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Preface

This book contains a selection of papers presented during the Thirty-Sixth “Work-
shop on Geometric Methods in Physics” (WGMPXXXVI) and abstracts of lec-
tures given during the Sixth “School on Geometry and Physics”, both of which
took place in Bialowieza, Poland during the summer of 2017. These two coor-
dinated activities constitute an annual event. Information on previous and up-
coming schools and workshops, and related materials, can be found at the URL:
http://wgmp.uwb.edu.pl.

The volume opens with a chapter containing papers presented at the special
session organized by A. Odzijewicz, G. Goldin, J.-P. Antoine, T. Bhattachryya,
J.P. Gazeau, J. Harnad, and F. Schroeck, dedicated to the memory of S. Twareque
Ali. Professor Ali, who died suddenly in 2016, was an active member of the Or-
ganizing Committee of our workshop for many years. There follow chapters on
“Noncommutative Geometry”, “Quantization”, “Integrable Systems”, “Differen-
tial Geometry and Physics”, “Topics in Spectral Theory”, “Representation The-
ory” and “Special Topics”, with papers based on the talks and posters presented
at the workshop. The final chapter contains extended abstracts of the lecture series
given during the “Sixth School on Geometry and Physics”.

The WGMP is an international conference organized each year by the De-
partment of Mathematical Physics in the Faculty of Mathematics and Computer
Science of the University of Bialystok, Poland. The main subject of the workshops,
consistent with their title, is the application of geometric methods in mathematical
physics. They frequently include studies of noncommutative geometry, Poisson ge-
ometry, completely integrable systems, quantization, infinite-dimensional groups,
supergroups and supersymmetry, quantum groups, Lie groupoids and algebroids,
and related topics. Participation in the workshops is open; the participants typi-
cally consist of physicists and mathematicians from countries across several conti-
nents, who have a wide spectrum of interests.

The Workshop and School are held in Bialowieza, a village located in the east
of Poland near the border with Belarus. Bialowieza is situated in the center of the
renowned Bialowieza Forest. This forest, shared between Poland and Belarus, is
one of the last remnants of the primeval forest that covered the European Plain
before human settlement. It has been designated a UNESCO World Heritage Site.
The peaceful atmosphere of a small village, together with natural beauty, affords
a unique environment for learning, cooperation, and creative work. As a result the
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core participants in the WGMPs have become a strong scientific community, as
reflected in this series of Proceedings.

The Organizing Committee of the 2017 WGMP gratefully acknowledges the
financial support of the University of Bialystok and the Centre de Recherche
Mathématique (Canada). Last but not least, credit is due to early-career scholars
and students from the University of Bialystok, who contributed limitless time and
effort to setting up and hosting the event as well as participating actively in the
scientific activities.

The Editors

(Photo by Tomasz Golinski)
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In Memory of S. Twareque Ali

Gerald A. Goldin

Abstract. We remember a valued colleague and dear friend, S. Twareque Ali,
who passed away unexpectedly in January 2016.

Prefatory note

I wrote the following tribute in 2016 to my close friend and colleague S. Twareque Ali, for
publication in the Proceedings of the 35th Workshop on Geometric Methods in Physics.
It seems appropriate to reprint it here, in connection with the Special Session at the 36th
Workshop devoted to his memory. — Gerald Goldin

S. Twareque Ali in Bialowieza.
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1. Remembering Twareque

Syed Twareque Ali, whom we all knew as Twareque, was born in 1942, and died
in January 2016. This brief tribute is the second one I have prepared for him in
a short period of time. With each sentence I reflect again on his extraordinary
personality, his remarkable career — and, of course, on the profound influence he
had in my life. Twareque was more than a colleague — he was a close friend, a
confidant, and a teacher in the deepest sense.

When I remember Twareque, the first thing that comes to mind is his laugh-
ter. He found humor in his early changes of nationality: born in the British Empire,
a subject of George VI, Emperor of India, he lived in pre-independence India, be-
came a citizen of Pakistan, and then of Bangladesh — all without moving from
home. Eventually he became a Canadian citizen, residing with his family in Mon-
treal for many years.

Twareque’s laughter was a balm. In times of sadness or disappointment, he
was a source of optimism to all around him. His positive view of life was rooted
in deep, almost unconsciously-held wisdom. Although he personally experienced
profound nostalgia for those lost to him, he knew how to live with joy. He could
laugh at himself, never taking difficulties too seriously.

And he loved to tell silly, inappropriate jokes — which, of course, cannot be
repeated publicly. He introduced me to the clever novels by David Lodge, Changing
Places, and Small World, which satirize the academic world mercilessly. In Lodge’s
characters, Twareque and I saw plenty of similarities to academic researchers we
both knew in real life — especially, to ourselves.

Twareque was fluent in several languages, a true “citizen of the world.” He
loved poetry, reciting lengthy passages from memory in English, German, Italian,
or Bengali. In Omar Khayyam’s Rubaiyat, translated by Edward Fitzgerald, he
found verses that spoke to him. These are among them:

Come, fill the Cup, and in the Fire of Spring

The Winter Garment of Repentance fling:
The Bird of Time has but a little way

To fly — and Lo! the Bird is on the Wing.

