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Quantum Symmetries in the Maxwell-Chern—Simons
Theory Coupled to Scalar Fields
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The Maxwell-Chern-Simons gauge theory coupled to a complex scalar field is quantized
in the Becchi-Rouet-Stora-Tyutin (BRST) path integral formalism. On the basis of
the symmetries of a constrained canonical (Hamiltonian) system, we get the quantal
conserved angular momentum of the system under the global symmetry transformation.
It is shown that fractional spin also appears at the quantum level. The canonical Ward
identities for this system are derived under local gauge transformation.

KEY WORDS: constrained Hamiltonian systems; path integral quantization;
symmetry and conservation laws; fractional spin.

1. INTRODUCTION

Fractional spin and statistics have attracted much attention because of their
possible relevance to condensed matter phenomena, especially to the fractional
guantum Hall effect (Semenoff and Sodano, 1986) and Highuperconductivity
(Kalmeyer, and Laughlin, 1987). Fractional spin may appear in gauge theories
with the Chern—Simons (CS) term (Semenoff, 1988). Theoretical understanding
ofthem has been gained in the context of both quantum mechanics (Wilczek, 1982)
and quantum field theory (Semenoff, 1988). So far, development in the direction
of field theory has not progressed as far as that of quantum mechanics. In the
study at the field-theoretical level, the Abelian CS theory minimally coupled to
the matter fields is usually considered as the base system. Recently, some models
of gauge-invariant theory have been suggested and investigated on the basis of
the Maxwell CS theory in canonical approach (Gordon and Pasquale, 1989). The
angular momentum for anyons based on the canonical approach is always obtained
through the symmetric energy—momentum tensor, not Noether’s law. Some authors
have put forward that the expressions obtained by these two prescriptions may not
be identical, although both generate appropriate transformations (Chakraborty and
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Majumdar, 1996, 1999). Second, in the canonical approach the operator ordering
problem becomes quite severe if the analysis is carried out in the gauge fixed
scheme, rather than in the gauge independent scheme (Majumdar and Chakraborty,
1996). Third, other symmetry properties of CS theory also need further study.

The system considered here is the Maxwell CS theory coupled to a complex
scalar field. This paper is organized as follows. In section 2 the BRST path integral
scheme is formulated, since the system has BRST symmetry. There is no operator
ordering problem in the study of the angular momentum. In section 3 it is shown
that fractional spin also appears through quantum Noether’s prescription for this
system. Finally the gauge generator for this system is constructed and the canonical
Ward identities are deduced.

2. BRST PATH INTEGRAL QUANTIZATION

The Lagrangian density of the {2 1)-dimensional Abelian CS term coupled
to the scalar field is given by Gordon and Pasquale, 1989

1 K
£=—ZFuF" + Ze““ FuAs + (D) (D g) + mPp*e @)

whereD,, =93, —iA,, F,v = 3, A, — 3y A,. The canonical momenta conjugate
to the fieldsA,,, ¢, andy* are

7TI = ﬁz FIO+§8|J A] (Za)
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respectively. The primary constraint of the system is given by
A=n"~0 3)

where symbol &” means weakly equality in Dirac sense. The canonical Hamil-
tonian densityH. is

He=m"Ay+ 7,0 + 130" — L =Ho+ AO[JO— <8ini + %s” Fi,-)} (4a)

with
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andJo = i (7, — ¢*m;). The total Hamiltonian is given by

HT=/d2x(HC+A0A°) =/d2x{Ho+Ao[Jo— (Sini+%8” Fi,-)} +A0A°}
(5)

The consistency of the primary constraip?, Hr} ~ 0, leads to the secondary
constraint

A1:Jo—<8ini+%£ij FiJ-)zo (6)

The consistency of the secondary constraint gives no new constraints. It is easy to
see that the constrainta, A?) are first class. The extended Hamiltonian can be
written as

He = / d?X(Ho + AoA® + AgAt) = / d?X(Ho + 2oA® + A AY)  (7)

whereiq andi; are Lagrange multipliers.

