1)� U(1)][5],acquiresa nicem eaning ofthestrength oftheSU(2)=U(1)

W ZW term ).Then onesubstitutesthisinto (2.33)and letR ! 1 ,assum ing that

n

R 2
� � < 1 : (2.35)

Astheresultofthiscontraction procedure,thealgebra ofthe su(2)generatorsJ� ;J3
in (2.33) goes over into the m agnetic translation algebra (given by the �rst relation

in (2.23))and the relations(2.33)becom e just(2.27),(2.28)and the second relation

in (2.23)(plustheevidentadditionalcom m utation relationswith thegeneratorJ ,eq.

(2.31)). Itisworth noting that,in the contraction lim it,one ofthe U(1)charges,J,

fully decouplesand generatesan outerU(1)autom orphism ,whileB � C stillrem ains

in the r.h.s. offS2;�S
2g. Another notable feature isthe appearance ofthe constant

centralcharge� which thusform ally extendsthefullnum berofbosonicgeneratorsto

�veascom pared with foursuch generatorsin SU(2j1);thisalso happensin thepurely

bosonicsu(2)orsl(2;R)cases[8].

3 T he Planar Superag Landau M odel

The problem with the Landau m odelon the superplane isthatthe second-orderLa-

grangian fortheGrassm ann-odd variableim pliesthepresenceofghosts(negativenorm

states)in thequantum theory.Thisisforced by theQ-supersym m etry ofSU(1j1)that

relatesbosonsto ferm ions,so any solution to thisproblem would appearto require a

breaking ofthissym m etry,butwewould need thebreaking tobespontaneousin order

to m aintain the IU(1j1)sym m etry ofthe Lagrangian. Thissuggeststhatwe aim for

a non-linearrealization oftheQ-supersym m etry by introducing a Goldstino variable�

with theQ-transform ation

�� = � : (3.1)

W enow observethatthenew Lagrangian

~L = L0 �
�

j_zj2 + _�_��
� �

� + _�=_z
� �

�� + _��=_�z
�

(3.2)

isinvariantunderallthe sym m etriespreviously established forL0. Collecting term s,

wehave

~L =
�

1+ ���
�

j_zj2 +
�
��_�z_� � � _z_��

�

+ ���_�_�� � i�
�

_z�z� _�zz+ _��� + _���
�

; (3.3)

which shows both that the new Lagrangian is well-de�ned at _z = 0,despite initial

appearances, and that the second-order kinetic term _�_�� term now has a nilpotent

coe�cient. The im plications ofthis are not im m ediately apparent but willbecom e

clearin duecourse.

Although it m ight appear that we have now solved,or at least am eliorated,the

problem ofghosts,wehaveactually justhidden it;the� equation ofm otion is

�

_z_�z+ _�_��
�

� + _�z_� = 0 (3.4)
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and if _z6= 0 thisim plies

� = �
_�

_z
: (3.5)

Back substitution into ~L yields the quadratic Lagrangian L0 with which we started,

so ~L is classically equivalent to L0,except possibly when _z = 0,which im plies zero

classicalenergy.Thus,apartfrom thissubtlety,to which wereturn later,nothing has

yetbeen accom plished.However,thereisnow an additionalW Z term thatwecan add

to the Lagrangian arising from the closed invariant2-form d�� ^ d�. Thisleadsusto

theLagrangian

L =
�

1+ ���
�

j_zj2 +
�
��_�z_� � � _z_��

�

+ ���_�_��

� i�
�

_z�z� _�zz+ _��� + _���
�

+ iM
�
��_� + �_��

�

(3.6)

forsom econstantM .Thism odelisactually theplanarlim itofthesuperag Landau

m odelof[5].

W enow proceed toadetailed analysisofthism odel,in itsHam iltonian form ulation,

�rstclassically and then quantum -m echanically. W e then provide a m ore geom etrical

derivation ofourresultsbased on thetheory ofnon-linearrealizations.

