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SPECTRAL ENERGY OF DIRAC OPERATORS FOR FERMION SCATTERING
ON TOPOLOGICAL SOLITONS IN THE NONLINEAR O(3) c-MODEL

DAIJU FUNAKAWA, SATOSHI OKUMURA AND YUKI UEDA

ABSTRACT. We present a criteria affirming the existence of discrete ground states of the Dirac op-
erators which describe the fermion scattering on topological solitons in the nonlinear O(3) o-model.
Additionally, we investigate a sufficient condition that elucidates the phenomenon of supersymmetry
breaking within the supersymmetric quantum mechanics associated with this Dirac operator.

1. INTRODUCTION

Topological solitons of nonlinear field models play an important role in field theory, condensed
matter physics and hydrodynamics etc (see e.g. [7,]]). In this paper, we study the Dirac operators
which describe fermion scattering on topological solitons in the nonlinear O(3) o-model (see [6] for
details). Moreover, we investigate whether the supersymmetric quantum mechanics constructed from
this model has supersymmetry breaking or not. As below, we introduce the Dirac operator for fermion
scattering on topological solitons in the nonlinear O(3) o-model.

Let 0; € M3(C) be the Pauli matrices for j = 1,2, 3, that is,

01 0 —i 10
(Vo) = (T) (0 h)

The spin matrices are defined by v; = (ioj) ® 13 for j = 1,2 and 73 = (—03) ® 1, where 1, is the
d x d identity matrix. It is easy to verify that

° UJZ =1y for j = 1,2,3 and also o109 = i03, 0903 = 101 and o301 = i09;
o 77 =14 for j = 1,2,3 and also v172 = 173, 7273 = —i and 371 = —i72;
o {0j,01} =02 and {7y;,7} =04 forall 1 <j#Fk <3,

where {a,b} = ab+ ba and 0y is the d x d zero matrix.

Denote by N the set of all vector fields n = (nq,n2,n3) such that
n-1) n; is continuously differentiable a.e. R? for j = 1,2, 3;

n-2) [n(x)|]| =1 a.e. x € R

n-3) Dyn; is bounded a.e. R? for all j =1,2,3 and k = 1,2;

(
(
(
(n-
where || - || is the standard Euclidian distance and D; is the generalized partial differential operator

in the variable z;, and also V = (D1, D) is a (generalized) gradient. Due to condition (n-2), which

asserts that sup,cg2 [nj(x)| < 1, the function n; can be considered a bounded multiplication operator
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on L?(R?). Additionally, in accordance with condition (n-3), the operator Dgn; can also be viewed

as a bounded multiplication operator on L?(R?) for j =1,2,3 and k = 1,2.

Definition 1.1 ([6]). A Dirac operator for fermion scattering on topological solitons in the nonlinear

O(3) o-model (for short, fermionic Dirac operator) is a linear operator on L?(R?;C*) ® C? defined by
2 3

Hferm = Hferm (1) 1= —i Z'V?/Vka ® 1y + mZ%”j ® T
k=1 Jj=1

for Yukawa coupling constant m > 0, n = (ny,n2,n3) € N and 7 = (11,72, 73) := (01, 02,03).

By the natural identification L?(R?;C*) ® C? = @2, L%(R?; C?) ® C?, one can see that Hpey, has
the matrix representation Hyem = H @ H, where H is a linear operator on L%(R?; C?) ® C? as
3
(1.1) H = H(n) := (—ioaD; +i01D2) ® 15 — mZO'g’I’Lj ® Tj.
j=1
Since Hfepny is diagonal, we have o(Hier,) = o(H). In the following, we use H as the fermionic Dirac
operator instead of Hiepm,.

