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Abstract

We compute the Nicolai map for the supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory, in the light-
cone gauge, to the second order in the coupling constant for all critical dimensions
(d = 3, 4, 6, 10). The process of integrating out unphysical degrees of freedom in this
gauge, produces a four fermion interaction term. We show that, to the order investigated
here, this term is harmless. We demonstrate the existence of a particularly ‘simple’ map
in d = 4 in the light-cone gauge and address the issue of uniqueness in the context of the
map. We also investigate the map in the light-cone superspace in d = 4.
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1 Introduction

Supersymmetric gauge theories have been studied extensively because of their interesting
ultraviolet properties. The flagship theory, the maximally supersymmetric N = 4 Yang-
Mills theory, for example, is a perturbatively finite quantum theory in four dimensions. An
alternative perspective on supersymmetric gauge theories is offered by the Nicolai map [1–3]
which makes the formulation of these theories possible without the use of anti-commuting
variables [4, 5].

While this map has been investigated in the Landau gauge [6–8], its study in other gauges
has been limited [9–11]. Not surprisingly, the map appears more complicated in the axial
gauge (and in the light-cone gauge) than in the Landau gauge [9]. In this paper, we work
with the LC2 light-cone gauge approach which means that only the physical degrees of
freedom of the theory are retained. This means that the role of the little group is explicit
while manifest covariance is sacrificed. The close link between the light-cone gauge and
spinor-helicity variables [12], implies that studying the map in this language could prove
useful in the study of scattering amplitudes.

One aim of this paper is to demonstrate the existence of a particularly ‘simple’ map in
d = 4 in the light-cone gauge and consequently in terms of the helicity variables. We also
find a map that works in d = 3, 4, 6 and 10. When we write this map explicitly in d = 4
in terms of the helicity variables, we find that this map is distinct from the ‘simple’ d = 4
map. This raises the question of the uniqueness of the map which we attempt to address
in this paper [8, 13].

The second part of this paper focuses on superspace. The first all-order proof of finite-
ness for the N = 4 Yang-Mills theory was provided using light-cone superspace [14, 15].
It is therefore of interest to ask how this proof of finiteness may be achieved within the
framework of the Nicolai map. With this goal in mind, we find a non-linear and non-local
transformation for the N = 1 superfield with a trivial Jacobian such that the full N = 1
Lagrangian is mapped to a free Lagrangian in light-cone superspace.

A future direction of interest would be to ask whether the issues addressed in this pa-
per could be extended to supergravity formulated in light-cone superspace.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we start with the N = 1 Yang-Mills
theory in the light-cone gauge to write a map in d = 4. In section 3, we generalize the map
to all critical dimensions (d = 3, 4, 6, 10). We also establish its connection with the map
derived in general gauges [9]. In section 4, we comment on the uniqueness of the light-cone
Nicolai map in d = 4. In section 5, we compute the Nicolai map in light-cone superspace in
four dimensions. In the last section, we discuss the possible connection between the Nicolai
map and the quadratic form structure in the light-cone Hamiltonian for pure Yang-Mills
theory.

Note: While working on the manuscript, we became aware of [16], which contains some
overlapping results.
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2 Light-cone Nicolai map in d = 4

We work with the light-cone coordinates given by

x± =
x0 ± x3√

2
, x =

x1 + ix2√
2

, x̄ = x∗ , (1)

and their derivatives ∂± (−∂∓) , ∂̄ , ∂ respectively 1.

We start with the N = 1 supersymmetric Yang-Mills Lagrangian in the light-cone gauge
written purely in terms of the physical degrees of freedom [17]. Details of the procedure to
obtain this Lagrangian are presented in Appendix A. The Lagrangian written entirely in
terms of physical fields - the gauge fields and fermion fields (A, Ā, χ, χ̄) - is

L = Āa
✷Aa − 2gfabc

(
∂̄

∂+
Aa∂+ĀbAc +

∂

∂+
Āa∂+AbĀc

)

−2g2fabcfade
1

∂+

(
∂+AbĀc

) 1

∂+

(
∂+ĀdAe

)

+
i√
2
χ̄a

(
✷

∂+
δac − 2gfabc

1

∂+
(∂Āb + ∂̄Ab) + 2gfabcĀb ∂

∂+

)
χc + i

√
2gfabcχ̄a ∂̄

∂+
(Abχc)

+ i
√
2 g2fabcf bde χ̄a 1

∂+2
(Ad∂+Āe + Ād∂+Ae)χc − i

√
2 g2fabdf becχ̄aĀd 1

∂+
(Aeχc)

+g2fabcfade
1

∂+
(χ̄bχc)

1

∂+
(χ̄dχe) .

(2)

where ✷ = (−2∂+∂− + 2∂∂̄) and the fabc are the structure constants of the gauge group.

The statement of the Nicolai map is the following: there exists a non-linear and non-local
transformation Tg(A) which satisfies the following three properties:

1. The transformation Tg(A) when substituted in the free bosonic Lagrangian (Maxwell
theory) yields the full interacting bosonic Lagrangian (Yang-Mills theory).