In the BRST quantization (Henneaux, 1985) scheme, the Lagrangian mul-
tipliers are treated as the dynamical variables of the system, hence the associ-
ated canonical momenta must be equal to zero in order that the physical con-
tent of the system is unchanged. From (7) it is clear that Ay, and one has
7t = 7% ~ 0, wherer! is a canonical momentum conjugate to the Lagrange mul-
tiplier field A1. The original phase spaca (A, ¢, ¢*; 7', m,, m;) is replaced by
Ua(ua, A1 = A, 7t = 70) after the Lagrangian multipliex; is treated as the dy-
namical variable of the system. Now, the constraints of the system can be denoted
byGa = (G1, G,) = (A?, A1). We associate with each constraBia canonically
conjugate pair of anticommuting ghostg'(P,) which can be denoted by

n=(—iP,C), P=(C,P) (8a)
The Poisson brackets of the ghosi3, (P,) satisfy that
{PX), C(Y)} = =8 —¥), {P(X),C(Y)} = —8(X — ) (8b)

and others are qual to zero. The extended phase space is denaifed by, P).
Using (8a), the generator of the BRST transformation for Abelian theories can be
written as (Henneaux, 1985)

Q=/dzx(CAl—iPAO)=/d2x{C[Jo— (Bini +%£ij Fij>] —iPnO}

)
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From (9), one obtains the following BRST transformation of the system

SA = {A, 2} =9,C 8Ag = {Ao, Q} = —IP

St ={n',Q}=0 sn0={x%Q}=0

Sp ={p, 2} =iCgp S¢* = {p*, Q} = —iCo" (10)
8y = {my, Q} = —iCm, émry = {m,, 2} = iCn;‘
sC={C, Q=0 SP={P,Q}=0

SP =P, Q) =—Jo+ (a7 +561Fj), sC=(C, Q) =in®

In order to obtain the BRST invariant Hamiltoni&hin the extended phase space
u, we have to calculate

{Ho(x), Ga(X)} = VPGp ~ 0 (11)
{Ga(x), Gp(X)} = C5,Ge ~ 0 (12)

From (11) and (12), one obtains (Henneaux, 1985)
H= / d?xHo (13)
The effective HamiltoniamHg in the BRST scheme is given by
e = H = (9, 2) = [ dxPan (14)

Choosingy as ¢ = [d?x(iCx + Pi) with x = & Al, from (9) one obtains
(Henneaux, 1985)

(v, Q) = /dzx(—klAl —7x +iC{x, AYC —iPP)
= /dzx{—klAl — 7' A —iCao'C —iPP) (15)
Substituting (15) into (14), the effective action can be written as
lett = f d*X(* A + 71,9 + 2@ + it + CP + PC — Hep)
= /d3X(nkAk + 7,0 + 79" —Ho+CP — CP —iPP

—iC30'C — aAY — 7%, AY) (16)

The pathintegral of the system in BRST formulation is given by (Henneaux, 1985)



Symmetries in the Maxwell-Chern-Simons Theory Coupled to Mattrer Fields 93

Z[0] = f DA D' DA D DeDr, Dy* D DCDPDCDP
x exp{i /d3x[n"Ak + 7,4 + 714" — Ho+ CP — CP — PP

—iC30'C — aAL— nlaMAﬂ]} (17a)

Using the following results (Garcia and Vergara, 1996)
t

/ DPDPDCDC exp{i dt(-PC + CP — i757>)}

t

_ 2
= /DCDC exp{ dtCC} =—(tp —t1)

t1
and integrating over the ghost fiel@s P, C, andP, one obtains

Z[0] = / DA D' DAy D' Do Dr, Dy*Drr}

X exp{i / d3X[7* A + 7,0 + " —Ho — M AT — w19, A“]} (17b)

Integrating over the Lagrange multiplier field = Aqg andz, = 7g in (17b), one
gets

