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Abstract

This work aims to investigate the classical-level duality between the SIM(1)-Maxwell-Chern-

Simons (MCS) model and its self-dual counterpart. Initially, our focus is on free-field cases to

establish equivalence through two distinct approaches: comparing the equations of motion and

utilizing the master Lagrangian method. In both instances, the classical correspondence between

the self-dual field and the MCS dual field undergoes modifications due to very special relativity

(VSR). Specifically, duality is established only when the associated VSR-mass parameters are

the same. Furthermore, we analyze the duality when the self-dual model is minimally coupled

to fermions. As a result, we show that Thirring-like interactions, corrected for non-local VSR

contributions, are included in the MCS model. Additionally, we demonstrate the equivalence of

the fermion sectors in both models, thereby concluding the proof of classical-level duality.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The physics beyond the Standard Model has been increasingly investigated in recent

years. Despite being an important and notable symmetry of nature, Lorentz symmetry

might experience small deviations at the Planck scale, as suggested by string theory [1].

To understand such deviations, the Standard Model extension (SME) [2–4] emerges as a

powerful theoretical framework. It was conceived as an effective field theory containing

Lorentz-violating terms.

The possibility of Lorentz symmetry violation has been speculated in theories beyond

string theory, such as Horava-Lifshitz [5], noncommutatives [6], and very special relativity

(VSR) [7]. In the latter, the complete Lorentz group is broken down into subgroups that

still preserve conservative laws, as well as the effects predicted by special relativity. These

subgroups are the Homothety group HOM(2) and the similitude group SIM(2) [8]. Addi-

tionally, there is a preferred direction in space-time due to the presence of the null vector nµ.

Another important ingredient of VSR is the presence of nonlocal operators that overcome

potential issues related to the violation of unitarity and causality. As a consequence, it is

possible to observe mass generation for fermionic fields [9] and also for gauge fields, such

as the photon [10, 11]. In this case, there would be a massive gauge field with two degrees

of freedom, which is gauge-invariant, unlike the Proca theory [12]. VSR also opens the

theoretical possibility for explaining neutrino mass [13] and dark matter [14].

Investigations into dualities and equivalence between seemingly different theories have

recently garnered considerable attention in both high-energy and condensed-matter physics

[15–17]. An intriguing example in this context is the AdS/CFT correspondence, proposed

by Juan Maldacena, which connects a string theory in 10 dimensions to conformal field

theory (CFT) [18]. The T and S dualities, which also appear in string theory [19, 20],

contribute to the richness of this theory. Furthermore, the topic of duality also appears as

an important technique to study non-perturbative aspects of field theories in low dimensions

[21]. More recently, the application of bosonization has given rise to a novel particle-vortex

duality in 2 + 1 dimensions known as the duality web [22, 23].

In the context of topologically massive theories, Deser and Jackiw were the first to pro-

pose an equivalence between the Maxwell-Chern-Simons (MCS) and self-dual (SD) models

in 2+ 1 dimensions [24]. Following that seminal work, several subsequent studies have been
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published, exploring issues such as coupling with matter [25–27] and supersymmetric exten-

sions [28, 29]. Notably, when considering the self-dual model minimally coupled to Dirac

fermions, a Thirring term must be added to the MCS Lagrangian to preserve the equiv-

alence [30]. This equivalence can be demonstrated through two different methods: gauge

embedding [31] and the master action [32].

In the first approach, gauge symmetry is revealed through a process of embedding in the

SD model, leading to MCS [33]. On the other hand, the master action involves constructing

a first-order derivative Lagrangian to interpolate between the two theories. This method has

the advantage of preserving gauge invariance and facility the proof of duality at the quantum

level. This topic has also been discussed in the context of Lorentz symmetry violation [34–

37]. Additionally, through the B ∧ F term, it is possible to extend this duality to 3 + 1

dimensions [38–40]. Such a topologically massive theory is constructed by considering a

Lagrangian density composed of a vector field Aµ and an antisymmetric 2-tensor field Bµν

known as the Kalb-Ramond field [41, 42].

In the three-dimensional spacetime, the SIM(1) version of the MCS theory was proposed

by Bufalo in Ref. [43]. Afterward, the VSR contributions to the induced Maxwell-Chern-

Simons terms for the effective action at one-loop order were carried out in Ref. [44]. Also,

the construction of the effective action in the non-Abelian case was addressed in Ref. [45].

