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FERMIONIZATION AND CONVERGENT PERTURBATION EXPANSIONS IN
CHERN-SIMONS GAUGE THEORY

JONATHAN WEITSMAN

ABSTRACT. We show that Chern-Simons gauge theory with appropriate cutoffs is equivalent, term
by term in perturbation theory, to a Fermionic theory with a nonlocal interaction term. When
an additional cutoff is placed on the Fermi fields, this Fermionic theory gives rise to a convergent
perturbation expansion. This leads us to conjecture that Chern-Simons gauge theory also gives rise
to convergent perturbation expansions, which would give a mathematically well-defined construction
of the theory.

1. INTRODUCTION

Chern-Simons gauge theory was studied by Witten [J] as a geometric context for the Jones
polynomial using formal path integrals as follows. Let M be a compact three-manifold, and let
G be a compact simple Lie group. Choose an invariant inner product on g = Lie(G). The space
QY(M, g) of g-valued one-forms on M can be identified with the space A(M) of connections on the
trivialized principal G-bundle on P = M x G — M. In these terms, the Chern-Simons invariant of
a connection A € A(M) is given by

CS(A):itr / AAdA+§A3.
M

7

Given \ € Z, the partition function of the Chern-Simons quantum field theory is given schemat-
ically by

(1.1) / DAe~ACS(A),
A(M)

where integration on A(M) is a formal—and mysterious—operation.

The integrand in is invariant under the group G = Aut (P) = Map (M, G) of automor-
phisms of the bundle P. The gauge fixed action was studied by Axelrod and Singer [I]. Suppose there
exists a flat connection Ay € A(M) such that H*(Q*(M,g),da,) VanishesH Choose a Riemannian
metric on M. Choose also an orthonormal basis e, for g, and denote by f,3, the corresponding
structure constants. The gauge-fixed action is a function of a connection A € ker d; and of two

Fermi fields ¢ € QY(M, g) and C € ker (d% ) C Q*(M,g). It is given by [I]

(1.2)

1 1 1
S(A,¢,C) = %/MZ2(Aa/\(dAOA)a)—Ca/\(dAoc)a—f—6 > fagy(AaNAgNAL—6Co AAgAcy),
a a,B,y

and the gauge fixed partition function is given by
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Here da, denotes the de Rham operator in the twisted de Rham complex corresponding to the bundle M x g =
ad(P) and the connection Ao.
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(1.3) Z\(M) = / DADDCe~ M (AeC),

Now the formal path integral appearing in is not in any sense well-defined. However, it
does give rise to a perturbation series by a variant of the usual Feynman procedure. Axelrod and
Singer show that each of the terms in this series is finite—in other words that the usual divergences
appearing in perturbative quantum field theory do not appear in this case. They also show that
appropriate combinations of the terms in the perturbation series give rise to topological invariants
of the three-manifold M. The methods of [I] do not address convergence of the perturbation series,
and hence their results do not give a mathematical definition of the path integral. Indeed the
general expectation in Bosonic quantum field theories is that the perturbation series has radius of
convergence equal to zero.

However, in [7] we showed that a cut-off version of Yang-Mills theory in four dimensions is
equivalent, term-by-term in perturbation theory, to a Fermionic theory with nonlocal interactions.
This Fermionic theory, when given a further cutoff, gives rise to a convergent perturbation series.
The purpose of the present paper is to show that the methods of [7] apply also to Chern-Simons
theory. That is, a cut-off version of the action is equivalent, term-by-term in perturbation
theory, to a theory where the connection A is replaced by a bilinear in Fermion fields (there is
obviously no need to Fermionize ¢ and C' since they are already Fermions); and a further momentum
cutoff placed on the Fermion fields yields a convergent perturbation series. Since the perturbation
series of Chern-Simons gauge theory, unlike that of Yang-Mills theory, is finite, we conjecture that
it, too, is convergent. However, our estimates are not uniform in the cutoff and are therefore not
able to address this problem.

1.1. The results of Axelrod and Singer. We first describe in some more detail the results of
Axelrod and Singer [1]; we refer the reader to [I] for more information.

Let Ay, = d da, + da,d’y, be the Laplacian on Q*(M, g), and let L : Q*(M, g) — Q*(M, g) be
the operator defined by

L= d*AO(AAO)_l.