3.1 H am iltonian analysis

Introducingthecom plexGrassm ann-oddm om entum � conjugateto�,theHam iltonian

form oftheLagrangian (3.6)is6

L =
h

_z~p� i_�� � i_�� + ��’� + ��’�

i

+ c:c:� H ; (3.7)

wheretheHam iltonian is

H =
�

1� ���
�

j~p+ i��zj
2

(3.8)

and the com plex Grassm ann-odd variables�� and �� areLagrangem ultipliersforthe

\ferm ionic" constraints’� � 0 and ’� � 0 (in Dirac’s\weak equality" notation).The

constraintfunctionsare

’� = � � ��� + i�� (~p+ i��z); ’� = � � M �� : (3.9)

To establish theequivalenceof(3.7)to (3.6)wesolvetheconstraintsto reduce(3.7)to

L =
nh

_z~p� i� _��� � iM _���
i

+ c:c
o

� j~p+ i��zj
2
� _��_�

+
h

(~p+ i��z)�� + _��
ih

(�~p� i�z)� + _�
i

: (3.10)

Elim ination of~p now yields(3.6).

6W eheredenoteby ~pthem om entum conjugatetoztodistinguish itfrom them om entum conjugate

to z in a di�erentsetofvariablesthatwewilllateruse to quantizethe m odel.
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Theoccurrenceofferm ionconstraintsistobeexpected in anym odelwith canonical,

�rst-order,ferm ion kinetic term s,and these constraintsare norm ally second class,in

Dirac’s term inology. Here,however,we have an additional\bodyless" second-order

ferm ion kinetic term ,and thishasa curiousconsequence. A com putation showsthat

although the Poisson bracketofthe analytic constraintfunctions(’�;’�)iszero,the

m atrixofPoisson bracketsofthesefunctionswith theircom plex conjugatesisnon-zero.

In fact,

det

�
f’�;�’�gP B f’�;�’�gP B
f’�;�’�gP B f’�;�’�gP B

�

=
�

1+ ���
�

[H � 4�M ]: (3.11)

It follows that the constraints considered together with their com plex conjugates are

second classeverywhereexcepton thesurfaceH = 4�M ;on thissurfacethereare�rst

classconstraints.

This unusualstate ofa�airs m erits a m ore detailed analysis. W e begin with the

M = 0 case,forwhich the energy surface H = 4�M reducesto the pointH = 0. As

long as the classicalenergy (1� ���)j~p+ i��zj
2
(and hence j~p+ i��zj

2
) is non-zero we

m ay treat� in (3.10)asan auxiliary variablethatcan beelim inated by itsequation of

m otion

(~p+ i��z)
h

(�~p� i�z)� + _�
i

= 0: (3.12)

Thisisequivalentto

� = � _�=(�~p� i�z) (3.13)

provided thatj~p+ i��zj
2
6= 0.Aftersubstitution for� in (3.10),and subsequentelim ina-

tion ofthem om entum variable ~p,werecovertheLagrangian ofthesuperplaneLandau

m odel.Thiscon�rm souranalysisoftheprevioussubsection,butnow itisclearhow to

proceed when theclassicalenergy vanishes;in thiscase ~p= �i��z and theLagrangian

(3.10)becom es7

L0 = �i�
n

_z�z� z_�z+ _��� + _���
o

: (3.14)

ThisistheLLL Lagrangianforaparticleonthesuperplane;theproofoftheequivalence

ofthesuperplanem odelto theM = 0 planarsuperag m odelisthuscom pleted.

Letusnow considerthe case ofarbitrary M . The propertiesofourm odelon the

exceptionalenergy surface H = 4�M can be studied via a new Lagrangian obtained

by im posing H = 4�M asa new,bosonic,constraint via a new Lagrange m ultiplier

variablee(t).Theresulting Lagrangian isequivalentto

L =
h

_z~p� i_�� � i_�� + ��’� + ��’�

i

+ c:c:� 4�M

� e
h

j~p+ i��zj
2
� 4

�

1+ ���
�

�M
i

: (3.15)

This action is tim e-reparam etrization invariant,with e as the einbein. M oreover,as

should be clear from its construction,this action also has a hidden ferm ionic gauge

invariance. In this respect,it is analogous to the superparticle action with its hid-

den \kappa-sym m etry",the constraint H = 4�M being analogous to the standard

m ass-shellsuperparticlecondition with 2
p
�M asa \m ass".M any m ethodshavebeen

7Note thatthe variables(z;�)arestillindependentand o�-shell.
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developed to dealwith the m ixed �rst and second class ferm ionic constraints ofthe

superparticle,and thesecould beapplied here.Perhapsthesim plestisjustto solveall

theconstraintsto obtain a physicalphase-space Lagrangian,and thatiswhatwewill

do here.

