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Abstract

W e discuss new m ethods for non-com pact sigm a m odels w ith and w ithout

RR uxesTIhe methods Include reduction to one dim ensional supem ag—
nets,supercoset constructions and supertw istorsThiswork isa  rst step to—
wards the solution of these m odelswhich are In portant in several areas of
physics. I dedicate it to the m em ory of Volodya G rbbov.

D ecam ber 2005


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0512310v1
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0512310

1 Introduction

N onlinear sigm a m odels describe Iow energy interaction of G oldstone parti-
cles and are in portant In m any parts ofm odem physics. Them odels In two
din ensions are especially interesting since the infrared e ects In thiscase are
highl nontrivial. Such m odels are relevant In string theory, quantum Hall
e ect, soin chains, disordered system s etc.

It has been shown long ago that in general the m odels w ith the non-
abelian symm etry groups acquire a non-perturbative mass gap [1l]. This
result contradicted to the well known fact that In the H eisenberg antiferro—
m agnet Which hasO (3) symm etry) soin waves are gaplss. T he puzzle was
resolved seven years later R,3]when it was argued that the H eisenbergm odel
w ith the half nteger spin m ust be described by the sigm a m odel w ith the

ne tuned topological term , which m akes it gapless. In the case of integer
soin, the gap found in [1] is expected to appear (@nd does so experin entally) .
At the sam e tin g, even for the integer spins, there are special form s of the
Interaction leading to a com plktely Integrable gapless antiferrom agnets. So,
the G oldstone particles can rem ain m asskess when they want to.

In this paper Iw illbegin developing new m ethods for analysis and Inter-
pretation ofthe m asskess sigm a m odels. M y refreshed Interest in the old toy
is related to the gauge/strings duality, the key elem ents of which are the su—
persym m etric sigm a m odels. E xisting m ethods are painfully lnadequate for
getting physical nform ation In this case as well as In the other areas. The
purpose of this paper is to outline new ways and hopes for their solution.

Let usbegin w ith a bref sum m ary ofthe HaldaneA eck approach. One
considers a H eisenberg antiferrom agnet. Its ham iltonian has the form

X
H = SxSx+1 @

where S are soin one halfm atrices. They can be expressed In tem s of firee
ferm ions, a, ; = 1;2 as

Sx = a, a @)
ata, =1 3)

where are the Paulim atrices and the constraint (3) ensures that there is
exactly one fem ion at each site half- lIled band). O ne then can give a plau—
sible argum ent that In the continuous lin it the ferm ions becom e relativistic,



left and right m oving D irac particles w ith isotopic spin, ; &) and y ).

T his doubling of the fermm ions occurs since the continuous lim it enforces the

continuity of the even and odd sites separately. T he Lagrangian for these
elds has the standard D irac form

~

L= "@+A) @)

HeretheU (1) gauge eld A isa Lagrange m uliplier ensuring the constraint
(3). The soin eld S has the follow ng behavior in the continuos lim it
(re ecting its antiferrom agnetic nature)

Sx= ( 1fn&)+ 1) ©)
wherel n are continuous fiinctions and in tem s of the D irac ferm ions
nk)= [ g+cxc (6)

W ithoutA eldD iracferm ionsgeneratetheSU ) currents gz = [x 1m
which are holom orphic and antiholom orphic and the U (1) current. T he lat—
ter is killed by the A Integration. The resulting system is equivalent to the
W ZNW action (hon-abelian bosonization 4]). Forhigher spins one considers
sveral avors of farm jons and gauge out the avor currents.

In order to relate these facts to the O (3) sigm a m odel one needs ancther
representation of the spin operators, com ing from the geom etrical K irillov)

quantization. It is based on the formula
Z

Dne " ®n_ un, = Tr(S, =S,,) )

On the right side of this form ula we have a trace of the spin m atrices in a
representation with the spin S , whilk on the kft side we have an Integral
over the uni sohere, which is an orbit of the rotation group. T he action has

the form
Z

W )= 1ik A @n)dt ®)

wih A (n) being a vector potential of the m agnetic m onopolk and k = 2S.
The key feature of this action which ensures (7 ) is its varation under the
group transform ation

n ©)

W = ©—)dt (10)



W ith these form ulae the geom etric quantization follow s from the standard
W ard dentities, as we w ill discuss Jater In the generalcase. W e can now re—
place the quantum spins by the classical orbit. D ue to the antiferrom agnetic
order, we expect in the continuum I it

Sx ( INy) ( 1fnE)+ 1) (11)
where n x) 1) are continuous functions. The action for our m agnet in
this variables takes the fom

Z x X
F= dtff ( 1JW N+ N, Neq)®+ oonstg (12)

In the continuous lim it we should keep only such tem s that the sign factor
( 1f disappears, othemw ise the oscillations would killthe sum . That m eans
that only the tem s Inear In 1(X) must appear n the 1rst tem of (12 ) .
U sing the varation formula (10 ) we get