Denote by C = {(r,¢) : 7 > 0, 0 < ¢ < 27} the polar coordinate system and ® : C — R? the polar
coordinate conversion. A unitary operator U : L?(R?) — L?(C,rdrdy) defined by Uf = f o ® plays
a role of the polar coordinate conversion for operators. Then we get the equivalence of operators:

3
H(n) ~ H(n) = (—iUng + ’iJng) ® 1y — mZJgﬁ;»(@ T;
j=1
with respect to the unitary conjugation by U ® 12, where nj = UnjU_1 for j =1,2,3 and

sin cos ¢

l’)\izcosgp-ar— 'asp, and l%:singo-&n—i— ~8¢,

r
see Sections 3.1 and 3.2 for more details. By the unitary invariance of spectrums, we have o(H(n)) =
o(H(n)), cq(H(n)) = 04(H(n)) and oes(H(n)) = 0es(H(n)), where 04(A) and oes(A) := o(A) \
04(A) are discrete and essential spectrums of an operator A, respectively. Especially, we are interested
in the Dirac operator H(n) ~ H(n) when a vector field n is the hedgehog-ansatz m(F), that is, for

w=(r,¢) €C,
(1.2) ni(w) =sin F(r)cos Ny, na(w)=sin F(r)sin Ny, mn3(w) = cos F(r),

where N € Z and F : (0,00) — [0, 7] is a function that is continuously differentiable and subjects to
specific boundary conditions. The function F' is called a profile function.

In nuclear physics and quantum field theory, the notion of ground states is significantly important
in elucidating the lowest energy of the Hamiltonian (Dirac operator) in a quantum mechanical system.
Rigorously, a ground state of a self-adjoint operator T' bounded from below is defined as a nonzero
eigenvector in ker(7 — Ey(T")), where Eo(T) := inf o(T") denotes the lowest energy of T'. Notably, as
H(n)? is positive, its lowest energy Eo(H(n)?) is grater than or equal to zero. In Proposition 241
we prove that gess(H(n)) = (—oo, —m] U [m, o0) holds true for all vector fields n € N, consequently
implying oess(H(n)?) = [m?,00) and oq(H(n)?) C [0,m?). From diverse perspectives such as nu-
clear physics, quantum mechanics and condensed matter physics, it is concerned whether Ey(H (n)?)

belongs to the discrete spectrum o4(H (n)?). As an interest of purely mathematics, the similar type
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problem has already studied (see [3, [4]; the existence of discrete ground states of Dirac operators in

the chiral quark soliton model). Here, we introduce the notion of discrete ground states.

Definition 1.2. Let T be a self-adjoint operator bounded from below. If Ey(T) € o4(T), then a
non-zero vector in ker(T — Ey(T)) is called a discrete ground state of T. In addition, we denote by
Ef(T) = inf(o(T) N [0,00)) and Ey (T) = sup(co(T) N (—00,0]). If Ef (T) € aa(T) (resp. Ey (T) €
o4(T)), then a non-zero vector in ker(T' — Eg (T))) (resp. ker(T — Ey (T))) is called a discrete positive
(resp. negative) energy ground state of T

In this paper, we firstly establish sufficient conditions for the existence of discrete energy ground
states for the fermionic Dirac operator H(n(F')) with a hedgehog-ansatz. These conditions provide
insights into the stability and nature of the solutions associated with the model. To derive sufficient
conditions, our attention is directed towards the reduced component H (¢, s,t) of the Dirac operator
H(n(F)). Specifically, we focus on its action within an eigenspace of the grand spin operator K3,
characterized by an eigenvalue of the form £+ 5 + %, where £ is an integer, and s and t take values

of +1. By scrutinizing the operator H (¢, s,t)?, our first main theorem is established.

Theorem 1.3. Let us consider a profile function F. If there exist £ € Z and ¢t € {1,—1} such that

> 1d P4 (0+1) dF

f Sdf 1d  E++1) o

fECf)i’n((O,oo)) <f’ < a2 rar 212 ot ar M > f>2 <0,
I fll2=1

then H(n(F')) has a discrete positive or negative energy ground state, where C§°((0,00)) is the set

of all compactly supported C*°-functions on (0, 0c0) and

(u,v)9 := / wr)o(r)rdr  and  |jullz := v/(u, u)s
(0,00)
for all u,v € L?((0,00), rdr).

