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Abstract

We study non-relativistic limits of the A/ = 6 Chern-Simons-Matter theory that
arises as a low-energy limit of the M2-brane gauge theory with background flux. The
model admits several different non-relativistic limits and we find that the maximal
supersymmetry we construct has 14 components of supercharges, which is a novel
example of non-relativistic superconformal algebra in (1 + 2) dimension. We also

investigate the other limits that realize less supersymmetries.
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1 Introduction

The ubiquity of the Chern-Simons-Matter system has been much appreciated in recent
studies of theoretical physics. On one corner of the theoretical physics, i.e. in string
theory, the M2-brane mini-revolution [IL2L[3l4] has created a novel class of gauge-gravity
correspondences based on the Chern-Simons-Matter theory, and we believe that it will
eventually bring us deeper understanding of the M-theory itself. On the other corner of
the theoretical physics, i.e. in condensed matter physics, the Chern-Simons-Matter theory
has been long known to give an indispensable tool to analyze the effective theory that
appears in the quantum Hall effects.

The natural question that connects these two distinguishing branches of theoretical
physics would be: Can we understand the quantum Hall effect from M2-brane gauge
theory? El The question is much like whether we can understand the QCD from the string
theory. Although it is true that the quantum Hall effect in the effective Chern-Simons-
Matter system is not supersymmetric (like real QCD) and the rank of the gauge group is
just Abelian, we expect that qualitative features of such a theory can be extracted from
the non-relativistic limit of these M2-brane gauge theories.

For example, one can use the “Seiberg duality” of A/ = 2 Chern-Simons-Matter the-
ory [6,[7] to translate a level & U(1) Chern-Simons theory with one fundamental matter
multiplet to a level k& U(k) Chern-Simons theory with one fundamental matter multiplet
coupled with a singlet supermultiplet. It may be possible to study the large k behavior
from the string theory because the latter dual theory is strongly coupled from the gauge
theory viewpoint.

However, the real hurdle in this scenario lies in the non-relativistic limit, which is the
main scope of this paper. Even the supersymmetry (SUSY) can be completely broken
in the limiting procedure, depending on the specific non-relativistic limit that we choose.
It is furthermore not a priori obvious how many supersymmetries can be realized in a
given non-relativistic conformal limit. We note that the complete classification of the

non-relativistic superconformal algebra is still unavailable. Unlike the relativistic super-

Fractional quantum Hall effect has been discussed in [5] by using the edge states in the ABJM
model [4] and other D-brane setups.



conformal system, there seem a lot more possibilities. Indeed, we will find many in this
paper.

In [89], they studied the non-relativistic superconformal algebra embedded in one-
dimensional higher dimensional relativistic superconformal algebra. This is a standard
way to realize the bosonic counterpart: Schrodinger algebras inside a relativistic conformal
algebra (or AdS algebra)d. Some non-relativistic superconformal algebras we obtain in this
paper are not included in their list. Furthermore, the explicit construction of the non-
relativistic superconformal field theories is non-trivial even when the algebra is known
(see [211221231[24] for some previous attempts from the field theory).

With this motivation, we study the non-relativistic limit of A/ = 6 Chern-Simons-
Matter theory [4] (known as ABJM model). The model is a candidate dual gauge theory
for M2-branes in orbifold space. We introduce the background 4-form flux that yields
the maximal supersymmetric mass deformation [25[26,27]. The non-relativistic limit of
the theory gives a novel supersymmetric Chern-Simons-Matter theory with maximum 14
supercharges. We also obtain less supersymmetric limits, which include the supersym-
metric theory without any superconformal charges (but invariant under the full bosonic
Schrédinger group).

The organization of the paper is as follows. In section 2, we study the maximal
supersymmetric mass deformation of the ABJM model. In section 3, we take the maximal
supersymmetric non-relativistic limit of the mass-deformed ABJM model, and investigate
the non-relativistic superconformal algebra. In section 4, we examine other possible non-
relativistic limits, which yield less supersymmetric theories. In section 5, we give some
discussions and conclude the paper. In Appendix A, we have summarized our spinor

convention in (1+42) dimension. We discuss the consistency of the truncation in Appendix
B.

2Non-relativistic conformal algebra [I0,TT,12}13] is sometimes called Schrodinger algebra because it
was originally found as the maximal symmetry of a free Schréodinger equation. See also [T4L[I5,16,17,18]
[T9,20] for further investigations.



2 Mass deformed ABJM model

ABJM model describes a low energy effective theory on the M2-branes probing the C,/Z;
orbifold. It is a U(N) x U(N) Chern-Simons quiver gauge theory with bi-fundamental
matter fields. The model has the manifest A/ = 6 superconformal symmetry (with 24
supercharges).

