arXiv:2412.01898v2 [hep-th] 11 Dec 2024

Unconventional Supersymmetry via the Dressing Field Method

J. François^∗ University of Graz (Uni Graz), Heinrichstrase 26/5, 8010 Graz, Austria, and Masaryk University (MUNI), Kotlářská 267/2, Veveří, Brno, Czech Republic, and Mons University (UMONS), 20 Place du Parc, 7000 Mons, Belgium.

L. Ravera^† Politecnico di Torino (PoliTo), C.so Duca degli Abruzzi 24, 10129 Torino, Italy, and Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare (INFN), Section of Torino, Via P. Giuria 1, 10125 Torino, Italy, and Grupo de Investigación en Física Teórica (GIFT), Universidad Católica De La Santísima Concepción, Concepción, Chile. (Dated: December 26, 2024)

Unconventional supersymmetry is a proposal, introduced by Alvarez-Valenzuela-Zanelli (AVZ), aiming to use the framework of supersymmetric field theory to describe fermionic matter fields and bosonic gauge fields in a unified way, as both parts of a single superconnection. It hinges upon the so-called matter ansatz. Unfortunately, the formal and conceptual status of the ansatz remained unclear, preventing unconventional supersymmetry to be used in a principled way as a general approach beyond the model in which it was first considered. In this letter, we lift this restriction by showing that the ansatz is a special case of the Dressing Field Method, a new systematic tool to exhibit the gauge-invariant content of general-relativistic gauge field theories.

Keywords: Unconventional supersymmetry, Dressing Field Method, Gauge invariance, Relationality.

I. INTRODUCTION

Supersymmetric field theory, as conventionally applied within high energy physics, implies a doubling of the number of fundamental fields and particles whereby each known particle has a superpartner of opposite statistics: fermionic (matter) fields have bosonic partners, bosonic (gauge and Higgs) fields have fermionic partners. This view can only be accommodated with empirical data via the notion of (spontaneous) supersymmetry (susy) breaking. Still, until now, supersymmetric particles did not show up in colliders.

This nonetheless does not spell doom for the framework of supersymmetric field theory, which by itself does not require a matching of bosonic and fermionic degrees of freedom (d.o.f.) [1], and has been shown to provide original new insights into established physics such as QCD [2] and condensed matter physics [3–5]. Furthermore, one may recall that Berezin pioneered the introduction of supergeometry in physics to describe fermions and their peculiar statistics [6]. A program in dormancy that still awaits to yield its full potential.

In that spirit, “unconventional supersymmetry”, ususy hereafter, was introduced by Alvarez-Valenzuela-Zanelli (AVZ) [7, 8] as a way to use the framework of supersymmetric field theory to describe fermionic matter fields and bosonic gauge fields in a unified way: both being parts of one and the same superconnection [9–12] (see also [13– 15]). This is achieved through what was called the “matter ansatz” in [11]. An interesting parallel is to be drawn

∗ jordan.francois@uni-graz.at † lucrezia.ravera@polito.it

with proposals to use the framework of non-commutative geometry – either derivation-based, or via Lie algebroids, or yet via spectral triples – to describe gauge fields and the Higgs field as unified in a single non-commutative connection [16–20]. A commonality that is not so surprising as supergeometry, i.e. Z_2-graded geometry, is the “mildest” form of non-commutative geometry.

Yet, the technical and conceptual status of the ansatz remained unclear, preventing ususy to be used in a principled way as a general approach outgrowing the so-called AVZ model in which it was first considered. We here lift this restriction, by showing that the ususy matter ansatz is subsumed by the Dressing Field Method (DFM).

The DFM, introduced in [21], is a systematic approach to construct gauge-invariant variables in Gauge Field Theory (GFT). It is best understood within the formalism of the bundle differential geometry of field space [22–24], but it also has a more broadly accessible field-theoretic framing [25]. Unfortunately, in the latter context dressings are often conflated with mere gauge-fixings, generating misconceptions regarding the physics. This usually happens when the basic definition of a gauge group is overlooked, regrettably not a rare occurrence in the GFT literature, as detailed in [26, 27]. Integral to the DFM is its natural relational interpretation: gauge-invariance being achieved by realising the physical d.o.f. representing relations among bare (gaugevariant) d.o.f. [23, 28]. Relationality, thus understood, is the core paradigmatic conceptual insight of the generalrelativistic gauge field theory framework [29], which includes supersymmetric field theories. It is thus surprising that the relational character of the latter has been so completely overlooked in the literature, until it was first explicitly signaled in [27], where the DFM is shown necessary to build the Rarita-Schwinger and gravitino fields.

In this paper, we thus pursue two complementary goals:

1. To elucidate the technical and conceptual status of the ususy matter ansatz as a case of dressing, thereby allowing ususy to be used in a principled way as an approach to a unified description of gauge and matter fields.

2. To bring the attention of a broader community to the DFM, as a new systematic approach to reformulate general-relativistic gauge field theories in a manifestly gauge-invariant way, thereby automatically extracting their physical content, and highlighting its relational character.

A prerequisite to achieve both objectives is of course that we introduce the basics of the DFM. Achieving 1 requires us to be concrete: we thus opt to illustrate our claim via the first and simplest case, the AVZ ususy model. We endeavour to present it in a way that gives a clean template to showcase a clear application of the DFM, so that the reader can easily export the approach to any gauge/supersymmetric field theoretic model of their choosing (from high energy to condensed matter physics), achieving 2.