Z Z Z

dn
F’ ik d dxlx)h a:]+ dtdxf  n + 21)% + Fg 13)

Integrating out the eld 1x) we ocbtain the resul of 2,3 ]-then—- el sigm a
m odelw ith the theta tem at#= 2 S:

The rason why we need an antiferrom agnet to descrbe a relativistic
theory is the ollow ng. Spin changes sign under the tim e reversal. Hence
for a ferrom agnet the presence of the spontaneous m agnetization in plies
breaking ofthe CP T -sym m etry and the spectrum ofthe G oldstone particles is
non-relativistic, ! = k?: I antiferrom agnets we can combine CPT-re ection
wih the shift x tox+ 1:Thissymmetry ! ) ! isnot broken and in plies
the relativistic spectrum !? = k? in the Iong wave lin it. The sigm a m odel
is sin ply the m ost general e ective lagrangian describing relativistic, O (3)
Invariant spin waves.

2 G eneral groups
Let us now generalize these considerations for arbitrary groups and super—

groups. The rststep iswellknown —it isK irillov’stheory. T histheory allow s
to replace traces in a certain representation by integration over a particular



orbit. To set the stage I rederive it by using rather pedestrian m ethods. T he
action has the form
Z

W= d&IrK ld—) 14)
dt

where everything is in the ad pint representation. The m atrix K depends
on the representation which we eventually want to describe . If this repre-
sentation has the highest weight = ( ;:: ) (r is the rank of the group)
and ifwe have Cartan’s generatorsHy ,then K = ( (Hy) Ifwe consider the
variation of by right m ultiplication, =" where"=% 2 with * the

set of ad pint generators, it ollow s from (14 ) that

Z

W = dtr?

nA

& @5)
where T? = Tr(K 1 A2 )These quantities de ne an orbit of the group,

since they are nvariant (@s well as the action) under the follow ng gauge
transform ation

) h @e)
hKh '=K a7)

T he last equation explicitly show s dependence of the stability group on the
highest weight. Indeed, ifwe ook at the In nitesin al transform ations then a
generatorde ned by a root belongsto thegaugegroup if ( ) = OW hen
is a fuindam entalweight there are non-trivial solutions of this equation, som e
ofwhich willbe discussed below . For a generic weight the stability group is
generated by the C artan subalgebra.

In order to derive the W ard identities we notice that under the above
right m ultiplication we have a transform ation law for T#

TA — fABC "B TC (18)

(here £22¢ are the structure constants). Combining (15 ) and (18 ) we get
the equations ofm otion

d A B B . X AByC B C B .

gthT OT" ()T " G)i= t BT (@) e G)aT " )i

19)



T his is precisely the equation satis ed by the trace of the tin e-ordered prod—
uct ofm atrices of a given representation, and hence the characters are given
by the functional integrals w ith the action W : In other words, the m atrices
of representation can be replaced by the classical quantities T* de ning the
orbit. So far we described the well known resuls in a slightly unusualway.
Now we pass to som ething new .

3 C ollectivization

W e use this Infam ous word to describe fom ation of soin waves out of uc—
tuations of Individual spins.

Consider a m agnet w ith the Ham iltonian (1) ,exoept thistine S2 are the
m atrices In a given representation of a given group. By the sam e logic as
above we can w rite the action in the form

X
F=i1i ( 1FW [0+ @} T.)° (20)

X

The factor ( 1F tells us that the representations we use for the even/odd
sites m ust be conjugate to each other.
Onccagalnweassumethat .’/ 1+ ( 1¥1lx)) &)andthattheadpint
m atrix 1(x) 1t is convenient to work with the m atrices n the adpint
representation, de ned as T (x) = T * Usihg the ormulae for variations,
given above, we get (again kesping only the tertm In which ( 1F cancels)
Z
F= dudxTrf@@T)+ @,T+ LT)D*+ IL;TFg 1)

E xcluding 1we get the equation

;@ T1+ [T; ;1= 26T @2)

Since according to ourde nition T = K ! ,itsderivative satis es
@T=PB ;T] @3)
B =@ ! 4)

Ifwesstl=B;+ !;weget

C;Cit]l= 2BoiT]= 2&T @5)



The theta term Q , which contains both x and t derivatives has the form
Z Z

Q dtdxTr(T Bo;B1]) = ddxTrK RojA1]) (@6)
A = e @7)
The equaton or ! can be solved by "rotating” i back to the form

K;K;el= 2K ;A] (28)
e= 1 29)

From thiswe conclude that
K;él= 20+ h (30)

where h is a connection in the stability group, K ;h]l= 0Excliding h from
the action and perfomm ing som e trivial rescalings, we arrive at the sigm a
m odel action, describing the above antiferrom agnet

Z

S ddxfTrK;A F+1i " TrK B ;A )g 31)

Tt m ust be noticed that in generalthis action is defom ed by renom alization,
since nothing prevents functions of T to appear under the trace (sihoe T has
classical din ension zero and is invarant under the gauge group) . A 1so, they
m ay and should be present in the orighal ham iltonian. However, from the
de nition of T it follows that it satis es polynom ial relations, de ning the
orbit ofthe form TrT*¥ = C, ( ) , where Cy ( ) is related to the value of the

