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Abstract
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RR 
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nets,supercosetconstructionsand supertwistors.Thiswork isa � rststep to-
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1 Introduction

Nonlinearsigm a m odelsdescribe low energy interaction ofGoldstone parti-

clesand areim portantin m any partsofm odern physics.Them odelsin two

dim ensionsareespecially interesting sincetheinfrared e� ectsin thiscaseare

highly nontrivial. Such m odelsare relevantin string theory,quantum Hall

e� ect,spin chains,disordered system setc.

It has been shown long ago that in generalthe m odels with the non-

abelian sym m etry groups acquire a non-perturbative m ass gap [1]. This

resultcontradicted to the wellknown factthatin the Heisenberg antiferro-

m agnet(which hasO(3)sym m etry)spin wavesaregapless.Thepuzzle was

resolved seven yearslater[2,3]when itwasargued thattheHeisenbergm odel

with the halfinteger spin m ust be described by the sigm a m odelwith the

� ne tuned topologicalterm ,which m akes itgapless. In the case ofinteger

spin,thegap found in [1]isexpected toappear(and doessoexperim entally).

Atthe sam e tim e,even forthe integerspins,there are specialform softhe

interaction leading to a com pletely integrable gaplessantiferrom agnets. So,

theGoldstoneparticlescan rem ain m asslesswhen they wantto.

In thispaperIwillbegin developing new m ethodsforanalysisand inter-

pretation ofthem asslesssigm a m odels.M y refreshed interestin theold toy

isrelated to thegauge/stringsduality,thekey elem entsofwhich arethesu-

persym m etric sigm a m odels. Existing m ethodsare painfully inadequate for

getting physicalinform ation in thiscase aswellasin the otherareas. The

purposeofthispaperisto outlinenew waysand hopesfortheirsolution.

Letusbegin with a briefsum m ary oftheHaldane-A� eck approach.One

considersa Heisenberg antiferrom agnet.Itsham iltonian hastheform

H =
X

SxSx+ 1 (1)

where S arespin one halfm atrices. They can be expressed in term soffree

ferm ions,ax�;� = 1;2 as

Sx = a
+

x �ax (2)

a+x ax = 1 (3)

where � are the Paulim atricesand the constraint(3)ensuresthatthere is

exactly oneferm ion ateach site(half-� lled band).Onethen can giveaplau-

sibleargum entthatin thecontinuouslim ittheferm ionsbecom erelativistic,

1



leftand rightm oving Diracparticleswith isotopicspin, L�(x)and  R �(x).

Thisdoubling oftheferm ionsoccurssincethecontinuouslim itenforcesthe

continuity ofthe even and odd sites separately. The Lagrangian for these

� eldshasthestandard Diracform

L =  +
^

(@ +
^

A) (4)

HeretheU(1)gauge� eld A isa Lagrangem ultiplierensuring theconstraint

( 3). The spin � eld Sx has the following behavior in the continuos lim it

(re
 ecting itsantiferrom agneticnature)

Sx = (� 1)xn(x)+ l(x) (5)

wherel� n arecontinuousfunctionsand in term softheDiracferm ions

n(x)=  +

L � R + c:c (6)

W ithoutA � eldDiracferm ionsgeneratetheSU(2)currentsJL;R =  +

L;R � L;R

which areholom orphicand antiholom orphicand theU(1)current.Thelat-

teriskilled by the A integration. The resulting system isequivalentto the

W ZNW action (non-abelian bosonization [4]).Forhigherspinsoneconsiders

several
 avorsofferm ionsand gaugeoutthe
 avorcurrents.

In orderto relatethesefactsto theO (3)sigm a m odeloneneedsanother

representation ofthespin operators,com ing from thegeom etrical(Kirillov)

quantization.Itisbased on theform ula
Z

D ne� W (n)na1:::nak = Tr(Sa1:::Sak) (7)

On the rightside ofthisform ula we have a trace ofthe spin m atricesin a

representation with the spin S ,while on the leftside we have an integral

overtheunitsphere,which isan orbitoftherotation group.Theaction has

theform

W (n)= ik

Z

A(n)dt (8)

with A(n)being a vectorpotentialofthe m agnetic m onopole and k = 2S.

The key feature ofthisaction which ensures (7 )isitsvariation underthe

group transform ation

�n = ! � n (9)

�W =

Z

(n
d!

dt
)dt (10)
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W ith these form ulae the geom etric quantization follows from the standard

W ard identities,aswewilldiscusslaterin thegeneralcase.W ecan now re-

placethequantum spinsby theclassicalorbit.Dueto theantiferrom agnetic

order,weexpectin thecontinuum lim it

Sx � (� 1)xN x ) (� 1)xn(x)+ l(x) (11)

where n(x)� l(x)are continuousfunctions. The action forourm agnetin

thisvariablestakestheform

F =

Z

dtf
X

x

(� 1)xW (N x)+
X

x

(N x � Nx+ 1)
2 + constg (12)

In the continuouslim itwe should keep only such term sthatthe sign factor

(� 1)x disappears,otherwisetheoscillationswould killthesum .Thatm eans

that only the term s linear in l(x) m ust appear in the � rst term of(12 ) .

Using thevariation form ula (10 )weget

F ’ ik

Z

dt

Z

dxl(x)[n �
dn

dt
]+

Z

dtdxf(r n + 2l)2 + l2g (13)

Integrating outthe� eld l(x)weobtain theresultof[2,3 ]-then-� eld sigm a

m odelwith thetheta term at# = 2�S:

The reason why we need an antiferrom agnet to describe a relativistic

theory is the following. Spin changes sign under the tim e reversal. Hence

for a ferrom agnet the presence of the spontaneous m agnetization im plies

breakingoftheCPT-sym m etryandthespectrum oftheGoldstoneparticlesis

non-relativistic,! = k2:In antiferrom agnetswecan com bineCPT-re
 ection

with theshiftx to x+ 1:Thissym m etry ! ) � ! isnotbroken and im plies

the relativistic spectrum !2 = k2 in the long wave lim it. The sigm a m odel

issim ply the m ostgenerale� ective lagrangian describing relativistic,O (3)

invariantspin waves.