A strategy of proof is to use the min-max principle as well as [3] and [4]. However, the choice of
vectors in the eigenspace of the grand spin operator K3 is quite different from the previous works,
see Lemma [.1] for details.

The Dirac operator H = H(n) is employed to construct a supersymmetric quantum mechanics
denoted as a quadruple { L?(R?;C?) ® C2, H?, H,T'}, in which I is a unitary and selfadjoint operator
on L?*(R?;C?) ® C? satisfying the condition {H,T'} = 0. The supersymmetry is a theoretical concept
in physics denoting a symmetry between bosons and fermions. The subsequent goal in the paper
is to establish a sufficient condition for the supersymmetric quantum mechanics associated with the
fermionic Dirac operator H, to exhibit supersymmetry (SUSY) breaking. To elaborate further, the
SUSY breaking means the absence of zero-energy states in the spectrum of the Dirac operator H,
i.e. KerH = {0}. Actually, we will find a sufficient condition to be Eq(H?) > 0, which implies that
KerH = {0}.

sin F'(r)
T

Theorem 1.4. Let n = n(F') be the hedgehog-ansatz with lim sup,_,¢+ < oo. If

Fr(r)2 — (g sinF(r)>2

m > sup
r>0

)
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then the supersymmetric quantum mechanics {L?(R?;C?) ® C2?, H?, H,T'} is SUSY breaking, where

I' is a unitary self-adjoint operator defined in Lemma [5.11

Note that, if H has no discrete energy ground states, then {L?(R?;C?)® C?, H?, H,I'} is automat-
ically SUSY breaking. From the reason, we are interested in the supersymmetric quantum mechanics
{L?(R?%,C?) ® C?,H? H,T'} in which H has a discrete energy ground state and this mechanics is
SUSY breaking. Finally, we give the expected example as above (see Example [.5]).

The present paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we derive into the general spectral properties
of the fermionic Dirac operators. Specifically, our focus is on investigating the essential and discrete
spectrums of H(n). In Section 3, we explain a basic theory for differentiable operators via the
polar coordinate conversion. Furthermore, we introduce and study the fermionic Dirac operators
with the hedgehog-ansatz. In Section 4, we rigorously prove the first main theorem (i.e. Theorem
[[3). In section 5, we establish the class of unitary and selfadjoint operators & on L?(R?;C?) such
that a quadruple {L?(R?;C?) ® C?, H?, H,03 ® £} embodies the supersymmetric quantum mechanics
(see Lemma [5.1]). Finally, we provide a sufficient condition for the SUSY breaking of this quantum

mechanics (i.e. Theorem [[L4]) and we give these examples (see Example [5.5]).

2. CONSTRUCTION OF SPECTRUM

In this section, we denote H as the operator H(n) defined in (ILI)) as the specific vector fields
n under consideration are unimportant. We explore the spectral properties of the fermionic Dirac
operator H.

We denote by Hy := (—ioeDq + i01D3) ® 1o the spin-Dirac operator. It is known that Hy is a
self-adjoint operator on L?(R?;C?) ® C2. Since the operator m Z?:l o3n; ® 7; is bounded and self-
adjoint, it follows from the Kato-Rellich theorem (see e.g. [10, Theorem X.12]) that D(H) = D(Hy)
and H = Hy—m Zj":l osn;j @ 7; is self-adjoint. Therefore o(H) is contained in R. Furthermore, the
symmetry of o(H) is established.

Lemma 2.1. The spectrum o(H) is symmetric with respect to zero, that is, A € o(H) implies that
—\ € o(H). Moreover, so are 0q(H) and oess(H).