Z[0] = f DADr* DD, De*Drs8(AN)S(3 A)

X exp{i / d3x(r A + T + Q" — HO)} (17¢c)

The result (17c) agrees with the conclusion obtained by using Faddeev—Senjanovic
path-integral quantization scheme (Jiang and Li, 1999). The generating functional
of Green functions for this system is given by (Senjanovic, 1976)

Z[J*, 3,3 = /DAMDn“DmepD@*Dn;

xexp{ileﬁ;—i—i /d3x[J“Aﬂ+J<p+J*<p*]} (18)
where | 5 = [d3X[" A, + m,¢ + 79" — Ho — AgA — 09 AT]. We denote

¢ = (Au @, 9), 7 = (", m,,7;), and J = (I, J, J%), thus, the generating
functional (18) can be rewritten as

Z[J] = /qun exp[ilepﬁ+i fd3xJ¢] (19)
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3. FRACTIONAL SPIN AND STATISTICS

To study fractional spin, we first derive the angular momentum at the quantum
level. If the effective action % in (18) is invariant under the transformation
X = Xt 4 AXF = X* 4 £, TH (X; ¢, TT)
¢'(X') = ¢(X) + Ap(X) = ¢(X) + €567 (X; p, ) (20)
7'(X) = 7w (X) + An(X) = 7 (X) + £51° (X; §, 7)
wheree, (0 =1, 2,...,r) are infinitesimal parameters, and the Jacobian of cor-

responding transformation is equal to unity, then one can obtain the following
canonical Noether theorem in quantum formalism (Li, 1996)

Q° = / dB*x[7 (7 — px7*7) — Her® | = const (21)
\

Obviously, the effective canonical actid@f in (18) is invariant under the
spatial rotation transformation int{, x,) plan, and the Jacobian of the transforma-
tion of the vectorA}; (x), scalar fieldp(x), andy*(x) and their canonical momenta
under the spatial rotation are equal to unity, af = 0 in the spatial rotation.
According to (21), we obtain the quantal conserved angular momentum for this
system:

L= / d?xe'l [JTKSEIA + Xiﬂkaj Ax + X; (ﬂwaj(p + ﬂ;ajgo*)] (22)
whereS'(jI = SLS,j — 3{8&. This quantum conserved angular momentum under the
rotation in 1, X2) plan coincides with the result derived from classical Noether
theorem. In the following we show that how the fractional spin appears. Substitut-
ing (2a) into (22), one gets

L= / dZX[Sij Fkosl?pq + ¢l X Fkoaj Ax + gl Xi (7,05 + ﬂzaj(p*)]
i K "
+ /dzx [e” g (S'A + %0 Ak)] (23)

Using the relationseike; = 8)6% — 8)s% (Banerjee and Chakraborty, 1994)
Eq. (23) is simplified to

L = /dzx[zsij FkoS}'A + &'l Fkoaj A+ &'l x; (my0j0 + n;‘ajcp*)]
K .
—E/dZXS'JXi Aj (8|k3| Ad) (24)

We will see that the second part of the right hand in Eq. (24) implies existence of
the fractional spin for this system.
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Since the system is invariant under the BRST transformation, it is required
that the physical state must also be invariant under such transformation. This
requirement may be represented as

QgrsTlphys =0 (25a)

which is the condition that the physical state must be satisfied. The BRST charge
(9) can be written as

QBRsT = /dZX{C[JO — (E)ini + %8” F|J>i|} +/d2X(—iPﬂO)

The physical state condition (25a) can be reduced to (&ial., 1994)
[ x5 (st + 5o ) [pys s o =0 (25

where|0) 4 is the ghost vacuum state. By the independence with other fields,
we obtain

[Jo — V2A? — 5 A" — k!l 3 Aj]|phys = 0 (25¢)
According the gauge conditiochA' ~ 0, one has
3 Allphys =0 (26a)
i.e.
[aini + V2A0 — gs” B Aj}lphys =0 (26b)