2 G eneralgroups

Letus now generalize these considerations forarbitrary groups and super-

groups.The� rststep iswellknown -itisKirillov’stheory.Thistheoryallows

to replacetracesin a certain representation by integration overa particular
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orbit.To setthestageIrederiveitby using ratherpedestrian m ethods.The

action hastheform

W =

Z

dtTr(K 
� 1
d


dt
) (14)

where everything is in the adjoint representation. The m atrix K depends

on the representation which we eventually wantto describe . Ifthisrepre-

sentation hasthe highestweight� = (�1:::�r)(r isthe rank ofthe group)

and ifwehaveCartan’sgeneratorsH k ,then K = (�kH k):Ifweconsiderthe

variation of
 by rightm ultiplication,�
 = "
 ;where"= "A�A with �A the

setofadjointgenerators,itfollowsfrom (14 )that

�W =

Z

dtTA d"
A

dt
(15)

where TA = Tr(K 
� 1�A 
 ):These quantities de� ne an orbit ofthe group,

since they are invariant (as wellas the action) under the following gauge

transform ation


 ) 
 h (16)

hK h� 1 = K (17)

The lastequation explicitly showsdependence ofthe stability group on the

highestweight.Indeed,ifwelook atthein� nitesim altransform ationsthen a

generatorde� ned by aroot� belongstothegaugegroup if(��)= 0:W hen �

isafundam entalweighttherearenon-trivialsolutionsofthisequation,som e

ofwhich willbediscussed below.Fora genericweightthestability group is

generated by theCartan subalgebra.

In order to derive the W ard identities we notice that under the above

rightm ultiplication wehavea transform ation law forTA

�TA = fA B C "B TC (18)

(here fA B C are the structure constants). Com bining (15 )and (18 )we get

theequationsofm otion

d

dt
hTA(t)TB 1(t1):::T

B n(tn)i=
X

k

�(t� tk)f
A B kC hTB 1(t1):::T

C (tk):::T
B n(tn)i

(19)
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Thisisprecisely theequation satis� ed by thetraceofthetim e-ordered prod-

uctofm atricesofa given representation,and hencethecharactersaregiven

by the functionalintegralswith the action W :In otherwords,the m atrices

ofrepresentation can bereplaced by theclassicalquantitiesTA de� ning the

orbit.So farwe described the wellknown resultsin a slightly unusualway.

Now wepassto som ething new.

3 C ollectivization

W e use thisinfam ousword to describe form ation ofspin wavesoutof
 uc-

tuationsofindividualspins.

Consideram agnetwith theHam iltonian (1),exceptthistim eSA
x arethe

m atrices in a given representation ofa given group. By the sam e logic as

abovewecan writetheaction in theform

F = i
X

x

(� 1)xW [
x]+ (TA
x � TAx+ 1)

2 (20)

The factor(� 1)x tellsusthatthe representations we use forthe even/odd

sitesm ustbeconjugateto each other.

Onceagainweassum ethat
x ’ (1+ (� 1)xl(x))
 (x)and thattheadjoint

m atrix l(x) � 1:It is convenient to work with the m atrices in the adjoint

representation,de� ned as T(x) = TA�A:Using the form ulae for variations,

given above,weget(again keeping only theterm in which (� 1)x cancels)

F =

Z

dtdxTrf(l@tT)+ (@xT + [l;T])2 + [l;T]2g (21)

Excluding lwegettheequation

[T;@xT]+ [T;[T;l]]= 2@tT (22)

Sinceaccording to ourde� nition T = 
 K 
� 1 ,itsderivativesatis� es

@�T = [B �;T] (23)

B � = @�
 

� 1 (24)

Ifwesetl= B 1 + !;weget

[T;[T;!]]= 2[B 0;T]= 2@tT (25)
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Thetheta term Q,which containsboth x and tderivativeshastheform

Q �

Z

dtdxTr(T[B 0;B 1])=

Z

dtdxTr(K [A 0;A 1]) (26)

A � = 
� 1@�
 (27)

Theequaton for! can besolved by "rotating" itback to theform

[K ;[K ;e!]= � 2[K ;A0] (28)

e! = 
� 1!
 (29)

From thisweconcludethat

[K ;e!]= � 2A0 + h (30)

where h isa connection in the stability group,[K ;h]= 0:Excluding h from

the action and perform ing som e trivialrescalings,we arrive at the sigm a

m odelaction,describing theaboveantiferrom agnet

S =

Z

dtdxfTr[K ;A �]
2 + i�"�� Tr(K [A �;A �])g (31)

Itm ustbenoticed thatin generalthisaction isdeform ed by renorm alization,

sincenothing preventsfunctionsofT to appearunderthetrace(sinceT has

classicaldim ension zero and isinvariantunderthegaugegroup).Also,they

m ay and should be presentin the originalham iltonian. However,from the

de� nition ofT itfollows thatitsatis� es polynom ialrelations,de� ning the

orbitoftheform TrTk = Ck(�),where Ck(�)isrelated to thevalueofthe

Casim ir operators in the given representation. That reduces or elim inates

the num ber ofpossible structures. A generalinvariant Lagrangian should

havetheform

L = Trfa(T)(@�T)
2 + "��b(T)@�T@�Tg (32)

The second,parity violating term ,isnotin generala topologicalinvariant.

