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Abstract By generalizing a model previously proposed, a classical nonrelativistic U (1) x
U (1) gauge field model for the electromagnetic interaction of composite particles in (2 + 1)
dimensions is constructed. The model contains a Chern—Simons U (1) field and the electro-
magnetic U (1) field, and it describes both a composite boson system or a composite fermion
one. The second case is considered explicitly. The model includes a topological mass term
for the electromagnetic field and interaction terms between the gauge fields. By follow-
ing the Dirac Hamiltonian formalism for constrained systems, the canonical quantization
for the model is realized. By developing the path integral quantization method through the
Faddeev—Senjanovic algorithm, the Feynman rules of the model are established and its dia-
grammatic structure is discussed. The Becchi—-Rouet—Stora—Tyutin formalism is applied to
the model. The obtained results are compared with the ones corresponding to the previous
model.

Keywords Quantum field theory - Composite bosons and fermions

1 Introduction

As is well-known, the composite bosons [17, 18, 37, 38, 42, 43, 46, 49-52, 58, 59] and
fermions [19-21, 23, 25-36, 39, 53] (CB, CF) theory occupies a preferential position in the
description of the quantum Hall effect and its integer and fractional versions.

For this reason, we postulated [40] a classical nonrelativistic U (1) x U (1) gauge field
model that describes the electromagnetic interaction of composite particles in (2 + 1) di-
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mensions. This model contains two U(1) gauge fields, a Chern—Simons (CS) field a,, [2,
57, 59] and the electromagnetic field A, .

Furthermore, we carried out the canonical quantization for the model. This was done by
following the prescriptions of the Dirac Hamiltonian method for constrained systems [8, 9,
54].

Also, we developed the path integral quantization procedure by means of the Faddeev—
Senjanovic (FS) algorithm [10, 48], used when the system has first- and second-class con-
straints. This enabled us to find the Feynman rules of the model.

Likewise, we studied a reduced version of the above model similar to one used within
the framework of condensed matter [21].

On the other hand, we implemented the Becchi—Rouet—Stora-Tyutin (BRST) formalism
to the model [4, 5, 15, 16, 22, 41, 54, 56]. We found that the generating functional obtained
from this algorithm is equivalent to that found by following the FS method, as it should be
expected.

In that paper, we considered explicitly the CF case.

As we suggested in that paper, an interesting point to take into account is to generalize
the proposed model by adding different types of terms to the Lagrangian density.

In the present paper, we consider the following new terms:

(i) A topological mass term for the electromagnetic field.
(ii) Interaction terms between the CS and electromagnetic fields.

Furthermore, we analyze the resulting model following the same steps as the ones per-
formed in [40] and we compare the obtained results with the ones corresponding to the
original model.

We must point out that the present model does not try to be the most general model
for composite particles within the framework of field theory. Merely, this model and the
ones corresponding to Manavella [40] constitute generalizations of the model proposed by
Halperin [21].

In this sense, in particular, we do not endow the CS field with topological mass, in order
to preserve both the dynamics and the nature established for this field in [21].

The paper is organized as follows: In Sect. 2, we present our classical model and we
perform its canonical quantization by means of the Dirac method. Afterwards, in Sect. 3,
by developing the path integral quantization method through the FS algorithm, we establish
the Feynman rules of the model and we analyze its diagrammatic structure. Next, in Sect. 4,
we apply the BRST formalism to the model. Later on, in Sect. 5, we compare the obtained
results with the ones corresponding to Manavella [40]. Finally, in Sect. 6, we display our
conclusions and outlook.

2 Classical Model and Canonical Quantization

As we said, we had postulated [40] a classical nonrelativistic field model with U (1) x U (1)
gauge symmetry for the electromagnetic interaction of composite particles in (2 4 1) dimen-
sions. We analyzed explicitly a CF system. We assumed that this system can be described
by means of the following singular Lagrangian density:

L=LF+ Lem, 2.1
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where L' is written as

& =iy Doy + —WDZw gty + ¢e““"auavap (2.2a)
and L., reads
1
Lom = _ZFWFW' (2.2b)

In (2.2), the Greek indices take the values u, v, p =0, 1, 2.

We employed natural units where 7 = ¢ = 1. The Minkowskian metric used was g,, =
diag(1, —1, —1) and "> =2 = 1.