A Book of Verses underneath the Bough,

A Jug of Wine, a Loaf of Bread — and Thou
Beside me singing in the Wilderness

Oh, Wilderness were Paradise enow!

The Moving Finger writes, and, having writ,
Moves on; nor all your Piety nor Wit

Shall lure it back to cancel half a Line,
Nor all your Tears wash out a Word of it.
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2. A short scientific biography

Twareque obtained his M.Sc. in 1966 in Dhaka (which is now in Bangladesh). He
received his Ph.D. from the University of Rochester, New York, USA, in 1973,
where he studied with Gérard Emch. Professor Emch remained an inspiration to
him for the rest of his life, and Twareque expressed his continuing gratitude. In
2007, together with Kalyan Sinha, he edited a volume in honor of Emch’s 70th
birthday [1]; and in 2015, he organized a memorial session for Emch at the 34th
Workshop on Geometric Methods in Physics in Bialowieza.

After earning his doctorate, Twareque held several research positions: at
the International Centre for Theoretical Physics (ICTP) in Trieste, Italy; at the
University of Toronto and at the University of Prince Edward Island in Canada;
and at the Technical University of Clausthal, Germany in the Arnold Sommerfeld
Institute for Mathematical Physics with H.-D. Doebner. He joined the mathematics
faculty of Concordia University in Montreal as an assistant professor in 1981,
becoming an associate professor in 1983 and a full professor in 1990.

During his career as a mathematical physicist, Twareque achieved wide recog-
nition for his scientific achievements. He was known for his studies of quantization
methods, coherent states and symmetries, and wavelet analysis. A short account
cannot do justice to his accomplishments; the reader is referred for more detail to
two published obituaries from which I have drawn [2,3], and asked to forgive the
many omissions. I cannot do better than to quote the summary in another tribute
I wrote [4]:

“During the 1980s, Twareque worked on measurement problems in phase
space, and on stochastic, Galilean, and Einsteinian quantum mechanics [5,6] Then
he began to study coherent states for the Galilei and Poincaré groups, and col-
laborated with Stephan de Biévre on quantization on homogeneous spaces for
semidirect product groups.

“There followed his extensive, long-term, and indeed famous collaboration
with Jean-Pierre Antoine and Jean Pierre Gazeau, focusing on square integrable
group representations, continuous frames in Hilbert space, coherent states, and
wavelets. Their joint work culminated in publication of the second edition of their
book in 2014 — a veritable treasure trove of mathematical and physical ideas [7—10].

“Twareque’s work on quantization methods and their meaning is exemplified
by the important review he wrote with M. Englis [11], and his work on reproducing
kernel methods with F. Bagarello and Gazeau [12].”

Twareque’s contributions of time and effort helped bring a number of scien-
tific conference series to international prominence. Foremost among these was the
Workshop on Geometric Methods in Physics (WGMP) in Bialowieza (organized
by Anatol Odzijewicz). Twareque attended virtually every meeting from 1991 to
2015, where we would see each other each summer. He was a long-time member of
the local organizing committee, and co-edited the Proceedings volumes. Other con-
ference series to which he contributed generously of his energy included the Univer-
sity of Havana International Workshops in Cuba (organized by Reinaldo Rodriguez
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Ramos), and the Contemporary Problems in Mathematical Physics (Copromaph)
series in Cotonou, Benin (organized by M. Norbert Hounkonnou).

He was also an active member of the Standing Committee of the Interna-
tional Colloquium on Group Theoretical Methods in Physics (ICGTMP) series.
Twareque and his wife Fauzia came together to the 29th meeting of ICGTMP in
Tianjin, China in 2012. She attended the special session where Twareque (to his
surprise) was honored on the occasion of his 70th birthday. Their son Nabeel, of
whom he always spoke with great pride, practices pediatric medicine in Montreal.

Twareque was a deep thinker, who sought transcendence through ideas and
imagination. The truths of science and the elegance of mathematics in the quantum
domain were part of the mysterious beauty for which he longed — a longing shared
by many great scientists, a longing that we, too, share.

s . 2

A . TR
AL W,

S. Twareque Ali in thought at WGMP XXXIII,
July 2, 2014. Photograph by G.A. Goldin.

As profoundly as Twareque cared about understanding the meanings of sci-
entific ideas, he cared equally about inspiring his students to succeed. He helped
them with personal as well as professional issues. As Anna Krasowska and Renata
Deptula, two of his more recent students who came from Poland to work with
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him, wrote [2], “If anything in our lives became too complicated it was a clear sign
we needed to talk to Dr. Ali. Every meeting with him provided a big dose of en-
couragement and new energy, never accompanied with any criticism or judgment.”
This was Twareque’s gift — to understand, to inspire, to give of himself.