Our starting point is the relativistic action for the ABJM model given by

k 2 %
S = / & {EeWTr(AMa,,AA + gAMAVAA — A,0,A, — nguA,,AA)
— TrD, X D' XA — iTe U4 D, Wy — Vios — Vier| (2.1)
where the bosonic potential is given by
4 2
Vios = —3—7]; Tr(XAXEXBXEXOX] + XixAxExBx)xC
FAXAXEXOXTIXPX] — 6xAXEXPXTXOX]) (2.2)
while the fermionic potential is given by
2mi t vATB Ayt 7B
Vie = ——Tn [XAX TB0, + XAX| 00
—2XAXLw,UF —2X T X PO,
— AP XTI W XU + eapop XAUPTXCOWPT| (2.3)

The original ABJM model possesses an SU(4)g symmetry, under which a field with the
upper index A (X4 and ¥4) transforms as 4 and one with the lower index A (X:[1 and
W 4) transforms as 4. The gauge group is U(N) x U(N) and X and ¥4 transform as
(N,N) and X and U4 transform as (N, N). The model is parametrized by one integer

k given by the level of the Chern-Simons action.



The ABJM action is invariant under the N'= 6 SUSY transformation [28,29]
SXA — Ei(ri*>AB\I]B ’ 5Xix = —yfBe, ZB 7
6V 4 = —iyte Ty D, X7
+ 2%(—2’@ We(XOXEXP — XPXIXY) 4 2ieTop XOX|XP) |
00t = —iD" X ey, (I™)*7

2 . .
T %(z’(XLXcXé — XEXOXT)e (I)AB — 2ixE XAX e (I)°P) |

2 _ . .
5AM = —%(Z‘XA\IIB’}/MQF;‘B + 'l.gi(rz*)AB%t\DAX;) )
Y . :
64, = TNy el + iE(07) P, X Up) | (2:4)
where ¢; (for i =1,---,6) are six independent Majorana fermions. We take the explicit

form of gamma matrices 'y 5 as

MNM=oy®1, [? = —ioy ® 03, I3 =ioy @0y,

F4:—0'1®0'2, F5:O'3®0'2, F6:—i1®02. (25)

These chiral SO(6) gamma matrices are the intertwiner between the SU(4) antisymmetric
representation (with the reality condition) and the SO(6) (real) vector representation.
Note that $e4PCPTL, = —(I'*)*5. The model is also invariant under the conformal
transformation, so that the theory has 12 additional superconformal charges [30].

The mass deformation of the ABJM model was studied in [25,26,27]. We focus on the

maximally supersymmetric mass deformation,

Vinass = m>Tr(X [ X4) 4 imTr(0°0, — 09T,
47

- ?mTr(X“X[Ta Xvxh - xvxl, xVx}l) (2.6)

which breaks the SU(4) R-symmetry down to the SU(2) x SU(2) x U(1). We set A =
(a,a’), where a and o' are two SU(2) indices, and we have introduced the following
notation

X[aXb] = XaXb — XbXa .



Though the mass term breaks the SU(4) R-symmetry down to the SU(2) x SU(2) x
U(1), the N/ =6 SUSY remains once we add the SUSY transformation

5m\pa = imeiF;BXB ) 5m\I1a = —ZmEZ(PZ*)QBX; ,
oWy = —ime T8 s X5 6,0 = ime,(T™)7BX1, . (2.7)

The mass deformation obviously breaks the conformal invariance, so the 12 superconfor-
mal generators are lost accordingly. From the M-theory viewpoint, the mass deformation
corresponds to turning on a background 4-form flux in the bulk. After taking the mass
deformation, the theory has multiple vacua including the broken (Higgs) phase, but we

focus on the unbroken phase in the following non-relativistic limit analysis.

3 Non-relativistic limit

There are several possible ways to take a non-relativistic limit of the relativistic action.
We first investigate the non-relativistic limit which preserves the maximal SUSY. It turns
out that the non-relativistic limit preserves 14 supercharges (including 2 superconformal

charges).

3.1 Action

We begin with the bosonic part. The relativistic scalar field X4 can be decomposed into
two non-relativistic scalar fields ¢ and ¢*4 [I5,21] as
1

XA — \/T—m (e—imt¢A I eimta)*A) 7 (3.1)

where ¢# describes a particle degree of freedom and qg A describes an anti-particle degree
of freedom. To obtain the maximal SUSY transformation, we discard QAS 4 and only keep
¢AH After the substitution of our ansatz (B.]), the kinetic part of the original relativistic

action is replaced by the Schrédinger action:

i T ( LDoqﬁA)—%Tr(Di I D¢ . (3.2)

3In the later section, we will investigate other choices of the non-relativistic limit to obtain less

supersymmetric theories. We discuss the consistency of the truncation in Appendix B.



