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1. Introduction

Recently, several lattice gauge theories which preserve partial supersymmetry on the lattice are
proposedl, 2,13,/4]. The main purpose in these models is to solve the fine-tuning problem. The
fine-tuning problem is the difficulty to recover the target continuum theory including the quantum
effects. To construct such formulations, they utilize the topological twisting. Topological twisting
is picking up a set of supersymmetry generators which does not include the infinitesimal translation
in its algebra. In this way, partial supersymmetry can be preserved on the lattice which breaks the
translational invariance.

It is very important to investigate whether the models really solve the fine-tuning problem or
not. To do it, we should examine whether they recover the target continuum theories or not. In
the perturbative level, such investigations have been done [BlelBut, on the other hand, there
is not a sufficient study which takes the non-perturbative effects into consideration. Then we will
non-perturbatively investigate whether the models really solve the fine-tuning problem or not.

2. The non-perturbative criteria

Note that the models can be regarded as the lattice regularizations of the topological field
theory (TFT). This is because preserved supercharges on the lattice are equivalent to the BRST
charge in the TFT obtained by the topological twisting. The target continuum theories of these lat-
tice models are extended supersymmetric gauge theories including the TFT as a special subsector:
Therefore the topological field theory in the continuum theory must be recovered in the continuum
limits if the lattice models really recover the target continuum theories.

In this work, among the several properties of the TFT, we investigate the behavior of the
BRST cohomology/]. The BRST cohomology is defined with the vacuum expectation value
(0) of an operator@ vanishing under the operation of the BRST cha@éBRST closed) but
not BRST exact. The BRST exact is a quantity written by @eperation of a gauge invariant
quantity. We can obtain thés') exactly by the semi-classical approximation since the quantity
(0)) is independent of the gauge coupling due to the property of the Hilbert space of the TFT,
Namely, (&) can be regarded as one of the non-perturbative quantities. Therefore, by examining
whether the BRST cohomology in the continuum theory can be recovered at the continuum limit
or not, we can non-perturbatively investigate whether a lattice model can recover the continuum
theory or not.

In this paper, we consider whethef” = (4,4) two dimensional CKKU model1] really have
the desired continuum limit or not. To do it, we study the BRST cohomology on the lattice. Then
we compare the BRST cohomology on the lattice with the BRST cohomology in the continuum
theory, and we consider whether the BRST cohomologies in the target theory are really recovered
in the continuum limit. From this study, we consider whether the target theory is recovered in the
continuum limit or not.

3. The BRST cohomology in the target continuum theory.

To make a comparison between the BRST cohomologies in the target continuum theory and
the ones on the lattice, we explain the BRST cohomology in the target continuum theory. The
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action of the continuum theory is written by the BRST exact form as described at the eq. (5.1) in
the paperT]. The BRST transformation laws of the continuum theory are given at the eq. (5.2) in
the paperf]. Among the transformation laws in the eq. (5.2), we pick up following transformation
laws

Qg =0,
Qv = Yy,
Qyu = iDyo, (3.1)

here, since we use these to create the BRST cohomologies in the continuum theory31i) eg; (
denotes the gauge field and tigg denotes the BRST partner of the gauge field.

In the continuum theory, at least, the BRST cohomologies are composgd/pyandy,. To
compose the BRST cohomologies by these fields, we can utilize the ‘descent relation’ proposed by
Witten [8]. Let us prepare the differential 0-form, 1-form and 2-form operator set

% = Tr(PZa
7/:l. = Tr(Pl.U,
Wo = Tre(dv+VvAV)+ YA Y, (3.2)

wherey andyv are differential 1-form denoted by = ,dx* andv = v, dx*. Hered denotes the
exterior derivative. The set satisfies the following the ‘descent relation’

Q%o = 0, (3.3)
Q= d#i1 (k=1,2). (3.4)

Utilizing this property, the BRST closed operatafg can be constructed by the integral &k
(k=1,2) over thek dimensional homology cyclg,

o= | Mo (3.5)
3
We can confirm that these operators are BRST closed by the explicit calculation,
Q=Q [ #i= | dhca= [ Ha=o, (3.6)
Y W 0¥k

since any homology cycle does not have boundaries. Als@fhie the BRST closed operator due
to the transformation la\@¢ = 0.
Thesedy are BRST cohomologies although they renally written by the BRST exact form,

ﬁlz/QTr(pv, ﬁzz/QTrl,U/\v. 3.7)

The operatordr v andTr ¢y A v are not gauge invariant. The BRST exact quantities are defined

by the Q-operation of gauge invariant quantities. Therefore th@sand &, are not BRST exact

but BRST closed quantities, namely these are BRST cohomologies. Here, please note that the
Q-operation changes the gauge transformation laws as

vy — g vug+gta,g, (3.8)
Qv =y — 9’1%9- (3.9)

This property plays an important role to create the gauge invariant BRST cohomology from the
gauge variant quantitielr gvandTr (g A v.