In (2.2a), the covariant derivative, containing both the CS U (1) gauge field a, and the
electromagnetic U (1) gauge field A, is written as DM =0, —ia, —ieA, (the electron
charge is taken as —e) and furthermore D2 = D2 + D2 The matter field w is a charged
spinorial field describing CF. m,;, and p are the band mass and the chemical potential of the
electrons, respectively. é is the strength of the flux tube, in units of the flux quantum 2.
(The fictitious charge of each particle that interacts with the fictitious gauge field has been
chosen to have unit strength.)

In (2.2b), F,, is the electromagnetic field tensor.

By using the expression for the covariant derivative, we could rewrite (2.2a) as

em __ : 1 ¥ T—1 f T 1 2 i
L =iZ Ty gy +i doy ¢+W(ao+€Ao)¢+2—mb¢DW—MW¢

+

—e""a,0,a,. (2.3)
47 e

In this equation, the kinetic fermionic term is written in the general form by using the arbi-
trary parameter t [54].

On the other hand, it is known that the addition of a CS term to the Maxwell action
leads to the topologically massive (2 4 1)-dimensional electrodynamics [24]. In that theory,
a modified Gauss law appears with the result that any charged particle carries a magnetic
flux proportional to its charge.

In the present paper, as it was proposed in the introduction, we consider a topological
mass term for the electromagnetic field. Consequently, we use the electrodynamics above
mentioned.

Besides, as we said, we introduce in the Lagrangian density interaction terms between
the gauge fields.

So, we consider the following singular Lagrangian density, more general than the one
given by (2.1):

Lo=LE + Lim + Lint, 2.4
where L is given by (2.3) and
L 1 w
Lim = %a AL0,A, -2 FoF (2.5a)
e e
Eint = ;-_SMVP(QMBUA'O + A[l,a\}ap) + n_fu.v Fl“)~ (25b)
mp mp

@ Springer



Int J Theor Phys (2007) 46: 2868-2886 2871

The first term on the right-hand side of (2.5a) is the topological mass term for the electro-
magnetic field. The topological mass is given by 27 /o and the real magnetic flux bound to
the electrons is eo /2.

In (2.5b), Liy is the Lagrangian density corresponding to the interaction between the
gauge fields and f,,, is the CS field tensor. Furthermore, in that equation, the CS term is
written in such a way to obtain symmetric expressions for the canonically conjugate mo-
menta corresponding to the gauge fields.

Now, we are going to develop the Dirac canonical quantization procedure for the model.

The momenta P% = (p*, PV, 7, mg) canonically conjugate to the independent dynam-
ical field variables Az = (a,, A,, ¥, w;), respectively, are defined by P7 = 5L‘,/(SAI. In
these equations, the compound index Z runs over the components of the different field vari-
ables and the new Greek indices take the values o, 8 =1, 2.

The momenta have the following expressions:

=0, (2.6a)
T e T ) R (2:60)

P o, 2.6¢)
pi =8ij<%Aj+§mibaj> +2nmibf°i+Fi°, (2.6d)

7l = —iT—Hw, (2.6e)
y Ve

ﬂa:itgllba, (2.6f)

where the Latin indices take the values i, j =1, 2.
The nonvanishing fundamental equal-time (x° = y°) Bose—Fermi brackets [6, 7] are
given by

la,(x), p*M]_ = 8,8(x — ), (2.7a)
[Au(x), P*(M]_ = 8,8(x =), (2.7b)
[V (x), 7T,§§(y)]+ = —8p8(X — ¥), (2.7¢)
[V (), T (D], = =8apd (X — 3), (2.7d)

where we have used the notation [., .]x to point out brackets between bosonic and fermionic
Grassmann variables, respectively.
From (2.6), we find the following primary constraints:

?? = p’~0, (2.8a)
?% = P°~0, (2.8b)
. 1.
Q;:n;—i—it; vi~0, (2.8¢)
T—1
Qo =T =iV X0, (2.8d)
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where o =1, 2.
The canonical Hamiltonian density is defined by H, = a, p* + A, P"* +¥n'+y'n — L.
By using (2.6), we have that

” mb<mb i+Pi> +mb|:<;'e+ myp ) n 1 P]ij
c—~ |\ 7 i e - = i —=r;|& a;
2ne \ane? Pt e [ \my 8T dne bi drg

o <{_e 4+ )aial + diaop' +0; Ao P' — 4—~s’1a08,-aj - EfijFU
mp

8tdne \my 167w dne TP
+1FA.F1'J'_¢T(G +eA )W‘LWTYSZW‘FL l+£ A Al
41 00 2my, an\o " 2n)""
. 1 . . .
-I-i(EUAiP,'-l—ﬂ —+£ SIJAipj—ZSUAoaiaj‘f‘lJ«‘/f'w
2n T dne\o n my

m ¢ 1 Le 2 : 1 . e ..
+—b[ —+ — +<—> ]a,-A’——S’JAOB,-AJ-——e”aOB,-Aj. 2.9)
2ne | 8wy  8moo mp 20 mp