Proof. Define an operator I' := 03 ® £ on L?(R?;C?) @ C2, where ¢ is a unitary self-adjoint operator
on L?(R?;C?) such that {&,n-7} = 0 (see Example[5.2 for the existence of £). It is easy to see that I
is also a self-adjoint and unitary operator. Moreover, we obtain I'D(H) = D(H). A direct calculation
shows that {I'; H} = 0 on D(H) (or see Lemma [5.1]). By the relation between I' and H, and also
unitarity of I', we get o(H) = o(I'(—H)I'"!) = o(—H), as desired. A similar argument to the above

proof shows that oess(H) and ogq(H) are also symmetric with respect to zero. O

Lemma 2.2. For any n = (n1,n2,n3) € N, we have
3 2
. (Z akwknj)) .
j=1 \k=1

where A := D? + D3 denotes the 2-dimensional Laplacian.
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Proof. A direct computation shows
2

H? = (ioce D1 ® 12) + (ic1Dy ® 12 Z o3n; @ Tj

3
—|—{02D1,0'1D2}®12 +m E {O‘QDl,Ugnj}®Tj —im E {O'1D2,037”Lj}®7'j
————— . -
-0 Jj=1 Jj=1

3 3
= (A +m?)1y® 1y +im o903(D1n;) @ 7, —im 0103 (Dan;) @ T;
( )12 ® 1o > 0903(Diny) @ 7 > 0103 (Dany) @7

J=1 =i01 j=1 =—io2
3 2
= (—A + m2)12 ® 12 — mz <Z O'k(DkTL])> ® Tj.
j=1 \k=1

For simply, we write —A +m? as (—A +m?)1y ® 1. Here, we define

3 2
V=V(n):= —mz <Z O'k(Dknj)) X Ty
j=1 \k=1

By the definition of 7;’s, one can see the following matrix decomposition of V.

0w
=(w )

where W = W(n) := —m Z?zl((Dlnj) +i(Dany)) @ 7;.

Lemma 2.3. The operator V has

Further, we define
(2.1) L=L(n):=-A+V

Then H? is written by H? = L +m?. Since V is a bounded and self-adjoint operator, L is self-adjoint
and D(L) = D(—A) by Kato-Rellich theorem. Finally, we derive a construction of oess(H) and oq(H).

Proposition 2.4. We have os5(H) = (—00, —m] U [m,00) and oq(H) C (—m,m).

Proof. By [B, Theorem 6.7] and two assumptions (n-3) and (n-4), the operator V' is compact. Since
0(—A) = 0ess(—A) = [0,00), we get 0ess(L) = Tess(—A) = [0,00) by the Weyl theorem (see e.g. [9]
Example 3, Page 117]). Finally, oess(H?2) = [m?, 00), and hence it follows that oess(H) = (—00, —m]U
[m, 00). O

3. HEDGEHOG-ANSATZ

3.1. Differential operators under the polar coordinate conversion. Suppose the polar coor-
dinate conversion ® : C — R?, that is, ®(w) := (rcosp,rsinyp) for w = (r,¢) € C. The map ® is
injective and ®(C) = R? \ {(0 0)}. For a complex valued function f on domain which contains ®(C)
and w € C, we define f(w) := f(®(w)). Then for any ¢ € L2(R2), we have

/ ()P = / v(a)Pde = [ 17w rardg,
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and therefore the isometry U : L2(R?) — L2(C,rdrdyp) can be defined by Ut = 1 for all ¢ € L2(R2).
The operator U is unitary. For (z1,z2) € R?\ {(0,0)}, it is easy to see that Uz;U ! = rcos ¢ and
UzoU~! = rsin g, where x; is regarded as a multiplication operator on L?(R?) for j = 1,2. By the

definition of cylindrical coordinate conversion and the chain rule of partial differential, we see that
sin cos
UDlU_I:coscp-(‘)r——(’D-Qp and UDgU‘lzsingo-(‘)r—i-—(’D-a@,
r r

on U (ﬂ?zl D(Dj)), where Oy is a partial differential operator in the variable # = r, ¢.

By the above relation, we have A := UAU! = 92 + 19, + T%a}; on U[D(A) N C?(®(C))]. The
unitary invariance implies 0(—A) = egs(—A) = [0, 00).
3.2. Hedgehog-ansatz. Consider N € Z. Define a vector field n(F) = (n1,n2,n3), where n; are
defined in (L2) and F : (0,00) — [0, 7] is a function such that

(F-1) F is continuously differentiable on (0, c0);

(F-2) sup,~q|F'(r)] < oo and F’' # 0 on (0, 00);

(F-3) lim, 00 F'(r) =
Define F = {F : (0,00) — [0, 7] : F satisfies the conditions (F-1) - (F-3)}. For F' € F and N € Z,
the vector field n(F) is called the hedgehog- ansat:ﬁl

Lemma 3.1. For any F' € F, we have n(F) € N.