The remaining of the letter is thus organized as follows. In Section II we provide a streamlined presentation of the AVZ ususy model, relying on a compact matrix notation, and insisting on the proper logic: kinematics and symmetries first, then only the dynamics. We highlight a key point regarding the definition of a gauge group. Almost always overlooked, it is key to understand the DFM – and GFT more broadly, we would argue. In Section III, we explain the DFM and show that the matter ansatz is the natural end result of a dressing operation, highlighting the relational character of the invariant variables thus produced. In Section IV we show how the residual gauge symmetries of the model are easily handled via the DFM framework, and we also clarify the status of the so-called Nieh-Yan-Weyl (NYW) symmetry [30–34]. We conclude in section V, discussing future developments.

II. THE AVZ MODEL OF USUSY

The model, introduced in [7], is a Chern-Simons (CS) theory in 2 + 1 dimensions for the supergroup OSp(2|2). In the following, we shall give a compact and synthetic description of its kinematics and dynamics.

A. Kinematics of the model

The field-theoretic presentation of the AVZ model is based on the differential geometry of a principal superbundle with structure supergroup H = OSp(2|2), with associated Lie superalgebra h := osp(2|2). Already we must stress a basic but important point regarding the definition of the gauge group of a theory: it derives from the group of vertical automorphisms of the principal bundle underlying the kinematics of the theory. In the case at hand, the vertical automorphism group of the underlying superbundle induces, at the field-theoretic level – i.e. on the base (bosonic) spacetime manifold M – the gauge group H = OSp(2|2) := {g, g^′ : U ⊂ M → H | g^{′ g} = Conj(g^{−1}) g^′ := g^{−1}g^′g}, i.e. a gauge group acts on its own elements via the conjugation action. Correspondingly, the gauge algebra is LieH =LieOSp(2|2) := {λ, λ^′ : U → h | δ_λλ^′ = ad(−λ) λ^′ = [λ^′, λ]}, i.e. the gauge algebra elements are ad-tensorial 0-forms. We have g(x) = e^{λ(x)}. We shall use the compact matrix notation λ = ( β^{1√}_ℓ ε −^{1√}_ℓ ε̄ α ⊗ J ) , (1)

where β takes values in sp(2, R) ≃ sl(2, R) ≃ spin(1, 2), ε ∈ C^2 is a spinor field with ε̄ := ε^†γ_0 = −ε^†iJ, α is u(1) = iR-valued and α ⊗ J is to be treated as a scalar in the matrix λ even though J is the symplectic matrix (in component J ∼ ϵ_{AB} ), acting on ε as Jε and on ε̄ as ε̄J. The defining transformation property of the infinitesimal gauge parameters is then

δ_λλ^′ = ( δ_λβ^{′ 1√}_ℓ δ_λε^′ −^{1√}_ℓ δ_λε̄^′ δ_λα^′ ⊗ J ) (2)

:= (_{[β′, β] − 1ℓ} (_{ε′ε̄ − εε̄′} )_{1√ℓ} [_{(β′ − α′ ⊗ J)ε − (β − α ⊗ J)ε′} ] ∗^1_{2ℓ} Tr(ε^′ε̄ − εε̄^′ ) ⊗ J ) , the factor^1_2 in the (2,2) entry being given by prescription. This then encodes the commutators between generators of h = osp(2|2), in terms of which a LieH element reads λ(x) =^1_2 β^{ab}(x)J_{ab} + Q̄ ε(x) − ε̄(x)Q + α(x)T, with J, Q, Q̄ , and T the generators of Lorentz, susy and U(1) transformations, respectively.

From a basic gauge theoretic perspective, a generic gauge field should be an h-valued connection 1-form A_{osp} . What makes the AVZ model “unconventional”, from a supersymmetric standpoint, is that the spinor-valued 1- form ψ, gauge potential of supersymmetry that should feature in A_{osp} as Q̄ ψ − ψ̄Q, is replaced by a composite ψ = iγ_ae^aχ, (3) where e^a = e^a_μdx^μ is the soldering form on M inducing a metric with signature (+, −, −), γ^a are the gamma matrices, and χ is a spin-1/2 (Dirac) field. The substitution (3) is called the “matter ansatz ” [11]. The superconnection adopted in the AVZ model is thus the 1-form A = A_μ dx^μ =^1_2 ω^{ab}J_{ab} + i Q̄ γχ + i χ̄γ Q + A T. In the above compact matrix form, A = ( ω^{i√}_ℓ γχ i√ ℓ χ̄γ A ⊗ J ) , (4)

where γ denotes the gamma matrices 1-form γ = γ_μdx^μ = γ_ae^a_μdx^μ = γ_ae^a. Our convention for the gamma matrices in 2 + 1 dimensions is γ_0 = σ_2 = −iJ, γ_1 = −iσ_1, γ_2 = −iσ_3. The parameter 1/ℓ is related to the negative cosmological constant Λ by Λ = −1/ℓ^2. The associated curvature 2-form is, by Cartan structure equation, F = dA +^1_2 [A , A ] = dA + A^2 . In matrix form, F = ( Ω^{i√}_ℓ ϱ ∗ F̃ ⊗ J )

:= ( R −^1_ℓ γχ χ̄γ^{i√}_ℓ (γ_aT^aχ − γ∇χ) ∗ ( dA −^1_{2ℓ} χ̄γ γχ ) ⊗ J ) , (5)

where R := dω + ω^2 and T^a := de^a + ω^a_be^b = T^a_{bc}e^b ∧ e^c are the spacetime curvature and torsion 2-forms, respectively, and, in this notation, ∇χ := dχ + ωχ − A ⊗ Jχ. The curvature F satisfies the Bianchi identity D^A F = dF+[A , F] ≡ 0, where D^A denotes the covariant derivative with respect to the full A , here adapted to ad-tensorial forms.