C asin ir operators In the given representation. That reduces or elin nates
the num ber of possbl structures. A general Invariant Lagrangian should
have the form

L=Trfa(T)@ T)*°+ " b(T)e TR Tg (32)

T he second, pariy vioclating tem , is not in general a topological invariant.
However, in som e cases it is. Forexam pl, forthe O (3) m odel, the constraint
isT? = constand thusb(T) T ; it iseasy to check that we get the standard
theta term thisway. H owever, fora general constraint the second term n (32
) is parity violating but not topological. The parity viclating tem s (which



wewill call " temn s) can be easily wrtten In tem s of the lkeft-invariant
connections (in a way nvariant under the gauge group H )

Le=" TrbK)K;A ]JK;A ] 33)

In m any instances this structure degenerates into a topological temm , but in
som e In portant cases it doesn't.

Let usgive a faw less trivial exam ples of the sigm a m odels related to an—
tiferrom agnets. Take rst a vector representation ofSO @O ), D = 2n; which
is described by the fuindam entalweight corresponding to the st node ofthe
D ynkin diagram . If we denote the generators by M , for this representa—
tion K = M 1, The generators commuting wih K are M , iself, aswellas
those of rem aining SO © 2):Hence T 2#)@)50(2) which is the G rass-
man m anifold. It is conveniently described by the eld ofthe antisym m etric

tensor t ; satisfying conditions
£ = 1;£t"t= 0 (34)

T he corresponding sigm a m odelw ith the theta term has the Lagrangian
1 5
L=2—(@t)+1#"t@t@t (35)

The clain isthat thism odel describes lIow energy properties of the quantum
O (D ) antiferrom agnet In the vector representation. W e w ill see below that
while being asym ptotically free ,  hasa conform al xed point described by
free ferm ions.

Another Interesting case is the soinor representation of O @2n) For this
representation K = 2 M 1o + M 34 + =M 5, 1,) T he stability group isU @)
and we are dealing wih the cosst SS ((jr;) T his is the orbit of pure sonors
whith are the W eyl spinors  wih the constraints , analogous to (34) ,
B v, = 0 MPrp < n:Agan, the conformal point is descrioed by the
Lagrangian forpure soinors and their con jugates and is closely related to the
description of the Berkovits string.

Finally lt us discuss supergroups, beginning w ith the O Sp (1 R) Its gen—
erators are cbtained by adding to SL 2) two spinorial superchargesQ .The
matrix  can be conveniently written as = &*9)gwhere g is the m atrix
of SL 2) and # s are two G rasan an variables. Tt is quite easy to nd the




action W (;#) For that we notice that

1 —
e #ge®9) = o d#) + > 4 2d# 37)
U sing these form ulae we get
Z
W @;#) dtfA @) + l¥< 2 a)d# 38)
i) = 5 n®)—
2 dtg

T his action perform s geom etrical quantization ofO Sp (1 R);provided that we
dentify the generators as follow

1 —
s*) @ > ##))n® N° 39)
Q ) # (40)
W2+ ##=1 41)

4 N on-com pact superm agnet

Let us describe the m agnet and the sigm a m odel of the last exam pl. The
resulting theory is a closed cousin ofthe AdS/CFT sigm a m odels. T here are
two com plications to be overcom e. The  rst is non-com pactness of the orbit
and the second is the presence of the grassn an dim ensions. Let us discuss
the rstproblem  rst. Non-com pact m agnets have been considered before In
the In portant work b Jjout we need a som ewhat di erent persoective.

W e are Jooking fora m agnet, the ham iltonian ofwhich acts in the H ibert
(positive nom ) space. This is possible if the soin operator at each site acts
In a unitary representation of SL (2) = Sp(2) Such rpresentations are nec—
essarily In nie din ensici{lal Ifwe perform the geom etric quantization with
the phase factorexp i A ()dtwith real the unitarty isto be expected
and we have to dentify the representation. Param etrizing the unit vector
n asn = (cosh R;sjnh cos’ ;sinh sin’ )we nd that the phase factor is
equal to;exp i oosh %dt (In the Poincare coordinates it is even sim plkr,
exp 1 %%t) . This corresponds to the unitary representations w ith the
lowest (highest) weights ,describbed by the upper (lower) sheet hyperboloids.
If isan integer, this is a discrete serdes of representation . O therw ise, this is