Here, we are interested in investigating the duality between the Maxwell-Chern-Simons and

the self-dual models in the framework of very special relativity. Firstly, the VSR-based MCS

and SD models are discussed, demonstrating equivalence at the level of equations of motion

in the free-field case. Additionally, through the master Lagrangian approach, we provide

direct proof of equivalence at the classical level. Moreover, we include minimal coupling

with fermionic matter and analyze whether the duality is maintained.

This paper is structured as follows: In Sec. (II), we aim to present the theoretical models,

computing the equations of motion and the associated Feynman propagators. Subsequently,

we establish equivalence at the level of equations of motion by considering only the free-field

case. In Sec. (III), we construct the master Lagrangian by introducing an auxiliary field. In

Sec. (IV), we introduce the fermion Lagrangian in the framework of VSR and then couple

the self-dual model to fermions. By employing the master Lagrangian, we demonstrate that

a Thirring-like term, involving VSR non-local corrections, appears in the MCS model. We

show classical equivalence in both the gauge and matter sectors.
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II. MAXWELL-CHERN-SIMONS AND SELF-DUAL MODELS IN VSR

We started our analysis by defining the topologically SIM(1)–invariant

Maxwell–Chern–Simons model described by [43]:

LMCS = −
1

4
F̃µνF̃

µν +
1

4
θǫµνρAµF̃νρ. (1)

Here, F̃µν represents the field strength tensor associated with the gauge field Aµ and is

defined as

F̃µν = ∂̃µAν − ∂̃νAµ, (2)

where the SIM(1) wiggle operator is given by

∂̃µ = ∂µ +
m2
A

2

nµ
(n · ∂)

, (3)

and mA represents the VSR-mass related to the Aµ field. The constant null vector

nµ = (1, 0, 1) defines a preferred direction in the spacetime and transforms multiplicatively

covariant under the SIM(1) group [46].

The gauge symmetry of the VSR-MCS model is expressed as

Aµ → Aµ + ∂̃µΛ, (4)

where Λ(x) represents an arbitrary gauge parameter. The field strength F̃µν can be written

as

F̃µν = Fµν +
1

2
m2
A

[ nµ
(n · ∂)2

nλFλν −
nν

(n · ∂)2
nλFλµ

]
, (5)

where we introduce the auxiliary tensor [42]

Fµν = Fµν +
1

2
m2
A

[ nµ
(n · ∂)2

nλ∂νAλ −
nν

(n · ∂)2
nλ∂µAλ

]
, (6)

with Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ being the standard field strength. It is important to note that the

tensor Fµν reduces to standard field strength Fµν when we make the following shift

Aµ → Aµ +
m2
A

2

nµ
(n · ∂)2

(n · A). (7)

We can utilize the wiggle field strength (5) along with the above field redefinition to

express the VSR-MCS Lagrangian as

LMCS = −
1

4
FµνF

µν +
1

4
θǫµνρAµFνρ +

1

2
m2
Anµ

( 1

n · ∂
F µν

)
nλ

( 1

n · ∂
Fλν

)

+
1

8
θm2

Aǫ
µνρFνρ

nµ
(n · ∂)2

∂ρ(n · A) +
1

4
θm2

Aǫ
µνρAµ

[ nν
(n · ∂)2

nλFλρ

]
. (8)
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As we can verify, the VSR-MCS action remains invariant under the standard gauge trans-

formation δAµ = ∂µΛ, even in the presence of additional terms containing the massive

parameter mA.

The equation of motion for Aµ is obtained from the Lagrangian density (8). Explicitly,

we find

∂µF
µν +m2

A

nµ
(n · ∂)

F µν −
1

2
m2
A

nν

(n · ∂)2
∂µ(nαF

αµ) +
1

2
θǫνµρFµρ

+
1

2
θm2

Aǫ
νµρ

[ nµ
(n · ∂)2

nαFαρ

]
= 0. (9)

For future analysis, it is convenient to rewrite the equation of motion (9) in terms of the

dual vector associated with the field strength Fµν , defined by

F µ =
1

2θ
ǫµνρFνρ. (10)

Then, the EoM (9) assumes the following expression:

θ
[
F µ −

m2
A

2

nµnλ
(n · ∂)2

F λ
]
− ǫµνρ∂νFρ −

1

2
m2
Aǫ

µνρ nρnλ
(n · ∂)2

∂νF
λ +

1

2
m2
Aǫ

µνρ nν
(n · ∂)