The OSp(2|2)-transformations of the connection is A^g = g^{−1}A g + g^{−1}dg, which infinitesimally restricts as δ_λA = D^A λ := dλ + [A , λ]. In matrix form, δ_λA = ( δ_λω^{i√}_ℓ δ_λ(γχ) i√ ℓ δ_λ(χ̄γ) δ_λA ⊗ J ) (6)

= (_{dβ + [ω, β] − iℓ (γχ ε̄ + ε χ̄γ) 1√ℓ [∇ε − (β − α ⊗ J)iγχ ]} ∗ ( dα +^i_{2ℓ} Tr(γχ ε̄ + ε χ̄γ) ) ⊗ J ) . The curvature transforms tensorially: F^g = g^{−1}Fg, so δ_λF = [F, λ].

B. Dynamics of the model

The Lagrangian of the theory is a CS 3-form, which is the simplest Lagrangian one can think of for the connection A in 2 + 1 dimensions. It reads

L(A ) = sTr ( A dA + 2 3 A^3 ) = sTr ( A F − 1 3 A^3 ) . (7)

It is not OSp(2|2)-invariant, nor quasi-invariant (CS forms never are under gauge group transformations, see [22]), and is merely quasi-invariant (transforms via a dexact term) under LieOSp(2|2). The latter still suffices to ensure that the field equations are OSp(2|2)-covariant: indeed they are, since – as is well-known in CS theories – given by the flatness condition F = 0, which unfolds in an obvious way as field equations for ω, A and χ by (5). In components they read, explicitly:

Ω^{ab} := R^{ab} + 2 ℓ χ̄_Aχ_Ae^a ∧ e^b = 0, F̃ := dA − i 2ℓ χ̄_Aγ^cχ_B ϵ_{AB}ϵ_{abc}e^a ∧ e^b = 0, γ_aT^aχ_A − γ∇χ_A = 0 ⇒ γ_aT^a_{μν} χ_A − γ_{[μ}∇_{ν]}χ_A = 0. (8)

Contracting the last equation with γ^{μν} :=^1_2 [γ^μ, γ^ν ], we get the massive Dirac equation

/∇χ_A = (T^a_a − 3iτ) χ_A, (9)

where we used γ^{abc} = iϵ^{abc} and defined T^a_a := γ^bT^a_{ab} and τ :=^1_{3!} ϵ^{abc}T_{abc}. One could further simplify (9) by expressing ω in terms of the torsion.

This model was shown to have important applications in condensed matter physics, describing in particular graphene-like systems near the Dirac points in a generic spatial lattice with curvature and torsion [35–45]. A proof of concept that gauge and matter fields can be successfully described in a unified way within supersymmetric field theory. Only, the meaning of the ansatz (3) remained unclear, limiting the potential reach of the result. In [46, 47], (3) was said to correspond to a “projection” of the vector-spinor ψ, in which its gamma-traceless component vanishes, while later, in [48], it was claimed to be the result of a gauge fixing – more precisely, a BRSTcovariant gauge fixing of the odd symmetries (see also [49]). We settle the issue by showing in the next section that (3) actually results from a dressing operation.

III. MATTER ANSATZ VIA THE DFM

We first briefly describe the Dressing Field Method, and then show how it yields the ususy matter ansatz.

A. The DFM and its infinitesimal version

The DFM [21–24, 27–29] is a systematic tool to produce gauge-invariants out of the field space Φ = {ϕ} of a gauge theory with gauge group H whose action on Φ defines gauge transformations: ϕ → ϕ^g .

Suppose K ⊆ H is a gauge subgroup, corresponding to the rigid subgroup K ⊆ H. The DFM relies on identifying a Φ-dependent K-dressing field, i.e. a map u : Φ → Dr[K, K], ϕ → u = u[ϕ], ϕ^k → u^k := u[ϕ^k] = k^{−1}u[ϕ], ∀k ∈ K, (10)

where Dr[K, K] := {u : U ⊂ M → K | u^k = k^{−1}u} is the space of (Φ-independent) dressing fields. From it, one can systematically build the K-invariant dressed fields by the surjective map

Φ → Φ^u, ϕ → ϕ^u = ϕ^{u[ϕ]}, ϕ^k → (ϕ^k )^{uk} := (ϕ^k)^{k−1 u[ϕ]} = ϕ^{u[ϕ]}.

(11)

If one is interested, as we shall be here, in invariance at first order, i.e. under infinitesimal gauge transformations LieH, one may linearise the above: Defining a LieKdressing field as

υ = υ[ϕ] : U ⊂ M → K = LieK, s.t. δ_λυ = υ[δ_λϕ] ≈ −λ, ∀λ ∈ LieK, (12)

where in the defining transformation law one is to neglect higher-order terms polynomial in λ and υ. Then, one defines the perturbatively dressed fields

ϕ^υ := ϕ + δ̄_υϕ, (13)

where δ̄_υϕ mimics the functional expression of the LieH gauge transformation δ_λϕ, substituting the gauge parameter by the infinitesimal dressing, λ → υ. The perturbatively dressed fields are K-invariant at first order:

δ_λ(ϕ^υ) = δ_λϕ + δ̄_{(δλυ)}ϕ = δ_λϕ + δ̄_{−λ}ϕ = δ_λϕ − δ_λϕ ≡ 0, (14)

neglecting higher-order terms in λ and υ.