Theferm ionicconstraintsaretriviallysolved fortheferm ionicm om enta(�;�).The

new bosonicconstraintH = 4�M hasthegeneralsolution

~p+ i��z = 2ei�
�

1+
1

2
���

� p
�M ; (3.16)

forsom earbitrary phase�(t).Using thisto elim inate ~pin favourof�,wearriveatthe

Lagrangian

L4�M = �i�
�

_z�z� z_�z+ _��� � �_��
�

+ 2

�

1+
1

2
���

� p
�M

h

e
i�
�

_z+ ��_�
�

+ c:c:
i

+ iM
�
��_� + �_��

�

� 4�M : (3.17)

The new phase variable � isactually a gauge variable forthe U(1)gauge invariance

with in�nitesim algaugetransform ations

�� = a(t); �z =

s

M

�

�

1+
1

2
���

�

e
� i�

a(t); �� = �

s

M

�
�e

� i�
a(t); (3.18)

wherea(t)istheU(1)gaugeparam eter.Thisgaugeinvarianceallowsusto set�(t)=

0. M uch m ore rem arkable isthe ferm ionic gauge invariance with in�nitesim algauge

transform ations

�� = ! ; �� = �i

s

M

�
e
� i�

! ; �z=
i

2

s

M

�
e
� i�

�

�!� + ��!
�

; (3.19)

where !(t) is the com plex anticom m uting gauge param eter. This gauge invariance

allowsusto set�(t)= 0.

Forthegaugechoices� = 0 and � = 0,theLagrangian (3.17)reducesto

L4�M = �i�
�

_y�y� y_�y+ _��� � �_��
�

� 4�M ; (3.20)

where

y = z� i

q

M =� : (3.21)

This is again the LLL Lagrangian for the superplane m odel,as in (3.14),but with

thevacuum energy shifted by 4�M .W eshallseelaterthatthisresulthasinteresting

consequencesforthequantum theory when M isan integer.

Beforeturningtothequantum theory wem ustaddressafurthertechnicalproblem ;

thePoisson bracketoftheHam iltonian (3.8)with theconstraintfunction ’� isnoteven

weakly zero.Thisproblem could becircum vented by considering8

H
0=

�

1+ ���
� �
�
� ~p+ i��z+ i�

�

� � ���
��
�
�
2

; (3.22)

8Note the changeofsign in the prefactor.
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which hasweakly vanishing Poisson bracketswith theconstraintsand isweakly equal

to H .However,thishasthedisadvantagethatH 0dependson theferm ionicm om enta.

W epreferto proceed di�erently.W ede�nethenew anticom m uting variables

�
1 = � + z� ; �

2 = � ; (3.23)

and let(�1;�2)betheircanonically conjugatem om enta.De�ning

p= ~p+ i�� ; (3.24)

we�nd thattheLagrangian in thenew variablesis

L =
h

_zp� i_�i�i+ �
i
’i

i

+ c:c:� H ; (3.25)

where�i areLagrangem ultipliersfortheconstraints’i� 0 (i= 1;2).Theconstraint

functionsare

’1 = �1 � ���1

�

1� ��2�
2
�

+ i��2p;

’2 = �2 + �z��1

�

1� ��2�
2
�

� i��2zp� M ��2; (3.26)

and theHam iltonian isnow

H =
�

1+ ��2�2

� �
�
�p+ i��z� i��

2
�
��1 � �z��2

��
�
�
2

: (3.27)

ThisHam iltonian has(strongly)vanishing Poisson bracketswith the constraints. As

before,alltheseconstraintsaresecond classexcepton thesurfaceH = 4�M .

3.2 Q uantization

W e willquantize theplanarsuperag m odelofthe previoussection using the Gupta-

Bleulerm ethod;detailsand references can be found in ourpreviouspapers[7,4,5].

Thisisam ethod ofquantization in thepresenceofanalyticconstraintsthataresecond

class only when considered in conjunction with their com plex conjugates,exactly as

we found forthe constraintsofthe planarsuperag m odel. W e also found thatthere

is a surface on which these constraints are not second class,but we willdealwith

thisproblem when and where itpresentsa di�culty.W ealso work with thevariables

(z;�1;�2)in thissection.