Fρ = 0. (11)

Continuing with our analysis of the MCS model, we aim to find the Feynman propagator

in order to determine the spectrum of the theory. To achieve this, a gauge fixing is required,

and one proceeds by writing:

L = LMCS −
1

2

(
∂µA

µ +
m2
A

2

nµ
(n · ∂)

Aµ
)
. (12)

Thus, we can express the above Lagrangian density in the bilinear form as follows

L =
1

2
AµO

µνAν , (13)

where Oµν stands for the associated wave operator given in the momentum space (kµ = i∂µ)

by

O
µν = −(k2 −m2

A)θ
µν

− (k2 −m2
A)ω

µν
− θSµν +

θm2
A

2

[
Lµν

(n · k)
−
Qµν −Qνµ

(n · k)2

]
. (14)

Here, we have introduced the set of spin-projection operators defined by

θµν = ηµν − ωµν , ωµν =
kµkν

k2
, Sµν = iǫµνλkλ, (15)

Lµν = iǫµνλnλ , L
µν = nµT ν , Σµν = nµkν , (16)

Λµν = nµnν , Φµν = T µkν , Mµν = T µT ν , (17)

T µ = iǫµνλkνnλ, (18)
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such that these operators satisfy a closed algebra when their products are considered.

The Feynman propagator ∆ρµ(k) is obtained by inverting the equation

Oµν(k)∆ρµ(k) = iδνρ . (19)

Thereby, after some algebraic manipulations, we arrive at the following expression for the

VSR Maxwell-Chern-Simons field propagator:

∆ρµ(k) =
−i

k2 −m2
A − θ2

(
ηρµ −

kρkµ
(k2 −m2

A)
+
m2
A

2

nρkµ + nµkρ
(n · k)(k2 −m2

A)
−
m4
A

4

nρnµ
(n · k)2(k2 −m2

A)

−iθǫρµλ
kλ

(k2 −m2
A)

+
θm2

A

2
ǫρµλ

nλ

(n · k)(k2 −m2
A)

)
−

kρkµ
(k2 −m2

A)
2

+
m2
A

2

nρkµ + nµkρ
(n · k)(k2 −m2

A)
2
−
m4
A

4

nρnµ
(n · k)2(k2 −m2

A)
2
.

(20)

From the above expression, we can identify the gauge field mass through the pole at

k2 − m2
A − θ2 = 0. Additionally, there is a pole at (n · k) = 0, indicating a non-physical

mode. To handle these types of poles, we can employ the Alfaro-Mandelstam-Leibbrandt

prescription [47], which addresses UV/IR mixing divergences in one-loop Feynman integrals.

Furthermore, setting mA = 0 in Eq. (20) allows us to recover the standard MCS propagator

[30].

Once we have introduced the Maxwell-Chern-Simons theory in VSR, we are interested

now in studying its connection with the VSR-inspired self-dual (SD) model. Thus, we

propose the following first-order derivative Lagrange density

LSD =
1

2
θ2fµf

µ
−

1

4
θǫµνλfµf̂νλ, (21)

where we have defined the associated field strength by f̂µν = ∂̂µAν − ∂̂νAµ, and the hat

derivative operator as

∂̂µ = ∂µ +
m2
f

2

nµ
(n · ∂)

. (22)

Note that mf is the VSR-mass associated to the self-dual field fµ. From the definition

(22), we can write the VSR-self-dual Lagrangian (21) as

LSD =
1

2
θ2fµf

µ −
1

2
θǫµνλfµ∂νfλ −−

1

4
θm2

f ǫ
µνλfµ

nν
(n · ∂)

fλ. (23)
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In contrast to the gauge-invariant VSR-MCS model (8), the Lagrangian density for VSR-

SD (23) lacks gauge invariance. The equation of motion for the SD field fµ is readily obtained

from (23),

θfµ − ǫµνρ∂νfρ −
1

2
m2
fǫ
µνρ nν

(n · ∂)
fρ = 0. (24)

A direct comparison between equations (11) and (24) reveals that the dual field fµ follows

the exact equation of motion obtained for the VSR-MCS model when we set mf = mA and

make the identification

fµ ↔ F µ −
m2
A

2

nµnλ
(n · ∂)2

F λ. (25)

Hence, the fundamental field in the VSR-SD model is identified as the dual field (10) of

the MCS model, added by a nonlocal VSR correction. This establishes classical equivalence

through the equations of motion for the free field case. It is important to note that the result

obtained by Deser and Jackiw is recovered when we cancel out the VSR mass parameter.