a representation of the covering group of SL (2) It is useful for our purposes
to construct these representations explicitly asthe Vem a m odulus. N am ely,
consider the V irasoro generators (L 1;L,) which form the SL (2) subalgebra.
The representation In question is de ned by the lowest weight vector j i
satisfying L;j i= O0Oand Lyj i= J iA llother states In the representation
aresimply j +mi= (L )" J iT his representation can be obtain from the
nite dim ensional SU (2) representations by m eans of analytic continuation,
setting the spin S = A 1l these facts are easy to chedk by solving the
Schrodinger equation for a particlke on a hyperboloid w ith the phase factor
and concentrating on the lowest energy level. The wave function in this case
isproportionalto the Jacobi function P, (cosh );and the lim it of geom etric
quantization, when only the phase factor is keft in the Jagrangian, corresoonds
to taking 1= k;m
It iswellknown that the spin chains ofarbitrary Integer spin can bem ade
com plktely Integrable by the special choice of the ham iltonian [6,7] ,which

has the form
X

H = £6x Sir1) 42)
where the function f is expressed in tem s of the derivative of the gamm a
function. In our case it should require a special consideration. T he reason
is that as a result of the factor ( 1F¥ in (20 ), representations at the even
and odd points are conjigate (denoted by tilde) to each other. The conju—
gate representation is generated from the highest weight state 1 satisfying
L ;#i= 0and Loei= £1i: Integrability is not a ected by the above
analytic continuation to negative soins. Indeed the Lax operator has the
standard form

L= +ild 43)

where are the Paulim atrices and S are the spin operators in any rep—
resentation. The fact that at the even ponnts we have the lowest weight
representation and at the odd ones the highest weight, doegn’t prevent us
from constructing integrals of m otion generated by the Tr L, ( ). But
constructing the ham ittonian, the Bethe ansatz and nding the physical vac—
uum , the excitation soectrum and the central charge rem ains an open prob—
Jm . The technicaldi culyy is that the product of representations in (42)
has neither highest nor lowest weight. Because of that we will discuss an
altemative approach to Bethe ansatz below .



T here is no guarantee that this system has a relativistic lim it, but if i
does, this m agnet describes (in the mfrared lim i ) conform al points of the
non-com pactn— eld. These conform alpoints (ifthey exist ) m ust beunusual.
In the com pact case ofSU (2) we know that such points are described by the
W ZNW action and contain holom orphic and antiholom orphic SU ) SU (2)
currents. This can’t be the case In the above m odel since the non-com pact
version of current algebra contains negative nom states, whilke the lattice
m odel is unitary. M oreover, in the perturbation theory this hyperbolic n
— eld is obtained from the standard spherical n— eld by changing the sign
of the coupling constant. T hat reverses the asym ptotic freedom to the "zero
charge" (IR xed point at zero coupling). That m eans that the non-trivial
IR lin it can arise only asa result of ne tuning ofhigher relevant operators.

Let us generalize these considerations for the O Sp (1 R) group. Again it
is convenient to consider it as a subgroup ofthe superV irasoro algebra. The
generators are simply L 1;L0;G %)fThe lowest weight unitary representa—
tions are obtained by the action ofthe raising operatorG : on thestate j i,
annihilated by G 1 T he conjugate, highest weight, represemz:atjons arede ned
as before. Iff we renam e these generators by (5%;g ),wih being a spinor
Index and g a M aprana soinor, we can consider an Integrable supermm agnet
In the form

X
H = £ (SxSur1+ Ar1) 44)

X

Once again the R -m atrix for the O Sp (1 R) system hasbeen found long ago
B 1, but the spectrum of the above (hon-com pact ) antiferrom agnet is not
known. Let us nd the corresoonding sigm a m odel. A s ckar from the above
discussion, it contains a hyperbolic unit vector n and its superpartner #: It
is convenient to write i st n tem s of connections. The corresponding
coset gpace is O Sp (1l R)=0 )T he connections of O Sp (1) can be w ritten
down as £ B%;A ; g where a = 1;2 is the "vertical" index, A is the
SO (2) connection and are the two soinor connections . They satisfy the
standard M aurer C artan equations. T he lJagrangian m ust have SO (2) gauge
symm etry. The m ost general form of i is

1 ay2 - n o
= fBY + o + 3 g (43)

where is a coupling constant; we don’t Include here the standard theta
term because In the non-ocom pact case it is trivial, but we have Instead the

10



eosilon termm , which is not a total divergence. These m odels appeared in
©,10,11 ] .n connection w ith gauge/strings duality. They describe the AdS,
gacew ih theRR uxes. Aswasshown In [L1 ], they are a part ofthem uch

. . 0SpRH) | . SU @R) | 1,
m ore interesting cosets ; c570 <o @ @ soa@ - Ads4,7SO 6 s - A dSs Stand

#ﬁg‘”@ ! AdSs S :In allthese cases the lagrangians are basically the
sam e, except the the type of spinors are di erent, the m atrix 5 is replaced
by 5 etc. There exists a superm agnet representation for these m odels. In
order to have conformm al sym m etries it is necessary to adjust the couplings ¢
and &, . These conform alpoints are com pltely integrable, at least classically.