Denote the component of L o (where % denotes the Hodge star operator) acting on p—forms by
L,
If we choose an orthonormal framing of the tangent bundle T'M, we may view the kernels of L
and L; as a smooth functions on M x M — A with values in (R?*® g) ® (R®*®g); here A ¢ M x M
denotes the diagonal. Denote these functions by Lo(z,y) and Li(z,y) for z,y € M.

Let x € C*(R) satisfy
1>x=>0.
x> 0.
x(x)=0if z < 1.
x(z)=1if z > 2.

For € > 0 let x.(z) := x(ex), and for all z,y € M x M — A, and i = 0,1, let

Lg(l'v y) = L'L($7 y)xe(d(x, y))a

where d(z,y) denotes the distance between = and y given by the Riemannian metric on M. Then
the functions L extend to smooth functions on M x M, which we continue to denote by L.
The cut-off perturbation series of the action ((1.2)) is given by the formal power series

(1.4) Zoe(Ag; X)) %En(e)
n=0
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where Zg.(Ap; \) is the semi-classical approximation to the partition function, involving Chern-
Simons and torsion invariants of Ay (see [9]), and where

R03n RI2n
(1.5) En(e) := 11 A=0,c=0,c=0,
(3n)! (2n)!

and Ry, Ry are defined as follows. In terms of formal even variables Al (z) and formal odd variables
o), CH (), 2 € M,i,j=1,2,3,i<j,and = 1,...,dim g, the polynomial R;(A,c,C) is given
by

R 0= 3t Y[ oo (AN A ) - A (@00 )
h,4,k,0u 8,7
and the formal differential operator Ry is given by

Ry := —2mi Z /MXdedy <(L (z,9)):i ’]O‘BéAZ( )5AJ( ) —2(L§(x,y))i g, O"ﬁéca( ) 5O ,J( ))

i7j7a7/6
here we have used the notation (L (x,¥))i j:a,3,k = 0,1 for the matrix elements of L (z,y) in the
basis given by the framing of the tangent bundle and the chosen basis e, of g.
Then the key result of Axelrod and Singer is the following

Theorem 1 (Axelrod and Singer [I] 1995). The limit
Ep = lgr(l) En(e)
s finite for every n.

Axelrod and Singer then show that the quantities =, are topological invariants of M. These
“finite-type” invariants have been the focus of intensive research since the publication of [I].

1.2. Fermionization. We now Fermionize Chern-Simons gauge theory, by a method similar to
the one used in [7] in the case of Yang-Mills theory. Morally, we replace the connection A! with
a bilinear in Fermi fields. Let H;(z), i = 1,2,3, and ¥, (z), « = 1,...,dim g, be complex Fermi
fields. The Fermi action is given by

(16) S;"(Hu \Ija’ Ca, C(Z;jy ‘Eria \Ijocv Cas C_@]) =
SF’O(Hi’ \IIO" Ca; C(Z)Zja giv \i/aa Cas cgj) + S;‘,I(Hia ‘Ijaa Cory C};j, Hi, ‘Ija, Cos C’;’])

where

(1.7)

Sro(Hi, Wa, o, O Hi, W, Co, CiF) / dx(Z\H |2+Z!\Ifa<x)!2+Z!ca<w>\2+Z|02j<x)!2),
« o4 a,t,g

and

S%I(Hi’\]?a?COMC H \I}a7CO¢uCi7j) e

T 5 [ dr e (G o ) () B0 @) e () ) o ()2 ) 0

1,4,k,00, 8,7

i 3 [ dudy (LG 9))ssin s H0) W)y 0 90) =259, (0)C5 )
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To make further progress, we impose a cutoff on the Fermi fields, as in [7]. It is convenient to
do this by convolutions with approximate delta functions and step functions, as follows.
Let ¢ € C*°(R) be an even function satisfying
e (>0.
o [ 2% (x)dy = .
e ('(z) <0 for x > 0.
o ((x) =0 for z > 1.

Given h > 0, define éy, : M x M — R by

On(w,y) = (2/h)°C(2d(x, y)/h).
Similarly let Z € C*°(R) satisfy

Z > 0.

Z(z)=1ifz € [-1,1]

Z'(z) <0if z > 0.