Considering a quasi-invariant Lagrangian, i.e. such that δ_λL(ϕ) = dB(ϕ; λ), its perturbative dressing is

L(ϕ^υ ) := L(ϕ) + dB(ϕ; υ). (15)

The field equations E(ϕ^υ ) = 0 are thus K-invariant at first order (in both λ and υ).

We stress that, despite a superficial formal similarity, dressed fields ϕ^u are not gauge transformed fields ϕ^g . This is clear from the definition of a dressing field, which implies u /∈ H. The dressing operation is not a mapping from field space Φ to itself, but a mapping from field space to another mathematical space: the space of dressed fields Φ^u. A fortiori, a dressing operation is not a gauge fixing. See [26] and [28] for more on this point.

B. Ususy matter ansatz via dressing

We now establish that the spin-1/2 field appearing in the matter ansatz (3) is actually a partially invariant variable obtained via the DFM.

To this aim, we start with the most general osp(2|2) superconnection A_{osp} =^1_2 ω^{ab}J_{ab} + Q̄ ψ − ψ̄Q + A T, with curvature F_{osp} = dA_{osp} +^1_2 [A_{osp} , A_{osp} ] = dA_{osp} + A^2_{osp} . In our compact notation it reads

A_{osp} = ( ω^{1√}_ℓ ψ −^{1√}_ℓ ψ̄ A ⊗ J ) , (16)

and it gauge-transforms as

δ_λA_{osp} = ( δ_λω^{1√}_ℓ δ_λψ −^{1√}_ℓ δ_λψ̄ δ_λA ⊗ J ) = D^A λ (17)

= (_{dβ + [ω, β] − 1ℓ (ψ ε̄ − ε ψ̄) 1√ℓ [∇ε − (β − α ⊗ J)ψ ]} ∗ ( dα +^1_{2ℓ} Tr(ψ ε̄ − ε ψ̄) ) ⊗ J ) .

We first notice that the components of the general 1-form field ψ = ψ_μdx^μ have the following (reducible) “gammatrace” decomposition:

ψ_μ(ρ, ζ) = ρ_μ + iγ_μζ, (18)

where ρ_μ, satisfying γ^μρ_μ = 0, contains both a “longitudinal” (divergence-free) mode and a “transverse” mode, and ζ := −^i_3 γ^μψ_μ is a spin-1/2 field. This decomposition generalises to n spacetime dimensions as ζ := −^i_n γ^μψ_μ. By (17), the susy transformation of ψ is δ_εψ = ∇ε, in components δ_εψ_μ = ∇_με, and given (18) it splits as δ_εζ = − i 3 /∇ε, δ_ερ_μ = i 3 γ_μ /∇ε + ∇_με =: −b_μ(ε), (19)

where we define the (spin(1,2)⊕u(1))-covariant operator b_μ := −^i_3 γ_μ /∇ − ∇_μ, whose formal left inverse is [b^{−1}]^μ. We now aim to build the susy-invariant dressed field ψ^υ_μ := ψ_μ + ∇_μυ, where υ = υ[ψ] is a spinorial susy dressing field. The gamma-trace decomposition of ψ^υ_μ is

ψ^υ_μ = ρ^υ_μ + iγ_μζ^υ

:= (ρ_μ − b_μ(υ)) + iγ_μ ( ζ −^1_3 /∇υ ) . (20)

The dressing field is found by solving explicitly the constraint ρ^υ_μ = 0, so that, indeed,

υ[ψ] := [b^{−1}]^μ(ρ_μ) and (21)

δ_ϵυ := υ[δ_ϵψ] ≈ [b^{−1}]^μ(δ_ϵρ_μ) = [b^{−1}]^μ(−b_μ(ε)) = −ε,

as expected by definition (12) of an infinitesimal dressing field. We therefore end up, as intended, with the susyinvariant dressed field

ψ^υ_μ = iγ_μζ^υ =: iγ_μχ, (22)

where we defined the susy-invariant dressed spinor χ := ζ^υ := ζ −^1_3 /∇υ. We thus obtain the matter ansatz (3) of the AVZ model via the DFM (22), producing its spin-1/2 field χ as a susy-invariant dressed variable.

Let us now make a few important observations. First, since υ = υ[ψ] in (21) is non-local – involving the formal inverse of a differential operator – so is the dressed field (22). In the terminology of [28, 50], we might thus say that susy is a “substantive” symmetry, as it is reduced via dressing at the cost of locality.

Second, the condition ρ^υ_μ = 0 is susy-invariant, and is not a gauge fixing of ψ_μ. As per the usual caveat expressed in the DFM, ψ^υ is not a gauge-fixed version of ψ: being susy-invariant, the former does not even belong to the same mathematical space as the latter.

Finally, and relatedly, we stress that for fielddependent dressing fields υ = υ[ϕ], dressed fields ϕ^υ have a natural interpretation as relational variables: they encode the gauge-invariant relations among physical d.o.f..

Said otherwise, the DFM is a systematic tool to implement the idea that physical d.o.f. invariantly coordinatise each other – which encompasses e.g. scalar coordinatisation in General Relativity, à la Kretschmann-Komar [51] or Brown-Kuchař [52]. As observed in the introduction, relationality thus understood is the conceptual core of general-relativistic gauge field theory, including supersymmetric field theory, see [23, 27–29]. The dressed spinor χ = ζ^υ is such a relational variable, encoding the susy-invariant physical relations among the d.o.f. embedded in the bare field ψ.