For the action (45) the Lax representation is as follow ing [11 ]

L, =@ +A,Ts+ 'BIT.+ ( = ., + 7 .,)0 (46)
L =@ +A T3+ BT+ ( 2z ., + 7 ;)0 @7)
where (T3;T,;Q ) are the generators of OSp(lR)jand Lz = 123 :As
was checked in [11 ] the equations of m otion following from [L,;L 1= 0

corresoond to the lagrangian 45 ) wih ¢ = 0 and ¢ = 1Am azingly, at the
sam e point the symm etry appears and the perturbative beta function is
zero. W e can add to this an assum ption that at the sam e point the sigm a
m odelbecom es equivalent to the superm agnet (44 ). T he Lax representation
forthe last ofthe above cosstshasbeen found In [12]. An interesting di erent
class of cosets was found In R0]. It deals with the di erent m anifolds, but
m ore In portantly w ith the cases ¢, = o, = 1 . Perhaps the ¢ temn , together
w ith the added pure soinor lagrangian, can be looked at as xing of the
gauge sym m etry, w ith the pure spinors playing the role of the corresoonding
ghosts.

5 N ull vectors and linear sigm a m odels

T he above approach used the discretized theory. Tt ispossible to avoid it. Let
us agaln considerthen — eld rst. It isequivalent to the W ZNW m odel at
kevel one. On the other hand, the sam ¢ conform alpoint must appear in the
Iinear sigm a m odel of the vector eld ~ , satisfying the equation ofm otion
2]

@ = 2 (48)

11



where isa coupling constant and the physicalm ass of the eld is tuned
to zero. The reason for this "linearization" is that the constraint n? = 1 is
relaxed by the infrared uctuations. W hether this relaxation is relevant ,
depends on the infrared dynam ics.

Let us "solve" thisequation using the OPE oftheW ZNW m odel (sin ilar
approach was used In [13 ] for the Ising and other m inin alm odels). Tkt is
based on the fact, understood at the very beginning of conform al eld theory,
that the equations ofm otion m ust be read from the right to the keft, replacing
the products of eldsby their OPE.

Let g be an SU (2) m atrix entering the action and try to identify
Tr(' g):Firstofall, mW ZNW modelatk = 1 we have the fision rule [14 ]

g g9 g= gl 49)

where brackets m ean all possble operators cbtained by the action of the
KacM oody currents J¢ on the eld g:So, the st conclusion is that the
RHS of (48) belongs to the current block

Z a- o] e+ @bOdelEcl d+ C3L 1i 1 St o (50)

w here we dropped the higher order tem s.
The third term In this equation is just what we need for the (48). The
rst temm is the physical m ass of the - eld and must be elin inated by
hands ( in the language of critical phenom ena that corresoonds to sstting
the tem perature to be critical). So, ket us concentrate on the second tem .
W ewillshow thatatk = 1;due to the structure ofthe nullvectors, it reduces
to the third tem . C onsider the states of the form

ji=J%,91i (1)

where j iisa statew ith soin 1/2 and the profction ofthe soin equalto % :
The state j i can be decom posed into spin % and soin % com ponents. Ik is
wellknown that the K ac —M oody algebras at the kevel k have the null vector

of the fom
@ )k P rgHi= 0 (52)

w here the current acts on the highest weight state w ith the spin j:By choos—

ing j= % and k = 1, we conclude that the spin 2 part of the state j i

12



is actually zero. As for the rem aining spin  part, we have the K nizhnik-
Zam olodchikov relation

g% ji= k+2)L .ji (53)

H ence the contrbution ofthe second term in (50) is the sam e as of the third
tem . Replacing L ; by @ we derive the origihal equation ofm otion!

T he group theory of the above is as ollow ng (this is the pattem to be
generalized below ). W ith respect to keft and right m ultiplication the m atrix
g transm s as ;%) O 1) where we decom posed w ith respect to the
diagonal subgroup. Aswe act on g w ith JJ we get an ob Fct (% 1;% 1)

é g,% %) : The key obsarvation is that the g part is a null vector, whilke
the l part is a V irasoro descendant.

There Js a par:i:y odd relevant operator in the linear sigma m odel, O =
"' R @ '] . becom esa topologicaldensity in the lin i when and if

"2 1 const:Because ofthe fiision rules [14 ], we conclude that in tem s of
the W ZNW edswehave O ) Tr(g):This is consistent w ith the fact that
theW ZNW action is invariant under the sim ultaneous change of ordentation,
") "and g ) g A ccording to the form ula for the anom alous din ensions,

= ]}szl) we see that the din ension ofthe theta-term aswellasthen eld

itself is equalto 2 7 hich iswellknown in the Haldane —A eck approadch).
From the linear sigm a m odel point of view , this critical point requires ne-
tuning of two param eters, them ass tem  (tem perature) and the theta tem .