2. The Jacobian of the transformation is equal to the fermion determinant (or the product
of the fermion and ghost determinants in cases where the gauge choice does not eliminate
all unphysical degrees of freedom).

3. The transformation preserves the gauge choice.

Essentially, this means that one works with a free bosonic theory to compute correlators in
a supersymmetric gauge theory - through the inverse transformations T −1

g (A
′
) [18].

1We define the ‘inverse’ derivative using the step function: 1
∂+ f(x−) ≡ −

∫
dy− θ(x−

− y−)f(y−).
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2.1 The transformation

We now write down a field transformation for the physical fields Aa and Āa by trial and error
so the Yang-Mills Lagrangian may be written as a purely kinetic term in the new (primed)
variables: Ā

′ a
✷A

′ a. We introduce a Green’s function through ✷C(x − y) = −δ(4)(x − y)
to write such an ansatz upto O(g2)

A
′ a(x, g;A, Ā) = Aa(x) + 2gfabc

∫
dy ∂+C(x− y)

∂̄

∂+
Ab(y)Ac(y)

−g2fabcf bde
∫
dy ∂+C(x− y)Ac(y)

1

∂+2

(
∂+Ad(y)Āe(y)

)

− 2g2fabcf bde
∫
dy dz

(
∂ C(x− y)Āc(y)− ∂+C(x− y)

∂

∂+
Āc(y)

)

× ∂+ C(y − z)
∂̄

∂+
Ad(z)Ae(z) . (3)

Here dy , dz denote the four dimensional space-time measure. In this section, all measures
and delta functions will be assumed to be four dimensional and the dimension will be sup-
pressed henceforth. The transformation for Ā

′ a is just the complex conjugate of the above.

In a covariant approach, the map at order g2, contains terms of the form ∂ C A∂ C AA
(with space-time indices and color indices suppressed), all of which contribute to the Jacobi
determinant. In the light-cone Nicolai map at order g2, we find that there is a term with a
single Green’s function (line 2 of eq. (3)). This term produces the pure Yang-Mills quartic
vertex (line 2 of eq. (2)) but does not contribute to the Jacobian at order g2 as we show
below.

The functional variation of the fields are

δAa(x)

δAb(w)
=
δĀa(x)

δĀb(w)
= δabδ(x − w) ,

δAa(x)

δĀb(w)
=
δĀa(x)

δAb(w)
= 0 . (4)

The Jacobi matrix2 of the above transformation (3) is

δA
′ a(x)

δAm(w)
= δamδ(x− w) + 2gfabc

∫
dy

{
∂+C(x− y)

∂̄

∂+
δbmδ(y − w)Ac(y)

+ ∂+C(x− y)
∂̄

∂+
Ab(y) δcmδ(y − w)

}

−2g2fabcf bde
∫
dy dz

(
∂ C(x− y)Āc(y)− ∂+C(x− y)

∂

∂+
Āc(y)

)

×
{
∂+ C(y − z)

∂̄

∂+
δdmδ(z − w)Ae(z) + ∂+C(y − z)

∂̄

∂+
Ad(z) δemδ(z − w)

}
,

(5)

2The matrix elements
δA

′
a(x)

δĀm(w)
and

δĀ
′
a(x)

δAm(w)
do not contribute to the trace at order g2
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where we have dropped all terms that vanish after taking the trace as they are proportional
to ∂µC(0). The Jacobi determinant of the map can be computed using the relation

log det(1 +X) = Tr log(1 +X) = TrX− 1

2
TrX2 ± .. (6)

After partial integrations, taking the trace (by setting a = m and x = w), using fabcfabd =
nδcd and integrating over x, the Jacobi determinant upto O(g2) reads

log det

(
δA′a

i (x)

δAm
j (w)

)
= 2ng2

∫
dx dy

{
∂̄ C(x− y)Ab(y) ∂̄ C(y − x)Ab(x)

+ ∂+C(x− y)
∂̄

∂+
Ab(y) ∂+C(y − x)

∂̄

∂+
Ab(x)

− 2 ∂̄ C(x− y)Ab(y)∂+C(y − x)
∂̄

∂+
Ab(x)

+
∂∂̄

∂+
C(x− y)Āb(y) ∂+C(y − x)Ac(x)

− ∂ C(x− y) Āb(y) ∂+C(y − x)
∂̄

∂+
Ab(x)

− ∂̄ C(x− y)Ab(y) ∂+C(y − x)
∂

∂+
Āb(x)

+ ∂+C(x− y)
∂

∂+
Āb(x) ∂+C(y − x)

∂̄

∂+
Ab(x)

}
+ c.c. .

(7)

Here i, j run over the transverse variables x, x̄.