Twareque died suddenly and unexpectedly January 24, 2016 in Malaysia, af-
ter participating actively in the 8th Expository Quantum Lecture Series (EqualS8)
— indeed, doing the kind of thing he loved most.

3. Concluding thoughts

Twareque believed passionately in world peace, in service to humanity, and in
international cooperation. He understood the broad sweep of history. His tradition
was Islam, as mine is Judaism, and although neither of us adhered to all the rituals
of our traditions, we shared an interest in their history, their commonalities, and
their contributions to world culture. We even researched correspondences between
the roots of words in Arabic and Hebrew. On a first visit to Israel for a conference in
1993, we visited Jerusalem together. Twareque did much to aid the less privileged
and less fortunate — in the best of our traditions, often anonymously.

Often one closes a retrospective on someone’s life with a sunset, marking the
ending of day and the beginning of night. My choice for Twareque is different. He
is someone who joined a scientific mind with a spiritual heart, and for Twareque,
the park and the forest in Bialowieza were at the center of his spirituality. So 1
imagine him looking at us, even now, and marveling at the beauty of heavenly
clouds reflected in the water.

Reflection of the heavens in Bialowieza Park, July 4, 2013.
Photograph by G.A. Goldin.
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Two-dimensional Noncommutative Swanson
Model and Its Bicoherent States

Fabio Bagarello, Francesco Gargano and Salvatore Spagnolo

This paper is dedicated to the memory of Syed Twareque Ali

Abstract. We introduce an extended version of the Swanson model, defined on
a two-dimensional noncommutative space, which can be diagonalized exactly
by making use of pseudo-bosonic operators. Its eigenvalues are explicitly com-
puted and the biorthogonal sets of eigenstates of the Hamiltonian and of its
adjoint are explicitly constructed. We also show that it is possible to construct
two displacement-like operators from which a family of bi-coherent states can
be obtained. These states are shown to be eigenstates of the deformed lower-
ing operators, and their projector allows to produce a suitable resolution of
the identity in a dense subspace of £?(R?).

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010). 81Q12; 81R30.

Keywords. Pseudo-bosons; coherent states; Swanson model.

1. Introduction

In the past twenty years or so a lot of interest arose on the so-called PT-quantum
mechanics. This was mainly due to the paper in [1] where the authors introduced a
manifestly non self-adjoint, but PT-symmetric, Hamiltonian with purely real (and
discrete) eigenvalues. Here P and T are the parity and the time-reversal operators.
The main point was that having a physical, rather than a mathematical, condition
which guarantees the reality of the spectrum would be quite interesting and more
natural for the physicists community. One of the very famous examples of this
situation was later introduced in [2], with the Hamiltonian

H, = ; (p* + 2*) — ; tan(2v) (p* — z?).
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Here v is a real parameter taking value in (=7, 7) \ {0}. This model has relevant
mathematical and physical implications, and was discussed in terms of the so-
called D-pseudo bosons, [3, 4]. Here we consider a two-dimensional version of this
model living in a noncommutative plane, and we show how this model can again
be understood in terms of pseudo-bosons. Also, we briefly discuss what changes
if we do not assume v to be strictly real. Finally, we construct bicoherent states

associated to the model and we check some of their properties.

2. Noncommutative two-dimensional harmonic oscillator
with linear terms

The Hamiltonian we want to consider here, depending on two parameters v and
6, is the following

1 . Y 0% . 9 9 . Y 0% .
HV,O — QCOS<2V) {p% (6 22u+ A 6211/) +I‘%62“j +p§ (6 22u+ . 6211/)

| W
+ @5e”" + 20 (&1p2 — 562151)},
where the operators &, and p; satisfy the following commutation rules:
[i‘_jaﬁk] :Zd},kﬂa [i’l,.ﬁi’g] :7/911’ [ﬁ_}aﬁk} =0. (2)
The Hamiltonian H, ¢ can be seen as a reasonable two-dimensional version of the
one-dimensional Swanson model discussed in [2, 3, 5], defined in a noncommutative
two-dimensional plane. Here @ is the noncommutativity parameter, while v is a real®
non self-adjointness parameter, taking values in I := (—Z, Z) Whenever v € I is
not zero, H, g # H;r ¢- On the other hand, H,—g¢ = HI:O ¢- Moreover, if we take
0 =0, i.e., if we go back to a commuting plane, we see that
1 . )
H _ A2€—211/ :ZA726211/ A26
.0 2 cos(20/) {p? + a7 + D3
which is exactly the two-dimensional version of the Hamiltonian considered in
[3, 5]: removing the noncommutativity (by sending 6 to zero) returns the standard
Swanson model, in two dimensions and without interactions. Finally, if we take
v =10 =0, H,p is nothing but the Hamiltonian of a two-dimensional harmonic
oscillator.
Despite of its apparently complicated expression, the operator H, s can be
diagonalized in a rather simple way, by making use of the D-pseudo bosons intro-
duced by one of us (F.B.), and widely analyzed in [4]. In fact, let:

{Al = \}2 (.’1%16“’ + gﬁ2€iy + iﬁle_iy) , Ay = \}2 (.’f?2€iy — gﬁleiy + iﬁge_iy)

—2iv 4 :%36211/} ,

By =, (#16" + § poe™ —ipre™), By =, (22" — §pre” —ipoe ).
(3)

n some part of the paper we will remove the assumption of v being real, and see what happens
when we put an imaginary part in it.
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First of all, it is clear that, for v # 0, B; # A;[-, j = 1,2. Moreover, it is easy to
check using (2) that
[Aj, Be] = 6;k1L,  [A;, Ax] = [B;, Bx] = 0. (4)

Then these operators satisfy the two-dimensional pseudo-bosonic rules, [4]. More
important, in terms of them our Hamiltonian H, ¢ in (1) acquires a much simpler
form:

H,p= B1A; 4+ B2 Ay + 1), 5
0 cos(20) (B1A1 + B2A2 + 1) (5)
which is manifestly non self-adjoint for v # 0. Indeed we have
1
o, = (alB] + a}B]+1) 6
v,0 QCOS(QV) 1-1 + 22 + ’ ( )

which is different from H, g when v # 0.

Once the Hamiltonian has been written as in (5), we can use the general
settings described in details in [4]: we have to look first for the vacua ¢go and
Wo,0 of A; and BJT, j = 1,2, and identify a set D, dense in the Hilbert space,
such that (g0, Wo,0 € D and D is left stable under the action of A;, B; and their
adjoints. Then, we act on g ¢ and V¢ o with B; and A;[-, respectively, producing two

biorthogonal sets of eigenstates of H, g and H l - The procedure here is particularly
simple if we adopt the so-called Bopp shift to represent the commutation rules in
(2). In fact, let us introduce two pairs of self-adjoint operators (z;,p;), j = 1,2,
satisfying [z, px] = i, k1, [z;,2x] = [pj,pr] = 0. Then (2) are recovered if we
assume that
. 0 . 0 . R

T1=21 =, P2 1’2:172+2P1, p1=p1, P2 =Dp2. (7)
In terms of these operators A; and B; can be rewritten as

_ 1 v —iv d _ 1 i —iv d

Al—\/Q zie” e ) Ag—\/Q zoe™ +e " 1o ®)
_ 1 w _ ,—iv d _ 1 w o ,—iv d

Blf\/2 x1€ e e ) Bzf\/2 Toe R

which shows that, in terms of (z;,p;), the two pairs (A, B1) and (A, Bs) are
completely independent. Hence, the construction of the set of eigenvectors of H, g,
Fo = {®ns n, (@1, 22)}, and the set of eigenvectors of Hl,w Fu ={Un, n,(21,22)},
can be carried out simply considering tensor products of the one-dimensional con-
struction already considered in for instance in [3, 7]. In particular, the two vacua
of A; and BJT- are easily found:

1 .
®o0,0(1,72) = po(w1)po(r2) = Niexp {2 e (af + 1’3)} ;

1 .
Uo0(z1,22) = Uo(z1)Po(x2) = Noexp {2 e 2 (23 + x%)} )

where N7 and Ny are normalization constants satisfying Ny Ny = (me=2%)~1, to
ensure that (¢g, Uo,0) = 1.
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Notice that, since R(e*?") = cos(2v) > 0 for all v € I, both ¢ o(z1, 72) and
Ug o(71,22) belong to S(R?), and therefore to £2(R?). Now, if we define

1

s0”17”2 = \/n1'n2|B;,lllBngD0,07
1 Tyni( AT \n2
Yoy ne = \/nl'n2'<A1) (A2) To.0,
we get, see [3],
Pnq,no (.%‘1,.1‘2) = \/2n1+17\1[21 nylng! ’m (6 .1'1) an (eiy$2)
xexp {—; e* (ai +a3)},

9)
\/2"1+"2 ni!na!

‘l/nhnz(l‘l,l‘g) = N2 7L1 ( _W.Tl) an ( _W )
X exp {—% 2 (g2 + 332)}

where H,,(z) is the nth Hermite polynomial. We see from these formulas that, for
all n; >0, ]\1,1 ©ny s (%1, T2) coincides with I\}z U,y no (1, 22), with v replaced by
—v. Moreover, they all belong to S(R?), and therefore to £2(R?), which is a clear
indication that ¢g (21, 22) € D*(B;) and g o(z1,x2) € D“(A;[-), Jj=1,2. Also,
they are biorthogonal (¢n, nsy Yy ms) = Ony,myOng,ms, for all nj, m; > 0, and the
following equations are satisfied:

A1<Pn1,n2 — \/nl@nl—l,nga A2<Pn1,n2—1 — \/nZSOnl,ng—la
BI\I]7L1,TL2 = \/nllllnl—an Bg\llnl,ng = \/nQ\I]nhng—la
BlAlsanl,nz = N1Pn1,no, B2A290n1,n2 = N2Pni,ngy»
(BlAl)T\IJnl,nz = nl\I}nhnz, (BZAZ)T\Pnan = nZ\Pnl,nz'