The m ethod instructs us to quantize initially as there were no constraint,so we

m aketheusualreplacem ents

p! p̂= �i@z; �p! �i@�z ; �i! �̂i= @�i ; ��i= @��i: (3.28)

TheHam iltonian can bewritten in term softheoperators

r z = @z � ��z+ ��
2
�
��1 � �z��2

�

; r �z = @�z + �z� ���2

�

�
1 � z�

2
�

; (3.29)
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which satisfy

[r z;r �z]= 2�
�

1� ��2�
2
�

: (3.30)

Thereisan operatorordering am biguity in thequantum Ham iltonian,butthisa�ects

only the choice ofground state energy. Ifwe resolve thisam biguity in the usualway

wearriveattheHam iltonian operator

Ĥ = �
1

2

�

1+ ��2�
2
�

fr z;r �zg= �
�

1+ ��2�
2
�

r zr �z + � : (3.31)

This operator Ĥ is positive de�nite. As we shallshortly see,the lowest eigenvalue

of Ĥ is �,so the cancellation ofvacuum energies that we noted for the superplane

m odelnolongeroccurs.ThisisbecausetheHam iltonian no longerdependson �.This

raisesapuzzlebecausethevacuum energy oftheM = 0planarsuperag m odelisalso

equalto �,butthism odelisclassically equivalentto the superplane m odel. There is

thus an apparent quantum inequivalence ofthe M = 0 planar superag m odelwith

the superplane Landau m odel,but this is a trivialdi�erence that could be rem oved

by a di�erent operatorordering prescription. As we shallsee,the equivalence holds

quantum m echanically in allotherrespects.

Theconstraintsarenow taken into accountby thephysicalstateconditions

�̂’
i
	= 0 (i= 1;2); (3.32)

where

�̂’
1

= @��1 � ��
1
�

1� ��2�
2
�

� �
2
@�z;

�̂’
2

= @��2 + ��z�1
�

1� ��2�
2
�

+ �
2�z@�z � M �

2
: (3.33)

Solving theseconstraintsone�ndsthatphysicalwavefunctionshavetheform

	= K �
�

z;�zsh;�
1
;�

2
�

; �zsh = �z� �
2
�
��1 � �z��2

�

; (3.34)

whereK isa realprefactorwhich wewriteas

K = K
M

1
e
� �K 2 (3.35)

with

K 1 =
�

1+ ��2�
2
�

; K 2 =
h

jzj2 +
�

�
1 � z�

2
� �

��1 � �z��2

�i

: (3.36)

Thus,physicalstatesaredescribed by \chiral" wavefunctions�(z;�zsh;�
1;�2)(weuse

this term because ofthe close analogy to chiralsuper�elds in supersym m etric �eld

theories).Observe that

r �z	= K @ �z�; r z�= K ~r z�; (3.37)

where
~r z = @z � 2��zsh : (3.38)
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Thisderivativehastheproperty thatitpreserveschirality by takingachiralwavefunc-

tion to anotherchiralwavefunction.Itfollowsthatthedi�erentialoperators(r z;r �z)

becom e the di�erentialoperators(~r z;@�z)in the chiralbasis,i.e.,when acting on re-

duced wavefunctions.In particulartheham iltonian operator Ĥ isreplaced by

Ĥ red = �K 1
~r z@�z + � (3.39)

in thechiralbasis.

Reduced ground statewavefunctions,ofenergy kappa,areanalytic,soground state

wavefunctionshavetheform

	 (0) = K �
(0)

0 (z;�1;�2): (3.40)

Onecan now generatean in�nitesetofeigenvectorsofĤ by considering:

	 (N ) = r N

z

h

K �
(N )

0

�

z;�
i
�i

= K ~r N

z �
(N )

0

�

z;�
i
�

: (3.41)

Indeed,using thecom m utation relation

h

@�z;~r
N

z

i

= �2�N K � 1
1
~r N � 1
z ; (3.42)

itcan beseen that

Ĥ red

�
~r N

z �
(N )

0

�

= 2�

�

N +
1

2

� �
~r N

z �
(N )

0

�

; (3.43)

andhencethatthewavefunctions(3.41)areeigenfunctionsofĤ withenergy2�
�

N + 1

2

�

.

Note that ~r z preserves chirality, but not the analyticity, so the reduced function

�(N ) = ~r N
z �

(N )

0 (z;�1;�2) is a particular case of� de�ned in (3.34),with a special

dependence on �zsh .Notealso thattheanalytic\ground state" functions�
(N )

0 fordif-

ferentN di�erin their\external" C charge ~C = 2M � N . The wavefunctions 	 (N )

and �(N ) havethe�xed charge ~C = 2M forany N ,sincer z and ~r z carry ~C = 1 (see

subsection 3.3).

W ehavenow found theenergy eigenstatessoweturn tothequestion oftheirnorm .