Finally, we can analyze the spectrum of VSR-SD theory by computing the associated

Feynman propagator. By employing the same algebra presented previously, the propagator

for the self-dual field results in

Dρµ(k) =
−i

k2 −m2
f − θ2

(
ηρµ −

kρkµ
θ2

+
m2
f

2θ2
nρkµ + nµkρ

(n · k)
−
m4
f

4θ2
nρnµ
(n · k)2

−iǫρµλ
kλ

θ
+
m2
f

2θ
ǫρµλ

nλ

(n · k)

)
. (26)

It is worth noting the presence of the massive pole at k2−m2
f − θ2 = 0 and the non-physical

pole at (n · k) = 0, similar to the VSR-MCS propagator. As in the previous case, if we set

mf = 0, we recover the Lorentz covariant result [30].

III. MASTER LAGRANGIAN APPROACH

In the previous section, we established a connection between MCS and SD models within

the framework of very special relativity at the level of equations of motion. Now, employ-

ing the master Lagrangian method enables the interpolation between these models. This

approach provides a more direct verification of duality at the quantum level. The first step

involves introducing an auxiliary field, transforming the Lagrangian density LMCS into a
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first-order derivative form [39]:

LM = aǫµνρΠµ∂νAρ +
am2

A

2
ǫµνρΠµ

nρ
(n · ∂)2

∂ν(n · A) +
am2

A

2
ǫµνρΠµ

nν
(n · ∂)

Aρ + bΠµΠ
µ

+
θ

2
ǫµνρAµ∂νAρ −

θm2
A

2
ǫµνρAµ

nν
(n · ∂)2

∂ρ(n · A) +
θm2

A

4
ǫµνρAµ

nν
(n · ∂)

Aρ, (27)

where a and b are constant coefficients to be determined. As we can observe, the master

Lagrangian density is written in terms of the fields Aµ and Πµ. The absence of the derivative

term and the presence of the mass term for Πµ guarantees the auxiliary nature of this field.

By varying the action associated with LM , i.e.,
´

d3xLM , with respect to Πµ, we obtain

the equations of motion for the auxiliary field:

Πµ = −
a

2b

(
ǫµνρ∂νAρ +

m2
A

2
ǫµνρ

nρ
(n · ∂)2

∂ν(n · A) +
m2
A

2
ǫµνρ

nν
(n · ∂)

Aρ

)
. (28)

A similar procedure can be done for the field Aµ, and we can solve their equations of

motion, leading the following solution:

Aµ +
m2
A

2

nµ
(n · ∂)2

(n · A) = −
a

θ
Πµ + ∂µΣ +

nµ
(n · ∂)

Σ, (29)

where Σ is an arbitrary scalar field.

It is easy to verify that substituting (28) into (27) and imposing LM = LMCS, we find

the relations

a = ±θ, (30)

b =
θ2

2
, (31)

and the sign χ = ±1 determines either the self-duality (+) or anti-self-duality (−) of the

theory. Now, replacing (29) in (27), we recover the VSR-SD Lagrangian LSD.

Now, we can fix a = χθ and b = θ2/2 in (27) so that our master Lagrangian takes the

final form

LM = χθǫµνρΠµ∂νAρ +
χθm2

A

2
ǫµνρΠµ

nρ
(n · ∂)2

∂ν(n · A) +
χθm2

A

2
ǫµνρΠµ

nν
(n · ∂)

Aρ +
θ2

2
ΠµΠ

µ

+
θ

2
ǫµνρAµ∂νAρ −

θm2
A

2
ǫµνρAµ

nν
(n · ∂)2

∂ρ(n · A) +
θm2

A

4
ǫµνρAµ

nν
(n · ∂)

Aρ.

(32)
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On the other hand, the equation of motion (28) can be rewritten using F µ = − 1
χθ
ǫµνρ∂νAρ

as

Πµ = F µ −
m2
A

2

nµnλ
(n · ∂)2

F λ, (33)

which is the same relation obtained in (25).

As mentioned earlier, the master Lagrangian (32) gives rise to both the MCS and SD

models in the VSR scenario. Moreover, it is easily verified that LM is gauge-invariant under

δAµ = ∂̃µΛ with δΠµ = 0. Additionally, the mechanism demonstrated in this section can be

straightforwardly extended to a more general theory coupled with matter fields, as we will

discuss in the next section.