(10)

Following the same arguments as in [4], it is possible to check that the norm
of these vectors, ||¢n, n,|| and |[¥y, n,||, diverge with n;. Then, F, and Fy are
not Riesz bases, and not even bases. We are still left with the possibility that
they are G-quasi bases, for a suitable set G dense in £2(R?), see below. Indeed,
this is the case, as we can check extending, once again, what was done in [4] in
the one-dimensional case. We don’t give the details here, since they do not differ
significantly from what is done in [3, 4]. We only stress that the crucial ingredient
is provided by the operator

T, = ei 5 (”1 dil +dgl w1>6i 5 (”2 dzz""de ‘”2),
which maps (except for a normalization constant) the orthonormal basis of a two-
dimensional harmonic oscillator, F, into F,. In the same way (7~!)" maps (again,
except for a normalization constant) the same basis into Fy. Then, calling D, the
linear span of F., which is obviously dense in £?(R?), it turns out that F, and
Fy are D.-quasi bases. This means that, for all f, g € D., the following resolution
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of the identity holds true:

<f? g> = Z <f? Spn1,n2> <‘I]n1,n2ag> = Z <fa\I]n1,n2> <50n1,n2ag> (11)

ni,n2 ni,n2

Notice that both T, and T, ! are unbounded. This can be easily understood easily,
since both these operators are not everywhere defined on £%(R?).

Finally, the metric operator can now be explicitly deduced: © := _ | 1%71|2 T2,
which is unbounded, with unbounded inverse. Moreover, (4;, B;[) are ©-conjugate
in the sense of [8], and H, is similar to a self-adjoint Hamiltonian: h,¢f =
T, H,oT, ' f, for all fin a suitable dense domain of £?(R?), where

1 1 ,
hy,e = 08 2 (aJ{al + abas + Il) . aj = V2 (xj +ip;).

3. Bi-coherent states

We now consider the two pairs of pseudo-bosonic operators (4;, B;), j = 1,2,
behaving as in the previous section, in order to construct a generalized version
of the canonical coherent states. First of all we introduce Vz,w € C the two
displacement-like operators

Z/I(z,w) _ eZBl—ZA1esz—7I}A2’ V(z,w) _ ezA‘{—zBI €wA£_wB;. (12)

Of course these operators are not unitary and they are possibly not even
bounded. Hence, at the moment, they should be understood as formal objects.

If we assume that the Baker—Campbell-Hausdorff relation can be applied to
U(z,w) and V(z,w), due to the commutation relations
(45, [4;, Bj]] = [B;),[4;, B;]] =0, j=1,2,
we obtain the following alternative representations:
_ =12 +lw? 1212+ w|?
2 e 2

eZBlefiAle’u)Bgef’lDAz — e*,’?Al ezBlefwAg esz

U(z,w)=e
V(z,w) = e |z|245|“’|2 ezAiesziewAgefu’)B; _ e\z\245|uy|2 efiBIezAIG*u’)BgewA;,
(13)
so that

L{(z,w)_l = Z/[(*Z, 7’[1)) = V(Z,U))T, V(Z7w)_1 = V(fz’ 7’[0) = L{(z,w)T,

Now, bi-coherent states could be constructed in the following way:

@(sz) = U(Z,W)SOO,O’ \P(sz) = V(Z7w)\110,07 (14)
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where g0, ¥o,0 are the two vacua introduced in the previous section. However, it
is more convenient to define ¢(z,w) and ¥(z,w) via the following series represen-
tations:

I=| +MM2 zMw
p(z,w) =e” Pry,nzs (15)
n1;2>0 \/711'712 o
I=| +MM2 zMw
W(Z ’U)) =c Z nl,n2- (16)
ni TLQZ(] \/nlan

This is because, if we are able to prove that the series converge, then we don’t need
to take care of all the mathematical subtleties appearing if U(z,w) and V(z,w)
are unbounded. On the other hand, it is not hard to prove that the above series
converge Vz,w € C, and that the states they define have interesting properties. For
that, it is convenient to prove first a rather general result on bi-coherent states,
which in a sense unifies and extend the results described in many papers recently,
[9-14].

3.1. A general theorem

Here we work with two biorthogonal families of vectors, F, = {¢n, n > 0} and
Fy = {¥,, n >0} which are D-quasi bases for some dense subset of H, see (11).
Consider an increasing sequence of real numbers «,, satisfying the inequalities
0=0ap < a; <az <---.Wecall athe limit of a,, for n diverging, which coincides
with sup,, o, We further consider two operators, a and b', which act as lowering
operators respectively on F, and Fy in the following way:

aPn = 0pnPn—1, bT \Ijn == an\I}nfla (17)
for all n > 1, with a g = bWy = 0.