Furthermore, the primary Hamiltonian density is given by
Hp=He + 2@ + s P} + A2, + 200, (2.10)

where A, and A, are bosonic Lagrange multipliers and A] and A, are fermionic ones.
Now, we must impose the consistency condition on the primary constraints. Thus, we
find the following secondary constraints:

) - 1 .
ol =[20 H,1=08p +ew(ma,-a,- + jTea,-Aj) + ¢y ~0, (2.11a)
b

. (1
Q) =[®), H)]=9;P' +e”<— HA;+ C—eaia,-) + ey Ty ~0, (2.11b)
20 mp,

where H, = [ d*x'H,, is the primary Hamiltonian.

It is easy to see that (2.11a), (2.11b) are the time components of the equations of motion
corresponding to a,, and A, respectively.

When the consistency on the constraints (2.8c), (2.8d) is implemented, the Lagrange
multipliers )\Z and X,, @ = 1, 2, appearing in (2.10), remain determined, respectively. Fur-
thermore, when the consistency on the constraints (2.11) is imposed, the obtained equations
are satisfied automatically. Therefore, there are no further constraints.

Next, we find that the constraints (2.8a), (2.8b) are first-class whereas the constraints
(2.8¢), (2.8d) and (2.11) are second-class. However, these last ones do not constitute a mini-
mal set of second-class constraints. This is due to the determinant of the matrix constructed
with the Bose—Fermi brackets between these constraints vanishes.

So, there must be at least two linear combinations of second-class constraints which are
independent of the above first-class constraints and these are also first-class. It is easy to see
that there are only two of such combinations, which are

Y =e®) - @)

. 2 1Y . . .
:e<—~ _ _>€z_lal-aj + <é—i — —)g”al«Aj +ed;p' —0; P' =0, (2.12a)
b my, 20
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5, =yt t_ L gt
1=V -yl - o)

; ¢ ifte | ;
=y'n—yn'— - —e"0a;+—¢€Y9;A; +9;P' | 0. (2.12b)
e \my, 20
Therefore, two second-class constraints can be eliminated and thus the final set of con-
straints is the following:

(i) The bosonic first-class constraints defined by the functions X, X, ¥3 = @9, and Xy =
@Y. Asis well-known, these constraints are related to the symmetries of the gauge group
U(1) x U(1) of the model.

(ii) The fermionic second-class constraints defined by £2] and £2,.

Now, we must go from the Bose—Fermi brackets to the Dirac ones D(F) with regard
to the matrix F' constructed with the Bose—Fermi brackets between the second-class con-
straints. The D (F) bracket between the functions R(x) and S(y) is defined by

[R(x), SDIPY = [R(x), S(y)]

—/dzudzv[R(X),Fz(u)]F,_f(ﬁ, D), SO, (2.13)

where F~! is the inverse of the matrix F whose elements are [I}, ], I, J=1,...,4, and
I = Qf L= .Q; , I3 = §21, and Iy = £2, are the second-class constraints.
It is easy to see that the matrix F is given by

o 0 O - o
F = i 0 0 o0 3(x —y). (2.14)
0O —i 0 O
The determinant of F holds
detF=68(X — ) (2.15)
and its inverse reads
0 0 i O
1_|0 0 0 i - o
F ' = ;0 0 0 3(x —y). (2.16)
0 i 0O

On the other hand, the extended Hamiltonian is defined as follows:
H, = / d*x(H + p*Za) — /dzxdzyﬂ O F G DI (), Hel, (2.17)
where p¢, a =1, ...,4, are bosonic Lagrange multipliers.
Once we impose the D (F) brackets, we must take the second-class constraints as equa-

tions strongly equal to zero. So, the second term on the right-hand side of (2.17) vanishes
and then the extended Hamiltonian remains in the following way:

H,= / d*x(He + p* Z,). (2.18)
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Furthermore, the following field variables remain determined:

1
al= =ity (2.192)
2
-1
Ty = tTwa. (2.19b)
From (2.13), we find the following nonvanishing D(F’) brackets:
field-field:
Wl ), s MIPT) = —i8,58(F — 3), (2.20a)
field-momentum:
[a,(x), p*(MNIPT =838 — 7). (2.20b)
[A,(x), P*(N]PF = 818(x — ). (2.20¢)

Now, we must calculate the final Dirac brackets. For this, we must search for admissible
gauge-fixing conditions ®, = 0, one for each first-class constraint. These subsidiary condi-
tions must verify that det([A4, Ag]) #0,where A, B=1,...,8and A, = X,, Ay1qa = O,
and must be compatible with the equations of motion.