However,in som ecasesitis.Forexam ple,fortheO (3)m odel,theconstraint

isT2 = constand thusb(T)� T ;itiseasy tocheck thatwegetthestandard

thetaterm thisway.However,forageneralconstraintthesecond term in (32

)isparity violating butnottopological. The parity violating term s(which
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we willcall"� term s) can be easily written in term s ofthe left-invariant

connections(in a way invariantunderthegaugegroup H )

L" = "��Tr(b(K )[K ;A �][K ;A �]) (33)

In m any instancesthisstructuredegeneratesinto a topologicalterm ,butin

som eim portantcasesitdoesn’t.

Letusgivea few lesstrivialexam plesofthesigm a m odelsrelated to an-

tiferrom agnets.Take� rsta vectorrepresentation ofSO (D ),D = 2n;which

isdescribed by thefundam entalweightcorrespondingtothe� rstnodeofthe

Dynkin diagram . Ifwe denote the generatorsby M �� ,forthisrepresenta-

tion K = M 12:The generatorscom m uting with K are M 12 itself,aswellas

thoseofrem aining SO (D � 2):HenceT 2
SO (D )

SO (D � 2)� SO (2)
which istheGrass-

m an m anifold.Itisconveniently described by the� eld oftheantisym m etric

tensort��;satisfying conditions

t2�� = 1;t^ t= 0 (34)

Thecorresponding sigm a m odelwith thetheta term hastheLagrangian

L =
1

2

(@�t��)

2 + i#"��t��@�t��@�t�� (35)

Theclaim isthatthism odeldescribeslow energy propertiesofthequantum

O (D )antiferrom agnetin the vectorrepresentation. W e willsee below that

,whilebeing asym ptotically free,ithasa conform al� xed pointdescribed by

freeferm ions.

Another interesting case is the spinor representation ofO (2n):For this

representation K = 1

2
(M 12 + M 34 + :::M 2n� 1;2n):The stability group isU(n)

and we are dealing with the coset
SO (2n)

U (n)
:This is the orbit ofpure spinors

,which are the W eylspinors � with the constraints ,analogous to (34) ,

�
�1:::�p� = 0 for p < n:Again,the conform alpoint is described by the

Lagrangian forpurespinorsand theirconjugatesand isclosely related tothe

description oftheBerkovitsstring.

Finally letusdiscusssupergroups,beginning with theO Sp(1j2):Itsgen-

eratorsareobtained by adding to SL(2)two spinorialsuperchargesQ � .The

m atrix 
 can be conveniently written as
 = e(#Q )g;where g isthe m atrix

ofSL(2)and # � s aretwo Grassm an variables.Itisquite easy to � nd the
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action W (n;#):Forthatwenoticethat


� 1d
 = g� 1dg+ g� 1e� (#Q )de(#Q )g (36)

e� (#Q )de(#Q ) = (Qd#)+
1

2
�a#
ad# (37)

Using theseform ulaeweget

W (n;#)=

Z

dtfA(n)+
1

2
#(
ana)

d#

dt
g (38)

Thisaction perform sgeom etricalquantization ofO Sp(1j2);provided thatwe

identify thegeneratorsasfollow

Sa
) (1�

1

2
(##))na � Na (39)

Q �
) #� (40)

(N a)2 + ## = 1 (41)

4 N on-com pact superm agnet

Letusdescribe the m agnetand the sigm a m odelofthe lastexam ple. The

resulting theory isa closed cousin oftheAdS/CFT sigm a m odels.Thereare

two com plicationsto beovercom e.The� rstisnon-com pactnessoftheorbit

and the second isthe presence ofthe grassm an dim ensions. Letusdiscuss

the� rstproblem � rst.Non-com pactm agnetshavebeen considered beforein

theim portantwork [5 ],butweneed a som ewhatdi� erentperspective.

W earelookingforam agnet,theham iltonian ofwhich actsin theHilbert

(positive norm )space.Thisispossible ifthespin operatorateach siteacts

in a unitary representation ofSL(2)= Sp(2):Such representationsare nec-

essarily in� nite dim ensional.Ifwe perform thegeom etricquantization with

thephasefactorexp� i�
R

A(n)dtwith real� theunitarity isto beexpected

and we have to identify the representation. Param etrizing the unit vector

n as n = (cosh�;sinh�cos’;sinh� sin’);we � nd that the phase factor is

equalto exp� i�
R

cosh�
d’

dt
dt(in thePoincarecoordinatesitiseven sim pler,

exp� i�
R

dx

dt

dt

y
). This corresponds to the unitary representations with the

lowest(highest)weights,described by theupper(lower)sheethyperboloids.

If� isan integer,thisisadiscreteseriesofrepresentation.Otherwise,thisis
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a representation ofthecovering group ofSL(2):Itisusefulforourpurposes

toconstructtheserepresentationsexplicitly astheVerm a m odulus.Nam ely,

considertheVirasorogenerators(L� 1;L0)which form theSL(2)subalgebra.