Z(x) =0 for |z| > 2.

For all h > 0, define Dy, : M x M — R by

We now define the cut-off Fermi fields by

\I]a 5h y, )dy’

:\

:/ Hz 5h y: )dya
M
=/ Y)on(y, x)dy,
M
CZJ h C J 5h y: )dya
M
/ \I]a 5h y, )dy)
M
=/ i(y) Dn(y, z)dy,
M
:/ 5h y7 dy7
M
CZJ h / 5h y: )dya

and define the cut-off Fermi action by

(18) S;::"h(Hi)\I’avcaycéj7ﬁi)\i’avéa7céj) =
SF,O(H’ia \Ilou Ca; ngv H’ia \IIOH Cas égfj) + S%,[(Hh \Ijgv }OLN CLJ h Hh \Il](;a 7}07;7 CZ,J h)
Then the analog of the Fermionization theorem of [7] is the following

Theorem 2. Fach term of the perturbation series of the Fermi action S}’h coincides in the limait
h — 0 with the corresponding term =, (€) of the perturbation series of the cut-off, gauge-fired
Chern-Simons gauge theory.
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Remark 1.9. Asin [7], it is possible to write down a Fermi theory which gives rise to a perturbation
series identical with that of (1.4)). However this theory does not arise from a Lagrangian; the free
correlation functions for the Fermi fields H; in this theory are given by

< Hi(z)H;(y) >= 6;; if = y;
< Hi(@)Hy(y) >=0if @ £,
as might be expected from the limiting behavior of the correlations of the cut-off fields H*, H.

1.3. Convergent perturbation theory. As in other examples of purely Fermionic theories [3|
4, [7], we expect the cut-off Fermionic action (1.8)) to give rise to a convergent perturbation series.
The analog of Theorem 2 of [7] is the following.

Theorem 3. The perturbation series corresponding to the action S;h converges for all X # 0.

Remark 1.10. In fact it is not necessary to place an additional cut-off on the fields ¢ and C’; the
action

SF,O(Hi7 U, cq, Céé’j, HZ', \I/a, Cos C_(éé’j) + S%J(Hl-h, \I/Z, Cos C(i’j, I_{Zh, \T/Z, Coys C’é’j)
also gives rise to a convergent perturbation series.

The convergence estimates used to prove Theorem [3|are not uniform in e and i as is indeed the
case for the Gross-Neveu model [3, 4] and for Yang-Mills theory [7]. In those asymptotically free
theories, the coupling constant is adjusted to approach zero as the ultraviolet cutoff is removed,
which in our case would correspond to the limit where € and h approach zero. It is this fact which
makes non-uniform estimates useful for the construction of the theory in [3, [4]. The situation is
different for Chern-Simons gauge theory, which is finite to all orders in perturbation theory. So we
make the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.11.
(a) The perturbation series

0o 1_

(1.12) > 3nEn(e)
n=0

is convergent for all € and all X\ # 0.

(b) The limit series

(9] 1_
(1.13) > 15

n=0
converges for all X # 0.

Evidently a proof of Conjecture would depend on finer determinant estimates than the ones
used by [3, 4, [7] and applied to our case in the proof of Theorem .

Remark 1.14. There is strong evidence from topology that Conjecture[l.11]is true. This is because
the Chern-Simons-Witten invariants of three-manifolds can be written in terms of invariants of
finite type, which morally correspond to combinations of connected diagrams in the Axelrod-Singer
expansion. For a fixed three-manifold M, all but finitely many of these invariants vanish, so
that we might expect there to be only a finite number of nonvanishing connected diagrams in
the Axelrod-Singer expansion; thus the sum over all diagrams should be convergent. A similar

2A slight variation of our methods allows one to take the limit ¢ — 0 as long as h remains finite; however, the
theory remains a theory with cut-offs.
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result holds for expectations of gauge invariant observables given by nonintersecting Wilson loops
in M = S3, where the resulting invariant, which is the Jones polynomial, is given as a sum of finite-
type Vassiliev invariants, all but finitely many of which vanish for a given link (See for example
[2].) Fermionization gives a potential quantum field theoretic context for the finite-type property
of these invariants.