From (25c¢) and (26), one gets
[Jo — ke 3 AjlIphys = 0 (27)
If we solve Eq. (27), we obtain (Kirat al,, 1994)
s .
AG) = ~Taya] [ y60c-y)a() 29)
From (24), (27), and (28), one can obtain (Kahal.,, 1994)

L= /dzx[g” FroS' A + &'l x (F¥08; Ac + 7,09 + 70 ¢™)]
1 N
——/dZXSIJXin Jo
2
. | . . Q2
= /dzx[s” FroS A + &% (FT00) A+ 09 + 301 9%) ] + 2w @

whereQ = [ d?x J, the first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (29) is the canon-
ical angular momentum operator and the second is the anomalous one which is
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interpreted as a spin operator (Kehal,, 1994). Therefore, anyons still survive in
the Maxwell CS theories with relativistic matter. However, the fractional Qéin
of the system is different from its value without the Maxwell kinetic term (Kim
et al, 1994).

4. CANONICAL WARD IDENTITIES

Let us now construct the gauge transformation for a system with Lagrangian
(1). Dirac in his work on the generalized canonical formalism conjectured that
all first-class constraints are generators of the gauge transformation. In spite of
the lack of a proof of this conjecture we do not know of any physically important
system for which Dirac’s conjecture leads to the wrong result. (Li, 1991) has shown
that for a system with both primary first-class and secondary first-class constraints
the generator of gauge transformation can be constructed by using all first-class
constraints. For a system with Lagragian (1), the first-class constraints are (3) and
(6). The gauge generator for this system can be written as (Li, 1991)

G- / dy[e(y)A1 — e(¥).0Ao]

= [ y[itng - et - eI e + 70,600 @0

This generator produces the following transformation:

S¢ = {p(x), G} = i1p(x)e(x), 8y = {my(X), G} = —imy(X)e(X)
8¢* = {¢*(x), G} = —ip*(X)e(x), dn* = {m;(x), G} =im;(X)e(x) (31)
A, = {A(X), G} = 8,2(X), S = {h(x), G} = ggm 3ie(X)

Under this transformation the Lagrangian is changed only by a divergence term,
hence the canonical action is invariant under (31). The Jacobian of the transforma-
tion (31) is equal to unity. Thus the generating functional (18) is invariant under
the transformation (31); this yields the following Ward identity (Li, 1996):

) 1)
0 *
{a“aﬂn —0*J, — Jﬁ +J T
Let Z[J] = exp{iW[J]} and use the definition of the generating functional of
proper verticed [¢] which is given by performing a functional Legendre trans-
formation onW[J]

}Z[J] -0 (32)

I'[¢] = W[J] — / d3x J¢ (33)

SW s
5300 =2 ey = W) (34)
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Then the Ward identity (32) becomes

, 6T 80 T
A 50Y T
Functionally differentiating (35) with respect #gx,) and¢(x3), and setting all

fields equal to zero, we obtain

I L

0" =0 (35)

, 831 (0) __ &1(0) B
A ) 0ie ) Selmne(a) )
831 (0) _
T Spbasgb) =0 (30)

Similarly, differentiating (35) many times with respect to field variables and setting
all fields equal to zero, one can obtain various Ward identities for proper vertices.

5. CONCLUSION

In the BRST path integral framework, we have quantized the CS theory
with Maxwell term. On the basis of the symmetries of constrained canonical
(Hamiltonian) systems, we derived a generalized spin-statistics relation at the
guantum level by computing the angular momentum though the quantum Noether
law. However, the value of the fractional spin of the system is different the value
without the Maxwell kinetic term. Finally, the gauge generator is constructed, and
the associated Ward identities for this system are given, from which some relation-
ships of the proper vertices can be obtained. This formulation for deriving Ward
identities of proper vertices has a significant advantage in that one does not need
to carry out explicit integration over canonical momenta as one usually did.
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