The representation in question is de� ned by the lowest weight vector j�i

satisfying L1j�i= 0 and L0j�i= �j�i:Allotherstatesin the representation

aresim ply j� + m i= (L� 1)
m j�i:Thisrepresentation can beobtain from the

� nitedim ensionalSU(2)representationsby m eansofanalyticcontinuation,

setting the spin S = � �:Allthese facts are easy to check by solving the

Schrodingerequation fora particle on a hyperboloid with the phase factor

and concentrating on thelowestenergy level.Thewavefunction in thiscase

isproportionaltotheJacobifunction Pm �(cosh�);and thelim itofgeom etric

quantization,when onlythephasefactorisleftin thelagrangian,corresponds

to taking l= k;m � �:

Itiswellknown thatthespin chainsofarbitraryintegerspin can bem ade

com pletely integrable by the specialchoice ofthe ham iltonian [6,7],which

hastheform

H =
X

x

f(Sx �eSx+ 1) (42)

where the function f is expressed in term s ofthe derivative ofthe gam m a

function. In ourcase itshould require a specialconsideration. The reason

isthatasa resultofthe factor(� 1)x in (20 ),representations atthe even

and odd pointsare conjugate (denoted by tilde)to each other. The conju-

gaterepresentation isgenerated from thehighestweightstateje�isatisfying

L� 1je�i = 0 and L0je�i = � �je�i:Integrability is not a� ected by the above

analytic continuation to negative spins. Indeed the Lax operator has the

standard form

L = � + i�!�
�!
S (43)

where � are the Paulim atrices and S are the spin operators in any rep-

resentation. The fact that at the even points we have the lowest weight

representation and at the odd ones the highest weight,doesn’t prevent us

from constructing integrals ofm otion generated by the Tr
Y

Lx(�). But

constructing theham iltonian,theBetheansatzand � nding thephysicalvac-

uum ,theexcitation spectrum and thecentralchargerem ainsan open prob-

lem . The technicaldi� culty isthatthe product ofrepresentations in (42)

has neither highest nor lowest weight. Because ofthat we willdiscuss an

alternativeapproach to Betheansatzbelow.
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There isno guarantee thatthissystem hasa relativistic lim it,butifit

does,thism agnetdescribes(in the infrared lim it)conform alpointsofthe

non-com pactn-� eld.Theseconform alpoints(iftheyexist)m ustbeunusual.

In thecom pactcaseofSU(2)weknow thatsuch pointsaredescribed by the

W ZNW action and contain holom orphicand antiholom orphicSU(2)� SU(2)

currents. Thiscan’tbe the case in the above m odelsince the non-com pact

version ofcurrent algebra contains negative norm states,while the lattice

m odelis unitary. M oreover,in the perturbation theory this hyperbolic n

-� eld isobtained from the standard sphericaln-� eld by changing the sign

ofthecoupling constant.Thatreversestheasym ptoticfreedom to the"zero

charge" (IR � xed pointatzero coupling). Thatm eansthatthe non-trivial

IR lim itcan ariseonly asa resultof� netuning ofhigherrelevantoperators.

Letusgeneralize these considerationsforthe O Sp(1j2)group. Again it

isconvenienttoconsideritasasubgroup ofthesuper-Virasoro algebra.The

generatorsare sim ply (L� 1;L0;G �
1

2

):The lowestweightunitary representa-

tionsareobtained by theaction oftheraisingoperatorG �
1

2

on thestatej�i,

annihilated by G 1

2

:Theconjugate,highestweight,representationsarede� ned

asbefore. Ifwe renam e these generatorsby (Sa;q�);with � being a spinor

index and q a M ajorana spinor,we can consideran integrable superm agnet

in theform

H =
X

x

f(SxeSx+ 1 + qxeqx+ 1) (44)

Onceagain theR -m atrix fortheO Sp(1j2)system hasbeen found long ago

[8 ],butthe spectrum ofthe above (non-com pact)antiferrom agnetisnot

known.Letus� nd thecorresponding sigm a m odel.Asclearfrom theabove

discussion,itcontainsa hyperbolic unitvectorn and itssuperpartner#:It

is convenient to write it � rst in term s ofconnections. The corresponding

coset space is O Sp(1j2)=O (2):The connections ofO Sp(1j2)can be written

down as f B a
�;A �; 

�
�g where a = 1;2 is the "vertical" index, A � is the

SO (2)connection and  �
� arethetwo spinorconnections.They satisfy the

standard M aurer-Cartan equations.Thelagrangian m usthaveSO (2)gauge

sym m etry.Them ostgeneralform ofitis

L =
1

2�
f(B a

�)
2 + c1 � � + c2"�� �
3 �g (45)

where � is a coupling constant;we don’t include here the standard theta

term because in the non-com pactcase itistrivial,butwe have instead the
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epsilon term ,which is not a totaldivergence. These m odels appeared in

[9,10,11 ]in connection with gauge/stringsduality.They describe theAdS2
spacewith theRR 
 uxes.Aswasshown in [11],they areapartofthem uch

m ore interesting cosets,
O Sp(2j4)

SO (4)� SO (2)
! AdS4;

SU (4j2)

SO (5)� SU (2)
! AdS5 � S1;and

P SU (4j4)

SO (5)� SO (5)
! AdS5 � S5:In allthese casesthelagrangiansarebasically the

sam e,exceptthe the type ofspinorsaredi� erent,the m atrix 
3 isreplaced

by 
5 etc. There exists a superm agnet representation forthese m odels. In

ordertohaveconform alsym m etriesitisnecessary to adjustthecouplingsc1
and c2.Theseconform alpointsarecom pletely integrable,atleastclassically.