2.2 The fermion determinant

Computing the fermion determinant is complicated by the presence of a four fermion in-
teraction term in (2). It was shown in [19] that the construction of Nicolai maps can also
be extended to supersymmetric theories with four fermion interaction terms. In Appendix
B, we explain why this term does not contribute to the fermion determinant at order g2.
The quadratic operator3 Qac relevant to order g2 (again dropping terms which vanish after
‘trace-ing’), is

Qac(x;A) =
✷

∂+
δac − 2gfabc

1

∂+
(∂Āb + ∂̄Ab) + 2gfabc

∂̄

∂+
(Ab + 2gfabcĀb ∂

∂+
, (8)

which may be written as

Qac(x, y;A) =
✷

∂+

(
δac + 2gfabc

∫
dy ∂+C(x− y)

1

∂+
(∂Āb(y) + ∂̄Ab(y))

−2gfabc
∫
dy ∂̄C(x− y)Ab(y)− 2gfabc

∫
dy ∂+C(x− y)Āb(y)

∂(y)

∂+

)
.

(9)

3Note that the zero modes of the operator ∂+ can be removed using the appropriate boundary condi-
tions [20]
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As det(Q) = det(✷/∂+)×det(1+Y), we use (6) to compute the fermion determinant order
by order in g upto an overall constant det(✷/∂+).

The fermion determinant to order g2 is

log det(1 +Y) = 2ng2
∫
dx dy

{
∂̄ C(x− y)Ab(y) ∂̄ C(y − x)Ab(x)

+ ∂+C(x− y)
∂̄

∂+
Ab(y) ∂+C(y − x)

∂̄

∂+
Ab(x)

− 2 ∂̄ C(x− y)Ab(y)∂+C(y − x)
∂̄

∂+
Ab(x)

+
∂∂̄

∂+
C(x− y)Āb(y) ∂+C(y − x)Ac(x)

− ∂ C(x− y) Āb(y) ∂+C(y − x)
∂̄

∂+
Ab(x)

− ∂̄ C(x− y)Ab(y) ∂+C(y − x)
∂

∂+
Āb(x)

+ ∂+C(x− y)
∂

∂+
Āb(x) ∂+C(y − x)

∂̄

∂+
Ab(x)

}
+ c.c. . (10)

Thus, we find that the Jacobi determinant of the bosonic transformation (7) exactly matches
the fermion determinant (10) upto O(g2).

3 Extension of the light-cone map to all critical dimensions

We now illustrate how this light-cone realization of the Nicolai map extends nicely to all
critical dimensions (11). One perhaps obvious observation is that such a result cannot begin
from a Lagrangian in a helicity basis, which is closely tied to four dimensions (and the little
group SO(2)).

3.1 The move away from a helicity basis

We start instead from the Lagrangian (43) in Appendix A. Note that the free bosonic and
the free fermionic degrees of freedom match only in d = 3, 4, 6, 10. We show that when
interactions are switched on, the fermion determinant matches the Jacobian only in the
critical dimensions, hence confirming the existence of the supersymmetric Yang-Mills the-
ories in these dimensions.

We identify a field transformation for the physical fields Ai so that we can write the pure
Yang-Mills theory (first two lines of equation (43)) as 1

2Ai
′ a
✷A′ a

i . In this section, all
measures and delta functions will be d-dimensional (dimensions will get fixed using the
determinant matching). Again, we introduce ✷C(x− y) = −δ(d)(x − y) to write the map
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to order g2

A
′ a
i (x) = Aa

i (x) + gfabc
∫
dy

(
∂+C(x− y)

∂j
∂+

Ab
j(y)A

c
i (y)− ∂jC(x− y)Ab

j(y)A
c
i (y)

)

− g2

2
fabcf bde

∫
dy ∂+C(x− y)Ac

i (y)
1

∂+2

(
∂+Ad

j (y)A
e
j(y)

)

+
g2

2
fabcf bde

∫
dy dz

{
∂jC(x− y)Ac

k(y)

×
(
∂iC(y − z)Ad

k(z)A
e
j(z) + ∂kC(y − z)Ad

j (z)A
e
i (z)

)

− ∂iC(x− y)Ac
j(y) ∂

+C(y − z)
∂k
∂+

Ad
k(z)A

e
j(z)

+ ∂+C(x− y)
∂j
∂+

Ac
j(y) ∂

+C(y − z)
∂k
∂+

Ad
k(z)A

e
i (z)

+ 2 ∂iC(x− y)Ac
j(y)∂kC(y − z)Ad

k(z)A
e
j(z)

− 2 ∂+C(x− y)
∂j
∂+

Ac
j(y) ∂kC(y − z)Ad

k(z)A
e
i (z)

+ ∂−C(x− y)Ac
k(y)∂

+C(y − z)Ad
k(z)A

e
i (z)

+ ∂+C(x− y)Ac
k(y)∂

−C(y − z)Ad
k(z)A

e
i (z)

− ∂jC(x− y)Ac
k(y)∂jC(y − z)Ad

k(z)A
e
i (z)

}
.

(11)

3.2 Jacobian

We calculate below the Jacobian of the transformation (11).