To fully exploit the power of the DFM, we can now dress the full osp(2|2) superconnection (16). Writing the dressing field in matrix form as

υ = ( 0^{1√}_ℓ υ −^{1√}_ℓῡ 0 ) , (23)

by (13), the susy-invariant dressing of A_{osp} is

A^υ_{osp} := A_{osp} + δ̄_υA_{osp}

= A_{osp} + D^{A osp} υ = ( ω^{υ 1√}_ℓ ψ^υ −^{1√}_ℓ ψ̄^υ A^υ ⊗ J )

= ( ω^{υ i√}_ℓ γ_μχ i√ ℓ χ̄γ A^υ ⊗ J )

= (_{ω − 1ℓ (ψ ῡ − υ ψ̄) 1√ℓ [ψ + ∇υ]} ∗ ( A +^1_{2ℓ} Tr(ψ ῡ − υ ψ̄) ) ⊗ J ) ,

(24)

which is none other than a susy-invariant version of the AVZ connection (4). The associated invariant dressed curvature is F^υ_{osp} := F_{osp} + δ̄_υF_{osp} = F_{osp} + [F_{osp} , υ]. Observe how the invariant spin(1, 2)-connection ω^υ and u(1)-connection A^υ are dressed with d.o.f. from ψ via υ, and therefore encode the relational d.o.f. between the bare fields ω, A, and ψ.

The dressing of the CS Lagrangian L(A_{osp} ) for A_{osp} is, by (15),

L(A^υ_{osp} ) = L(A_{osp} ) + dB(A_{osp} ; υ)

= sTr ( A^υ_{osp} F^υ_{osp} − 1 3 (A^υ_{osp} )^3 ) . (25)

It is the (u)susy-invariant version of the AVZ Lagrangian (7). The (u)susy-invariant dressed field equations are then F^υ_{osp} = 0, which unfold as dressed versions of (8).

We stress again that, since a dressing is not a gauge fixing, the dressed Lagrangian (25) is not a gauge-fixed version of L(A_{osp} ). Rather, L(A^υ_{osp} ) is the relational rewriting of the theory; its field equations F^υ_{osp} = 0 are the relational version of the bare ones F_{osp} = 0, and they differ only by a boundary term – a general feature proven in full generality in [28].

IV. RESIDUAL GAUGE SYMMETRIES

We analyse the gauge transformations remaining after dressing. First, we focus on the natural residual Lorentz and U(1) symmetries of the model. Then we comment on the so-called Nieh-Yan-Weyl symmetry [30–34] that has been associated to the matter ansatz (3)/(22).

A. Residual Lorentz and U(1) transformations

Since the odd, susy, part of the gauge superalgebra LieOSp(2|2) has been reduced via dressing, one expects that the dressed fields A^υ_{osp} , and F^υ_{osp} , exhibit residual transformations under the remaining even gauge subalgebra LieSpin(1, 2) ⊕ LieU(1), with parameter θ = ( β 0 0 α ⊗ J ) . (26)

A basic result of the DFM is that if one proves

δ_θυ = [υ, θ], (27) ( 0^{1√}_ℓ δ_θυ −^{1√}_ℓ δ_θῡ 0 ) = ( 0 −^{1√}_ℓ (β − α ⊗ J)υ ∗ 0 ) , then it follows that

δ_θA^υ_{osp} = D^{A υosp} θ = dθ + [A^υ_{osp} , θ],

and δ_θF^υ_{osp} = [F^υ_{osp} , θ].

(28)

That is, the susy-invariant fields have standard residual Lorentz and U(1) gauge transformations. Which implies that the field equations have the required residual covariance. To secure the result, one needs only to prove (27): The dressing has been found by solving ρ^υ_μ = 0, i.e. ρ_μ = b_μ(υ). And by (17)-(18) we have that δ_θρ_μ = −(β − α ⊗ J)ρ_μ. Now, since b_μ is a (spin(1,2)⊕u(1))-covariant operator, the latter holds if υ has the same covariance as ρ_μ; so δ_θυ = −(β − α ⊗ J)υ, as required in (27). So, indeed, (28) holds.

B. NYW invariance as an artificial symmetry

The matter ansatz (3) is invariant under local scale transformations associated with the so-called NYW symmetry [30–34]. In n spacetime dimensions, in terms of the scaling parameter ς(x), the NYW transformation are: e^a_μ → e^{ς(x)}e^a_μ, χ → e^{− n−1}2^{ς(x)}χ. (29)

In the AVZ model of ususy, the NYW symmetry is identified as the Weyl symmetry associated with a conformal rescaling of the metric on the base space. In n = 3, χ → e^{−ς(x)}χ, (30) and the NYW transformations (29)-(30) clearly leave ψ in (3) invariant, or ψ^υ in (22). So, since ω and A are NYW singlets, A and A^υ_{osp} are NYW invariant, and therefore so is the model.

Yet, the transformations (29)-(30) are external to the OSp(2|2) supergeometry underlying the model, they are imposed on it by fiat and therefore carry little relevant information about its kinematics. Furthermore, since it is a symmetry that can be “reduced” without losing the locality of the theory – via dressing, considering e^a_μ as a dressing field for χ – in the terminology of [28, 50] it is an “artificial” symmetry, or “fake” symmetry in the terms of [53]. So, if the NYW transformations (29)-(30) can be thought of as a residual symmetry of the dressed theory L(A^υ_{osp} ), it is an artificial residual symmetry.