Lattice Formulations of Two Dimensional Topological Field Theories Tomohisa Takimi

4. The BRST cohomology on the two dimensional/” = (4,4) CKKU lattice model.

Next, let us consider the BRST cohomology on the two dimensionat (4,4) CKKU lattice
model without moduli fixing mass term. The action of the lattice model is written at eq. (3.14) in
[1], and the preserved supercharges and their transformation laws are given by egs. (3.2),(3.3),(3.5)
and (3.6) inlL]. The action can be written by the equivalent BRST exact form described in
eg. (2.14),(2.15) in[q], where the BRST charge is given by the the linear combination of the
original supercharges as described at eq. (2.11j]irlr fact, also the BRST exact action eq. (3.6)
in [6] is completely equivalent to eq. (2.11) id][ One can check the equivalence by identifying
the fields as follows

Xn & V221, An & V24 n, X1 < 22, {\J & /28,
Y_n g \@ZZm; Ah & ﬂWz,n YnT ~ \/ézz,m )\rT A \@El,m
oy & \/§Z§7n7 Nh < ﬂ(‘ﬂ&n —An), Xﬁ: <~ \EXnv Xr(gyr & V23, (4.1)
HE < V2G,, HE'T < V26, X2 & —ivV2(Ysn+An), HE & —d,
Py & \/éz?m-
In this paper, we use the BRST exact form eq. (3.76]rof the CKKU lattice action,
S=0=

=Tr

1 — - - L=
Znn [®Pn, Pn] + Xn - (Hh—ién)

—I-;{)‘n(xr:rq_)n - q_9n+ixr;r) +Ar:r—i (X”_iq_)n N q_Jn_an—i)

+/~\n(Yr:rq_)n - q_)nJernT) + ;\rlj (Ynfj cl_)n - q_ananfj )} ) (4.2)

& = —(anr:r—XrT—ixn—i +Y"YHT_Yr:r—j\(”—i)’
& = 2(XaYnsi — YaXn4j)-

In the tree level, the continuum limit of the eq. (3.7) B] pecomes the topological field theory
action eq. (3.11) in€] (or eq. (5.1) in]), which is equivalent to the two dimensional” = (4,4)
super Yang-Mills theory. In the continuum limit, the lattice field variafldecomes the fielg
in the continuum theory, and the gauge fielgscome from the bosonic link fields, XT,Y,YT.
The BRST partners of the gauge fielgls come from the fermionic link fields) ,/\T,X ,)N\T. For
later use, we distinguish the degree of freedom as the two{ggit and.«%,. Here{®,} is the set
composed only by the field), and the set7, is composed by the other fields.

The BRST transformation laws are given in eq. (3.7)dh [

QXn :ﬂn, Qén = ®nXn — chDn+i7
QYa = An, QAn = @Yy —Yncbn+j7
QHy = [®n, Xn'], Qxn =Hn',
C C C C C (43)
Q'jn = chXn —Xn ¢n+i+j7 QXn = Hn ’
QP = N, QNn = [®n, n],
Qo, =0.



Lattice Formulations of Two Dimensional Topological Field Theories Tomohisa Takimi

Note that this is a homogeneous transformatio%@fTherefore, the transformation can be written
as the tangent vector

0 9 0
A AT
Q Z d)(g-_'_ ndY + naYn
+[®p XR]7+(¢nXC—XC¢n+i+')L+(‘DnX XS i) = 4 + s 0
N OHE noan P oHE " AopST T Mo,
0 9
+(PnXo = Ko@) 5 + (PpX] — XT Py ) PPN
+(PnYn — Yo ® »)i+(cb YT -Yio, ) 9
nin n=n+j ﬁ;\n nin n *n-j a;\g
_ 9 9
+Hp - [q)n, (Dn] (4.4)

‘?Xn Onmn |

In addition to this charges, we introduce another fermionic operator written by the tangent vector

~ 17} 17} 0 0
t f 7
— + +Y, +Y, +® +Xn-—=—- 4.5
Q ;Xnd Xa )\T nﬁ/\ nﬁAT T Xn FTE (4.5)

Then, the anti-commutation relation between these two charges becomes the number Bperator
which count the number of fields in the s&f, as follows

. 9 o - 90 4 0
T T

: + FYnao Y+ P 4 Hy =

1.0k = ZX” x”a oY Moyl Mo " oy
a 09 < 8 <40 9 0
FAng A AN Ao A e+ +Xn 55

"oh oAl ok, M aar  Man A o,

= N,. (4.6)

Please note that any function of the field variathiesn be written in terms of a sum of eigenfunc-
tion of N/, namely

h="S hn,,  Nyhy, =nyhn,, nye{O0}UN, (4.7)

ng,=0

since any term in the functiomhas definite number of fields in the set. In addition to this ho-
mogeneous property of the BRST chaf@ethis Q does not change the gauge transformation law
opposite to the continuum theory case. One can confirm it by checking that each field variable re-
sides on the same link or site as its BRST partner respectively. Please look at BRST transformation
laws eq. (3.7) in§] and Fig. 1 in B].