2. PROOF OF THEOREM [2]

Recall that the terms =, (€) of the perturbation series of Chern-Simons gauge theory with cutoff
are given by

Ro?m (RI)2n
(3n)! W‘AZO,CZO’C:U’

(2.1) En(e) =

where Ry and R; are given in terms of formal even variables Al (z) and formal odd variables
ca(), Ca’ (z) by

Ri(4e0)= 1 Y / o S (AL (0) Al ) AB(2) — AL()es(r) 34 ()
1,7,k,0, 0,

and

0 o 5 S
fo = =2 / dedy ((Li(z,9)ijessrirm o~ — 2Lo0(@0))ijess 7 —i7 )
”Zaﬁ MxM ( POTSAL () 514%@) 35958 5o (@) 50&3 (y)>

Similarly the perturbation series of the Fermionic action S;’h is given by

> 1 Onleh),
n=0

where
(1) (T})*
(3n)! (2n)!’

(2.2) On(e, h) := / DHDHDYDYDcDEDCDCe F0

and where the polynomials TIh and 75 are given by

T}H, V,c,C) =
v [ vt (G A ) B ) B )W) 1 ) B ) ) O )
i,7,k,0,8,7 ’

and

€ . € € i,5;h
Ty —2mi 30 [ dody (5500 s HE @) W) HE )W )2 Lo, e @O (0)).
ijy0,B 7 X

Thus
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(2.3) On(e,h) = / DHDHDYDYDcDEDCDCeSF0

(2n)!(3n)!

6n
—2mi)3n ... dTen dzi ... dzgn
i) Z Z /Mﬁn T6 /MGn 21 26

k=11x,7.=1,2,3 ap,Br= 1 ..dim g
3n

(H [(Li(wm, 291-1) igg iy 1oy Hiy (2) Wl (@) HE (2 1) W, (w21-1)
=1

oo 1:h
- 2(L8($2lﬂx2l—1))izl,izl—ﬁa%azl—lngl (x2l)céé22lzi21l ' (le—l)}>

7 \2n
(%) (H €jsmam—15am—2J BsmBam—183m—20(23m> 23m—1)0(23m, 23m—2)

m=
1 -

[ (3!)2 Hjhgm (Z3m)@g3m (ng)}_lj};mﬂ (Z3m71)‘ij?33m—1 (z3m*1)HJ}';m72 (Z3m*2)®g3m—2 (23m—2)

[] T = m—1,J3m—2;h
B Hﬁsm(z3m)qj23m(z3m)cg’3mfl (ng_l)cﬁ yrm (Z3m_2)}>.

B3m—2

Expanding the products, we have

(—2m‘)3
(2n)! (?m)

Z Z /Mﬁn .. dxen /Mﬁn dzy ...dzen

k=1 1x,7,=1,2,3 a,Br= 1 .dim g

2n qgtn
2n 3n
Z < q ) ( ) H [(Li(xﬂv x21*1))i217i21—1;azl7a21—1Hle (x21>\11221 (le)Hi};l,l(xZI*l)\ngl,l (x2l*1)]
=1

On(e, h) = / DHDHDYDYDDEDCDCeSF0

e q+n
3n
€ ) 7' — ah
H [_Q(Lo(xﬂvx2l—1))i2z,i25—1;042170621—1CZQZ($2l)CZ¥2zlzi21l ' (‘TQZ—I)}
l=q+n+1
2n
( H €i3mi3m—1J3m—2 fﬂBmBSmflﬂBTan(s(ng’ Z3m—1)6(23ma Z3m—2))
m=1
q
rrh T, 1 rrh T, h
(H [ A}, (zom) b, (o) o)W, (zam) Al (2am2) W, (2am-2)] )

2n
[] \T — m m— 7h
( H |:_H.7hi;>m (ng)\ygdm (ng)cgfim—l (ngil)cézm 12 ]3 ’ (ng,Z):| ) ’
m=q+1

Standard Feynman diagram techniques allow us to write ©, (e, h) in as a sum of terms corre-
sponding to trivalent graphs. When the ghost lines in such a graph are cut, we obtain a pair of
graphs, one of which corresponds to the ¥ and ¥ fields and one of which to the H and H fields.
We use this fact to write