δA
′ a
i (x)

δA p
m (w)

= δmi δ
apδ(x −w) + gfabc

∫
dy

{
∂+C(x− y)δ(y − w)

(
∂j
∂+

δmj δ
bpAc

i (y)

+
∂j
∂+

Ab
j(y)δ

m
i δ

cp

)
− ∂jC(x− y)δ(y − w)

(
δmj δ

bpAc
i (y) +Ab

j(y)δ
m
i δ

cp
)}

+
g2

2
fabcf bde

∫
dy dz

{
∂jC(x− y)Ac

k(y) δ(z − w)

{
∂iC(y − z)δmk δ

dpAe
j(z)

+ ∂iC(y − z)Ad
k(z)δ

m
j δ

ep + ∂kC(y − z)δmj δ
dpAe

i (z)

+ ∂kC(y − z)Ad
j (z)δ

m
i δ

ep

}
− ∂iC(x− y)Ac

j(y)δ(z − w)

×
(
∂+C(y − z)

∂k
∂+

δmk δ
dpAe

j(z) + ∂+C(y − z)
∂k
∂+

Ad
k(z)δ

m
j δ

ep

)

+ ∂+C(x− y)
∂j
∂+

Ac
j(y) δ(z − w) ∂+C(y − z)

×
(
∂k
∂+

δmk δ
dpAe

i (z) +
∂k
∂+

Ad
k(z)δ

m
i δ

ep

)
+ 2 ∂iC(x− y)Ac

j(y) δ(z − w)

×
(
∂kC(y − z)δmk δ

dpAe
j(z) + ∂kC(y − z)Ad

k(z)δ
m
j δ

ep
)
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− 2 ∂+C(x− y)
∂j
∂+

Ac
j(y) δ(z − w)

×
(
∂kC(y − z)δmk δ

dpAe
i (z) + ∂kC(y − z)Ad

k(z)δ
m
i δ

ep
)

+ ∂−C(x− y)Ac
k(y) δ(z − w)

×
(
∂+C(y − z)Ad

k(z)δ
m
i δ

ep + ∂+C(y − z)Ae
i (z)δ

m
k δ

dp
)

+ ∂+C(x− y)Ac
k(y) δ(z − w)

×
(
∂−C(y − z)Ad

k(z)δ
m
i δ

ep + ∂−C(y − z)Ae
i (z)δ

m
k δ

dp
)

− ∂jC(x− y)Ac
k(y) δ(z − w)

×
(
∂jC(y − z)δmk δ

dpAe
i (z) + ∂jC(y − z)Ad

k(z)δ
m
i δ

ep
)}

,

(12)

where we have only written the non-trivial terms relevant till order g2. We take the trace by
setting a = m, w = x and integrating over x. We also use the SU(n) identity fabcfabd = nδcd

to obtain the Jacobi determinant upto O(g2) using (6)

log det

(
δA′a

i (x)

δAm
j (w)

)
= ng2

∫
dx dy (d− 2)

{
∂i C(x− y)Ab

i(y) ∂j C(y − x)Ab
j(x)

+ ∂+C(x− y)
∂j
∂+

Ab
j(y) ∂

+C(y − x)
∂i
∂+

Ab
i(x)

− 2 ∂i C(x− y)Ab
i (y)∂

+C(y − x)
∂j
∂+

Ab
j(x)

−1

2
∂i C(x− y)Ab

j(y) ∂i C(y − x)Ab
j(x)

+
1

2

∂2i
∂+

C(x− y)Ab
j(y) ∂

+C(y − x)Ab
j(y)

}
,

(13)

where we have used the relation 2 ∂−C(x− y) =
∂2
i

∂+C(x− y) + 1
∂+ δ(x− y).

3.3 Fermion Determinant

As noted in section 2, the presence of the four fermion interaction term in (43) makes the
computation of the fermion determinant slightly involved. But the contribution from such
a term to the fermion determinant is trivial at order g2 as shown in Appendix B.

We simplify the quadratic operator in (43) by expanding the covariant derivatives and using
the constraint equation (37). We get

∆ = det

{
1

2

✷

∂+
δac − 1

2
gfabc γiγj

∂i
∂+

(Ab
j − 1

2
gfabc γiγjAb

i

∂j
∂+

− gfabc
∂i
∂+

Ab
i

− g2fabcf bde
1

∂+2

(
Ad

i ∂
+Ae

i

)
− 1

2
g2fadef bcdγiγjAe

i

1

∂+
Ab

j

}
. (14)
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The non-trivial part of the quadratic operator relevant to order g2 is

∆ = det(
1

2

✷

∂+
) · det

{
δac + gfabcγiγj

∫
dy ∂+C(x− y)Ab

i (y)
∂j
∂+

+gfabcγiγj
∫
dy ∂iC(x− y)Ab

j(y) + 2 gfabc
∫
dy ∂+C(x− y)

∂i
∂+

Ab
i (y)

}
.

(15)

We now compute the fermion determinant pertubatively using the (6). We use the trace
relation satisfied by the gamma matrices given in appendix A (33) to obtain

log det(1 +Y) = ng2
∫
dx dy

r

4

{
2 ∂i C(x− y)Ab

i (y) ∂j C(y − x)Ab
j(x)

+ 2 ∂+C(x− y)
∂j
∂+

Ab
j(y) ∂

+C(y − x)
∂i
∂+

Ab
i (x)

− 4 ∂i C(x− y)Ab
i (y)∂

+C(y − x)
∂j
∂+

Ab
j(x)

− ∂iC(x− y)Ab
j(y) ∂i C(y − x)Ab

j(x)

+
∂2i
∂+

C(x− y)Ab
j(y) ∂

+C(y − x)Ab
j(y)

}
,

(16)

where r = Tr1 (1 is the identity matrix) and it counts the number of off-shell fermionic
degrees of freedom.