Theorem 1. Assume that four strictly positive constants A,, Aw, v, and ro ezist,
together with two strictly positive sequences My, (¢) and M, (¥) for which

M, (¥)

. Mn(@) .
lim = M(yp), lim = M (D), 18
n—00 My11(¢p) (®) n—00 My 11(¥) ) (18)
where M (p) and M(¥) could be infinity, such that, for all n >0,

Then the following series:
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are all convergent inside the circle C,(0) centered in the origin of the complex
plane and of radius p = amin (1 M(:’), M(\P)) Moreover, for all z € C,(0),

™

ap(z) = zp(z), bIW(z) = 20(z). (22)
Suppose further that a measure d\(r) does exist such that

? 2k _ (ax!)?

/0 axryt = (23)

for all k > 0. Then, for all f,g € D, calling dv(z,z) = d\(r)df, we have
N(I2[)72 (£, 2(2)) (p(2), 9) dv(z, 2)

,(0)

= N([2))72 (S, 0(2)) (B (2), 9) dv(z, 2) = ([, 9)

,(0)

(24)

The proof of the theorem is simple and will not be given here. Rather than
this, there are few comments which are in order: first of all, we see from (19)
that the norms of the vectors ¢,, and ¥,, need not being uniformly bounded, as it
happened to be in [11]. On the contrary, they can diverge rather fastly with n. To
see this, we just consider r,,ry > 1 and M, () and M, (¥) constant sequences.

To apply the above theorem to the Swanson model we need to construct a
two-dimensional version of it. This can be done in a natural way: suppose again
we have two biorthogonal families of vectors, F, = {¢n, n,, n; > 0} and Fg =
{Un, ny, n; > 0} which are D-quasi bases for some dense subset of 7. As we can
see, these vectors depend on two sequences of natural numbers. Let now {«,} and
{Bn} be two sequences of real numbers such that 0 = oy < a3 < @y < --- and
0=0y < fB1 <Py <---. Wecall @ and § their limits. We further consider four
operators, a; and b}, J = 1,2, which act as lowering operators respectively on F,,
and Fg 2 in the following way:

a1 Pnqyng = OnyPny—1,n9, a2 Pnqyng = an Pnq,na—1, (25)
T _ T
bl \Pnl,nz - anl\Pnlfl,nzﬂ b ni,n2 ﬁnz ni,n2—1 (26)

for all n; > 0. As before, we assume that the norms of the vectors are bounded in
a very mild way:

@n1nall < Apri s, Mn, (1, 0) Mn, (2, ¢), (27)
Wiy, |l < Agryy xpr2 My, (1, V)M, (2, V), (28)

for some real constants Ag, 75,0 and some sequences M, (k, @), @ is both ¢ or ¥,
k=1,2,j > 0. Then we require that

lim <k ®)

Jj—o0 MJ+1(]<Z (I)) <k CI))

2For instance these operators can be those satisfying (10).
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which can also be divergent. Hence, generalizing Theorem 1, we can define

M) MDY g (3, M0 M)

P1 = amin <]—7 ) )
e ™,w T2,¢ 2,w

and the two related circles C,,(0), j = 1,2, as well as the following quantities:

B o0 ‘Z‘% —2 o) |w|2k —2
N(z,w) = (Z (ak')2> (Z (5k!)2> ) (29)

k=0 =0

Z’rnwng

<p(z,w) = N(z’w) Z | | Pranas (30)
Olnrﬁnz'

ni,m2>0

Z’rnwng

¥(z,w) = N(z,w) Z 13 1 Wy ng- (31)
Ony ! Bry!

n1,m2>0

They are all well defined for z € C,,(0) and w € C,,(0), and satisfy, for all such
(z,w), the normalization condition (¢(z,w), ¥(z,w)) = 1. Also:

arp(z,w) = z2p(z,w),  azp(z,w) = we(z, w),
and

bJ{\II(z,w) =2V(z,w), bL\II(z,w) =w¥(z,w).

Concerning the resolution of the identity, this time we have to solve two moment
problems: suppose that we can find two measures, d\;(r), j = 1,2, such that

[ =G [T = G2

27 27

for all k > 0. Then, calling dvy(z,z) = d\1(r)df and dve(w,w) = dA\(r") db’, we
can prove the following: for all f, g € D we have, for instance,

/ wﬂa@/ A (w, w)N (2, w) 2 (, U (2, 0)) {plz, w), g) = {f.9)
Cp, (0) Cp, (0)

and a similar formula with ¥(z,w) and ¢(z,w) exchanged.