We choose the following gauge-fixing conditions:

O, =08a ~0, (2.21a)
6, =09"A; ~0, (2.21b)
5 2ne i ce 1 ;
O3 =V Ag— —ap | +eV| —da; +—8A; ) — 8P ~0, (2.21¢c)
mp mp 20
mp | ;:f 1 e ;
Oy =V>?Ag— —| eV —=dja; + —=8,A; | —3;p' | =0, 2.21d
¢ 0 2ne |:8 <47T¢ 4+ my, J) u ] ( )

which satisfy the above requirements.
The Dirac bracket between the functions R(x) and S(y) is defined by

[R(x), S(MI” = [R(x), S(»)]P"

—/dzudzv[R(X),AA(M)]D(F)GZ};(Q,5)[A3(v)75(y)]D(F), (2.22)

where G~! is the inverse of the matrix G whose elements are [A4, Ag], A,B=1,...,8.
It is easy to show that the matrix G is written as follows:

0 0 0 0 e -1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 —ie' o 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 u 0

G= _Oe 8 g 8 8 g 01 _ul,l VIS(x — ), (2.23)
1 ie' 0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 —u 1 0 -1 0 0
0 0 0 1 u! 0 0 0

where u = 2ne/my.
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The determinant of G holds
detG = —u>(VH3( — ) %0 (2.24)

and its inverse matrix is written as

0 0 e 'u? (eu)! —e! 0 0 0

0 0 v iu~! —i  —ie 0 0

—e ly2 —v 0 0 0 0 —u ' oyt

G-! b —(ew)™"  —iu! 0 0 0 0 0 1
T e! i 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 1x=3

0 ie 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 u! 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 —y! -1 0 0 0 0
(2.25)

where v =iu"2(1 + eu).

Once we impose the Dirac brackets, we must take the first-class constraints and the
gauge-fixing conditions as equations strongly equal to zero. So, the second term on the
right-hand side of (2.18) vanishes and then the extended Hamiltonian coincides with the
canonical one. Moreover, the following field variables remain determined:

P’ =0, (2.26a)

PO =0, (2.26b)

m
ap(x) = 87”’;6 / d?y

[(,i—z + 2L )elifia; + %(al + %)SijaiAj - %&Pi —3; P'1(y)
x

Seéne T . (2.260)
X —yl
[V (L=9:a; + ££8;A;) — 8 p'1(y)
Ag(x) = /d2 me ~ 7 m 7 . (2.26d)
8mne lx =yl
From (2.22), we obtain the following nonvanishing Dirac brackets:
field-field:
[Vl (), Yp(D]Y = —i8ap8(x — 3), (2.27a)
field-momentum:
. . oL 1 ... 1
la: (x), p’ (N]P =[Ai(x), PT (NP =68/6(x = §) — — 870 ——, (2.27b)
4 Ix =yl
momentum-momentum:
1 2, \1D 1 - =
[p (), p"WZ=——=8(x —), (2.27¢)
4 ¢
. . D e ... >
[ @), PO = —E26iis (3 - 5, (2.27d)
b
1 2 D |
[P (x), PP = —Z(S(x - ). (2.27e)

So, the dynamics of the classical model remains completely specified.
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Finally, the canonical quantization is realized by replacing the Dirac brackets between
field variables by the (anti) commutators between field operators according to the rule

[01(x), 0:(N]P = —i[0,0, — (=190, 0], (2.28)

where |O;| = 0(1)(mod 2) when O; is a bosonic (fermionic) field variable, i =1, 2.

On the other hand, let us note that a CB system can be treated similarly. In this case, the
matter field is a charged scalar field. So, the fermionic second-class constraints (2.8c), (2.8d)
turn into bosonic second-class ones. Furthermore, the fermionic brackets (2.7¢), (2.7d),
(2.20a), and (2.27a) turn into bosonic ones. Thus, after (2.28) is imposed, the Dirac brackets
(2.27a) become commutators.

3 Path Integral Quantization, Feynman Rules, and Diagrammatic Structure

We develop the Feynman path integral quantization method according to the FS formal-
ism due to the fact that the model has first- and second-class constraints. So, we write the
generating functional for the model by means of the following path integral:

Z = /DaMDp“DAUDP“Dmmngwgmﬂa(r,)(detF)‘/Z(S(AA)(detG)‘/z

X exp|:i/d3x(ilup“—I—AMP’*—l—tﬁn'T—i—Wn —He)], (3.1)

where §(17;) and 6(A,) are products of Dirac delta functions and the Hamiltonian density
‘H,. was given in (2.17).