Similarly, the relativistic fermion field ¥4 can be decomposed into non-relativistic

two-component spinor fields 1,4 and 1&2‘ in the following form:
Ua=e "+ Moy . (3.3)

Again, in order to obtain the maximal SUSY theory, we discard the anti-particle degrees
of freedom 4. Actually, only the half of the spinor components are dynamical in the

non-relativistic limit. To see this, we note that the Dirac equation

1Dy +m D Uy,
’ " "“1=0 (Di=D £iDy), (3.4)
D_ —iDo +m \Ifga
is decomposed into the two equations:
2mip1, + Dty =0, D_1ry —iDgthe, =0, (3.5)

in the non-relativistic limit. We can replace the first component of the non-relativistic
spinor 9y, by —5—;%@. Then, the non-relativistic equation for the second component of

the fermion is given by the Pauli equation:

D_D.

iD0¢2a - — 2m nga . (36)

In the same way, the Dirac equation for W, is given by

'Z.DQ —m D+ \Ijla’

=0, (3.7)
D_ —ZDO —m \Ifga/
and in the non-relativistic limit, it becomes
iDotpra + Do =0, D 10 — 2mapae =0 . (3.8)

We can replace the second component of the non-relativistic spinor ¢, by g—njb@bla/, and
the first equation yields the Pauli equation:

D, D_
2m

1Dyt = — (P (3.9)

In the following, we drop the subscript 1 (for 1,/) and 2 (for 1,) with the above substi-

tution implicitly assumed.



We now present the non-relativistic ABJM action obtained by substituting the above
non-relativistic ansatz. We only keep the quartic potential terms and neglect the sextic
terms that are irrelevant deformations in the non-relativistic superconformal limit [I5] [21].

Due to the topological nature, there is no change in the Chern-Simons term:
k o A 21 - - 20 2 . .
Scs = e dtd”z e Tr | A, 0, A\ + gAuAVAA — A, 0,A\ — gAMA,,AA . (3.10)
The kinetic terms for bosons and fermions are given by
1
Skin = /dtd2$ {iTT(¢2D0¢A) - %TT(Di " Dig¢™)
1 /
+ i Tr(p™ Do) + %Tr(z/ﬂ“D_Dma + T D+D_¢a,)} . (3.11)

We can also rewrite the Pauli terms as

imTr(WD_Dma + 9 D D_y)
:%Tr (01 (D2 = Fiavha + i) | + %Tr 1 (D2 P )|

The non-relativistic fields ¢?, ¢, ¥, and ¥, all transform as (N, N') under U(N) x U(N).
Let us move on to the potential part. As we have mentioned, we discard the irrelevant
sextic potential and we only keep the marginal quartic termsf]l The bosonic potential

comes from the supersymmetric completion of the mass term in (Z0]), leading to

T a a ’
S = [t (68,000}, — 676],676}) (3.12)

4Note the classical scaling dimension of the non-relativistic fields D(¢*) = D(¢*) = D(1hy) =
D) = 1.



The fermionic potential comes from the non-relativistic limit of (2.3)):

Sew = o [t Te (607 + 61,07 )6 = 01V )
+(6°0) + 0" ol) (Lot — ™)
= 20°0at™ + 207 Gl w ™ — 201"y + 2000”1 by
— iee? plhdl e — i e ¢l vy
e el Wy dla + ie” S €l bl
+icapra "V Y + iepewa ™ VI PT
—ieqyecad” Y1 Yt — iGb/cfﬁad¢a¢Tbl¢cl¢Td] : (3.13)

Here, we have dropped the higher dimensional terms including the derivatives of fermions.
The final non-relativistic ABJM action is given by the sum of BI0), (311), (312) and

BI3).

3.2 Bosonic symmetry

Let us investigate the symmetry of the non-relativistic ABJM model. First of all, the

model is invariant under the bosonic Schrodinger symmetry (4 some internal symmetries):

e time translation: 0t = —a
5 = aDyg” | 0a = aDo)y ,
(SAO = 5140 =0 y (SAZ = CLF(]Z' y 5/21@ = CLFOZ' y (314)

with the conserved charge (Hamiltonian)

H = /d255 {%TT(DMQD@A + D D) + %TT(WQ(FH% — P Fl2))
1

~ 2m

Tr (@bTa/(Fm%' - %/Fm)) + Vhos + V}er:| :
(3.15)
e spatial translation: dz° = o’
0¢" = —a'Di¢" ,  Sa = —a'Ditba
§Ay = a'Fy; | §Ay = a'Fy, . 0A; = Eija,jFlg . 0A; = EijajF12 . (3.16)



with the conserved charge (momentum)
i
P = / Papi, pi=—3Tr [8hDio" = Digho + v Dys — D) . (317)
e infinitesimal rotation: dx; = —f¢;;a7