Remark. If, in particular, o,, = \/n = B3,, as is the case for the Swanson model, it
is clear that = 8 = oo and, because of their definitions, p; = p2 = co. Moreover,

N(z,w) = =" and o(z,w), ¥(z,w) reduce to (15) and (16). This means
that convergence of the bi-coherent states is guaranteed in all C2.
3.2. Back to Swanson

To apply the previous results to our modified Swanson model we need now to find
a relevant estimate for the norms of the vectors in F, and Fg. For that we use
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the formula ([15, pag. 502]):

/ / e P H, (ax) Hy, (02)Hay (cy) Hay (fy)dady
0 0

2”1+”2’2n1!n2!7r n n
T plutnat2)/2 (a® + 0% —p)™/2(c? + f2 — p)"/?

o ab cf
P, <\/p(a2+b2 —p)> P, <\/p(62+f2 —p)>’

where P, is the Legendre polynomial of order n. The above formula is valid for all p
having a nonnegative real part, and in our context p = cos(2v) > 0,Vv € I\ {0} 3.
Straightforward computations finally lead to

Ny|? 1 1
H‘Pnl ’VL2H2 = 7r| 1| Pn1 P’VLQ ’
’ cos(2v) cos(2v) cos(2v)

and using the estimate in [16] for P, (x) we deduce that

1/2
”Spn " HZ < Ayrﬂdtnz, r, =t, = 1 + 1 1 ,
T v cos(2v) cos(2v)

with A, a non-relevant positive constant. Then, it is clear that the assumption in
(27) is satisfied, taking for instance M, (1, ) = M,(2,¢) = 1, for all n > 0. Similar
considerations can be repeated for W(z,w), so that all the results deduced before
apply here. In particular ¢(z,w) are eigenstates of A;, ¥(z,w) are eigenstates of
BJT- and, solving the above moment problems (which collapse to a single one), they
produce a resolution of the identity.

3.3. What if v is complex?

In the literature on Swanson model, v is always taken to be real. We will briefly
show now that this is not really essential, at least if its real part still belongs to
the set I introduced before. For that, let us assume that v = v, + iv;, with v €
and v; € R. Then, formulas (1)—(5) are still valid. However, (6) should be replaced
with )
H’ie - cos(2v) (AJ{BI + AEB; + ﬂ) ’

Also, while the analytic expression of ¢, n, (21, z2) in (9) does not change, that of
U, ny (21, 22) can be deduced from ¢y, n, (%1, 22) by replacing v with —v. Again,
we deduce that ¢y, n,(21,22) and W, ., (71, 22) are all in S(R?), and therefore
in £2(R?). And again, also in this extended case, it is possible to check that F,
and Fy are not Riesz bases. In fact we find that

Ni|? 1 1
[ n2||2 = 7T| 1 P, P, )
’ e~2vi cos(2v;.) cos(2v;.) cos(2v;.)

3We still assume that v # 0 as we are interested in the non-Hermitian case.
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where v; explicitly appears. A similar estimate, with N; replaced by N», also holds
for || ¥, n,||%. Both these norms diverge when n; and ny diverge, see [6]. Hence,
see [4], F, and Fg cannot be Riesz bases, also for complex v. For this reason, no
major differences are expected with respect to our previous results.

4. Conclusions

In this paper we have proposed a noncommutative, two-dimensional, version of the
Swanson model and we have shown that its Hamiltonian can be rewritten in terms
of D-pseudo-bosonic operators. In this way, the eigenvalues and the eigenvectors
can be easily deduced. We have also considered the bi-coherent states attached
to the model, analyzing some of their properties. In particular, the fact that they
resolve the identity has been proved.
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Abstract. We prove the existence of a universal Markov kernel, i.e., a Markov
kernel p such that every commutative POVM F' is the smearing of a self-
adjoint operator A" with the smearing realized through p. The relevance
of the smearing is illustrated in connection with the problem of the joint
measurability of two quantum observables. Also the connections with phase
space quantum mechanics is outlined.
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1. Introduction

In the modern formulation of quantum mechanics positive operator-valued mea-
sures play a key role since they are a very important tool for the mathematical
representation of quantum observables [11, 13, 15, 17]. For example, they are used
to define a localization observable for the photon [1] overcoming the problem of
the photon localization. They can also be used to define a time observable [11]
overcoming the problem of the existence of a time observable. Another very rele-
vant feature of POVMs is that two POVMs can be jointly measurable also if they
do not commute while it is well known that joint measurability and commutativ-
ity coincide in the case of self-adjoint operators [11]. That makes it possible to
describe, by means of a rigorous mathematical approach, the joint measurability
of two incompatible observables (see below) and is at the roots of the phase space
formulation of quantum mechanics [15, 17]. Before we focus on these topics, let us
recall some of the main definitions and properties of POVMs.
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In what follows, B(X) denotes the Borel o-algebra of a topological space X
and LT (H) the space of all bounded positive self-adjoint linear operators acting
in a Hilbert space H with scalar product (-, -).

Definition 1. A Positive Operator-valued measure (for short, POVM) is a map
F:B(X)— LT (H) such that:

F(fj a) = i F(A,).

where, {A,,} is a countable family of disjoint sets in B(X) and the series converges
in the weak operator topology. It is said to be normalized if

FX)=1
where 1 is the identity operator.

Definition 2. A POVM is said to be commutative if

[F(A), F(A2)] =0, YA, Ay € B(X). (1)
Definition 3. A POVM is said to be orthogonal if A1 N Ay = () implies
F(A)F(A2) =0 (2)

where 0 is the null operator.