Fortheaction (45)theLax representation isasfollowing [11 ]

L+ = @+ + A + T3 + �� 1B a
+
Ta + (��

1

2 �
L+ + �

1

2 �
R + )Q � (46)

L� = @� + A � T3 + �B
a
� Ta + (��

1

2 
�
L� + �

1

2 
�
R � )Q � (47)

where (T3;Ta;Q �) are the generators ofO Sp(1j2);and  L;R =
1� 
3

2
 :As

was checked in [11 ]the equations ofm otion following from [L+ ;L� ]= 0

correspond to thelagrangian (45 )with c1 = 0 and c2 = 1:Am azingly,atthe

sam e pointthe �� sym m etry appearsand the perturbative beta function is

zero. W e can add to thisan assum ption thatatthe sam e pointthe sigm a

m odelbecom esequivalenttothesuperm agnet(44).TheLax representation

forthelastoftheabovecosetshasbeen found in [12].An interestingdi� erent

classofcosetswasfound in [20]. Itdealswith the di� erentm anifolds,but

m oreim portantly with thecasesc1 = c2 = 1 .Perhapsthec1 term ,together

with the added pure spinorlagrangian,can be looked atas� xing ofthe �

gaugesym m etry,with thepurespinorsplaying theroleofthecorresponding

ghosts.

5 N ullvectors and linear sigm a m odels

Theaboveapproach used thediscretized theory.Itispossibletoavoid it.Let

usagain considerthe n -� eld � rst.Itisequivalentto the W ZNW m odelat

levelone.On theotherhand,thesam econform alpointm ustappearin the

linearsigm a m odelofthevector� eld
�!
� ,satisfying theequation ofm otion

[12]

@2
�!
� = ��2

�!
� (48)
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where� isa coupling constantand thephysicalm assofthe� � eld istuned

to zero. The reason forthis"linearization" isthatthe constraintn2 = 1 is

relaxed by the infrared 
 uctuations. W hether this relaxation is relevant ,

dependson theinfrared dynam ics.

Letus"solve"thisequation usingtheOPE oftheW ZNW m odel(sim ilar

approach was used in [13 ]for the Ising and other m inim alm odels). It is

based on thefact,understood atthevery beginningofconform al� eld theory,

thattheequationsofm otion m ustberead from therighttotheleft,replacing

theproductsof� eldsby theirOPE.

Letg be an SU(2)m atrix entering the action and try to identify
�!
� �

Tr(�!� g):Firstofall,in W ZNW m odelatk = 1 wehavethefusion rule[14 ]

g� g� g = [g] (49)

where brackets m ean allpossible operators obtained by the action ofthe

Kac-M oody currentsJa� n on the � eld g:So,the � rstconclusion isthatthe

RHS of(48)belongsto thecurrentblock

�
2
�
a = c1�

a + c
abcd
2 J

b
� 1J

c

� 1�
d + c3L� 1L� 1�

a + ::: (50)

wherewedropped thehigherorderterm s.

The third term in thisequation isjustwhatwe need forthe (48). The

� rst term is the physicalm ass ofthe �-� eld and m ust be elim inated by

hands ( in the language ofcriticalphenom ena that corresponds to setting

the tem perature to be critical). So,letusconcentrate on the second term .

W ewillshow thatatk = 1;duetothestructureofthenullvectors,itreduces

to thethird term .Considerthestatesoftheform

j i= Ja� 1j�i (51)

wherej�iisastatewith spin 1/2and theprojection ofthespin equalto� 1

2
:

The state j ican be decom posed into spin 3

2
and spin 1

2
com ponents. Itis

wellknown thattheKac-M oody algebrasatthelevelk havethenullvector

oftheform

(J+� 1)
k� 2j+ 1

jj;ji= 0 (52)

wherethecurrentactson thehighestweightstatewith thespin j:By choos-

ing j = 1

2
and k = 1 ,we conclude that the spin 3

2
part ofthe state j i

12



is actually zero. As for the rem aining spin 1

2
part,we have the Knizhnik-

Zam olodchikov relation

�aJa� 1j�i= (k+ 2)L� 1j�i (53)

Hencethecontribution ofthesecond term in (50)isthesam easofthethird

term .Replacing L� 1 by @ wederivetheoriginalequation ofm otion!

The group theory ofthe above isasfollowing (thisisthe pattern to be

generalized below).W ith respectto leftand rightm ultiplication them atrix

g transform sas(1
2
;1
2
)� (0� 1)where we decom posed with respectto the

diagonalsubgroup.Asweacton g with JJ wegetan object(1
2

 1;1

2

 1)�

(1
2
� 3

2
;1
2
� 3

2
):Thekey observation isthatthe 3

2
partisa nullvector,while

the 1

2
partisa Virasoro descendant.

There isa parity odd relevantoperatorin the linearsigm a m odel,O =

"��
�!
� [@�

�!
� � @�

�!
�].Itbecom esatopologicaldensity in thelim itwhen and if

�!
� 2 ! const:Becauseofthefusion rules[14 ],weconcludethatin term sof

theW ZNW � eldswe have O ) Tr(g):Thisisconsistentwith thefactthat

theW ZNW action isinvariantunderthesim ultaneouschangeoforientation,

") � "and g ) � g:Accordingtotheform ulafortheanom alousdim ensions,

� =
j(j+ 1)

k+ 2;
weseethatthedim ension ofthetheta-term aswellasthen� � eld

itselfisequalto 1

4
(which iswellknown in theHaldane-A� eck approach).

From the linearsigm a m odelpointofview,thiscriticalpointrequires� ne-

tuning oftwo param eters,them assterm (tem perature)and thetheta term .

W hathappensathighervaluesofk and forothergroups? Letusgive

som e non-trivialexam ples. Consider � rst k = 2 and the m atrix g in the

vector representation, g � (1;1) � (0 � 1 � 2):The current descendant

transform sas

JJg � (0� 1� 2;0� 1� 2)� (0� 1;0� 1) (54)

;since the form ula (52 ) tells us that the spin two part is a nullvector.

The form ula (53)im pliesthatthe spin oneobjectisa Virasoro descendent.