56" = feia' IO | Gy = Beia' DIburtsb0, . 6ty = By’ DItby =500

0Ag = —Oey;a' Fy; ,  0Ag = —Oeya’Fy; . 0A; = —0x,;Fiy , 0A; = —0x,F1y (3.18)
with the conserved charge (U(1) angular momentum)H
J=- /dzzr {eijxipfr%Tr(W“% - w*a’wm} : (3.19)
e total number density (actually a part of the gauge symmetry)
00" = —iam¢? | P4 = —iamipy , A, =06A, =0, (3.20)
with the conserved charge (total mass operator)
M = m/dzxp . p=Tr(ohot +9Tyy) (3.21)
e infinitesimal Galilean boost: 6z’ = —v't

6¢" = —(imv'z; — ' Dy)¢” . 04 = —(imv'z; — ' D)4,
Ay = —tv'Fy,; | 51210 = —tvlﬁom

~

(SAZ = —tEij’UjFlg s (SAAZ = _tEijUjF12 s (322)
with the conserved charge

G; = /dzz [—tp; + ma;p] . (3.23)

®We have added the separately conserved U(1)r to obtain the conventional spin 1/2 of fermions.
Actually, in two spatial-dimension, the addition of arbitrary amount of U(1)r (or U(1)g) does not

change the Schrédinger algebra.



e infinitesimal dilatation: 6t = 2at, dz' = az’
6t = —a(1 +2'D; +2tDg) ¢ | 6a = —a(l + 2'D; + 2tDo)a |
6Ag = aa'Fy | 64y = aa'Fy; |
0A; = a(ea? Fry — 2tFy) ,  0A; = aleyal Fry — 2tFy,) (3.24)
with the conserved charge
D= —2tH + /d%: 'p; . (3.25)

e infinitesimal special conformal transformation: 6t = —at?, 2’ = —ata’

St = (at — %mamQ + atz'D; + atzDO) o4
0y = (at — %maa:z + ata'D; + atzDO) (9
6Ag = —atr'Fy ,  6Ag = —ata'Fy,
0A; = _atEijijlg + at’Fy; | SA; = —ateij:zjﬁlg + at*Fy; , (3.26)
with the conserved charge
K= —t*H —tD + %m /dzz:vzp : (3.27)
These generators satisfy the Schrodinger algebraH

Z[J, Pz] = Eiij Z[J, Gz] = EijGj s Z[PZ,G]] = (SUM s Z[H, Gz] = PZ s
ilD,H|=—2H , i[D,K]=2K, i[H K|=D, i[K P]=-G;,

To derive these, as in [15], it is useful to note that A; and A; are solved by A L= A L+ =0,
A= —%ia_ fd2yG($—Z/)(gb“‘gbi1 —Pabt)(y) and A = _%rm_ fd2yG($—y)(¢f4¢A+
Y9 4)(y) where G(x — y) = % log |z — y|.

In addition, the model possesses some internal global symmetries:

6The Poisson bracket (more precisely Dirac bracket) is defined by [F, G]pp = —i (— 6%1 % + ‘;—i %) -
z(g;ﬁ ‘g—f + 5(; j g;}—cf), where % denotes the right derivative and % denotes the left derivative. We
further replace the Poisson bracket with the quantum mechanical (anti-)commutator [F, G]pp — —i[F, G]

or —i{F,G}.

10



06" = —iag® ,  0¢¥ =iag™ , = —ifa, Ou =iftuw
6A, =064, =0, (3.29)

with the conserved charges
s = / CrTr(gho” — ¢lo™) . Qr = / & Te( ", — 1" vy) . (3.30)

We have used @ to improve the U(1) angular momentum. The diagonal part o = 3

is a part of the gauge symmetry.
SU(2) x SU(2) R-symmetry
The first SU(2) is generated by

5% =i (o) ", 6, = —iat (o)) 0y,  (others) =0 . (3.31)
The corresponding generator is
R = / &z Tr (¢](0))%¢" — 1 (07) 2y) - (3.32)
Similarly,
66" =iat(0))% ", oy = —iai(c}) Yy ,  d(others) =0 . (3.33)
The corresponding generator is
R = / @ T (6l ()% 0" — 01 (01). vy ) (3.34)

The above global internal symmetries commute with all the bosonic generators of

the Schrodinger algebra.