Proof. Sincen; = U~'7; U on ®(C) for j = 1,2,3, we get ny () = sin F (/27 + x3)-cos(NTan"! (22 /21)),
na(z) = sin F(y/23 + 23) - sin(NTan"}(x9/21)) and nz(x) = cos F(\/2? + x3) for all z € ®(C). By
the assumptions (F-1) and (F-2), n; is continuously differentiable and Dyn; is bounded on ®(C) for
j=1,2,3and k = 1,2. It is easy to see that |n(F)(x)|| =1 on ®(C). By the chain rule of the partial

differential, for w = (r,¢) € C, we have

%( ) = on 1(7’cos rsing) = Oy Oy 4+ — O Oy _ %cos +%sin
or or & 14 dx1 Or | Owy Or  Om 14 0xy L&
Since n1(r, ¢) = sin F(r) cos N, it follows from the assumption (F-3) that

ony

a—(w):F/(T)COSF(T)cosng—)O, T — 00.
”
Therefore we obtain Diny(x) — 0 and Donq(x) — 0 as ||| — co. Finally, we get [|[Vni(x)|| — 0 as
|z|| — oco. Similarly, we obtain ||[Vna(x)| — 0 as ||z|| — co. Therefore n(F') € N. O
For an operator A on L?(R?;C?) ® C?, we define the operator A on L?(C;C?) ® C? by
A:=(U®12)AU @ 15)7 1,
where we use the same symbol A as in the unitary conjugation by U : L?(R?) — L2(C,rdrdyp).
Consider H = H(n(F)), V = V(n(F)) and L = L(n(F)) for F' € F as below. By Lemma [B1]
and Theorem 4 we have oq(H) = oq(H) C (—m,m). By Lemma 23 we have H2 = L + m? =
A4V + m?2, where
—i on; i on
_ 0 mys e (-5 e

V= | _
—mZ‘;?:l ey <an] + ﬁ%%) ® T; 0

1The number N is known as the topological invariant, see [I]
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3.3. Reduced part with respect to the grand spin. Let L3 = —ix1Ds + izo D be the third
component of the angular momentum. Define the grand spin K3 = L3 ® 15+ %03 ® 1y + % ® 713. Note
that K3 is a self-adjoint operator on L?(R?; C?) ® C2. By [, (5.16)],

s Nt

o(K3) = op(K3) = {€+ 5+ L€ ste {1,—1}},

where o,(A) is the point spectrum of A. By [, (5.17)], the eigenspace of K3 with an eigenvalue
0+(s/2)+(Nt/2) is given by My s, := ker(L3 —{)@ker(o3 —s)@ker(r3 —t). Therefore L?(R?; C?)®C?
has the following orthogonal decomposition L?(R?; C?)®@C? = tez,s,1e{+1} Me,s,t, under the natural
identification L?(R?;C?) ® C? = L?(R?) ® C? ® C2.

Lemma 3.2 ([6]). Consider H = H(n(F')) for F' € F.
(1) The operators H and K3 strongly commute, that is, their spectral projections commute.
(2) For any ¥ € D(H), we obtain Py, W € D(H) and HPpz,, ,V = Prp,, HV, where Ppy,

is a projection onto My ;.

Proof. The first statement can be proven using a similar approach as outlined in [4, Lemmas 5.2 and

5.3]. The second statement follows readily from the first one. O

By Lemma B2] one can define the reduced part H(¢,s,t) of H to My, that is, H({,s,t) :=
H Ip(r(e,s,)), Wwhere D(H (¢, s,t)) = D(H) N My ;. Note that D(H N(ﬁ s,t)) = D(N) N M&&t’ where
./(/(vg,&t = ker(—z'(‘?@—€)®ker(03—3)®ker(7'3— ). Since UL3U ! = —id,,, we get — B 2 DB (st = 2

and therefore A rD(ﬁ(Z )= % + %% — =3. In the following, we denote by
2 1 2
Ag:zd—-i-—i—é— /e R.

dr?2  rdr r?’