Theintegration m easure

d� = dzd�z@��1@�1@��2@�2 (3.44)

isinvariantunderthesym m etriesofthem odelestablished previously,so wede�nethe

norm of	 by

jjj	jjj2 =

Z

d� j	j2 =

Z

d� K
2M

1 e
� 2�K 2 j�j2: (3.45)

Fora ground state,thereduced wavefunction isanalyticand can beexpanded as

�
(0)

0 = A
(0)+ �

i
 
(0)

i + F
(0)
�
1
�
2
; (3.46)

whereallthecoe�cientsarefunctionsofz.A calculation showsthatitsnorm is

jjj�
(0)

0 jjj2 = 4�M jjA(0)jj2 + 2M jj 
(0)

1 jj2 + 2�jj 
(0)

2 + z 
(0)

1 jj2 + jjF (0)jj2; (3.47)
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where

jjfjj2 =

Z

dzd�ze� �jzj
2

jf(z;�z)j2 (3.48)

for any function f on the com plex plane. Note that we have a shortened m ultiplet

when M = 0 because there are then states with zero norm . This is the quantum

m anifestation ofthe classicalobservation thatforM = 0 the constraints are notall

second classwhen H = 0.

Considernow the�rstexcited states,atN = 1.Integrating by partswith respect

to @z;@�z,oneseesthat

jjj	 (1)jjj2 = 2�

Z

d� K
2M � 1
1

e
� 2�K 2j�

(1)

0 j2: (3.49)

In otherwords,thecoe�cientM isshifted downwardsby 1=2.Sim ilarly,

jjj	 (N )jjj2 = (2�)N N !

Z

d� K
2M � N
1 e

� 2�K 2j�
(N )

0 j2; (3.50)

so thecoe�cientM isshifted downwardsby N =2 atlevelN .Itfollowsthatjjj	 (N )jjj

isalso given by theform ula (3.47),apartfrom thenum ericalfactor(2�)N N !,butwith

2M ! 2M � N .Thus,negativecontributionsto thenorm m ustappearforN > 2M .

If2M isa positive integerthen the highestlevelwithoutnegative norm statesisthe

(2M + 1)th levelwith N = 2M ,butthislevelhaszero norm states,asforM = 0.The

states at this levelwilltherefore form short superm ultiplets as only the com ponents

 
(2M )

2 + z 
(2M )

1 ;F (2M ) contribute to jjj	 (N = 2M )jjj. The energy ofthe N = 2M level

for integer 2M is 4�M + �. Apart from the quantum shift by � noted earlier,this

isjustthe energy ofthe exceptionalenergy surface H = 4�M ofthe classicaltheory.

Zero norm statesin the quantum theory atthislevelare whatone expects from the

ferm ionicgaugeinvarianceatthislevel.

Justasonecan discard allexcited statesofthesupersphere,orsuperplane,Landau

m odelto arrive ata perfectly physicalLLL m odel,so we can discard allstatesin the

N > 2M Landau levels ofthe superag,or planar superag,m odels to arrive at a

physicalm odeldescribed by the LLL together with the �rst N excited levels. This

rem ainstrue when 2M isnotan integer(provided itispositive),the only di�erence

being thatthetop level,with N = [2M ],hasno zero norm states.

3.3 G eom etricalinterpretation

So farwehaveused a directalgebraicanalysisbecauseouraim hasbeen to show how

the results ofourprevious paperon the superag Landau m odelcan be understood

very explicitly in theplanarlim it,withoutany elaborateform alism .However,wenow

develop a geom etricalinterpretation in term sofsuper�eldson thecosetsuperspace

K = IU(1j1)=[U(1)� U(1)� Z ]: (3.51)

RecallthatZ isthe group generated by the \m agnetic" centralcharge Z,which we

identify with theconstant� .
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The coset representative in the appropriate exponentialparam etrization can be

written in term sofcoordinates(u;�1;�2)as

g = e
A 1e

A 2 ; (3.52)

where9

A 1 = �
1�� �

2
Q + ��1�

y� ��2Q
y
; A 2 = �iuP � i�uP y

; (3.53)

where the signs are chosen for later convenience. The coordinates appearing in the

above param etrization ofthe cosetsuperspace are related to the coordinates(z;�;�)

used previously by

u = z�
1

2
��� ; �

1 = � + z� �
1

3
��� ; �

2 = � : (3.54)