3.4 Existence of map in critical dimensions

We see now that the Jacobian determinant (13) matches against the fermion determinant
(16) if and only if

r

2
= d− 2 ,

r

2
= d− 2 ,

−r = −2(d− 2) ,

−r
4
= −d− 2

2
,

+
r

4
=
d− 2

2
,

all implying that r = 2(d − 2) which happens for d = 3, 4, 6 and 10 [6, 7, 9]. We find
that the matching of determinants depends on the dimension of our field theory, which
imposes a constraint on the allowed values of space-time dimensions. We recover the old
result using this approach that the pure supersymmetric Yang-Mills theories can only ex-
ist in d = 3, 4, 6, 10 dimensions. This result was first obtained in [21] using the closure
of supersymmetry transformations and requiring the use of specific Fierz identity. Hence
supersymmetric Yang-Mills theories can be formulated in the light-cone gauge in all critical
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dimensions without using anti-commuting variables.

Note that the constraints on the fermion fields are dimension dependent. For example in
d = 3, 4, the fermion fields are Majorana spinors, in d = 6 Weyl spinors, while in d = 10,
they are Majorana-Weyl spinors.

Further we also note that we can recover our map for the physical fields Ai (11) (to order
g) from the one derived in [9] in general gauges (nµAµ = 0). Note that in ref. [9], the map
is written covariantly. In our case, we have lost manifest covariance due to the elimination
of unphysical degrees of freedom. Hence, we can only match the transverse part of the map
in [9] by employing the following conditions in equation (4.1) of ref. [9] : nµ is chosen to
be null. In the light cone coordinates, this means setting the components n+ = ni = 0 and
n− = 1. The ghost propagator (in the light-cone gauge) is 1

∂+ . Using the above conditions
and the constraint equation ((37) from the appendix) without the fermion term, the map
in ref. [9] matches with our map (11) to the cubic order.

4 On the issue of uniqueness

The map obtained in the preceding section (11) can be written in d = 4 in terms of the
helicity variables and fields. This is distinct from the map (3) obtained in section 2. One
can understand this distinction at the level of Lagrangian. The cubic terms (purely involv-
ing the gauge fields) in (2) and (43) are related by partial integrations in d = 4. However,
the maps (3) and (11) to the cubic order cannot be connected by any partial integra-
tions. Structurally the map (3) is of the form ∂ C AA while the map (11) is of the form
∂ C (AA + AĀ) to the cubic order (∂ collectively represents the space-time derivatives).
Hence, these two maps are distinct.

We can, in principle, write distinct maps by writing the Lagrangian in different ways by
performing partial integrations. The non-trivial check required for each map is determi-
nant matching. In our case, we find that there are two maps at order g2 that satisfy all the
conditions of the Main theorem (listed in section 2). The determinant matching condition
is about the equality of the derivative (Jacobian) of the map with the fermion determinant
and not about the map itself, hence the non-uniqueness. Moving to higher orders may fix
this uniqueness issue. It is useful to point out that when one works to any finite order in
a perturbation theory, one can always find the simplest map relevant to that order, which
will simplify the computation of correlation functions (scattering amplitudes).

We find that the maps can be related at the level of the Jacobian4. The existence of more
than one map at a particular order in the coupling constant is due to the freedom in writing
the Lagrangian. In this paper, we found two distinct four dimensional maps (3) and (11).
We can relate the map (11) that works in all critical dimensions to the simple four dimen-

4The two six dimensional maps in [7, 8] can also be related to each other at the level of the Jacobi
determinant. To do this, we simply need to add terms proportional to (d − 6) to the Jacobian of the six
dimension map (obtained by trial and error) in [8].
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sional map (3) at the level of the Jacobi determinant by adding and subtracting a term
of the form 4ng2∂ C(x − y) Āa∂̄ C(y − x)Aa in (7). This implies that when the Jacobian
(13) is written in d = 4 in the helicity basis, some terms get canceled. The Jacobian of the
simpler map (3) in d = 4 only produces the non-trivial terms. Thus, to any given order one
can find different maps which satisfy all the conditions of the main theorem.

Towards N = 1 light-cone superspace in d = 4

In the light-cone gauge, we found that the Lagrangian (2) contains a four fermion interac-
tion term. This might complicate the construction of Nicolai map at higher orders in the
coupling. An alternative way out is to study this approach in the language of superspace.
In the following section, we find a superspace map and comment on its properties.