3.3 Supersymmetry

The non-relativistic limit of the mass deformed ABJM model has the non-relativistic

supersymmetry induced from the supersymmetry of the original relativistic theory. Let

us first begin with the kinematical SUSY. The first order supersymmetry is obtained by

11



the direct non-relativistic limit of the relativistic supersymmetry. They are generated by

the following charges
€Q = iV2m |(e1 + iex) Tr(iglupy — ighihy — "™ + ¢¥ 1)
+ e Tr(—i' ™ +ig* Y™ + ¢l — dly)
+eaTr(¢' ™ + ™ +igl by + igh )
+ e Te(—¢" ™ + ¢*Pt> —igl by + il i)
+eg(iop ™ + ™™ + ¢l + ¢;¢2)] , (3.35)

and similarly by €*Q* by just complex conjugation. There are total five independent

complex superchargesﬂ and we relabel them so that
Q= \/2m/d2atjg (i=0,3---,6), (3.36)

where

Tr(iglws — igh — "™ + ¢¥ 1) |
Tr(—ig' ™ +ig* ™ + ¢laby — dlhn)
Tr(¢' 9™ + ™™ +igl vy +ighah) |
(—¢
(

Tr(—¢' ™ + ¢*¢1? — il +ighaby) |

Tr(ig ! + ig® ™ + ¢l + o) . (3.37)

Q" is singlet under the SU(2) x SU(2) R-symmetry while Q¢ (i = 3, --6) transform as
2 x 2 representations under the SU(2) x SU(2).

We can compute the anti-commutation relations as
{Q% QY}y =2M | {Q7, Q7 = 2Mo™" — 2imR™" |
{Q. mﬂzﬂ%Qﬁzo |
ilJ, QY = , LY =507,
WQFWQFWW%4AMﬂK%=M@bU (3.38)

"Note that e; — ie5 does not appear in the first supercharges, which results in the emergence of the

second dynamical SUSY.

12



R™" are particular combinations of the SU(2) x SU(2) R-charges introduced in (3.34)):

R = /d%Tr(_WT%' + Wllwlf + hop™ — Pyt — ¢1¢>I + ¢2¢§ — (bT,(bl/ + qb;(é?) ,

R¥ = / CaTr( gy + ™My — o™ — 9 — 916l — *0] — ¢l,0” — ole"),

R* = / daTe(ip™ Py — i vy + g™ — i +ig' ¢f — ig*0] — ig],0” +idhe"),
R® = / daTe(ip™ Py — i vy — igp™ + i —ig o] + i¢*0] — ig],0” +idhe"),
R = [Ty — o — " — 0 — 0] - 0] + o + o).

R = / CaTe(—y™ vy + T Py — o)™ + 19T +¢' 0] %0l -6l 6" +0},0%) .

(3.39)

Since the particular combination of the SUSY parameter ¢; + ie3 does not generate
the first order kinematical SUSY transformation, one can construct the second dynamical

SUSY transformation [21123]. The second SUSY is generated by the supercharge

Q2= = / d*x Tr ¢*D+w2 ¢>£D+¢1—¢¢1’D+W+i¢2’D+w“’). (3.40)

The supercharge () is invariant under SU(2)x.SU(2) R-symmetry. The anti-commutation

relations for (), can be computed as

[Qn@i}=H ., {QLO5} =P, {QQ:} = {Q7, Q5 = {Q. Q) = 0
@] = [H,Q] =0, il],Qs] = —5Qs

N T S A S

i[K, Q) = tQq — \/7/d2xx Jo, [M,Qs] =[R™,Qq=0. (3.41)

As expected from the first anti-cummutation relation in (3.41]), we can rewrite the Hamil-

tonian (3.I5) by using the Gauss law constraints
2m - 2m
Fiy =22 (0% —vav™) . B = 25 (ohot +uMea) (3.42)
in a manifestly semi-positeve definite form:

H o= [ gt (D-0 D6+ (D) D)

13



‘l’%Tr((Dﬁ-wa)TD-i-@ba + (D—wa’)TD_¢“')

2 AN 1/
+m—7;Tr((eab¢“w*b — ie" Py ) (eand™ ™ — i€y )

—i—%Tr((e“b(bliﬂb + ieay ™ ") (P @iy, + iea/brlprlqb“l)) . (3.43)
The commutator of K and () defines the superconformal charge
i|K, Qs =S, (3.44)
so that

S =1Q2 — /%/d% "o (z* = 2t £i2?). (3.45)

Then the anti-commutation relations containing S are

{Q?,S*} =—G_ ) {QT*,S} = {Q?Lvs} = {Q??S} =0 )
{Q3. 5} = —%D - %J + Zz’R . {8,8"Y=K, (3.46)

where R is an R-symmetry generator defined as
2 2 1 1 .,
R = — /d2l’ Tr <§¢L¢a - §¢l/¢a - nga¢a + gwa %') . (347)

In fact, R generates the U(1) R-symmetry

R QY = —iQ . iRQY) = i5QT
iR, Qa] = —iQ . ilRS) = i (3.48)

and commutes with all bosonic generators
[R,Tg| =0, Tp=A{P, H, J, G;, D, K, M, R™, R} . (3.49)
Finally the remaining non-trivial commutation relations are

I[P, S] = —Q° . i[H,S] = —Q,, i[J,S]:—%S,
iD,S] =S, [GiS]=[K, S| =[MS]=[R"™ 8 =0. (3.50)