Theleft-covariantCartan form sand thesuperconnectionson thestability subgroup

generated by C and thecentralcharge� arede�ned by10

g
� 1
dg= i!P P + i�!P P

y+ !
1�+ �! 1�

y � !
2
Q � �!2Q

y + A C C + A 2�� : (3.55)

A calculation yields11

!P = �

�

1+
1

2
���

�

dz� ��d� ; !
1 = �dz+

�

1�
1

2
���

�

d� ; !
2 = d� ;

A 2� = �
�

�zdz� zd�z� �� d� � � d��
�

; A C =
1

2

�

�d�� + ��d�
�

: (3.56)

It is now easy to rewrite the invariant Lagrangians (2.1),(3.2) and (3.6) ofthe

previous sections in a m anifestly invariant form in term s ofpullbacks ofthe above

Cartan form s:

L0 = ĵ!P j
2+ !̂1�̂!1+ i�Â 2� ; ~L = ĵ!P j

2+ i�Â 2� ; L = ĵ!P j
2+ i�Â 2�+ 2iM Â C :(3.57)

Herethe\hat"denotesa pullback.Notethatthepassagefrom thesuperplaneLandau

m odel,with Lagrangian L0,to theM = 0 planarsuperag m odel,with Lagrangian ~L,

involvesthesubtraction ofthe term !̂1�̂!1.The Lagrangian L0 isnecessarily indepen-

dentofthe �;�� variablesbecause itisinvariantunderlocalSU(1j1)transform ations

thatrotatetheform s!P and !1 (and theirconjugates)into each other.

Note also thatthe equation ofm otion (3.4)derived from ~L hasthe following nice

representation in term softheCartan form s:

!̂
1�̂!P = 0: (3.58)

9W etaketheG rassm ann-oddcoordinates�itoanticom m utewith theodd charges.O necan equally

welltakethem to com m utewith theodd chargesbecausewith an appropriatechangein thede�nition

(3.52)oneobtainsidenticalresults.
10As the second U (1) in the denom inator of (3.51) corresponds to an outer autom orphism of

ISU (1j1)(see (2.30),(2.31)),thereappearsno connection associated with itsgeneratorJ.
11The A 2� connection given here isequivalentto the connection de�ned by (3.55)butdi�ersfrom

itby a �eld-dependentgaugetransform ation.
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Thisequation hastwo solutions.Oneis

!̂
1 = 0; (3.59)

which a covariant inverse Higgs-type constraint [9]that is equivalent to (3.5). The

otheris

!̂P = 0 ) _z = � ��_� ; (3.60)

in which case allotherequationsofm otion are identically satis�ed.Aswe have seen,

thissecond solution reducesthem odelto itsLLL sector.

Finally,we explain the geom etric m eaning ofthe wavefunctions 	 (N ) which are

eigenvectors ofthe Ham iltonian Ĥ de�ned in (3.31). As a �rst step,we note that

thefullgenerators Q̂ ,Q̂ y calculated by theNoetherprocedurefrom theLagrangian L

de�ned in (3.6)aregiven by

Q̂ = Q �
@

@�
� M �� ; Q̂

y = Q
y �

@

@��
� M � ; (3.61)

where Q;Q y were de�ned in (2.25). Correspondingly,the fullC charge appearing in

fQ̂ ;Q̂ yg = Ĉ isgiven by

Ĉ = C + 2M � C + ~C ; (3.62)

whereC,thepurely di�erentialpartof Ĉ,wasde�ned in (2.26).Theadditionalterm
~C = 2M can be interpreted asthe \external" C charge ofthe generalwavefunction

	(z;�z;�;��;�;��),in accordance with the factthat this function is given on the coset

m anifold IU(1j1)=[U(1)� U(1)� Z ]and can possessnon-zeroquantum num bersofthe

stability subgroup.The generatorZ actson 	 justasthem ultiplication ofthelatter

by the centralcharge �.12 Thus the wavefunction 	 carries the \m agnetic" central

charge� and theexternalC charge ~C = 2M .

Forthe next step we �nd it convenient to use the param etrization (z;�z;�i;��i) of

subsection 3.2.In accord with thestandard rulesofthenonlinearrealizationstheory,

thecovariantdi�erentialD 	 of	,aswellascovariantderivativesof	 arede�ned by

therelation

D 	=
�

d+ A 2� � + AC
~C
�

	� �! P D z	� �! P D �z	+ !
iD i	+ �! i

�D i	; (3.63)

wherethesignswereagain chosen forfurtherconvenience.Itiseasy to�nd theexplicit

form ofthesecovariantderivatives.In particular,

D z = K
1

2

1 r z; D �z = K
1

2

1 r �z; fD z;D �zg= 2� ; (3.64)

wherer z;r �z werede�ned in (3.29).Thecovariantspinorderivatives �D i are:

�D 1 = K
1

2

1

 
@

@��1
� �

2
@�z � ��

1
K

� 1
1

!