W hat happens at higher values of k and for other groups ? Let us give
som e non-trivial exam ples. Consider st k = 2 and the matrix g in the
vector representation, g ;1) © 1 2): The current descendant
transform s as

JJg © 1 2;0 1 2) © 1;0 1) (54)

; shoe the formula (52 ) tells us that the soin two part is a null vector.
The formula (53) in plies that the soin one cb gct is a V irasoro descendent.
T here are, however no constraints on the spin zero part. T herefore we can
draw the follow ng conclusions. First, ifwe want to describe a Inear sigm a
m odelw ith the vector eld ~ by W ZNW action with k = 2; we cbtain the
equation of m otion w ith the non-vanishing K acM oody descendent com ing
from (1;0)+ (0;1) G enerally this doesn’t describe the confom alpoint ofthe

N ed. But, ifwe netune the param etersto elin inate thistem ,we do get

13



a conform al sigm a m odel. T his conclusion is consistent w ith the well known
fact that whik generally spin 1 antiferrom agnet has a m ass gap, there is a
goecial, com pltely Integrable multicritical point, at which it is conform al
(e [15 | fora review ).

This isnot all, however. Consider a linear sigm a m odelw ith the eld of
spin 2, described by a traceless symm etric tensor ;33 e see from the (54 )
that in this case spn zero descendents do not appear . Hence we arrive at the
conclusion that soin 2 order param eter leads to a confom al theory w ithout
extra netuning. The equations ofm otion in this case are

@ = [’ (55)

w here the brackets m ean the proction to spin 2 representation. W e expect
this theory to be described by the free ferm ions.

Tt iseasy to generalize these considerations for other order param eters and
symm etry groups. It m ight seem puzzling that we nd conformm al regin es
in cases, ke CPY models, in which the Jarge N expansion tells us that
they don't exist. T he resolution of the paradox lies in the fact that to reach
the above xed points one has to add to the action operators containing
higher powers the elds and their derivatives. Such operators ( neglected
and intractabl in the hrge N expansion) m ight seem hopelessly irrelevant.
However, an old com putation of their dim ensions in [L7 ] indicates that the
one loop correction tends to com pensate the grow th of the naive dim ension.
For exam ple, In the O (3) case the operators In question have the form

Ogp = @,n@mn)°@,n)* @n)*® (56)

w ith the dim ension (in the one loop approxin ation; o isa coupling constant
)

= s+ 2p+ oRs(s 1) 16p] (B57)

Ibelieve that som e of these operators becom e relevant at large p (@s already
wasoon ectured in [16,17]) and drive the theordesto higher xed points. They
are denti ed with the nite number of relevant operatorsofW ZNW at level
k and must be netuned at the conform alpoint.
These m ethods are easy to generalize to the case when the eld is
de ned via gauged W ZNW theory. For exam ple, the cosst m odel
SU @) SU @)

M = (58)
SU @)x+1

14



gives rise to the scalar ed = Tr(g'g,;) &here the indices 1 and 2 refer
to the factors in the num erator of (58 ) ) satisfying the equation

@2 — ( )2k+ 1 (59)

In com plkte agreem ent w ith Zam olodchikov’s results [13 ].
T he Jast exam ple In this section isthe supergroup O Sp(1R):Thisexam ple
is in portant for analyses ofthe gauge/string dualities. The algdbra O Sp (1 R)
is obtained by adding to the three generators of SU ) , J ; J°, two spinor
anticom m uting generators , g . The nite dim ensional representations are
the pairs of sym m etric spinorsof ranks j= 2sand j 1 which transfom sas
X
d 1y " k 1y (€0)

q 130 5 1 = 1:350 5 1 (61)

The din ension ofthese representations is 2s+ 1+ 2(s  3)+ 1= 4s+ 1:The
fiindam ental representation has dim ension three and consists of a scalar and
a two ocom ponents soinor. The m atrix g which enters the W ZNW action is
3 3. Ifwe denote these representation as [s];they decom pose into the SU (2)
representations, denoted by the round brackets, as [s]= (s) + (s %) :

W e can identify the elds of the linear sigm a m odel by the relations,
directly generalizing the SU (2) case

a= str( .9) (62)
# = str( 9) (63)

w here the sarethe3 3 generalization ofthePaulim atrices. T he ob fct
we get transform sby the vector representation [1]which has 3+ 2 din ensions.
A sbefore, we have to use the fiision rules to identify the linear sigm a m odel.
Once again, we need to know the null vectors for O SpflR) A llof them are
known from the com prehensive work [18 ]. For our purposes we need only
the sin plest ones which are easy to get directly. T he algebra has the fom

;3 1=23, + 10k ning (64)
fq ;q, 9= 232, + 2nk nin s (65)
fq ;q, 9= 24 m (66)
Vo i 1= din ©67)
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while all other com m utators are cbvious. The null states at the rst kevelare
as follow ing

Fii= T, B (68)
Fi= @+ Jq)H (69)

where the highest weight state Fi satis es the conditions J Fi= o Fi=
O;JS Bl = sPpi: The above states are null, provided that s = % : O ther null
statesat levell ariseatk=s 1; 2s 1; s3tiseasy towrite explicit
expressions for all of them . W hat we need, however , is a m ore nvariant
m eaning ofthese vectors. N am ely, them ultiplet of currents, (J;q) transform s
according to [1] representation of O Sp(1R):W hen we act w ith the currents
on the operators In representation [s]; we have to decom pose the product
Into irreducible com ponents. This is given by the form ula