14



3.4 Summary of the superconformal algebra

We summarize the superconformal algebra with 14 fermionic generators obtained in this

section. The bosonic part is nothing but the Schrodinger algebra:

ilJ, Py = —iP, . i[J,P_]=iP_, i[J,G]=—iG, , i[J,G_] =iG_
i[H,G,| =P, , i[H,G.|=P_, i[K,P,]=—-G, , i[K,P.|=—-G_
i[D,Py] = —P, . i[D,P.]=-P_, iD,G,]=G, , i[D,G_]=G_
i[D,H) = —2H , i[H,K|=D, i[D,K]=2K , i[P,,G_]=2M . (3.51)

The fermionic part is

{@.QV) =2M | {Q7".QF) = 2M5™ — 2miR™

{Q2.Q3} =H, {Q1,Q3} =P-, {Q,Q1} =P,

iLQY = 5@ QY = 57 Qe = —5Qe.

i[G—7Q2] = _Q(l) ’ Z[G-HQ;] == TO ’ Z[D7Q2] = _Q2 ) Z[Dsz] = —Q§ )
iK.Q =S, ilH.8=~Q;. iP..S|=~@Q, il].5] =35

(8.5 =K. {S.Q" =G, , ilD.5] =S, {S.Qs}=5(iD—J+5).

iR QY = —iQ) iR, QY] = 5Q1, ilR.Qa) = —iQu, iIR.S]=—iS.  (352)

4 Less SUSY limit

In this section, we study other non-relativistic limits of the mass deformed ABJM model,
which lead to less supersymmetric theories. The result is summarized in Table [l We
only consider the non-relativistic limit which preserves SU(2) x SU(2) global symmetry
while it is possible to obtain less and less SUSY limit by breaking SU(2) x SU(2) global

symmetry.

15



Limit | X* X* ¥, U, | Q1| Qs | S
3 P P P P |10] 2 |2
41 | P A A P | 8|00
42 | P A P A | 4100
43 | P P A A 0|00

Table 1: The matter contents of possible non-relativistic limits that preserve SU(2) x
SU(2) and non-trivial supersymmetries. P and A denote particle and anti-particle, re-

spectively.

4.1 8 SUSY limit

Let us take the ansatz for the non-relativistic limit of scalars as

!

X — e—imt¢a 7 X — eimt(zg*a’ ’ (41)

1 1
V2m V2m
and fermions as

\Ifa = eimtO'g’l?EZ s \I/a/ = 6_imt’l/)a/ . (42)
The Dirac equation for ¥, gives slightly different results from those in section 3:
ity
i5 v

The action is given by Scs + Skin + Sbos + Ster, Where Scg is the same as in (310 while

(4.3)

the kinetic term is given by
Avr s 1 I
Skin = /dtd2$ [z'Tr(gleogb“ + ¢Ta Dodar) — 2—Tr(Di¢2Di¢a + D,-QST“ Dipar)
m
3 ~ ~ / 1 N n /
+ 4 Tr ()] Dotp® + 11 Dybar) + %Tr(wgD_Dma + 9D D )| . (4.4)

Now, ¢ and 1, transform as (N, N) under U(N) x U(N) whereas ¢, and ¢® transform
as (N,N) .

The leading bosonic potential that will survive in the conformal limit is

bos = | dtd?x —Tr (¢! °ol — &7 Gt i) . 4.5
S = [dtdP 100000y — 676106 ) (45)

km
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The fermionic potential comes from the non-relativistic limit of (2.3)):
Stw =~ [T [0k + 0]+ )
+(0°0k + 01 6u) ()" + ™)
= 20"l — i Gy Bl™ +id' Gluhurt” + O Gy ™)
2} + i P — idwd I+ Bud U )] L (46)
Let us study the bosonic symmetry of the theory. The theory possesses the full
Schrodinger symmetry and SU(2) x SU(2) R-symmetry acting on indices a and o’. In ad-
dition, the theory is invariant under U(1)g and U(1)r generated by @Qp(¢%, Gty 17, Vy) =
(1,—1,0,0) and Qr(o%, Gur, V7, Yy) = (0,0,1,—1). Furthermore, because € and ¥
do not appear in the action, the SU(2) x SU(2) symmetry is enhanced to U(2) x
U(2) with additional U(1)g charge generated by Qg, (¢, dar, ¥, 1) = (1,0,1,0) and
QRQ (¢a’ qga’a ,lj)a’ ¢a’) = (O> 1, 07 1)H
We now consider the SUSY transformation. The supersymmetries generated by I'! and
I'? do not act on the fields non-trivially any longer because the particles cannot transform
into anti-particles in the non-relativistic limit. The only non-trivial SUSY transformations

are generated by 376,

The corresponding SUSY generators are

Q% = V2mi / d*z Tr (—wlw”’ + gt — T2 4 é*z'z&“) :