From these properties of BRST charges, we can see that BRST cohomology must be com-
posed only by® on the lattice. We will show it. First, let us consider the BRST closed function
h; satisfyingQh. = 0. From the property eqi4(7), alsoh. can be decomposed by the sum of
eigenfunctions of the operatt,,,

hc == Z hc7n'%. (48)
ng, =0
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Since the BRST operator is homogeneous transformation which does not change the number of
fields in.«, the BRST operato® commutes with the number operatey,, namely

[Q,N,]=0. (4.9)
Then, ifQh. = 0, each eigenfunctioh;,, must be BRST closed,
Qhe =0« Qhp, =0, (ni, € {O}UN). (4.10)

The BRST closed eigenfunctiohs,, , with non-zero eigenvalue,, # 0 can be formally written
as the BRST exact form since

hen,, =N *Nyhen, =n HQ,Qthen, =n'QQhey, . (4.11)

In this equationQh.,, must be gauge invariant if the functibg,, , is a gauge invariant function,
since theQ-operation does not change the gauge transformation law. Therefore, in the BRST closed
functionh;, BRST closed non-zero eigenfunctibg, , must be BRST exact. Finally, we can see
that the only the zero eigenfunctibig, which is the polynomial composed only B can be the
BRST cohomology among the eigenfunctions. This is the end of proof.

The above situation stands for any lattice spacing. This tells that the BRST cohomology must
be composed only bgp no matter how the lattice spacing is small, namely even in the continuum
limit. Therefore the BRST cohomology in the target continuum theory, which are composed not
only by ¢ but also by gauge fieldg, and their partnergy,, cannot be realized from the BRST
cohomology on the lattice. Finally, we obtain the possible implication thatthe: (4,4) CKKU
lattice model cannot realize the desired target continuum theory.

4.1 A possible reason why the BRST cohomology cannot be realized on the lattice

Among the BRST cohomologies in the target theory, the quantities composgdand ¢,
which are 1-form and 2-form operatofg and 0>, are defined by the inner product between the
homology cycle and its dual cohomology of the base manifold. Such inner products are topolog-
ical quantities which are invariant under the infinitesimal transformation of the base manifold. It
is generally difficult to construct such topological quantities on the lattice. On the lattice, gauge
symmetry is defined with the gauge parameters which are completely independent of the parame-
ters on the neighbor sites. Such a property of the lattice gauge symmetry admits the singular gauge
transformation which prevents us from the realization of the topological quantities on the lattice.
Therefore we could not obtain the BRST cohomologies which are composedand .

Inhomogeneous terlgrldpg in the eq.8.8) are removed from the gauge transformation law
of the corresponding link gauge fields due to the property of the lattice gauge symmetry. By this
property,Q on the lattice does not change the gauge transformation law. Also it would be the reason
of the impossibility to realize the corresponding BRST cohomology on the lattice.

5. Conclusion and discussion.

We investigate whether the supersymmetric lattice model, which is the two dimensiogral
(4,4) CKKU supersymmetric lattice model, really recover the target theory or not through the ex-
amining whether the property of the TFT are really recovered in the continuum limit or not. In this
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paper, as the first step, we estimate the situation by the comparison between the BRST cohomology
on the CKKU lattice and the BRST cohomology in the = (4,4) target continuum theory. By

the investigation, we have understood that the BRST cohomology in the target continuum theory
cannot be realize from the BRST cohomology on the lattice. This implies that there is a possibility
that the CKKU lattice model cannot realize the desired target continuum theory.

Moreover, we consider the reason of the impossibility. The reason of the impossibility would
be that the BRST cohomology is a topological quantity defined by the inner product between the
homology cycle and its dual cohomology. It is generally difficult to construct such a topological
guantity on the lattice since the gauge symmetry on the lattice admits the singular gauge transfor-
mation which prevents us from the realization of the topological quantity on the lattice. From this
observation, we can guess that also other models3}4] might be difficult to recover the desired
target theories. But, from this, we could obtain the valuable strategy to develop the lattice formu-
lation which can easily recover the desired target theory, namely the formulation applicable to the
numerical study. We propose to apply the Admissibility conditi@refc, which would enables us
to define the topological quantity, to define the BRST cohomology on the lattice and to recover the
desired target theory.
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