; �D 2 =
@

@��2
+ �z

@

@��1
�
1

2
�
2 ~C: (3.65)

12O ne can assign to 	 also a non-zero externalcharge associated with the outer autom orphism s

U (1)generatorJ the di�erentialpartofwhich is given in (2.30). However,this U (1)hasno actual

im plicationsin the considered m odel.
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They satisfy thefollowing non-zero covariant(anti)com m utation relations

[�D 1
;D z]= [�D 1

;D �z]= 0; [�D 2
;D z]= 0; [�D 2

;D �z]= � �D 1
; (3.66)

f�D 1
;�D 2g = 0: (3.67)

Oneshould takeinto accountthatallcosetcoordinatesand theircovariantderivatives

are inert under the action ofthe \m agnetic" centralcharge Z which has the non-

zero eigenvalue � only on the wave function 	;at the sam e tim e,the U(1) charge

C hasa non-trivialleftaction on the cosetcoordinatesz;�z;�1;��1 asfollowsfrom the

com m utation relations (2.28). Under the above norm alization,such that 	 has the

external ~C chargeequal2M ,the covariantderivatives �D 1,D z,D �z have,respectively,

the ~C charges+1;+1and �1,whileD 2;�D 2 are ~C-neutral.This ~C assignm entshould be

keptin m ind whilechecking therelations(3.66),(3.67).Thestandard (non-covariant)

com m utation relations(withouttaking accountofthe non-trivial ~C connection term s

in D 2;
�D 2)can beeasily derived from theabovecovariantones.

Representing thecovariantderivatives �D i on 	 (i.e.with ~C = 2M )by

�D 1 = K
1

2

1 �’
1
; �D 2 = �’2 + �z�’1; (3.68)

itiseasy to seethatthephysicalstateconditions(3.32)areequivalentto

�D i	= 0; (3.69)

which isthestandard covariantform ofthechirality conditions.Theprefactorsin the

solution (3.34)servetoelim inatetheconnection term sin �D iwhen thelatteracton the

reduced wavefunction �.Afterthat,theconditions(3.69)aresolved by passingtothe

chiralbasis(z;�zsh).ThederivativeD �z alsobecom esshorton �(z;�zsh;�
i):D �z ! ~D �z =

K
1

2

1 @�zsh. Thanksto the com m utation relations(3.66),itisthen consistentto im pose

theadditionalanalyticity constrainton theground state�(z;�zsh;�
i),viz. ~D �z�= 0 !

�= � 0(z;�
i).

W hen dealing with theeigenvalueproblem oftheHam iltonian in theprevioussub-

section, we worked with the operators r z;r �z, which can be treated as a type of

creation and annihilation operator(see(3.30)).Using thecovariantderivativesD z;D �z,

eq. (3.64),the analogy with the quantum oscillator becom es literal,because their

com m utatorequalsa constantand the Ham iltonian can be rewritten in the standard

oscillatorform :

Ĥ = �D zD �z + � : (3.70)

TheeigenvectorfortheLandau levelN can berewritten as

	 (N ) = (D z)
N
K

M �
N

2

1 e
� �K 2�

(N )

0

�

z;�
i
�

: (3.71)

Thecorresponding ground statereduced wave function �
(N )

0 has ~C = 2M � N ,while

the whole 	 (N ) has ~C = 2M ,since each D z adds ~C = 1. The form ula (3.43)forthe

energy levelscan beequivalently derived using thecom m utation relations(3.64).Note

thatthe Ham iltonian com m uteswith the chirality constraints(3.69)in a weak sense,

[Ĥ ;�D 2]� �’1.
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4 Sum m ary

In previous papers we solved the Landau problem for a particle on the supersphere

SU(2j1=U(1j1)and thesuperag SU(2j1)=[U(1)� U(1)].The lattercosetsuperspace

allowstwo W Z term s,and hence a fam ily ofLandau m odels,for�xed m agnetic �eld,

param etrized bythecoe�cientM ofa\ferm ionicW ess-Zum ino"term .Theequivalence

oftheM = 0 m odelwith thesupersphereLandau m odelwasim plicitin theseresults,

but notexplained by them . In this paperwe have reconsidered these m odels in the

planarlim it.