The determinant of the matrix F does not depend neither on the independent dynamical
field variables nor on the corresponding canonically conjugate momenta (see (2.15)). Thus,
we include (det F)!/? in the path integral normalization factor. The same occurs with the
other determinant appearing in (3.1) (see (2.24)).

By means of the Dirac deltas §(A3), §(A4), 8(11),5(12),8(I3), and (1), we calculate
the path integrals over p°, P°, JTIT , n; , 1, and 75, respectively.

Moreover, we can write §(A7) = §(ap — ;”T’;AO — f) and 8(Ag) =8(Ag — g), where

= [ (Seeitja; + LeldA; - B P)(G)
T 8w

A , (3.2a)
lx — ¥l
(L=cd;a; + %8”8,-A~ —%pH ()
g(x) = — /dzy T A , (3.2b)
8w ne [x =yl

and so we make the integrations over ay and Ag.

On the other hand, by using the Fourier integral corresponding to the Dirac delta, we
have that §(A,) = [DA, exp(i [d*xA,A,),n=1,2.

Consequently, the generating functional takes the form

Z= / DaiDpiDA_iDPle/faDw;DAnS(8’a,)8(8”’Am)exp(i [ d3x£*>, (3.3)
where
Lr=daip'+ AP + %[(r — Dy Y —(r + DYy’ — M, (3.4)
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with
H =H) — A, Ay, (3.5)

where H is the original H, subject to the integrations that we have just done.

Due to the arbitrariness of the Lagrange multipliers A,, in (3.5), it is possible to make a
scale change in the corresponding integration variables in such a way that H* = H, [54].

As it is can be seen, the path integrals over p’ and P/ are Gaussian. Therefore, these
integrals can also be calculated.

So, the generating functional remains

7= / Daﬂ]D)AU]D)t/faDl//gS(Blal)S(BmAm)exp(i / d3x£g>, (3.6)

where L, is the starting Lagrangian density given by (2.4).

This result was expected. Nevertheless, we think necessary to start formally from the
canonical path integral (3.1) and to show that it is possible to arrive at the Lagrangian path
integral (3.6). This is because, as is well-known, there are many field theories in which
the simple Lagrangian path integral can not be obtained from the canonical one (see, for
instance, [47] and references therein).

Finally, we use the Faddeev—Popov trick. So, we write the gauge-fixing conditions in
the form 0”a,(x) = c,(x) and 9" A, (x) = ca(x) (generalized Lorentz gauge). By con-
sidering the first of these conditions, we write §[0"a, (x) — c,(x)] = f De, (x) expli % X
f d3x[8“aﬂ (x)]?}, with a Gaussian weight independent of ¢, (x). Therefore, the integrand
in (3.6) does not depend on ¢, (x) and the integration over this quantity can be performed, ap-
pearing exp{i % fd3x[8”aM (x)]?} instead of 8[0*a, (x) — ca(x)]. We proceed analogously
for the second condition.

In this way, the generating functional remains

7= / Da, DA,Dy, Dy} exp(i / d3xceff>, (3.7)

where the Lagrangian density L. is expressed in terms of the independent dynamical field
variables, a,, A,, ¥, and w;, and so constitutes the effective Lagrangian density of the
model. This is given by

Legr = ‘Cg + Lix, (38)

where
A A
Lon=F-(0"a,) + TA(aﬂAM)Z. 3.9)

Now, we are going to establish the Feynman rules of the model [55].

Since the interaction terms (2.5b) are quadratic, these must contribute to the propagators.
Therefore, the only possibility is to consider a unique auxiliary extended quantity X 4, =
(a,, A,), where the compound index A runs over the components of the field variables [14].
In this way, the Lagrangian density (3.8), written in terms of this quantity, can be partitioned
as follows:

Lot = Leit(X a) + Let(r, ¥ 1) + LEX 2, ¥, ¥, (3.10)
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where
Letr(X 4) = %XA(D”)A”XH, (3.11a)
Ly, ¥ =v Gy, (3.11b)
LX) = ¢ VaX Y + Y XA WA Xy, (3.11¢)

The matrix D~! appearing in (3.11a) is nondegenerate. As a result, the propagator
D s (k) of the gauge field X 4, in the momentum space, can be obtained. This is given
by