There are,however no constraintson the spin zero part. Therefore we can

draw the following conclusions. First,ifwe wantto describe a linearsigm a

m odelwith thevector� eld
�!
� by W ZNW action with k = 2;we obtain the

equation ofm otion with the non-vanishing Kac-M oody descendent com ing

from (1;0)+ (0;1):Generally thisdoesn’tdescribetheconform alpointofthe
�!n � eld.But,ifwe� netunetheparam eterstoelim inatethisterm ,wedoget

13



a conform alsigm a m odel.Thisconclusion isconsistentwith thewellknown

factthatwhile generally spin 1 antiferrom agnethasa m assgap,there isa

special,com pletely integrable m ulticriticalpoint,at which it is conform al

(see[15 ]fora review).

Thisisnotall,however.Considera linearsigm a m odelwith the� eld of

spin 2,described by a tracelesssym m etric tensor�ij:W e see from the (54 )

thatin thiscasespin zerodescendentsdonotappear.Hencewearriveatthe

conclusion thatspin 2 orderparam eterleadsto a conform altheory without

extra � netuning.Theequationsofm otion in thiscaseare

@2�ij = �[�3]ij (55)

wherethebracketsm ean theprojection to spin 2 representation.W eexpect

thistheory to bedescribed by thefreeferm ions.

Itiseasytogeneralizetheseconsiderationsforotherorderparam etersand

sym m etry groups. It m ight seem puzzling that we � nd conform alregim es

in cases, like CP N m odels, in which the large N expansion tells us that

they don’texist.Theresolution oftheparadox liesin thefactthatto 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 intractable in the largeN expansion)m ightseem hopelessly irrelevant.

However,an old com putation oftheirdim ensionsin [17 ]indicatesthatthe

oneloop correction tendsto com pensatethegrowth ofthenaivedim ension.

Forexam ple,in theO (3)casetheoperatorsin question havetheform

O sp = (@zn@zn)
s(@zn)

2p(@zn)
2p (56)

with thedim ension (in theoneloop approxim ation;�0 isacouplingconstant

)

� = s+ 2p+ �0[2s(s� 1)� 16p] (57)

Ibelievethatsom eoftheseoperatorsbecom erelevantatlargep (asalready

wasconjectured in [16,17])and drivethetheoriestohigher� xed points.They

areidenti� ed with the� nitenum berofrelevantoperatorsofW ZNW atlevel

k and m ustbe� ne-tuned attheconform alpoint.

These m ethods are easy to generalize to the case when the � eld � is

de� ned via gauged W ZNW theory.Forexam ple,thecosetm odel

M =
SU(2)k � SU(2)1

SU(2)k+ 1
(58)

14



givesriseto thescalar� eld � = Tr(g� 11 g2)(wheretheindices1 and 2 refer

to thefactorsin thenum eratorof(58 ))satisfying theequation

@2� = (�)2k+ 1 (59)

in com pleteagreem entwith Zam olodchikov’sresults[13 ].

Thelastexam plein thissection isthesupergroup O Sp(1j2):Thisexam ple

isim portantforanalysesofthegauge/stringdualities.ThealgebraO Sp(1j2)

isobtained by adding to thethreegeneratorsofSU(2),J� ;J3,two spinor

anticom m uting generators ,q� . The � nite dim ensionalrepresentations are

thepairsofsym m etricspinorsofranksj= 2sand j� 1 which transform sas

q���1:::�j =
X

"�� k
	 �1:::b�k:::�j (60)

q�	 �1:::�j� 1
= ��� 1:::�j� 1

(61)

Thedim ension oftheserepresentationsis2s+ 1+ 2(s� 1

2
)+ 1= 4s+ 1:The

fundam entalrepresentation hasdim ension threeand consistsofa scalarand

a two com ponentsspinor. The m atrix g which entersthe W ZNW action is

3� 3.Ifwedenotetheserepresentation as[s];they decom poseintotheSU(2)

representations,denoted by theround brackets,as[s]= (s)+ (s� 1

2
):

W e can identify the � elds ofthe linear sigm a m odelby the relations,

directly generalizing theSU(2)case

�a = str(�ag) (62)

#� = str(��g) (63)

wherethe�� sarethe3� 3generalization ofthePaulim atrices.Theobject

wegettransform sbythevectorrepresentation [1]which has3+ 2dim ensions.

Asbefore,wehaveto usethefusion rulesto identify thelinearsigm a m odel.

Once again,we need to know the nullvectorsforO Spf1j2):Allofthem are

known from the com prehensive work [18 ]. Forourpurposeswe need only

thesim plestoneswhich areeasy to getdirectly.Thealgebra hastheform

[J+n ;J
�
m ]= 2J3n+ m + nk�n+ m ;0 (64)

fq+n ;q
�
m g= 2J3n+ m + 2nk�n+ m ;0 (65)

fq
�
n ;q

�
m g= � 2J�n+ m (66)

[J�n ;q
�
m ]= � q�n+ m (67)
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whileallothercom m utatorsareobvious.Thenullstatesatthe� rstlevelare

asfollowing

jf1i= J+� 1jsi (68)

jf2i= (q+� 1 + J
+

� 1q
�
0 )jsi (69)

where the highestweightstate jsisatis� es the conditionsJ+0 jsi= q
+

0 jsi=

0;J3
0
jsi= sjsi:The above statesare null,provided thats = k

2
:Othernull

statesatlevel1 ariseatk = s� 1;� 2s� 1;� s�3
2
:Itiseasy to writeexplicit

expressions for allofthem . W hat we need,however ,is a m ore invariant

m eaningofthesevectors.Nam ely,them ultipletofcurrents,(J;q)transform s

according to [1]representation ofO Sp(1j2):W hen we actwith the currents

on the operators in representation [s];we have to decom pose the product

into irreduciblecom ponents.Thisisgiven by theform ula

[1]� [s]= [s+ 1]+ [s+
1

2
]+ [s]+ [s�

1

2
]+ [s� 1] (70)