5 The map in superspace

In the light-cone superspace, the Lagrangian (2) takes a very simple form. The main
ingredient in superspace is the superfield given by

φ(y, θ) = iA(y) + θχ̄(y) . (17)

where y = (x+, x− − i√
2
θθ̄, x, x̄) and θ, θ̄ are the anti-commuting variables. We also have

the covariant derivatives d , d̄ given by

d = − ∂

∂θ̄
− i√

2
θ∂+ , d̄ =

∂

∂θ
+

i√
2
θ̄∂+ , (18)

which satisfy {d, d̄ } = −i
√
2∂+. The superfield and its conjugate satisfy dφ = 0 and

d̄φ̄ = 0. The action is then

S =

∫
d4x d2θ

{
− i√

2
φ̄a

✷

∂+
φa +

√
2gfabc

(
∂̄

∂+
φaφbφ̄c +

∂

∂+
φ̄aφ̄bφc

)

−g2fabcfade 1

∂+
(φb dφ̄c)

1

∂+
(φ̄d d̄φe)

}
.

(19)

In the following, we adopt the notation : x = (y, θ) and x̃ = (x, θ, θ̄). The former will be
referred to as ‘chiral coordinates’ while the latter as ‘super coordinates’. The chiral super-
field in the Lagrangian thus depends on the chiral coordinates as φa(x). The integration
measure is written as dx̃ . We find a transformation to order g2 such that it maps the
full N = 1 Lagrangian to a free Lagrangian in superspace. The Jacobi determinant of the
transformation is one and it preserves the chirality of the superfield. In order to write such
a transformation, we use

✷G(x̃ − ỹ) =
dd̄

−i
√
2∂+

δ(6)(x̃− ỹ) . (20)

Note that G(x̃ − ỹ) is chiral w.r.t x̃ while it is anti-chiral w.r.t. ỹ.
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We find the following transformation

φ
′ a(x) = φa(x) + 2igfabc

∫
dỹ ∂+G(x̃− ỹ)

∂̄

∂+
φb(y)φc(y)

+
i√
2
g2fabcf bde

∫
dỹ ∂+G(x̃ − ỹ) d̄φc(y)

1

∂+2
[φd(y) dφ̄e(ȳ)]

+ 2g2fabcf bde
∫
dỹ dz̃ ∂+G(x̃− ỹ)

∂

∂+
φ̄c(ȳ) ∂+G(ỹ− z̃)

∂̄

∂+
φd(z)φe(z) ,

(21)

where x = (y, θ), y = (y
′
, θ

′
), z = (y

′′
, θ

′′
) are the chiral coordinates and ỹ = (x

′
, θ

′
, θ̄

′
) , z̃ =

(x
′′
, θ

′′
, θ̄

′′
) are the super coordinates. The map for φ̄

′ a is obtained by complex conjugation.

It is easy to check that we can now write the Lagrangian as − i√
2
φ̄

′ a ✷

∂+φ
′ a. We compute

the Jacobian of the transformation using the fact that

δφa(x)

δφb(y)
= δab δ(x − y) ,

δφa(x)

δφ̄b(ȳ)
= 0 . (22)

The delta functions of the chiral coordinates are 5-dimensional while those of the super
coordinates are 6-dimensional. Note that the above functional variation is chiral. We can
write the delta function in terms of x̃ and ỹ as

δ(x− y) = dδ(x̃− ỹ) . (23)

The non-trivial contributions to the Jacobian relevant at order g2 are

δφ
′ a(x)

δφm(w)
= δam δ(x −w)

+ 2igfabc
∫
dỹ ∂+G(x̃− ỹ)

{
δbm

∂̄

∂+
(δ(y −w))φc(y)

+
∂̄

∂+
φb(y) δcm δ(y−w)

}

+2g2fabcf bde
∫
dỹ dz̃ ∂+G(x̃− ỹ)

∂

∂+
φ̄c(y) ∂+G(ỹ− z̃)

×
{
δdm

∂̄

∂+
(δ(z −w))φe(z) +

∂̄

∂+
φd(z) δem δ(z −w)

}
.

(24)

Using (6) along with (23) and the fact that dG(x̃− ỹ) = 0 yields

det

(
δΦ

′ a
i (x̃)

δΦm
j (w̃)

)
= 1 +O(g3) , (25)

where i, j = 1, 2 and Φ1 ≡ φ, Φ2 ≡ φ̄. Thus we find that by using the chirality constraint
in superspace, the trace vanishes till order g2. We expect this to hold at higher orders
in the coupling as well. Hence, the superspace map offers an alternative way to compute
correlation functions using a free theory in superspace. Finally, the goal would be to find
such a map for the case of the maximally supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory and see what
it can teach us about the mathematical properties of the theory.
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6 Discussion on Nicolai map and quadratic forms

The light-cone Hamiltonians for the pure and the maximally supersymmetric theories in
d = 4 can be expressed as quadratic forms [22–24]. Here, we focus on the quadratic form
structure in the pure Yang-Mills theory. The light-cone Hamiltonian for this theory may
be written as

H = 2

∫
d3xDĀaD̄Aa , (26)

where

D̄Aa = ∂̄Aa − gfabc
1

∂−
(Āb∂−A

c) , (27)

and DĀa is obtained by complex conjugation.