My, (k) L v(k))
Dink) = " " , 3.12
an () ( Lin®k) Ny (K) .12
where
M/w(k) = K1 (kz)guv + M2(k2)kukv - i“3(k2)8/w/)kpv (3133)
L/w(k) = )Ll (kz)g/w + )\Z(kz)kukv - i)\3(k2)8uupkps (313b)
N//.v(k) =V (kz)gp.u + UZ(kz)k;Lkv - iv3(k2)8/wpkp~ (3130)
In (3.13), the coefficients are given by
4a® — k»)[c(4ad d*k?
) = & Netad +¢) + K7 (3.14a)
a(k?)
1 B(k?)
y=—-1—2_, 3.14b
w2 (k%) e k) ( )
1 (4a? — k?)[4ae + (4ad® + g)k?]

k) == , 3.14
u3(k) = 2 o) (3.14¢)
—4q2 2 2 272 2 _ 23kt
(k) = da[2d(ab + c¢*) + bc] + [2d(ab + ¢ + 4a-d”) + bclk® — 2d . (.14d)
a(k?)

2 (k%)
A(K?) = —lk—z, (3.14e)
—8a’ce + 2(ce + 2a*dh)k* — dhk*
Aa(k?) = , 3.14
3(k) D (3.14f)
4a? — k?
k) =b , 3.14
Vi (k%) 8 a (i) (3.14g)
1 y (k?)
= —— 3.14h
) = S  — () (3.14h)
16a*e + 8a?(2a?d* — e)k* + (e — 8a2d*)k* + d*k®
k?) =2b , 3.14i
vs(E) K2(da® — K)a (k) (3.141
where k2 = k, k" and
a(k?) = 16a%e? — 4(e* + a* )k + (16a°d* + fHk* — 4d*kS, (3.15a)
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B(k*) = 16a*e* — 4[e* 4+ a* f + a*c(c + 4ad)r, k>

+{16a%d* + f + [? + 4ad(c — ad) A }k* + d>(hg — 4dP)KE, (3.15b)
y (k%) = 64a*e® — 16a*(2e* + a* f + a’bgha)k® + 4[e* + 2a*(8a’d* + f + bgr)1k*
— (32a%d* + f + bgha)k® + 4d*k3. (3.15¢)

In (3.14) and (3.15), we have considered a = (20)~!,b = (471([))’1,c = ri—z,d =

mp?
e=c*—ab, f =b>+8d(bc+c*d +abd),g=b+4cd,and h =b + 2cd.
In (3.11b), G is the propagator of the matter field. In the momentum space, this is given
by

7\
G(ﬁ’E):<E_M_2—m;,) , (3.16)

where E is the particle energy, p its ordinary momentum, and p? = p? + p3.
In (3.11c), the vector V, gives the 3-point vertex of the model. In the momentum space,
this reads

1
Vy= (1, —qi.e, iq,-). (3.17)
mp mp

Finally, in (3.11c), the matrix W4/ gives the 4-point vertex. This is written as

00 0 0 0 O
01 0 0 e O
1 0 01 0 0 e
A _
V=m0 o000 0 o (3.18)
0 e 00 ¢ 0
0 0 e 0 0 ¢

Next, the Feynman rules for propagators and vertices can be written:
(i) Propagators. We associate with the propagator of the gauge field X 4, a wavy line

k
AN

and with the propagator of the fermionic matter field ¢ a straight line

= Dyp (k)

4 =G(p, E).

(ii) Vertices. So, the 3- and 4-point vertices of the model are

=V, = WA,

respectively.
The remaining Feynman rules are the usual ones.
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Now, in the framework of the perturbative theory, a power-counting analysis shows that
the primitively divergent diagrams of the model are the following:

and a graph similar to the last one with the electron arrows reversed.

We do not develop the regularization and renormalization procedures of the model in
this paper. However, it can be shown that this belongs to the class of theories with only a
finite number of divergent diagrams. So, the above procedures remain reduced to the ones
corresponding to a superrenormalizable theory.

On the other hand, as is well-known, by adding higher-derivative terms for the gauge
fields to the Lagrangian density of a model, preserving its gauge invariance, the ultraviolet
behavior of the propagators corresponding to the above fields is improved and therefore
the divergence of those diagrams in which these propagators appear can be removed [1, 3,
11-14, 44, 45]. Therefore, we find it interesting to consider this procedure for the present

model.
We will discuss these questions in a future paper.

4 BRST Formalism

Now, we are going to apply the BRST formalism to the model.

The following brackets are all D(F) ones. So, hereafter we will write these brackets
without the superscription “D(F)”.