Onle, h) = OL(e, h) + O2(e, h)
where O (e, h) is the sum of those terms in the diagrammatic expansion of ©, (¢, h) corresponding
to pairs of identical Feynman diagrams—that is, Feynman diagrams where the combinatorics of the
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pairings of the ¥ and W fields are the same as those of the H and H fields; we will prove that in the
limit » — 0 the terms appearing in ©. (¢, h) approach the corresponding terms in the diagrammatic
expansion of Z,(e). The sum of the remaining terms in the diagrammatic expansion of O, (e, h),
which we denote by ©2 (e, h), consists of terms corresponding to pairs of Feynman diagrams where
at least one H propagator is not matched by a corresponding ¥ propagator. We will see that in
the limit A — 0, such an “unmatched” propagator will give rise to a factor of order O(h?), so that
limy_o ©2 (¢, h) = 0. More precisely, we write

Ol (e, h) = ((?7”( ! ) Z 3 /Mﬁn ... dzgn /M% dz1 ... dzen

k=11x,5,=1,2,3 ay,Br= 1 ..dim g

2n m, 3n q+n
€

Z ( q > (q + n> Z H $2l’ T2l 1))1'21’1'2“1;0‘21’0‘2’*1 H (_2L0(x2l7 x2l_1)>¢2lvi2l71504217062171

q=1 0E€S2q+2on I=1 I=q+n+1

2n
( H €i3mism—1J3m—2 fﬂSmﬁS'mflﬂSmf25(Z3m7 Z3m—1)5('z3ma Z3m—2)>

m=1
q
(ﬂgl [(3!)3
h h h h h h
H’ig(3m) ($U(3m))\11a0(3m) (xcr(Sm) )Hio.(3m_1) (x0(3WL71))\IJC|(D.(3m_1) ( (3m 1)) a(3m 2) ( U(3m72))q]a0(3m_2) (Io(3m72))

Hj}g (Z3m)lilg3m (Z3m)H]}~;m_1 (23777'_1)@%37”,1 (Z3m—1)ﬁ£;m_2 <z3m—2)\:[153m72 (Z3m—2)i| )

/ DHDHDUDYeSFo

H / DHDHD\PD\I}@SF Oth o (2q+m) ( U(2q+m))qlgg<2q+m) ($J(2q+m) )ﬁ]}zm (z3m)@23m (z3m>:| )

m=q+1
3n b 2n
_ ~ ! ,' i — m sJ3m— 7h
/ DDepCDCS (T b ()it (war) ) ( TT [~y (om) O 22 (2 0] ).
l=g+n+1 m=q+1

To obtain an explicit expression for ©2 (e, h), we proceed as in [7]. Given 0,7 € Sayi2,, We say
o ~ 7 if for every m = 1,...,3q, there exists k € 1,...,q such that

(2.4) o(m)r(m) € {3k,3k + 1,3k + 2}

and if for every m =3¢+ 1,...,2q + 2n, we have

(2.5) o(m) = 1(m).

If o »~ 7, there exists a smallest integer m = m(o, 7) such that either (2.4) or (2.5) is false. Then,
as in [7],
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(2.6) @i(e,h):((im(i) Z 3 /Mﬁn ..den/Mﬁndzl...dzﬁn

k=1 1k,7,=1,2,3 ag,Br= 1 .dim g

SCY)ET S s

q=1 0,7T€S2q12n
q+n 3n
€ €
H(Ll(x2lv$2l—1))i217i2171;0421704214 H (—2L§ (@215 T2-1) )iny izt _15001,021 1
=1 l=q+n+1
2n 2q+2n
<H €j3mizm—1J3m—2 fIBSmﬁSm—lﬁSm—25(z3m7 23m—1)0(23m Z3m—2)) H 5a0(1),515i7(l),j1
m=1 =1
2q+2n
( 11 On(To (1) 2 f 4 (1)) Pn (@71, an,q(z))>

=1
I#m(o,7),0~or(m(o,7))

Sh(Zo(m(o,r)) 2 fn,a(m(o,7)) P (T roo=10r (m(0,7)) 2 g (6= Lor(m(o,7))))
Dh (xT(m(O',T)) 5 an,q(m(a,T)) )5h (xT(m(U,T)) ) zfmq(a*loT(m(cr,’r))) )