The supersphere m odelbecom esthe\superplane" Landau m odelfora particle on

C
(1j1);this is a m odelwith a quadratic Lagrangian that is the sum ofthe standard

Landau m odelwith a four-state \ferm ionic Landau m odel". The latterhasjusttwo

Landau levels,each spanned by two states,with the excited states having negative

norm . Thisprovidesa sim ple explanation forthe negative norm states,or\ghosts",

in allbutthelowestLandau levelofthesupersphere m odel,and itshowsclearly that

ghostsariseasa resultofsecond-orderferm ion kineticterm s.

The planar lim it ofthe superag m odelyields a m odelthat we have called the

\planar superag" Landau m odel. It is an extension ofthe superplane to include

interactionswith an additionalGoldstinovariable.ForM = 0thisvariableisauxiliary

and thesuperplanem odelisrecovered on elim inating it;thisexplainstheequivalence

between thesuperplane and M = 0 superag m odels.The m otivation forconsidering

theM > 0superagm odel(planarorspherical)isthatthesecond-orderferm ionkinetic

term sresponsibleforghostsare\suppressed" in thesensethatthecoe�cientbecom es

nilpotent.Asa result,theghostsarenotelim inated entirely butjustbanished to the

higherLandau levels.Speci�cally,theN th levelisghost-freeifand only ifN � 2M .

Anothercurious,and related,featureoftheM > 0 planarsuperag m odelsisthat

the second class ferm ionic constraints (which are standard in m odels with anticom -

m uting variables)cease to be entirely second-class on a �xed-energy subspace ofthe

phase space,thusim plying the presence ofa gauge-invariance on thisenergy surface.

In fact,when restricted to thisexceptionalenergy theplanarsuperag Landau m odel

becom esa type oftim e-reparam etrization invariantsuperparticle m odelwith a \hid-

den" ferm ionic gauge invariance. However,thisgauge invariance hasan e�ecton the

quantum theory only when theexceptionalenergy surfaceisoneoftheLandau levels,

and thishappensonly when 2M isan integer.In thiscase,theferm ionicgaugeinvari-

anceleadsto shortsuperm ultipletsforthestatesatthe(2M + 1)th Landau level,this

being the lowest Landau levelfor M = 0. The short superm ultiplets are exactly as

expected from ourpreviousresultsforthesupersphere and superag Landau m odels.

Although the super-Landau m odels analysed here have ghosts, it is possible to

consistently truncateto a ghostfreetheory.Onecould throw outjusttheghosts,but

thiswould break theSU(2j1)sym m etry thatwastherationalefortheconstruction of

these m odels. Instead,one can throw outallLandau levels thatcontain ghosts. For

M = 0 this isequivalent to keeping only the lowest Landau level,which de�nes the

non-(anti)com m utative com plex superplane thatresults from taking the planarlim it

ofthe fuzzy supersphere. OurM > 0 planarsuperag m odels,truncated to the �rst
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2[M ]+ 1 levels,can beconsidered asgeneralizationsofthisconstruction to allow fora

�nite setofhigherLandau levels. Asthe Hilbertspace stillhas�nite dim ension,the

quantum theory de�nesa fuzzy version ofthesuperm anifold obtained from theplanar

lim itofthesuperag.

N ote A dded

Aftersubm ission to thearchives,welearntofa paperofHasebe[10]in which a planar

super-Landau m odelis obtained as the planar lim it ofa Landau m odelfor a parti-

cle on the coset superspace O Sp(1j2)=U(1). This \supersphere" has realdim ension

(2j4),and istherefore \non-m inim al" in com parison to the supersphere de�ned here

asCP (1j1),butitcan beviewed asa superspace ofrealdim ension (2j2)with thehelp

ofa \pseudoconjugation" operation thatsquaresto �1 when acting on spinors. This

leadstoaplanarsuper-Landau m odelthatissuper�cially equivalenttothesuperplane

Landau m odeldiscussed here,butwhich hasa di�erentsym m etry group.Theabsence

ofnegative norm statesin the m odelof[10]ispresum ably a consequence ofthisdif-

ference.W ebelieve thatthe consistency ofthe Hilbertspace norm of[10]requiresan

interpretation asa \bi-orthogonal" norm [11](seealso [12]),and weplan to return to

thispointin a futurework with T.Curtright.
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