L1 Bl= B+ 11+ [S+%]+ s+ s §]+ s 1] (70)
(the only di erence wih the rotation group is that the halfinteger soins
appear In the m iddle). It is easy to see now that at s = % the whole rep—
resentation [s+ 1] is om ed by the null states (and thus drops out). At
s=k+ 1thetem [+ %] is dum ped. This pattem continues, rem oving
B slats= k Zand s 1llats= =
T he null vectors are in portant here for two reasons. First, they de ne
the fusion rules. For exam ple, a sin ple use ofthe W ard identities show that

atk= 1theprimary ed’ oftherepresenta’doni]sa‘ds es the fliision
! r=1I+"' (71)

where I is a unit operator ; the di erence with the SU (2) fusions is In the
second temm . M ore over, ’ ! "' =1+ 2" ;and asa result theO Spm odels
are very di erent from theirO (3) counterparts. A naive jdea'1 to describe the
theory as a linear sigm a m odel w ith the interaction V 2+ ## )% @ils
because the equations ofm otion w ill contain descendants ofthe unit operator
(oroportionalto the product ofthe two currents). T his is just aswell, shce a
m odel like that would have Jargersymm etry O Sp (3R) (& ecting the absence
of the spin-orbit interaction) which we certainly don’t need . In order to get
a conform altheory we have to combine the’ ¢ and ’ 3 termm s in such away as
to cancelthe unit operator in the equations ofm otion. T he general structure
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of these cubic temm s is
Iy=co @ %@ #)Q@ *+ " ¢ %@ #e ° (72)

T hese tem s create the spin-orbit interaction and are analogous to the temm s
In the G reen-Schwartz action. W e should notice that thism odel

necessarily contains the negative nom s. C oupling to gravity and in pos—
ng symm etry should elim inate them but the concrete m echanisn s of
this are not clear at present. Perhaps once again this lnear sigm a m odel is
equivalent to the (45) but it is not proved.

6 U sing connections

Let us describe yet another approach to the sam e class of problem s. Let us
ook again at the O (3) invarant n — eld, describing it this tine in temm s of
the SU (2) connections , which wedenoteas B® A ) wherea= 1;2 and the
direction 3 is selected for the gauge group U (1) T hese connections satisfy the
M aurer-C artan equations (the zero eld strength condition)

r.B r B, =0 (73)
@A, @A = °®@pP° (74)

wherer ,B% = @,B®+ %A,BP® isthe O (2) covarant derivative. The in—
variant lagrangian has the form

1
L= 2—BfBa+ apgapg® (75)

and the equations ofm otion are
r,B +r B, =0 (76)

Letuscom parethem with theequations fortheW ZNW action orSU (2),w ritten
In tem s of the sam e three connections @ ;B ) O foourse the rst pair of the
equations (the zero eld strength ) is precisely the same as (73,74 ). But
the equations ofm otion this tin e are

@A, =@B,=0 (77)

m eaning that we have three holom orphic currents. Unlke (76) there is no
gauge symm etry In these equations.
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Tom ake a com parison ofthe two m odels ket us choss a gaugeA = 0 for
the n— eld. The equations ofm otion take the formm

@ B, =0 (78)
@ A, = ®B2B® (79)

and are , generally speaking, di erent from (77 ).

However, ifwe chosek = 1 In W ZNW , som ething special happens. Let
us rem em ber that in this theory there are two sets of currents. The rst
one (which we have denoted A, ;B, ) arede ned as J = g '@, g and
J = gR g ! are holom orphic and have nom al din ensions. Let us call
them "direct currents" O C). The second set consists of the " altemative
currents" (AC), which are K, = g, g ' and K = g '@ g: For a gen-
eralW ZNW theory the altemative currents do not conserve and acquire the
anom alous din ension = 1+ %D;wherebjsthe dual C oxeter num ber (
adPpint Casin ir). Notice that K, = g !'J, g:That inpliesthat AC are the
current descendants of the adpint operatorg *  g:

The crucialpoint for us is that In the equation (79) theA, and B, are
the com ponents of the direct current whilke the B isan AC.Aswe already
discussed In the last section, at k = 1 the adpint operator decouples from
the OPE. Hence, at this value of k the B eld can be st to zero and
the W ZNW equations becom e identical to the n eld equations! Thus, as
expected, the n — eld theory has a conform al xed pont equivalent to the
W ZNW xed pont at k = 1. Now, ket ustake k > 1This tine the B
tem s don’t disappear by them selres. They must be forced out by adding
the higher derivative operators ( 56) and netuning their couplings. This
explains why the integrable antiferrom agnets of higher spin S are described
by the k = 2S theory. It is straightforw ard to generalize thism ethod for the
general case G =H : It requires, however a carefiill analysis of the null vectors.