3n 2n

_ _ 191,491 1 h — m—1,J3m—2;
/DCDCDCDC@SF’O( I . @a)cazr (3?2171)) ( 1T [—0%3m,1(23m_1)02§m o h(ZSm—Q)] >,
l=g+n+1 m=q+1

where, as in [7], sgn(o, 7) is a sign we will not compute explicitly, where f, 4 : {1,...,2¢+2n} — Z
is defined by

l if | < 3q
(2'7) fnyq(l> = 3 .

q+3(1—3q) ifl> 3q,

and where we have written

on(z,y) == /M on(z, 2)0p(2,y)dz

and

Du(ay)i= [ dnl2) Dl )i

Lemma 2.8. The functions on and Dy, are positive. Furthermore, for h sufficiently small,
limy_.o 0, = 6 (as elements of D'(M)).

Shph = Sh.

|Da(,)l|oo = 1 for any x € M.

H(Sh( N1 < C for any x € M, where C' is a constant independent of h and .

165 % Du(, )l = O(h®) for any z € M,

where (5h * Dh is the convolution

on * Dp(z,) ::/ On(x, 2) Dp(z, y)dz.
M
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Proposition 2.9. We have
lim, 2 (e, h) = 0.

Proof. By (2.6), and using the fact that M is compact and the L§’s are bounded,

(2.10)  |©2(e, k)| < C'sup(sup |[0n (-, 2)[11)%" ' (sup | Dp (-, 2)|loo) 2" sup |4 * Di(-, 2)||1-
q zeM zeM zeEM
By Lemma [2.8]
02 (e, h)| = O(h?).
It remains to show
Proposition 2.11.

lim ©L (¢, ) = Z,(¢).

Proof. We note that

lim / DHDHDYDYe 0 H] (x) ) (x)H] () Th(y) = —
Hence

li Lie.h) =
lim ©y,(e, h)

((im( ) Z 3 /M% . dae, /Mﬁn 2 . dzen

k=11x,7,=1,2,3 ap,Br= 1 .dim g

2n q+n 3n
2n 3n €
Z q g+n Z H $2la Z2]— 1))1'2171'21—1%042170621—1 H (_QLO(xﬂv x2l—1))i217i21—13042170421—1
q=1 0€S2q42n =1 l=q+n+1
2n
( H €j3mJ3m—1J3m—2 fﬂSmﬁsm—lﬁsm—25(z3ma 23m—1)0(23m, Z3m—2)>
m=1

(ﬁ { 1 ) 0 0 ; ; ])
A]3m (ZS )AJSmfl (23 _1)A.]3'm 2 (ZS 2)
‘ o(3m o(3m o(3m ﬁ m m ﬂ m— m m=
m=1 (3' 6"4 cf??ﬂn)( o(3 )) 6"4 ;?3771 11>)( U(3m—1)) 5A ;(33711 22))( (3m—2)) ’ e
2n S )
J m
(1T | A5 )

o'(2q+'m)
m=q+1 5A A5 (2g+m) (xU(Qqum))

3n 2n
/DCDCDCDC@SF’O( H Cauyy (xQZ)CthQQZ;iQf_l('xﬂfl)) < H [_Eﬁsm—l (Z3m—1)022: ;ng 2(Z3m—2)})
l=q+n+1 m=q+1

3. PROOF OF THEOREM [

Recall the explicit expression for the terms of the perturbation series of the action S}’h. This
perturbation series is given by

> %@n(e h)
where (see (2.2)) and (2.3))
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On(e,h) = /D\I/DHDCDCD\I/DHDCDC exp(Srp)

(2717
<27r\f Z / dmfwkfaﬁw[(g,) P ()l (x )H (:r)%( VH]! (z) ¥ a,( z)—CLi(z)H (J:)\I/Z(:C)E’;(x)})

1,9,k,0,8,y
3n

-2 Z JZ:O[”@ /MXM d:cdy Li(x, y))i,j;a’ngh(x)\I’Z(:E)H;L(y)‘lfg(y)—Q(La(x, y))z’,j;a,ﬁcg(a?)ng;h(y)} )

Theorem [2] follows from the following estimate.

Proposition 3.1. There exists a constant C = C(e, h) > 0 such that
cn

(2n)!(3n)!"