Q' = V2mi / d?z Tr (gle’ + *p™ it g2 + z’q@”’z&l) :

Q} = V2mi / PoTe (—g ' + 6%l — gl P!+ g2

Q) = V2mi / &z Tr (z'qsw“’ +igPpt — M — QETT@P) . (4.7)
We can compute the anti-commutation relations as

{QT, Q1Y =2M™" — 2miR™ | ilJ, Q1 = % m
[H, Q7] =[P, QY] = [Gi, Q%] = [D, Q%] = [K, QY] = [M,Q}] =0 . (4.8)

8Since there are two relations: M = Qr, — Qr, and Qp + Qr = Qgr, + Qr,, the total symmetry is

U(2) x U(2) x U(1)p. In addition, a particular U(1) x U(1) is a part of the gauge symmetry.
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R™" are particular combinations of the SU(2) x SU(2) R-charges:

R3 = /d%Tr(—wTT@Dg/ + ey, — 1&2@ + 1@11&1 — ¢1¢I + ¢2¢£ + o™y — <ZA5T2,<%2') ;

R¥ = / PaTr( oy + 0Ty + P20 + 1] — 'l — %] + & by + 67 )

R = / CaTe(i™ gy — it gy + )] — i O] + i ol — i*¢] — id™ by +i0™¥ dy),
RY = / PaTe(i)™ gy — i gy — )] + i O] — ig' ol + i) — o™ by +i0™¥ dy),
R — / PaTr(=p gy — oy + 0] + 10 — 60} — 261 — 31 by — 617 4y),

R® — / o Tr(— o + 9Ty + P0] — O]+ ¢ — 0?9 +6™ d1— 6T dar) .

(4.9)
We cannot construct a dynamical SUSY charge ()5 and hence there is no supercon-
formal generator S. This gives us an example of non-relativistic superconformal field

theories with no superconformal charges.

4.2 4 SUSY limit

We take the ansatz for the non-relativistic limit of scalars as

. / 1 A
e—zmt¢a’ Xa — ezmt¢*a , (410)

X =
\V2m

1
\V2m

and fermions as

U, =e ™, . Uy = ™oyl (4.11)
The Dirac equation for W, gives slightly different results from those in section 3:
iDy s
g 2”1%’ (4.12)
wr,

The action is given by Scs + Skin + Sbos + Ster, Where Scg is the same as in (B.10]) while

the kinetic term is given by
Ayt ~ 1 Ay ~
Sicn = / did’x [iTl“(cleocb“ + ¢ Dogw) = 5 —Tr(Did Di" + Dig" Didr)
m

. ~ ~ 1 ~ ~
+ Tr(" Dot + G, Dotd®) + o= Ta (™ D_Dyipy + 0, Dy D4) | (4.13)
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Now, ¢* and 1, transform as (N, N) under U(N) x U(N) whereas ¢ and ¢ transform
as (N, N). This is equivalent to the non-relativistic limit studied in [22].

The leading bosonic potential that will survive in the conformal limit is
s A
S = [t Te(7 6], 606, — 6 6y ) (4.14)
The fermionic potential comes from the non-relativistic limit of (2.3)):
T N RN
Suw = o [atda'Te (6167 + burd™ )00 + V)

+ (60} + 01 dur) (™ + 0"

2™ + Gl ) — 2ot + GBI . (45)

Let us study the bosonic symmetry of the theory. The theory possesses the full
Schrodinger symmetry and SU(2) x SU(2) R-symmetry acting on indices a and a’. In ad-
dition, the theory is invariant under U(1)g and U(1)r generated by (4%, b, Va, 1&“’) =
(1,—1,0,0) and Qp(¢®, dur, the, ™) = (0,0,1,—1). Furthermore, because ¢® and ¢’
do not appear in the action, the SU(2) x SU(2) symmetry is enhanced to U(2) X
U(2) with additional U(1)x charge generated by Qg, (¢, ¢ar, e, ) = (1,0, —1,0) and
QRz (¢a’ qga’a ’Qba, @Ea/) = (07 1a 07 _1)

While the bosonic sector has a larger symmetry than the limit discussed in section 3,
the number of supersymmetry is reduced. This is due to the fact that the supersymmetries
generated by I'*~% do not act on the fields non-trivially any longer because the particle
cannot transform into anti-particle in the non-relativistic limit. The only non-trivial

SUSY transformations are generated by I'* and I'2. The kinematical SUSY charges are
Qu(= Q1+ Q%) = Vami [ ot (il — iolun)
Qi(= Q1 —iQY) = V2mi / d*z T (_qzl,@;; - qég,ﬂ,) : (4.16)

and there is no dynamical SUSY. As a consequence, there is no superconformal symmetry.