We now propose an alternative way to express this Hamiltonian. We introduce new variables
A′a , Ā′a given by

A′a(x) = Aa(x)− 2gfabc
∫
d2y ∂CT (x− y)

1

∂−
[Āb(x′)∂−A

c(x′)] , (28)

where x′ = (x+, x−, y, ȳ) and 2 ∂∂̄CT (x − y) = −δ2(x − y). In these new variables, the
Hamiltonian takes the form

H = −2

∫
d3x Ā′a∂∂̄A′a . (29)

Thus, (28) is a bosonic transformation that maps the Yang-Mills Hamiltonian to a free
Hamiltonian. It is therefore of interest to explore whether this transformation (28) has a
connection with the Nicolai map (3). We believe that the expression (28) represents a good
place to begin an investigation of possible links between the Nicolai map and quadratic
form.
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Appendix

A Notations and conventions

We start with a gauge theory involving bosonic (Aµ) and fermionic (ψ) degrees of freedom
in the adjoint representation. We work here in the light-cone gauge and do not explicitly
specify the dimension. The allowed dimensions for the supersymmetric Yang-Mills theories
to exist will get fixed using the Nicolai map (particularly the matching of fermion and the
Jacobi determinants). These dimensions are referred as the ‘critical dimensions’ [7].

The light cone coordinates are given by

x± =
(x0 ± xd−1)√

2
. (30)

The transverse coordinates are given by xi where i = 1, ...d − 2. The derivatives with
respect to the light-cone coordinates are denoted by ∂± (−∂∓) while those with respect to
the transverse coordinates are denoted by ∂i.

Gamma matrices satisfy {γµ , γν} = −2ηµν where ηµν is the light-cone metric. The γ± are
defined as

γ± =
1√
2

(
γ0 ± γd−1

)
. (31)

They satisfy

γ± 2 = 0 , γ+
†

= γ− ,
{
γ± , γi

}
= 0 ,

{
γ+, γ−

}
= 2 . (32)

The gamma matrices satisfy the following trace identities

Tr (γµ γν) = −r ηµν
Tr (γµ γν γρ γσ) = −r(ηµν ηρσ − ηµρ ηνσ + ηµσ ηρν) (33)

where r = 2
[D]
2 and it counts the number of off-shell fermionic degrees of freedom.

We introduce two hermitian projection operators

P+ =
1

2
γ−γ+ , P− =

1

2
γ+γ− which satisfy P 2

± = P± , P+P− = P−P+ = 0. (34)

We start with the action

S =

∫
ddx

(
−1

4
F a
µνF

µν a +
i

2
ψ̄a γµ (Dµψ)

a

)
, (35)

where F a
µν = ∂µA

a
ν − ∂νA

a
µ + gfabcA b

µA
c
ν , ψ̄ = ψ†γ0 and Dµ = ∂µδ

ac + gfabcAb
µ . The fabc

are the structure constants of the gauge group SU(n).
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Here, we will not explicitly distinguish between Majorana, Weyl, and Majorana-Weyl
spinors to keep notations simple. Note that this is justified because our calculations require
only basic Clifford algebra and the trace relation (33).

The equation of motion corresponding to the gauge field is

DµF
µν a − i

2
gfabcψ̄b γνψc = 0 . (36)

We make the gauge choice Aa
− = 0 which renders ν = + in (36) as a constraint equation

and we get

Aa
+ = − 1

∂+
(∂iA

i a)− gfabc
1

∂+2
(Ab

i∂
+Ai c)− i

2
gfabc

1

∂+
(ψ̄a

+γ
+ψa

+) , (37)

where the operation 1
∂+ is defined as

1

∂+
f(x−) = −

∫
dy− θ(x− − y−) f(y−) , (38)

where θ(x− − y−) is the step function.

The equation of motion for the fermion field is given by γµDac
µ ψ

c = 0. The fermion field ψ
can be decomposed into ψ± using the projection operators

ψ± = P±ψ , ψ̄± = ψ̄P∓ and ψ = ψ+ + ψ− , ψ̄ = ψ̄+ + ψ̄− . (39)

Acting P+ and P− on the equation of motion, we get the following two equations

Dac
− ψc

− = −1

2
γ+γiDac

i ψc
+ i = 1, .....d − 2 , (40)

Dac
+ ψc

+ = −1

2
γ−γiDac

i ψc
− i = 1, .....d − 2 . (41)

Since (40) is a constraint so we solve for ψa
− and we obtain

ψa
− =

1

2
γ+γi

1

∂+
Dac

i ψ
c
+ . (42)

Expanding the fermion term in terms of ψ± (and its conjugate) and substituting the con-
straint equations (37),(40) in (35), we obtain the Lagrangian in the light-cone gauge

L =
1

2
Aa

i✷A
a
i − gfabc

(
∂i
∂+

Aa
i ∂

+Ab
jA

c
j + ∂iA

a
jA

b
iA

c
j

)

−g2fabcfade
(

1

4
Ab

iA
c
jA

d
iA

e
j +

1

2

1

∂+

(
∂+Ab

iA
c
i

) 1

∂+

(
∂+Ad

jA
e
j

) )

+
i

2
ψ̄a
+ γ

+

(
D ad

+ − 1

2
γiD ac

i

1

∂+
γjD cd

j

)
ψd
+

−1

8
g2fabcfade

1

∂+

(
ψ̄b
+γ

+ψc
+

) 1

∂+

(
ψ̄d
+γ

+ψe
+

)
.