IV. COUPLING WITH FERMIONIC MATTER

A. Gauge sector

Once we have investigated the duality between the free MSC and SD models in the VSR

context, the next step is to consider coupling with matter fields. Considering the coupled

system of the Dirac field and the above gauge field Aµ, the SIM(1) fermionic Lagrangian

density can be expressed as [11, 12]

Lfermion = ψ̄

(
i /D + i

m2
ψ

2

/n

n ·D
−m

)
ψ, (34)

where Dµ = ∂µ− ieAµ is the usual covariant derivative, and mψ is the VSR-mass associated

to the fermionic field.

In addition, due to the presence of the nonlocal operator 1/n · D, we have a new type

of matter current that incorporates nonlinear couplings explicitly dependent on the gauge

field. By employing the following matrix identity:

1

A +B
=

1

A
−

1

A
B

1

A+B
=

1

A
−

1

A
B

1

A
+

1

A
B

1

A
B

1

A+B
= · · · , (35)
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we can expand this term in the fermionic Lagrangian (34), resulting in

Lfermion = ψ̄

(
i /D + i

m2
ψ

2

/n

n ·D
−m

)
ψ

= ψ̄

[(
i/∂ + i

m2
ψ

2

/n

n · ∂
−m

)

+ e

(
/A−

m2
ψ

2

/n

n · ∂
(n · A)

1

n · ∂

)
(36)

− ie2
(
m2
ψ

2

/n

n · ∂
(n ·A)

1

n · ∂
(n · A)

1

n · ∂

)

+e3
(
m2
ψ

2

/n

n · ∂
(n · A)

1

n · ∂
(n · A)

1

n · ∂
(n · A)

1

n · ∂

)
+ · · ·

]
ψ.

At this stage, the expression (36) gives rise to an infinite number of vertices with external

gauge legs equal to the power in the coupling constant e. In what follows, let us restrict

ourselves to the case of linear couplings involving fermionic matter and external fields. The

cases involving higher powers of the coupling constant are beyond our present scope.

To achieve this, we now define the VSR-SD model linearly coupled to the fermionic field

in the following form:

Lψ−SD = LSD + eAµ(J
µ + J µ) + L(ψ), (37)

where L(ψ) is the VSR Lagrangian for the free Dirac given by

L(ψ) = ψ

(
iγµ∂µ +

im2
ψ

2

γµnµ
(n · ∂)

−m

)
ψ, (38)

and the matter currents are denoted by Jµ and J µ, written as

Jµ = ψγµψ, (39)

J µ =
1

2
m2
ψn

µ

(
1

(n · ∂)
ψ

)
/n

(
1

(n · ∂)
ψ

)
. (40)

The first current is the usual one, whereas the second one displays the modification that

arises from VSR. To investigate the duality with fermionic matter, let us consider the master

Lagrangian (32) with linear coupling to the self-dual field:

LM = χθǫµνρΠµ∂νAρ +
χθm2

A

2
ǫµνρΠµ

nρ
(n · ∂)2

∂ν(n · A) +
χθm2

A

2
ǫµνρΠµ

nν
(n · ∂)

Aρ +
θ2

2
ΠµΠ

µ

+
θ

2
ǫµνρAµ∂νAρ −

θm2
A

2
ǫµνρAµ

nν
(n · ∂)2

∂ρ(n · A) +
θm2

A

4
ǫµνρAµ

nν
(n · ∂)

Aρ

+eΠµ(J
µ + J µ) + L(ψ).

(41)
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By varying the action associated with LM with respect to Πµ and Aµ, we obtain the

following equations of motion:

Aµ +
m2
A

2

nµ
(n · ∂)2

(n · A) = Πµ + ∂µΣ+
m2
A

2

nµ
(n · ∂)

Σ, (42)

Πµ =
1

θ
ǫµνρ∂νAρ +

m2
A

2θ
ǫµνρ

nρ
(n · ∂)2

∂ν(n · A) +
m2
A

2θ
ǫµνρ

nν
(n · ∂)

Aρ +
e

θ2
(Jµ + J µ). (43)

Substituting (42) into (41), we get the relation

Lψ−SD = LSD + eΠµ(J
µ + J µ) + L(ψ). (44)

Additionally, inserting (43) into (41), we achieve the result

Lψ−MCS = LMCS + e

(
1

θ
ǫµνρ∂νAρ +

m2
A

2θ
ǫµνρ

nρ
(n · ∂)

∂ν(n · A) +
m2
A

2θ
ǫµνρ

nν
(n · ∂)

Aρ

)
(Jµ + J µ)

−
e2

2θ2
(Jµ + J µ)2 + L(ψ).