To prove Proposition we note that ©,(e, h) is a sum of O(C™) terms, each of which is (up
to a constant of order C™) of the form

On(e h)| <

1 - _
3.2) ————— [ DYDHDcDCDYDHDEDC S
62 G | : eDC exp(Sieg)
/6 dwldy1---d333ndy3n/ . dzi...dzop, H(Li(ﬂcl;yl))u,Jz,az,ﬁth(ﬂﬁl)‘I’ (z )Hh(yl)\pﬁl(yl)
M6n M?2n -1
3n
H ( 2L0($l7yl))7«ljz,&zﬂl al(xl)cgv]l,h(yl)
=32t 4]
q — — — — —
H 1};1 (Zm)Hgm(zm)‘I/?m(Zm)Hfm(zm)\I’gm(Zm)
H (zm)WR (2)E (2)CImTmib ()
m O \Pm )&y, \#m Om m)s
m=q+1

where p + g = 2n.
The Berezin integral appearing in (3.2)) is

= /D\I/DHDCDC’D\TIDI?DCDC_’ exp(Srp) / dxidy; . .. dwgndygn/ dz1 ...dzon,
MQn

6n

3q+p

2 3n
H Hg(xl)qjgz($l)H$(yl)\Ijgl(yl) H N (l’l)cg’jl’ (v)
=1 ets 4

q

H Egm <2m)qj}01m <2m)Hgm (Zm)\il?m (Zm)ﬁﬁm (Zm)\ilgm (2m)

m=1

2n
[T & (o)W (2, (zm) Clmrmi (z,).
m=q+1
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This Berezin integral is the inner product of two elements of

6q+4p
N\ (L)@ (RPegage (s@R° @RY)),

and is bounded by

)9q+7p( 311'5‘10.

|B| < (SqueM’wh(l'a ')HLQ(M) SUPxeMHDh(l‘a ')||L2(M))
Since the kernels LS are smooth, Proposition follows.

4. REMARKS

4.1. Correlation functions. As in [7], the generating function for correlation functions of the
gauge fields, which is obtained by adding a term of the form [}, Zl o Jo(2) AL (z)dx to the Chern-
Simons Lagrangian, can be Fermionized by adding the term [, 3=, Ji(2)Hi(2)Wq(x)dz to the
Fermionized action.

4.2. Yang-Mills and QCD in three dimensions. Our techniques apply just as well to a La-
grangian obtained by adding a Yang-Mills term

S(A) =53 [ 1P

to the Chern-Simons Lagrangian. As in [7], such a Lagrangian is equivalent to the Lagrangian

S(A, F) = %(HFHQ + 2i(F, dA) + 2i(F, [A, A])) + ikCS(A)

where F' € Q?(M,g) is a conjugate field. The theory then has a cubic interaction term and can

be Fermionized by the same method we have used for pure Chern-Simons gauge theory. These

ideas work also for pure Yang-Mills theory (with no Chern-Simons term) in three dimensions. The

addition of Fermionic matter fields can likewise be accommodated by the same techniques.
Similar techniques should also apply to two-dimensional gauge theories.

4.3. String field theory. I believe that our techniques should also give a Fermionization of Wit-
ten’s string field theory. Recall that the string field theory Lagrangian is given by

Sste(A) —/(A*QA—i—;A*A*A),

where A = A(p,b,c) is the string field, which is a function of a bosonic field ¢ and two ghosts
b and ¢, and the operator @ and the operations [ and * are defined in [10]. Imposing a gauge
condition reduces the quadratic part of Sg (up to a constant) to a positive-definite form. One can
then write, as in this paper and in [7]

A=H(rip,mib,mic)W(m_p,m_b,m_c)
where H and V¥ are fermionic fields, my is the operator on Fock space induced by the projection
T+ ¢ Lo([0,1]) — Lo([0,3]), and 7_ is the operator induced on Fock space by the projection
m_ : Ly([0,1]) — Lo([3, 1])E|There are various technical problems associated with the ghost current
anomaly, but I hope that with a proper cutoff (such as that of [§]) this theory can also be shown
to yield a convergent perturbation series.

3The addition of a gauge group to the string field by factors attached to the string edges can be accommodated
(in the case of SU(n) or SO(n)) by taking the fermionic string fields H and ¥ to have values in the fundamental
representation of the gauge group.
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