Moreover, for any F' € F, we get

~ ~ 0 W (t)*
Vilpgiese = V) Inges) (W(t) (()) >

where

2 —~ —
(W (1) T)(w) == —me¥ Z(%ﬁ”i%ﬂj)@ +taa ® 1y p U(w)

]_
for any ¥ € D(W (t)) and w = (r,¢) € C. Finally, we get

H(l,5,t)2 = —Ag + < Wo(t) W(()t)* > + m?

=:L(L,t)

on C5°((0,00)). Note that L((,t) =L (i (e.sy) 04 Tess(L(6 1)) C [0,00).

4. EXISTENCE OF DISCRETE GROUND STATES

In this section, we establish sufficient conditions for that H = H(n(F)) has a discrete positive or

negative energy ground state (see Theorems and [[4]). For after discussions, we denote by

v(f)w) = f(r)e'?
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for all w = (r,¢) € C and complex-valued functions f on (0,00) and ¢ € Z. Let u; € C? be an
eigenvector of 73 for each ¢t € {1,—1}, that is, t3u; = tu; for each t € {1, —1}. Further, we consider
¢ € Z and unit vectors f € C§°((0,00)). We then define the following vectors:

VY = () @u,0)" € Mygy  and WYY = (0,0(f) @ w) T € My 1,
1 (€1,0) (Z27 )
& (v 4 w20,
Lemma 4.1. Let us consider ¢1,0y € Z, t € {1,—1} and a unit vector f € C§°((0,00)). Moreover,

V = V(n(F)) for F € F. Then we obtain the following formula.
2

~ 1
(V) (w0 AU 0) = 2 3 A P

k=1
(2) (U0 Vel ey = (s, (F sinF) fa 80,410,

Moreover, for £1,0; € Z and t € {1, -1}, we define \Il(él’ez’ )=

v (e2:8) A\I'(Zl’ )> =0, we obtain

7

( 51, A\I,(fh )> < (327) A\I’(Z2’)>)

Proof. (1) Since OI’%F’),A\I!(ZQ’ =

<\I’(Z1’Z2’ ) A\If (£1,02,t)
f

f_7

(

1

D) [t

%( 5” A qj€17)> + (T g l2:t) Ay \IJ(ZQ’)>>
LU D)+ (T D)),

(v gfﬂr’),V\If(Zl’)> _ ( wl(f())@)ut >’< W()(t) W(()t)* > ( vgl(f())@)ut >>

(
=(("° ) (Wit ow )
0

Similarly, we obtain (\I/(g2 2 V\I/%f% = 0. Hence,
(w0 pg o)
1 -
=3 gf Vv t)>+< 5” it) V\If(gl’)>)
= % (v, (f) @ ue, W ()" (ve, (f) @ we)) + (e, (f) @ we, W(E) (ve, () © we)))
= Re(W (t)(ve, (f) ® ue),ve, (f) @ )

m ; 1 dcos F(r)——
— _ —i(14+01)p jilap |~ s r\n)
mtRe (/0 e e 27Tdcp> </(07 T f(r)f(r)rdr

=mt(f,(F'sin F)f)2 66,410,

For ¢ € Z, we define ¢(¢) := z2+(g+1)2 and

R({,t) == —Agp) + mtc(li—}r7 sin F),

acting on L%((0,00), rdr) with domain D(R((,t)) := C5°((0, 00)).
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Theorem 4.2 (Theorem [[3)). Let us consider F' € F. If there exist £ € Z and t € {1, —1} such that

(4.1) &o (R(L,1)) = feﬁﬁ&m))(ﬂ R(£,1)f)2 <0,
2=1

then H has a discrete positive or negative energy ground state.