We can write

[Za(x), Zp(N]- = Cp Ze(0)3(X — 3), (4.1)

with C;, =0,a,b,c=1,...,4.
Furthermore, let us note that the canonical Hamiltonian density, given by (2.9), can be
written as follows:

HC:HO—a()(éZ} +i22> —ieApX,, 4.2)

where Hy = [d*xH, verifies
[Ho, Za(x)]- = D Zy(x), (4.3)

witthj:O,a,b: 1,....4.
On the other hand, due to the arbitrariness of the Lagrange multipliers p¢, the Hamil-

tonian density appearing in (2.18) can also be written in the following way:

He="Ho— p" L. (4.4)
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In the BRST formalism, the multipliers p, are considered as independent dynamical
field variables, associating with them the corresponding canonically conjugate momenta £¢.
Therefore, it is fulfilled

[pa(x), E" (M- = 828X — ). (4.5)

At the same time, the equations £ =0, a = 1, ...,4, are imposed. Thus, the first-class
constraints obtained in this way generate the gauge transformations p, — p, + u, of the
multipliers, in accordance with their arbitrariness.

Therefore, in this context, the independent dynamical field variables of the model are

Ar=(ay, Ay, Yiar Vs Pa)» (4.6)
the corresponding canonically conjugate momenta are
PT = (p", P' 7}, mp, £, 4.7)
and the first-class constraints are defined by the functions
B =(20,8). (4.8)
In these equations, the compound indices F and A run over the components of the different
field variables.

So, (4.1) and (4.3) take the form

[E4(x), Eg(0)]- = CSpEc(x)8(X — 3), (4.9a)
[Ho, Ea(x)]_ = D Ep(x), (4.9b)

respectively, where all the coefficients C§y and D¥ vanish.
The BRST-invariant Hamiltonian density is given by

H, =Ho + P D5Q* =H,, (4.10)

where Q# are the fermionic ghost field variables (Majorana spinors) and P 4 their canonically
conjugate momenta. Thus, these field variables satisfy

[Qa(x), PP =858 — ¥). (4.11)

The BRST-invariant gauge-fixed Hamiltonian density is written as
My () = Hi(x) — / d*y[x (), Q4 = Ho(x) — / Eylx (), QW (412)
where x =P, Y is the gauge-fixing variable, with
T4 =—(p% 0. (4.13)
In (4.12), Q is the BRST generator defined as

1
0=E,Q"+ EPCC/‘{BQAQB =5,Q". (4.14)
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We assume that the set of ghosts can be partitioned into two subsets

Qa = (da> Po), (4.152)
P = (p™, q"), (4.15b)

where we have used the symbol “§” to point out antighosts. So, it is fulfilled

[0, (x), PP ()], = 828(X — 3), (4.16a)
[pa(x), ()], = 828(X — 3). (4.16b)

Consequently, H, remains
Hy (x) = Ho(x) + pj ()P (¥) + Ty (x)p (x) + £,(x) O (x)

+QZ(X)/d2y[@“(x), ZWl-a" ). (4.17)

Since [ (x), Xy(W)]- = f; V25(X — ¥), where S are the elements of the matrix

— 0 0 0

| E 0o @)

b 0 0 -2 [ '
0 0 0 1

the last term on the right-hand side of (4.17) remains fq] (x) Vg’ (x).
Since the system has first- and second-class constraints, as it was shown in Sect. 2, the
BRST generating functional is given by the following path integral [15, 22]:

Z, = / DADPTDQ,DPA§(I7)(det F)'/? exp(i / d’x cx), (4.19)

where det F' is given by (2.15) and £, is the BRST Lagrangian density defined by
L, =ArP? +P Qs —H,. (4.20)

Now, we are going to prove that the expression (4.19) for the generating functional coin-
cides with the one constructed by using the FS method, given by (3.1).

The path integrals over p, and p’* are Gaussian and they are performed easily.

Next, we must pass to a nonrelativistic gauge [22, 54]. The steps to do so are the fol-
lowing: carry out the replacement @¢ — ¢~'@ in the generating functional (4.19), make
a scale change in the integration variables £ — &9 and q] — q], and pass to the limit
& — 0 (this is possible due to the Fradkin—Vilkovisky theorem). The outcome is

Z, = / Da, Dp"DA,D P Dy, DDy ;DD p,DE* Dy, D)
xa(r,)(detF)‘/zexp(i/d3xﬁ/x>, 4.21)
where

L, =da,p" +A,P'+ ' + 4w —Hy— Xp, —£°0, —q[[0°. y]_¢".  (4.22)
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The integrations over p, and £ are elementary and the one corresponding to the last
term of (4.22) is given by

/ anmq*bexp[—i / Pxq)(x) / Py[0°(x), 2b<y>]_qb(y)]

= (detG)", (4.23)
2

where det G is given by (2.24).
Therefore, the final result coincides with the expression (3.1) for the generating func-
tional, as we said. Thus, we conclude that both procedures can be considered equivalent.