The anti-commutation relations are

{QLQl} = 2MP ) {@;@1} = 2MA ) {Qla@l} = {QIv@l} =0 ) (417)

9There is one relation between U(1) charges: Qr, — Qr, = Qp — QF, so the total symmetry is
U@2)xU(2)xU(1)p xU(1)pr. In other words, the U(1) symmetries are generated by all the independent

rotations of (¢%, an/,l/ia, 1&“/). A particular combination of U(1) x U(1) is a part of the gauge symmetry.
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where Mp is the mass operator for particles, and M 4 is the mass operator for anti-particles.

4.3 0 SUSY limit

We can construct a non-supersymmetric theory by taking the non-relativistic ansatz

1 )
X4 = —e Mgt 4.18
e (4.18)
and
Uy = ™oy, (4.19)

It is clear that since the bosons are all particles and fermions are all anti-particles, there
is no non-trivial supersymmetry acting on the non-relativistic theory.

Without writing down the action explicitly, we just point out that the bosonic sym-
metry is given by the Schrédinger algebra with global SU(2) x SU(2) x U(1)g x U(1)p
symmetries. Due to the lack of the supersymmetry, however, it is quite probable that the
model breaks the conformal invariance at the quantum level. Conformal invariance of the

non-relativistic Chern-Simons-Matter theory has been discussed in [3111321[33].

5 Discussion and Summary

In this paper, we have studied various non-relativistic limits of the A” = 6 superconformal
field theories and constructed different non-relativistic conformal field theories. While the
kinematical SUSY is easy to obtain, the emergence of the dynamical SUSY is non-trivial.
We need a specific combination of the relativistic supersymmetry whose leading order
supersymmetry transformation vanishes in the non-relativistic limit.

One may try to obtain more supersymmetries by starting with Bagger-Lambert A/ = 8
supersymmetric Chern-Simons theory [23]. Again it is not so difficult to construct the
limit where only the kinematical SUSY remains while it is still an open question whether
we could obtain more dynamical supersymmetries there.

Given a new non-relativistic superconformal algebra, one could define a (non-relativistic)

superconformal index [22], and compute it from the explicit theory we have constructed in
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this paper. The superconformal algebras we have obtained in this paper have a non-trivial
involutive anti-automorphism, so it is straight-forward to define a new class of indices.

Finally, the supergravity dual of the non-relativistic limit of the ABJM theory is of
most importance for a future study. The existence of several different non-relativistic
limits, as we have discussed in this paper, suggests that corresponding different non-
relativistic limits should also exist in the dual supergravity solution. It would be very
interesting to pursue this direction further. Some related supergravity backgrounds with
Schrodinger (super)symmetry have been studied in [341[35]36] 37,3839, 40} 41],42] 43| [44)
FI5, 16, 7 IS, 19 50, 51
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A Spinor convention

We take the (—, +, +) metric convention and chiral representation of the gamma matrix in
(14 2) dimension: v* = (io3, 01, —09). They satisfy the Clifford algebra {7*,~"} = 2n*.
The Dirac conjugation is given by ¢ = 7% = ¢tig3. The corresponding scalar product
is Y = i@b;ag‘ﬁwg. We can define a raised spinor by ¢® = e*ipy = iagﬁwg so that
XY = xX“, is a Lorentz scalar. Similarly we define ¢y’ = eaﬁnga = —(x¥)*.

In this chiral basis, the Majorana condition is imposed by ac1* = ¢ with |a|? = 1.

We choose a = —i with no loss of generality.
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B Consistency of the truncation

In this appendix, we address the consistency of the non-relativistic truncation studied
in the main text. When we substitute the non-relativistic ansatz with both particles
and anti-particles into the relativistic action, we have non-trivial interactions that might
induce inconsistency.

Having Non-Abelian ordering of the operators and index structure suppressed, which

are irrelevant for this study, we have the following interactions in the relativistic theory

(G + Grbar) (Wt + Vithr) + cuc.
Gty + e, Guoyety +cc.
Gutby Py +cc. . Prbyde + .,
PE DA+ cc, Prby b+ coc.
iy Py + e, Prabyduy + coc. (B.1)

As discussed in [23], we can impose either the strong condition, which means the
conservation of the particle number, or the weak condition, which means the consistency
at the level of classical equation of motion. The former is strong because there could be
no quantum creation of particles, but the latter truncation is still consistent as a classical
theory because it does not provide any source for discarded fields.

We see that the PPPP truncation (section 3) is consistent under the strong condition
while PAAP (section 4.1), PAPA (section 4.2) and PPAA (section 4.3) truncations are
only consistent under the weak condition. We could imagine the truncation which does
not satisfy any condition such as PPPA truncation. While there is no problem in finding
classical Schrodinger invariant field theories from such a construction, the supersymmetry

is typically broken.
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