Proof. For any ¢ € Z, t € {1, —1} and unit vectors f € C5°((0,00)), we get
<\I/§f7é+l’t),z\1/§f7é+l’t)> _ <\I/§f7g+l’t), _K\P}Z,€+l,t)> + <\I/§f7g+l’t), ‘7\11}675+1,t)>
= <f7 (_AC(Z) + mt(F/ sin F)f>2 = <f7 R(Ev t)f>2

by Lemma [Tl If & (R(¢,t)) < 0 for some ¢ € Z and t € {1,—1}, then there exists a unit vector

f € C5((0,00)) such that (f, R(¢,t)f)2 < 0. The above equality shows that (\Ifgf’ul’t),zklfg’gﬂ’t)) <
0. Since gess(L) = [0,00), it follows from the min-max principal (see [0, Theorem XIII1.2]) that the
operator L has a discrete ground state. Therefore so does H?2. Tt follows the existence of a discrete

positive or negative energy ground state of H (and so is H). O

5. SUPERSYMMETRY BREAKING

A quadruple {H, Q?,Q,T} is called a supersymmetric quantum mechanics if H is a Hilbert space,
@ is a self-adjoint operator on H and I' is a unitary self-adjoint operator on H such that {I",Q} = 0.
In the physical literature, the operators @@ and I' are called a supercharge and a grading operator,
respectively. Initially, we build a supersymmetric quantum mechanics by the fermionic Dirac operators

as follows.

Lemma 5.1. Let H = H(n) be the fermionic Dirac operator and £ a unitary self-adjoint operator
on L?(R?;C?). A quadruple Q(n,¢) := {L*(R?;C?) @ C? H? H,03 ® £} consists a supersymmetric

quantum mechanics if and only if {,n -7} = 0.

Proof. Let us set I' = 03 ® £&. We can regard m Zj":l osnj @ 7 as the operator mo3 ® (n - 7). Since
{o3,01} = {03,092} = 0, we get {03, (—ioaDy +io1D3)} = 0, and therefore {I', Hy} = 0 without a
condition of . Thus, the desired result holds thanks to the following equality

{F703 ® (TL T)} = [0-370-3] ®£(’I’L 'T) +O_§ & {gvln/ 'T} =1L® {67” : T}‘

O

By using Lemma[5.I], we present a characterization of unitary self-adjoint operators & on L?(R?; C?)

such that Q(n,§) constitutes a supersymmetric quantum mechanics.

Example 5.2. If { = fom0 + fi71 + fom + f373 for some f; € L?(R?) (j = 0,1,2,3) and 75 = 1o, then
(i) For any x € R?, we have fj(x) € R for all j =0,1,2,3 (since £ is self-adjoint).
(ii) For any & € R? Z?:o |fj(x)]> =1 (since ¢ is unitary).

Note that {{,n -7} = 2(2?21 finj)mo + 2fo Z?:l njt;. If {{,n -7} = 0, then 22:1 finj = 0 and
fonj =0 for all j =1,2,3 since {Tj}?zo is an orthonormal basis in M3(C). Because ||n(x)| =1 a.e.
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x € R?, we have (n1,n2,n3) # (0,0,0), and therefore it must be fy = 0. We particularly consider
ng # 0. Then f3 = —Z—; f1— Z—; f2. Finally, the above condition (ii) implies
n (x)° 2 na(x)” 2 2ni(x)ng(w)
1=1{1 1 -7
< + TL3($)2> fl(w) + + ng(w)2 fQ(w) n3($)2 fl(w)fQ(w)7
for € R?. For example,

o If f5=0, then fi = —A%L_ and f3 = -8l Hence ¢ = 12l _7  Iml_7
° Slmllarl lf = O then — |n3‘ T + |n2‘ T
Y fl ) é. \/n%+n§ 2 \/n§+n§ 3

By Lemma Bl Q(n, &) consists a supersymmetric quantum mechanics under the above cases for &.

A supersymmetric quantum mechanics {H, Q% Q,T} is said to have a supersymmetric state if
ker @ # {0}. Furthermore, a supersymmetric quantum mechanics is said to be supersymmetry (SUSY)

breaking if it has no supersymmetric states.