5 Comparison Between the Present and Original Models

Now, we are going to compare the obtained results with the ones corresponding to the orig-
inal model [40].

In the present model, different from the original one, we have assumed that the real
magnetic flux is attached to the particles. This is due to the existence of the topological
mass term for the electromagnetic field, given by the first term on the right-hand side of
(2.5a). Besides, we have considered interaction terms between the gauge fields, given by
(2.5b).

On the other hand, as it can be shown, by removing the interaction terms in the La-
grangian density (2.4), we obtain a new model with the following constraint structure:

(i) The bosonic first-class constraints given by

/ L i i ¢ ij
21:—58]8,*14_1‘4—63,*[7 —0; P +47T(£8'/8i(lj%0, (513)
(1 .
):5:_i<—5’faiAj+aiP’>+w7r—wnw0, (5.1b)
e\ 20
and the ones of the same kind defined by the functions X3 and X;.
(i) The fermionic second-class constraints defined by SZ(;r and £2, and the new bosonic
second-class constraints given by (see (2.6b))

. . 1 .
®) =p' — el (5.2)

Now, by removing the topological mass term, we get obviously the original model. Its
constraint structure is obtained directly from the one above by canceling the corresponding
terms in (5.1).

On the other hand, as we noted in Sect. 3, due to the presence of the interaction terms
in the Lagrangian density, it was necessary to consider a unique bosonic propagator. As we
just said, by canceling these terms, we obtain a new model. As it is easy to see, for this new
model, the extradiagonal blocks L, of the propagator (3.12) cancel and the diagonal ones
are written
1 kyk, kP

My (k) = = =% + 20T G 15 (5.3a)
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1
N;Ll?(k) = guvl—kz + <
= -

1 2 , ,
k )kﬂk k (530)

M L) T e e
In these equations, M, and N, are the CS and electromagnetic field propagators, respec-
tively.

Next, the propagators of the original model can be obtained directly by removing the
terms with topological mass in (5.3b).

As it is easy to note, the propagators (5.3) have the same ultraviolet behavior as the ones
corresponding to the original model.

In inverse order, by removing first the topological mass term in (2.5a), we obtain again a
new model.

In this case, the constraint structure and the bosonic propagator are obtained directly
from the ones corresponding to the general model by means of that removal.

As it is easy to see, the new bosonic propagator has the same ultraviolet behavior as the
one corresponding to the general model.

Next, by removing the interaction terms, we get again the original model.

On the other hand, the original model has two 3-point vertices and three 4-point ones.
Furthermore, in that model, there are thirty-seven primitively divergent diagrams, twenty of
them with two vertices and the rest with three ones. As it can be seen, these results are very
different from the ones obtained in Sect. 3, for the present model.

Consequently, we see that both the constraint structure and the diagrammatic one, for the
present model, are completely different from the ones corresponding to the original model.

Finally, as we said, for both models, the generating functional obtained from the BRST
formalism is equivalent to that found by following the FS method.

6 Conclusions and Outlook

A classical nonrelativistic U (1) x U (1) gauge field model that describes the electromagnetic
interaction of composite particles in (24 1) dimensions has been constructed. This was done
by generalizing the model proposed in [40].

Later on, the canonical quantization was realized. The model under consideration was
analyzed within the framework of the Dirac algorithm.

Next, by following the FS procedure, the path integral quantization method was im-
plemented. This enabled us to establish the Feynman rules of the model and analyze its
diagrammatic structure. The model has two vertices, a 3-point one and the other a 4-point
one.

Afterwards, the BRST formalism was applied to the model. The generating functional
obtained from this mechanism turned out to be equivalent to that found by following the FS
method, as it should be expected.

Finally, the results found were compared with the ones corresponding to the original
model.

The paper was developed considering explicitly the CF case.

In future papers, we will apply the results obtained within the framework of condensed
matter.

Furthermore, we will compare the results found with the ones corresponding to other
models.

On the other hand, as it was mentioned in Sect. 3, we will study the perturbative devel-
opment for the present model. Also, we will analyze the model obtained by adding higher-
derivative terms to the Lagrangian density for the present model.
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