(the only di� erence with the rotation group is that the half-integer spins

appearin the m iddle). Itis easy to see now thatats = k

2
the whole rep-

resentation [s+ 1]is form ed by the nullstates (and thus drops out). At

s = k + 1 the term [s+ 1

2
]is dum ped. This pattern continues,rem oving

[s� 1

2
]ats= � k� 3

2
and [s� 1]ats= �k+ 1

2
:

The nullvectors are im portanthere fortwo reasons. First,they de� ne

thefusion rules.Forexam ple,a sim pleuseoftheW ard identitiesshow that

atk = 1 theprim ary � eld ’ oftherepresentation [1
2
]satis� esthefusion

’ � ’ = I+ ’ (71)

where I isa unitoperator;the di� erence with the SU(2)fusionsisin the

second term .M oreover,’� ’� ’ = I+ 2’;and asaresulttheO Spm odels

arevery di� erentfrom theirO (3)counterparts.A naiveidea to describethe

theory asa linearsigm a m odelwith the interaction V � (
�!
� 2 + ## )2 fails

becausetheequationsofm otion willcontain descendantsoftheunitoperator

(proportionaltotheproductofthetwocurrents).Thisisjustaswell,sincea

m odellikethatwould havelargersym m etryO Sp(3j2)(re
 ectingtheabsence

ofthespin-orbitinteraction)which wecertainly don’tneed .In orderto get

aconform altheory wehavetocom binethe’4 and ’3 term sin such away as

tocanceltheunitoperatorin theequationsofm otion.Thegeneralstructure
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ofthesecubicterm sis

L3 = c1(#

a@�#)@��

a + c2"��(#

a@�#)@��

a (72)

Theseterm screatethespin-orbitinteraction and areanalogousto theterm s

in theGreen-Schwartzaction.W eshould noticethatthism odel

necessarily containsthenegativenorm s.Coupling to gravity and im pos-

ing �� sym m etry should elim inate them but the concrete m echanism s of

thisare notclearatpresent. Perhapsonce again thislinearsigm a m odelis

equivalentto the(45)butitisnotproved.

6 U sing connections

Letusdescribe yetanotherapproach to the sam e classofproblem s.Letus

look again atthe O (3)invariantn -� eld,describing itthistim e in term sof

theSU(2)connections,which wedenoteas(B a
� ,A �)wherea = 1;2and the

direction 3isselected forthegaugegroup U(1):Theseconnectionssatisfy the

M aurer-Cartan equations(thezero � eld strength condition)

r + B � � r� B + = 0 (73)

@� A + � @+ A � = �
ab
B
a
� B

b
+ (74)

where r + B
a = @+ B

a + �abA + B
b is the O (2)covariant derivative. The in-

variantlagrangian hastheform

L =
1

2�
B
a
+ B

a
� + ��

ab
B
a
+ B

b
� (75)

and theequationsofm otion are

r + B � + r � B + = 0 (76)

Letuscom parethem withtheequationsfortheW ZNW actionforSU(2);written

in term softhesam ethreeconnections(A;B ):Ofcoursethe� rstpairofthe

equations (the zero � eld strength )isprecisely the sam e as(73,74 ). But

theequationsofm otion thistim eare

@� A + = @� B + = 0 (77)

m eaning thatwe have three holom orphic currents. Unlike (76)there is no

gaugesym m etry in theseequations.
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To m akea com parison ofthetwo m odelsletuschosea gaugeA � = 0 for

then-� eld.Theequationsofm otion taketheform

@� B + = 0 (78)

@� A + = �abB a
+
B b
� (79)

and are,generally speaking,di� erentfrom (77 ).

However,ifwe chose k = 1 in W ZNW ,som ething specialhappens.Let

us rem em ber that in this theory there are two sets ofcurrents. The � rst

one ( which we have denoted A + ;B + ) are de� ned as J+ = g� 1@+ g and

J� = g@� g
� 1 are holom orphic and have norm aldim ensions. Let us call

them "direct currents" (DC).The second set consists ofthe " alternative

currents" (AC),which are K + = g@+ g
� 1 and K � = g� 1@� g:For a gen-

eralW ZNW theory thealternativecurrentsdo notconserveand acquirethe

anom alous dim ension � = 1+ b

k+ b
;where b is the dualCoxeter num ber (

adjointCasim ir).NoticethatK + = � g� 1J+ g:Thatim pliesthatAC arethe

currentdescendantsoftheadjointoperatorg� 1 
 g:

Thecrucialpointforusisthatin theequation (79)theA + and B + are

thecom ponentsofthedirectcurrentwhile theB � isan AC.Aswe already

discussed in the lastsection,atk = 1 the adjointoperatordecouples from

the OPE.Hence, at this value ofk the B � � eld can be set to zero and

theW ZNW equationsbecom e identicalto the n� � eld equations!Thus,as

expected,the n -� eld theory has a conform al� xed point equivalent to the

W ZNW � xed point at k = 1. Now,let us take k > 1:This tim e the B�
term s don’t disappear by them selves. They m ust be forced out by adding

the higher derivative operators (56)and � ne-tuning their couplings. This

explainswhy theintegrable antiferrom agnetsofhigherspin S aredescribed

by thek = 2S theory.Itisstraightforward to generalizethism ethod forthe

generalcaseG=H :Itrequires,howevera carefulanalysisofthenullvectors.