(45)

From the above result, we can see that the MCS model acquires a Thirring-like term.

This term is modified due to VSR and involves only the matter field. On the other hand,

the relation between the models can be expressed through the identification:

Πµ = F µ −
m2
A

2

nµnλ
(n · ∂)2

F λ +
e

θ2
(Jµ + J µ). (46)

Contrary to the free field case, the identification between Πµ and F µ fields gains a current

term, which will play an important role as we analyze the fermion sector of both models.

B. Matter sector

As shown previously, the duality between the MCS and SD models was established by also

considering a fermionic matter source. However, we have so far only dealt with the gauge

sector. The next step is to verify the duality in the fermion sector. Now, by performing a

functional variation on (44), we obtain:

δ

δψ

ˆ

d3xLψ−SD = 0 ⇒
δL(ψ)

δψ
= −eΠµ

δ

δψ
(Jµ + J µ). (47)

On the other hand, the gauge sector for SD model with matter source reads
(
θηµρ − ǫµνρ∂ν −

1

2
m2
f ǫ
µνρ nν

(n · ∂)

)
Πρ = −e(Jµ + J µ). (48)

11



To express Equation (47) solely in terms of current terms, we must invert the above

equation. To achieve this, it is necessary to construct a close algebra.

δL(ψ)

δψ
=

e2

�+m2
A + θ2

(
ηρµ +

∂ρ∂µ
θ2

+
m2
A

2θ2
nρ∂µ + nµ∂ρ

(n · ∂)

+
m4
A

4θ2
nρnµ

(n · ∂)2
+ ǫρµλ

∂λ

θ
+
m2
A

2θ
ǫρµλ

nλ

(n · ∂)

)
(Jρ + J

ρ)
δ

δψ
(Jµ + J

µ). (49)

Hence, we have derived a nonlocal differential equation expressed solely in terms of the

matter fields. The result obtained in Ref. [30] can be recovered in the case of mA = 0. Now,

let us shift our focus to the MCS model by varying (45):

δ

δψ

ˆ

d3xLψ−MCS = 0 ⇒
δL(ψ)

δψ
= −

e2

θ2
(Jµ + J µ)

δ

δψ
(Jµ + J µ)

−e

(
F µ −

m2
A

2

nµnλ
(n · ∂)2

F λ

)
δ

δψ
(Jµ + J µ). (50)

Inserting (46) into above equation, we get

δL(ψ)

δψ
= −eΠµ

δ

δψ
(Jµ + J µ), (51)

which can be rewritten as

δL(ψ)

δψ
=

e2

�+m2
A + θ2

(
ηρµ +

∂ρ∂µ
θ2

+
m2
A

2θ2
nρ∂µ + nµ∂ρ

(n · ∂)

+
m4
A

4θ2
nρnµ

(n · ∂)2
+ ǫρµλ

∂λ

θ
+
m2
A

2θ
ǫρµλ

nλ

(n · ∂)

)
(Jρ + J

ρ)
δ

δψ
(Jµ + J

µ). (52)

From the above results, we can see that the fermionic sector described by SD in Eq.

(50) is equivalent to the fermionic sector related to MCS in Eq. (52). Consequently, we

have thoroughly established the classical duality between MCS and SD coupled to fermionic

matter in the VSR context. As a final statement, it is worth pointing out that the result

found in the literature regarding the duality with the fermionic sector is recovered when

turning off the VSR parameters.

V. CONCLUSION

The main goal of this work was to establish the duality between the Maxwell-Chern-

Simons (MCS) model and the first-order derivative theory known as self-dual within the

framework of very special relativity. Initially, we constructed both models by deriving the

12



equations of motion and propagators. Subsequently, we demonstrated equivalence at the

level of equations of motion, focusing solely on the free-field case. In the sequel, we employed

an approach known as the master action, allowing us to construct a Lagrangian density

capable of connecting both MCS and self-dual (SD) theories. This method provided a direct

proof of equivalence at the classical level in the VSR scenario. Furthermore, we extended our

analysis to include the matter field with a fermion source. In the presence of interaction, we

show that the MCS model acquires a Thirring-like interaction corrected by non-local VSR

terms to maintain the established duality.
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