(0w

where Wy is a bounded operator on some Hilbert space. Then we have o (V02) = o(WoWg). In

Lemma 5.3 ([2]). Let us

particular, [[Vol| = |[Wol|.
We recall Lemma 2.2] and Remark that for n = (ny,n9,n3) € N,

H2:—A+m2+< o >,

w0
————
%

where W = —m Z?Zl((Dlnj) +i(Dan;)) @ 7. If n = n(F) is the hedgehog-ansatz with F' € F and
lim sup,_,o+ Lfm < 00, then

— _ Ry R

W= (Ul)WU 1) ' =~ = =],

(U @1)W(U @ 12) m<R3 —R1>

where

Ry = —F'(r)sin F(r)e',

Ry = (F’(r) cos F(r) + gsin F(r)> e~ iN=1)p

R3 = <F/(T) cos F(r) — N sin F(r)) SN+
T

One can see that

Fi(r)2 — (5 sinF(r)>2 .

(5.1) [W]| = msup
r>0 r

sin F'(r)
r

Theorem 5.4 (Theorem [[4). Let us consider n = n(F) € N with limsup,_, o+ < oo. If

(5.2) m > sup
r>0

)
r

Fi(r)? — (ﬁ sinF(r)>2
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then Q(n,§) is SUSY breaking for any unitary self-adjoint operators £ with {{,n -7} = 0.

Proof. Fix an arbitrary unitary self-adjoint operator £ such that {{,n -7} = 0. Then
Eo(H?) = inf (®, H?®)

[®fl=1

>m? 4 inf (O V)

[®fl=1
>m? — ||V
=m?— |W| (by Lemma [53] and the unitary invariance)

N 2
=m? —msup | |F'(r)2 — (7 sinF(r)) (by &1)).
r>0
The assumption (B2) shows that Eq(H?) > 0, and therefore KerH = {0} as desired. O

To end this section, we provide an example of the supersymmetric quantum mechanics Q(n(F), &)
in which H = H(n(F')) has a discrete ground state while being the absence of supersymmetry. More
precisely, we find F' € F such that limsup,_,q+ ‘smF(r)‘ < oo and two conditions ([@.1]) and (5.2]) hold

T

true. According to Theorems[[3land[[4] such a vector field n(F') presents the desired supersymmetric

quantum mechanics Q(n(F),§). Before giving it, we give the following mollifier:

N

1
(5.3) fo(r) = Cre_ﬁgx{oqd}(r) and C:= </ rse_%fdr>
0

where x4 is the indicator function on A C (0,00). One can see that the function fy is in C5°((0, c0))
and | foll2 = 1.

sin F'(r)
r

Example 5.5. If we set N =1 and define F/(r) = 35, 7 > 0, then F' € F and lim sup,_,+

<

oo. Consequently, we obtain

sup ~ 1.223.

r>0

Frr) — <§ sinF(r)>2

To meet the condition (5.2)), we choose m > 1.23.
Next, we choose m such that % < %m — %,
choose ¢ € 7 such that c(¢)? < %m — g The existence of such ¢ is guaranteed due to the chosen

value of m and the fact that ¢(¢)? > % holds for all £ € Z. For the function fy defined in (5.3),

432 9) (02 —
~aqon) = { T2 A,

and therefore (fo, —Ap fo)2 < 154 6¢(£)*. Moreover, if we take ¢ = 1, then

(fo,mtF’sin F fo)s = (fo, ————sin (rj:l)fob

(r+1)2 °
1 3 )
/ ( :_1)2 sin( j_l>6_mdr
0 T T

1 2
3,152
:—m7T</ rle 1-r d7‘>
0

~270.23 ~0.00135476

which implies m > 23%9 ~ 21.22. Additionally, we

—1

- 100
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With the appropriate choice of values for m and ¢, we ultimately attain

& (Ao +mtF'sin F) < (fo, (—Ac) + mtF' sinF) fo)o
27

< 0.

The conditions (1)) and (5.2) are satisfied, especially when m > 21.23.
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