M ore conform alpoints arise when we use gauged W ZNW to solve the

cosettheory," cosetsforcosets". Letusdescribe the generalidea,leaving

thedetailsforthefuture.Asiswellknown,gauging ofW ZNW refersto the

diagonalgroup,g � h� 1gh;while the cosetswe are interested in are always

g � gh:Surprisingly there isa connection between the two. In generalwe

should com parethediagonalcosetG=F with therightcosetG=H ;buthere

werestrictourselveswith thesim plestcaseofSU(2)=U(1):W ewillalsowrite

thegauged action in a som ewhatnon-standard form

S = W G [B + ;A + ]� WH [A + ] (80)

18



whereW -saretheW ZNW actionsforthegroupsG and H asfunctionalsof

the left-invariantconnections. Notice thatin thisde� nition both A and B

are de� ned forthe group G (and thisA issubstituted to the action forthe

group H ).By the use ofthestandard variation form ulae [19 ]itiseasy to

obtain theequationsofm otion

@� A + � @+ A � = [B + B � ] (81)

r � B + � r+ B � = 0 (82)

er � B + = 0 (83)

wherer = @+ A and er =@+ eA with thede� nition @+ eA � � r� A + = 0:These

equations have obvious H gauge invariance. In the gauge A + = 0 they

coincide with thestandard gauged W ZNW in the gaugea+ = 0 (where a is

a gauge� eld).Indeed in thelattercasewehavean action

S = W [g]+

Z

a� A + (84)

Integration overa enforcesA + = 0 condition and theextra term leadstothe

aboveequationswith eA � = a� :

Onceagain by exploitingvariousnullvectorsatvariousk onecan "solve"

thelocalG=H theory by thegauged W ZNW .W eshallleaveitforthefuture

work.

7 Supertw istors and zero curvature

In the ordinary sigm a m odels one ofthe ways of� nding the Bethe ansatz

isto reform ulate the m odelin term softhe m ulti-
 avored ferm ions[19 ]. It

uses the fact that as the num ber of
 avors go to in� nity,the ferm ions in

theexternalgauge� eldsim posethecondition thatthe� eld strength iszero.

Forthelagrangiansquadraticin thegauge� eldsthey can beintegrated out,

giving the four-ferm ion interaction. For such m odels the Bethe ansatz is

known and allone had to do to describe the sigm a m odelwas to take the

lim itofin� nite
 avorsin theBetheequations.In thissection wewilloutline

the� rstpartofthisprocedure-reduction to thefour-particleinteraction.

Let us discuss again the case of
O Sp(1j2)

0(2)
(other cases are sim ilar). The

sim plestrepresentation which we shalluse isa supertwistor�� = (��� ;�� )

which consistsofthebosonicspinor� (with two M ajorana com ponents)and
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ferm ionicscalar�;which arespinorson theworld sheet.Thefreelagrangian

hastheform

L = �b@� + �b@� = �b@� (85)

where b@ is a two dim ensionalDirac operator and as usual�
�
= ��� �� .

Notice that the inverted statistics ofthese � elds is a m ust -otherwise the

lagrangian isa totalderivative. There are � ve currentsofO Sp(1j2)-three

ofSL(2);��i� and two spinorcurrents���:They couple to the � ve gauge

� elds(A;Ba; �):Thecovariantderivativeshavetheform

r � = @� + B a�a� + A�3� +  � (86)

r � = @� +  � (87)

W hen weconsideran in� nitenum berofcopiesofthesetwistorsand integrate

them out,weget,aswasshown in [19 ]adelta function ofthe� eld strength.

Hence,ifweadd thelagrangian (85)to (45 ),in thein� nite
 avourlim itwe

obtain thedesired sigm a m odel.On theotherhand wecan integrateoutthe

connections� rstand getthem odelwith quarticinteraction ofsupertwistors

which hastheform

Lint � (�+ �� )(�+ �
3
�� )+ (�+ �

a
� )2 (88)

This interaction is presum ably com pletely integrable and should produce

the R m atrix forsupertwistors satisfying the Yang-Baxterequations. This

m atrix should beofXXZ (trigonom etric)typeand perhapscoincidewith the

alreadyknown ones[8].Ifso,� ndingtheBetheequationsshouldberelatively

straightforward. There is a slight com plication because ofthe O (2) gauge

sym m etry.In thebosoniccasethisdi� culty can beovercom eby adding the

term A 2 to the action (thusgetting the X X Z m odel)and then sending its

coe� cientto zero.Thesam eshould work in thepresentcase.

8 C onclusions

The present work is a � rst step towards � nding CFT-s describing sigm a

m odels. I think that it willrequire a work ofm any people to com plete

thistask.Ialso believe thatifwe wantto understand fundam entalphysics,

there is no way avoiding it. The nature ofspace-tim e at large curvature
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isdeterm ined by gauge/stringscorrespondence and it,to thelargeextent,

boils down to the sigm a m odels, sim ilar to the ones we discussed. It is

possible thatwhen betterunderstood these ideaswillin
 uence ourpicture

oftheearly universe.

Otherim portantphysicalproblem sinvolving sigm a m odelsarethequan-

tum Halle� ectand thetheory of2d turbulence(im portantform eteorology).

In both caseswehavetodealwith anon-com pactCFT.In thecaseofturbu-

lence there are generalconsiderations [21]and recent interesting num erical

data [22],supporting thisview.

On the other hand it should be said that the problem is very di� cult.

Itwillrequire considerable am pli� cation ofthe already esoteric technics of

Bethe ansatzand/orsom eintricate analysisoftheCFT algebras.Also,itis

possiblethatsom eim portant� xed pointsareofthedi� erentnaturethan the

onesdescribed in thispaper.StillIam hopefulthatthesedi� cultieswillbe

resolved.
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