(43)
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The last term of (43) is a four fermion interaction term which was absent in the original
action. This is a feature which distinguishes the light-cone formulation of the theory from
other gauges.

We now restrict to d = 4 and introduce the transverse coordinates

x =
(x1 + ix2)√

2
, x̄ = x∗ , (44)

and their derivatives ∂̄ , ∂ respectively. We also introduce the helicity field

Aa =
Aa

1 + iAa
2√

2
, (45)

and its conjugate Āa.

The 4× 4 gamma matrices are

γ0 =

(
0 1
1 0

)
, γi =

(
0 σi

−σi 0

)
, (46)

where σi are the standard Pauli matrices.

The fermion fields in d = 4 satisfy the Majorana condition ψ = Cψ̄T where the charge
conjugation matrix C is

C =

(
iσ2 0
0 −iσ2

)
. (47)

The fermion field ψa(x) takes the form

ψ =




∂̄
∂+ χ̄

−χ̄
χ

∂
∂+χ



. (48)

The Lagrangian (43) can now be simplified and written purely in terms of the physical
fields (Aa, Āa, χa, χ̄a) as

L = Āa
✷Aa − 2gfabc

(
∂̄

∂+
Aa∂+ĀbAc +

∂

∂+
Āa∂+AbĀc

)

−2g2fabcfade
1

∂+

(
∂+AbĀc

) 1

∂+

(
∂+ĀdAe

)

+
i√
2
χ̄a

(
✷

∂+
δac − 2gfabc

1

∂+
(∂Āb + ∂̄Ab) + 2gfabcĀb ∂

∂+

)
χc + i

√
2gfabcχ̄a ∂̄

∂+
(Abχc)

+ i
√
2 g2fabcf bde χ̄a 1

∂+2
(Ad∂+Āe + Ād∂+Ae)χc − i

√
2 g2fabdf becχ̄aĀd 1

∂+
(Aeχc)

+g2fabcfade
1

∂+
(χ̄bχc)

1

∂+
(χ̄dχe) .

(49)
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B Quartic fermion term

For simplicity we study the d = 4 case. The analysis however holds true in any d. The
path integral takes the form

Z =

∫
DAaDĀaDχaDχ̄a exp

[
i

∫
d4xL1 +B

]
, (50)

where L1 contains all terms in (2) except the four fermion interaction term and B is the
four fermionic interaction. We now expand the exponent of B to the linear order (since we
are working to order g2 and B is exactly of that order)

Z =

∫
DAaDĀaDχaDχ̄a (1 + i

∫
d4xB) exp

[
i

∫
d4xL1

]
, (51)

Z = Z0 + Z1 . (52)

The fermion determinant can be evaluated in the term Z0. Let us denote this determinant
by ∆F (A, Ā, g). The form of Z0 is then

Z0 =

∫
DAaDĀa ∆F (A, Ā, g) exp

[
i

∫
d4xLYM

]
, (53)

where LYM denotes the Yang-Mills Lagrangian. The term Z1 is the path integral Z0 with
the four fermion interaction term as an insertion. The term Z1 may be computed using the
standard technique of introducing sources by considering

Z0[J ] =

∫
DAaDĀaDχaDχ̄a

exp

[
i

∫
d4xLYM +

i√
2

(
(χ̄a + J̄bQ−1 ba)Qac(χc +Q−1 cdJd)− J̄aQ−1 acJc

)]
.

(54)

Here Qac denotes the quadratic operator in the fermionic part of the Lagrangian while
Q−1 ac denotes the fermion propagator in the presence of gauge field. A change of variables
in the path integral from χa to χ

′ a = χa+Q−1 acJc and similarly for its complex conjugate
allows us to integrate the fermion fields and get a factor of ∆F (A, Ā, g). By differentiating
Z0[J ] with respect to the sources and putting them to zero we find the form of Z1 to be

Z1 =

∫
DAaDĀa ∆F (A, Ā, g)G4(A, Ā, g) exp

[
i

∫
d4xLYM

]
. (55)

Thus,

Z =

∫
DAaDĀa ∆F (A, Ā, g)[1 +G4(A, Ā, g)] exp

[
i

∫
d4xLYM

]
. (56)
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We can define ∆′
F (A, Ā, g) = ∆F (A, Ā, g)[1 + G4(A, Ā, g)] as the effective fermion deter-

minant. Note that G4 is a product of two fermion propagators. The fermion propagator
in the presence of a gauge field is an infinite series in the coupling g. Since Z1 is itself at
order g2, we must only consider the leading term in the series which is nothing but the free
fermion propagator given by ∂+C(x − y). But since all the four fermion fields are at the
same space-time point, G4 vanishes as ∂+C(0) = 0.

Thus four fermion term starts contributing to the fermion determinant from order g4.
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