We observe that it is analogous to the so-called “Stueckelberg symmetry” arising from the Chen et al ansatz [54, 55], related to the issue of finding a gaugeinvariant decomposition of the angular momentum operator of nucleons [56]. An issue clarified by the DFM [57].

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we had two aims. The first was to show how the matter ansatz, on which rests the ususy approach to a unified description of gauge and matter fields within a single superconnection (super-gauge potential), emerges as a result of the application of the Dressing Field Method – then challenging previous literature interpreting the ansatz as a mere gauge fixing.

For concreteness, we illustrated the claim by considering the historically first and simplest ususy model, the AVZ model based on the supergroup OSp(2|2). To do so efficiently, we have first clarified the structure of the gauge supergroup and superalgebra arising from the bundle supergeometry underlying the model, and then exploited a new compact matrix notation, greatly streamlining the presentation of the model and clarifying the conceptual picture. We stress that such a matrix notation allows to effectively deploy the full power of the DFM – see also its applications in twistor theory [58–60]. We then applied the DFM to the most general OSp(2|2) gauge theory with connection A_{osp} : the Grassmann-odd component of the susy-invariant dressed connection A^υ_{osp} is precisely of the form (3)/(22) of the matter ansatz. Through the DFM framework, A^υ_{osp} is furthermore easily shown to behave as a standard gauge potential under the residual bosonic gauge subgroup Spin(1, 2) × U(1) of OSp(2|2), giving the correct gauge transformations for the Lorentz and U(1) connections and the spin-1/2 field.

Elucidating the technical and conceptual status of the ansatz opens the possibility to extend in a principled way, and in conjunction with the DFM, the ususy proposal beyond the above special circumstances of its inception. It can thereby become a more general approach to a unification of gauge and matter fields within the framework of supersymmetric field theory, distinct from standard and more speculative high energy physics applications of the latter. As noted already, interesting parallels are then to be drawn with non-commutative geometric approaches to the unification of the gauge and Higgs fields. Evaluating the fruitfulness of such a program, which in a way goes back to the root of Berezin’s original motivation for the introduction of supergeometry in fundamental physics, is left for subsequent work.

Secondly, showcasing the DFM as a key ingredient in this now opening ususy program, giving a clean template for how it applies, is also meant as a way to introduce it to the broader community of researchers working within the framework of general-relativistic gauge field theory. Technically, the DFM is a new systematic approach to rewrite a theory in a manifestly gauge-invariant way, thereby considerably simplifying the analysis of its physical content. Conceptually, it is perfectly resonant with the (often misappreciated) core paradigmatic insight of general-relativistic gauge field theory: relationality [29]. Indeed, in the DFM gauge-invariance is achieved via production of physical dressed d.o.f. representing relations among bare d.o.f. [23, 28]. In other words, physical d.o.f. arise from the mutual and invariant coordinatisation of gauge-variant d.o.f. by each other. The insight naturally exports to supersymmetric field theory, as shown here, and showcased by the susy-invariant field A^υ_{osp} above. See also [27], where the Rarita-Schwinger and gravitino fields are also shown to be dressed relational variables, and not gauge-fixed as is often claimed. The clear mathematical difference between dressing and gauge fixing should be kept in sight, as many instances of popular “gauges”, such as the Coulomb and Lorentz gauges in electromagnetism, or the unitary gauge in the electroweak model, have been shown to actually be cases of dressings [26, 28] – so is the case for, e.g., the axial gauge, the harmonic gauge, or the de Donder gauge. Furthermore, it bears stressing that what is confronted to experiment is never a “gauge-fixed” theory, but its relational version [28].

The DFM has therefore broad applications in generalrelativistic gauge field theory, and we expect that many fruitful and clarifying instances are yet to be identified across the field, from high energy to condensed matter physics.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Philipp Berghofer for useful feedback on the manuscript. J.F. is supported by the Austrian Science Fund (FWF), grant [P 36542], and by the Czech Science Foundation (GAČR), grant GA24-10887S. L.R. thanks the Department of Physics and the Department of Mathematics and Statistics at the Faculty of Science of MUNI for the kind hospitality during her stay in which the idea behind this work was conceived.

[1] M. F. Sohnius, Introducing Supersymmetry, Phys. Rept. 128, 39 (1985).

[2] A. Armoni, QCD and supersymmetry, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 25, 470 (2010).

[3] N. Sourlas, Introduction to supersymmetry in condensed matter physics, Physica D: Nonlinear Phenomena 15, 115 (1985).

[4] K. Efetov, Supersymmetry in disorder and chaos (Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, UK, 2012).

[5] K. K. W. Ma, R. Wang, and K. Yang, Realization of supersymmetry and its spontaneous breaking in quantum Hall edges, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 206801 (2021), arXiv:2101.05448 [cond-mat.mes-hall].

[6] F. Berezin and M. Marinov, Particle spin dynamics as the grassmann variant of classical mechanics, Annals of Physics 104, 336 (1977).

[7] P. D. Alvarez, M. Valenzuela, and J. Zanelli, Supersymmetry of a different kind, JHEP 04, 058, arXiv:1109.3944 [hep-th].

[8] P. D. Alvarez, P. Pais, and J. Zanelli, Unconventional supersymmetry and its breaking, Phys. Lett. B 735, 314 (2014), arXiv:1306.1247 [hep-th].