M ore conformm al points arise when we use gauged W ZNW to solve the
coset theory, " cosets for cosets". Let us describe the general idea, leaving
the details for the future. A s iswell known, gauging of W ZNW refers to the
diagonalgroup, g  h gh; whilke the cosets we are interested 1 are always
g gh: Surprisingly there is a connection between the two. In generalwe
should com pare the diagonal coset G=F w ith the right coset G=H ; but here
we restrict ourselves w ith the sim plest case 0ofSU 2)=U (1) W ew illalso w rite
the gauged action in a som ew hat non-standard fomm

S=WgB+;AL] Wy Byl (80)
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whereW saretheW ZNW actions for the groupsG and H as functionals of
the keft-invariant connections. Notice that In this de nition both A and B
are de ned Porthe group G (and this A is substituted to the action for the
group H ). By the use of the standard variation formulae [19 ] it iseasy to
obtain the equations ofm otion

@ A, @A = B;B ] (81)
£ B, =0 (83)

wherer = @+ A and £=Q@+ B wih thede nition @ £ r A, = 0OThese
equations have obvious H gauge invariance. In the gauge A, = 0 they
coincide w ith the standard gauged W ZNW in the gaugea, = 0 where a is
agauge eld). Indeed in the Jatter case we have an action

Z

S=W gl+ a A, 84)

Integration over a enforces A, = 0 condition and the extra temm leads to the
above equationswih £ = a :

O nce again by exploiting various null vectors at various k one can "soke"
the localG=H theory by thegauged W ZNW .W e shall leave it for the future
work.

7 Supertw istors and zero curvature

In the ordinary sigm a m odels one of the ways of nding the Bethe ansatz
is to reform ulate the m odel in termm s of the multi- avored ferm ions [19 ]. &t
uses the fact that as the number of avors go to In niy, the ferm ions in
the externalgauge elds in pose the condition that the eld strength is zero.
Forthe lagrangians quadratic in the gauge eldsthey can be integrated out,
giving the fourfem on interaction. For such m odels the Bethe ansatz is
known and all one had to do to describe the sigm a m odel was to take the
limiofin nite avorsin the Bethe equations. In this section we w illoutline
the st part of this procedure — reduction to the urparticle interaction.
Let us discuss again the case of 0 50}22(1)32) (other cases are sin ilar). The
sin plest representation which we shall use is a supertw istor = ( ; )
w hich consists ofthe bosonic spinor (W ith two M aprana com ponents) and
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ferm jonic scalar ; which are spinors on the world sheet. T he free Jagrangian
has the fom

= P+ P =9 (85)

where @ is a two din ensional D irac operator and as usual =

N otice that the inverted statistics of these elds is a must — otherw ise the

lagrangian is a total derivative. There are  ve currents of O Sp (1 R) —three

ofSL@2); ' and two soinor currents : They couple to the ve gauge
elds A ;B%; )T he covarant derivatives have the form

@ +B* % +A ° + (86)
@ + 87)

r

r

W hen we consideran In nite num ber of copies ofthese tw istors and integrate
them out,weget,aswasshown in [19 ]a delta function ofthe eld strength.
Hence, ifwe add the lagrangian (85) to (45 ), in thein nie avourlinitwe
cbtain the desired sigm a m odel. O n the other hand we can integrate out the
connections rst and get them odelw ith quartic Interaction of supertw istors
w hich has the form

Line (4 )(s 2 )+ (4 %) 88)

This interaction is presum ably com pltely Integrable and should produce
the R m atrix for supertw istors satisfying the YangB axter equations. This
m atrix should be of XX Z (trgonom etric) type and perhaps coincide w ith the
already known ones B]. Ifso, ndingtheB ethe equationsshould be relatively
straightforward. There is a slight com plication because of the O (2) gauge
symm etry. In the bosonic case thisdi culty can be overcom e by adding the
term A2 to the action (thus getting the X X Z m odel) and then sending is
coe clent to zero. The sam e should work In the present case.

8 Conclusions

The present work is a st step towards nding CFT-s describing sigm a
models. I think that i will require a work of m any people to com plte
this task. I also believe that ifwe want to understand fundam ental physics,
there is no way avoiding it. The nature of space- tim e at large curvature
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is determ ined by gauge /strings corregpondence and it , to the lJarge extent,
boils down to the sigm a m odels, sin ilar to the ones we discussed. It is
possbl that when better understood these deaswillin uence our picture
of the early universe.

O ther in portant physical problam s involving sigm a m odels are the quan-—
tum Halle ect and the theory of2d turbulence (Im portant form eteorology) .
In both caseswe have to dealw ith a non-com pact CF T . In the case ofturbu-—
lence there are general considerations R1] and recent Interesting num erical
data R2], supporting this view .

On the other hand i should be said that the problem is very di cult.
Tt will require considerable am pli cation of the already esoteric technics of
B ethe ansatz and/or som e intricate analysis of the CFT algebras. A Iso,it is
possbl that som e in portant xed points are ofthedi erent nature than the
ones described in thispaper. StillTam hopefulthat these di cultiesw illbe
resolved.
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