[9] A. Guevara, P. Pais, and J. Zanelli, Dynamical Contents of Unconventional Supersymmetry, JHEP 08, 085, arXiv:1606.05239 [hep-th].

[10] J. Zanelli, Unconventional supersymmetry: Local SUSY without SUGRA, in 31st International Colloquium on Group Theoretical Methods in Physics (2017) pp. 61–62.

[11] P. D. Alvarez, L. Delage, M. Valenzuela, and J. Zanelli, Unconventional SUSY and Conventional Physics: A Pedagogical Review, Symmetry 13, 628 (2021), arXiv:2104.05133 [hep-th].

[12] P. D. Alvarez, C. Corral, and J. Zanelli, Self duality in unconventional conformal supersymmetry, JHEP 01, 065, arXiv:2310.02769 [hep-th].

[13] L. Andrianopoli, B. L. Cerchiai, R. D’Auria, and M. Trigiante, Unconventional supersymmetry at the boundary of AdS4 supergravity, JHEP 04, 007, arXiv:1801.08081 [hep-th].

[14] L. Andrianopoli, B. L. Cerchiai, R. Matrecano, O. Miskovic, R. Noris, R. Olea, L. Ravera, and M. Trigiante, N = 2 AdS4 supergravity, holography and Ward identities, JHEP 02, 141, arXiv:2010.02119 [hep-th].

[15] P. D. Alvarez, C. Corral, and J. Zanelli, A black hole solution in conformal supergravity, JHEP 01, 009, arXiv:2211.15585 [hep-th].

[16] M. Dubois-Violette, R. Kerner, and J. Madore, Noncommutative differential geometry of matrix algebras, Journal of Mathematical Physics 31, 316 (1990), https://doi.org/10.1063/1.528916.

[17] M. Dubois-Violette, R. Kerner, and J. Madore, Noncommutative differential geometry and new models of gauge theory, Journal of Mathematical Physics 31, 323 (1990), https://doi.org/10.1063/1.528917.

[18] A. Connes and J. Lott, Particle models and noncommutative geometry, Nuclear Physics B - Proceedings Supplements 18, 29 (1991).

[19] C. Fournel, S. Lazzarini, and T. Masson, Formulation of gauge theories on transitive

Lie algebroids, J. Geom. Phys. 64, 174 (2013), arXiv:1205.6725 [math-ph].

[20] S. Lazzarini and T. Masson, Connections on Lie algebroids and on derivation-based noncommutative geometry, J. Geom. Phys 62, 387 (2012).

[21] C. Fournel, J. François, S. Lazzarini, and T. Masson, Gauge invariant composite fields out of connections, with examples, Int. J. Geom. Methods Mod. Phys. 11, 1450016 (2014).

[22] J. François, Bundle geometry of the connection space, covariant hamiltonian formalism, the problem of boundaries in gauge theories, and the dressing field method, Journal of High Energy Physics 2021, 225 (2021).

[23] J. T. François André, The dressing field method for diffeomorphisms: a relational framework, J. Phys. A 57, 305203 (2024), arXiv:2310.14472 [math-ph].

[24] M. Zajac, The dressing field method in gauge theories - geometric approach, Journal of Geometric Mechanics 15, 128 (2023).

[25] P. Berghofer, J. François, S. Friederich, H. Gomes, G. Hetzroni, A. Maas, and R. Sondenheimer, Gauge Symmetries, Symmetry Breaking, and Gauge-Invariant Approaches, Elements in the Foundations of Contemporary Physics (Cambridge University Press, 2023).

[26] P. Berghofer and J. François, Dressing vs. Fixing: On How to Extract and Interpret Gauge-Invariant Content, To appear in Foundations of Physics (2024), arXiv:2404.18582 [physics.hist-ph].

[27] J. François and L. Ravera, Dressing fields for supersymmetry: the cases of the Rarita-Schwinger and gravitino fields, JHEP 07, 041, arXiv:2405.04379 [hep-th].

[28] J. François and L. Ravera, Geometric relational framework for general-relativistic gauge field theories, To appear in Fortschritte der Physik (2024), arXiv:2407.04043 [gr-qc].

[29] J. François and L. Ravera, On the Meaning of Local Symmetries: Epistemic-Ontological Dialectics, Submitted to Foundations of Physics (2024), arXiv:2404.17449 [physics.hist-ph].

[30] H. T. Nieh and M. L. Yan, Quantized Dirac Field in Curved Riemann-cartan Background. 1. Symmetry Properties, Green’s Function, Annals Phys. 138, 237 (1982).

[31] O. Chandia and J. Zanelli, Topological invariants, instantons and chiral anomaly on spaces with torsion, Phys. Rev. D 55, 7580 (1997), arXiv:hep-th/9702025.

[32] D. Kreimer and E. W. Mielke, Comment on: Topological invariants, instantons, and the chiral anomaly on spaces with torsion, Phys. Rev. D 63, 048501 (2001), arXiv:gr-qc/9904071.

[33] T. L. Hughes, R. G. Leigh, and O. Parrikar, Torsional Anomalies, Hall Viscosity, and Bulk-boundary Correspondence in Topological States, Phys. Rev. D 88, 025040 (2013), arXiv:1211.6442 [hep-th].

[34] O. Parrikar, T. L. Hughes, and R. G. Leigh, Torsion, Parity-odd Response and Anomalies in Topological States, Phys. Rev. D 90, 105004 (2014), arXiv:1407.7043 [cond-mat.mes-hall].

[35] A. Iorio and G. Lambiase, The Hawking-Unruh phenomenon on graphene, Phys. Lett. B 716, 334 (2012), arXiv:1108.2340 [cond-mat.mtrl-sci].

[36] A. Iorio and G. Lambiase, Quantum field theory in curved graphene spacetimes, Lobachevsky geometry, Weyl symmetry, Hawking effect, and all that, Phys. Rev. D 90, 025006 (2014), arXiv:1308.0265 [hep-th].

[37] A. Iorio, Curved Spacetimes and Curved Graphene:

a status report of the Weyl-symmetry approach, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 24, 1530013 (2015), arXiv:1412.4554 [hep-th].

[38] A. Iorio, Graphene and Black Holes: novel materials to reach the unreachable, Front. Mater. 1, 36 (2015), arXiv:1412.5160 [gr-qc].

[39] A. Iorio and P. Pais, (Anti-)de Sitter, Poincaré, Super symmetries, and the two Dirac points of graphene, Annals Phys. 398, 265 (2018), arXiv:1807.08764 [hep-th].

[40] M. F. Ciappina, A. Iorio, P. Pais, and A. Zampeli, Torsion in quantum field theory through time-loops on Dirac materials, Phys. Rev. D 101, 036021 (2020), arXiv:1907.00023 [hep-th].

[41] L. Andrianopoli, B. L. Cerchiai, R. D’Auria, A. Gallerati, R. Noris, M. Trigiante, and J. Zanelli, N -extended D = 4 supergravity, unconventional SUSY and graphene, JHEP 01, 084, arXiv:1910.03508 [hep-th].

[42] A. Iorio and P. Pais, Time-loops in Dirac materials, torsion and unconventional Supersymmetry, PoS ICHEP2020, 669 (2021), arXiv:2012.09910 [hep-th].

[43] G. Acquaviva, A. Iorio, P. Pais, and L. Smaldone, Hunting Quantum Gravity with Analogs: The Case of Graphene †, Universe 8, 455 (2022), arXiv:2207.04097 [hep-th].

[44] A. Iorio, B. Ivetić, S. Mignemi, and P. Pais, Three “layers” of graphene monolayer and their analog generalized uncertainty principles, Phys. Rev. D 106, 116011 (2022), arXiv:2208.02237 [gr-qc].

[45] A. Iorio, Carbon pseudospheres and the BTZ black hole, PoS CORFU2021, 240 (2022), arXiv:2212.00106 [hep-th].

[46] M. Valenzuela and J. Zanelli, On the spin content of the classical massless Rarita-Schwinger system, SciPost Phys. Proc. 14, 047 (2023), arXiv:2207.03009 [hep-th].

[47] M. Valenzuela and J. Zanelli, Massless Rarita- Schwinger equations: Half and three halves spin solution, SciPost Phys. 16, 065 (2024), arXiv:2305.00106 [hep-th].

[48] L. Andrianopoli, B. L. Cerchiai, P. A. Grassi, and M. Trigiante, The Quantum Theory of Chern-Simons Supergravity, JHEP 06, 036, arXiv:1903.04431 [hep-th].

[49] L. Andrianopoli, B. L. Cerchiai, R. Matrecano, R. Noris, L. Ravera, and M. Trigiante, Twisting D(2,1; α) Superspace, Fortsch. Phys. 69, 2100111 (2021), arXiv:2107.10361 [hep-th].

[50] J. François, Artificial versus Substantial Gauge Symmetries: A Criterion and an Application to the Electroweak Model, Phil. Sci. 86, 472 (2019), arXiv:1801.00678 [physics.hist-ph].

[51] A. Komar, Construction of a complete set of independent observables in the general theory of relativity, Phys. Rev. 111, 1182 (1958).

[52] J. D. Brown and K. K. V., Dust as a standard of space and time in canonical quantum gravity, Phys. Rev. D 51, 5600 (1995).

[53] R. Jackiw and S. Y. Pi, Fake conformal symmetry in conformal cosmological models, Phys. Rev. D 91, 067501 (2015).

[54] X.-S. Chen, X.-F. Lu, W.-M. Sun, F. Wang, and T. Goldman, Spin and orbital angular momentum in gauge theories: Nucleon spin structure and multipole radiation revisited, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 232002 (2008), arXiv:0806.3166 [hep-ph].

[55] X.-S. Chen, W.-M. Sun, X.-F. Lu, F. Wang, and T. Goldman, Do gluons carry half of the nucleon momentum?, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 062001 (2009), arXiv:0904.0321 [hep-ph].

[56] E. Leader and C. Lorcé, The angular momentum controversy: What’s it all about and does it matter?, Phys. Rept. 541, 163 (2014), arXiv:1309.4235 [hep-ph].

[57] J. François, S. Lazzarini, and T. Masson, Nucleon spin decomposition and differential geometry, Phys. Rev. D 91, 045014 (2015).

[58] J. Attard and J. François, Tractors and Twistors from conformal Cartan geometry: a gauge theoretic approach I. Tractors, ADV THEOR MATH PHYS 22, 1831 (2018).

[59] J. Attard and J. François, Tractors and Twistors from conformal Cartan geometry: a gauge theoretic approach II. Twistors, Class. Quantum Grav. 34, https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aa627d (2017), arXiv:1611.03891 [math-ph].

[60] J. François, Dilaton from tractor and matter field from twistor, Journal of High Energy Physics 2019, 18 (2019).