Definition 4. A Spectral measure or Projection-Valued measure (for short, PVM)
is an orthogonal, normalized POVM.

Note that the image of an orthogonal POVMs are projection operators. In quan-
tum mechanics, non-orthogonal normalized POVMs are also called generalized or
unsharp observables while PVMs are called standard or sharp observables.

We recall that (¢, F(A)1) is interpreted as the probability that a measure-
ment of the observable represented by F' gives a result in A.

The following theorem gives a characterization of commutative POVMs as
smearings of spectral measures with the smearing realized by means of Markov
kernels.

Definition 5. Let A be a topological space. A Markov kernel is a map p : A X
B(X) — [0,1] such that,

1. pa(:) is a measurable function for each A € B(X),

2. pu(y(A) is a probability measure for each A € A.

In the following the symbol A" (F') denotes the von Neumann algebra generated by
the POVM F, i.e., the von Neumann algebra generated by the set {F(A)}(x)-
Hereafter, we assume that X is a Hausdorff, locally compact, second countable
topological space.

Theorem 6 ([4, 6]). A POVM F : B(X) — LI (H) is commutative if and only if
there exists a bounded self-adjoint operator A = [ XdE\ with spectrum o(A) C
[0,1], and a Markov Kernel u: A x B(X) — [0, 1] such that
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1) F(A) = [\na(NdEx, A€ B(X),
2) AW (F) = AW (A).

The operator A introduced in Theorem 6 is called the sharp version of F and
is unique up to almost everywhere bijections [4]. The POVM F is said to be a
smearing of the PVM E or equivalently a smearing of A. It can be interpreted as
a noisy version of E [6].

A characterization of POVMs not necessarily commutative is due to Ali [2]
who obtained a Choquet type of an integral representation for POVMs. In partic-
ular, F' is represented as an integral over the space of PVMs endowed with a Baire
measure.

2. Joint Measurability

Now we outline the relevance of POVMSs to the problem of joint measurability of
two quantum observables. First we need to recall Naimark’s dilation theorem and
the definition of joint measurability.

Definition 7. Two POVMs F; : B(Xy) — LI (H), F» : B(X2) — LI (H) are
compatible (or jointly measurable) if they are the marginals of a joint POVM
F: B(Xl X X2) — EJ(H)

Theorem 8 (Naimark [14]). Let F' be a POVM. Then, there exist an extended
Hilbert space HT and a PVM E* on H* such that

F(A)p = PEY(A)y, Y eH
where P is the operator of projection onto H.

Two PVMs are jointly measurable if and only if they commute. In particular,
two spectral measures are jointly measurable if and only if the corresponding self-
adjoint operators commute. The relationships between commutativity and joint
measurability is weaker in the case of POVMs: the first implies the second by the
converse is not true in general. A characterization of the joint measurability comes
from Naimark’s dilation theorem.

Theorem 9 ([5]). Two POVMs Fy : B(X1) — LT (H) and Fy : B(X2) — LT (H) are
compatible if and only if there are two Naimark extensions E : B(X1) — L3 (H)
and Ey : B(X2) — LI (H) such that [E], ES] = 0.

In the case of commutative POVMs, the previous theorem can be expressed in
terms of the relationships between the sharp versions and their Naimark’s dilations.

Theorem 10 ([5]). Let Fy and F» be two commutative POVMs such that the opera-
tors in their ranges are discrete. They are compatible if and only if the correspond-
ing sharp versions A1 and As can be dilated to two compatible self-adjoint operators
AT, AT such that Pxa(Af)P = Fi(f,fl(A)), 1 =1,2, with f; one-to-one.
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In order to illustrate the previous theorems and their connections with the
phase space formulation of quantum mechanics, we focus on the relevant physical
example of position and momentum observables, @ = [ ¢dQ(q) and P = [pdP(p)
on the space H = L2(R). We recall that (Qv)(q) = q(q) while (Py)(q) =
—i %0 (q)-

Let us consider the POVM [15]

FU<AXA/):/ U‘IJJ??U;pdqdp:/ Fqp dqdp,
AxA ’ AxA

where, U, , = e “FeP@ 5 = P, is the projector on the subspace generated by
g € L*(R), |lgll2 =1 and P, j, = Uy, n Uy ,. The marginals

FO(A) = F(A x R) = /_°°<1A*\g\2><q>dc2<q>, AcBR),  (3)
FP) = FEx8) = [ (arliPp)dre). AeB®) @

are the unsharp position and momentum observables respectively (5, 6]). Note that
the maps pa(q) = (1a * |g9/?)(¢) and fia(p) := (1a * |§|?)(p) define two Markov
kernels (5-7]) so that F¥ and F” are smearings of Q and P respectively. Now, we
can define the isometry
W :H — L*(T, p)
V= (Ugpg,9)
where, p is the Lebesgue measure on I' = R x R. The map W embeds H as

a subspace of L2(T', u). The projection operator P from L2(T,p) to WT(H) is
defined as follows

(P"f)(q,p) = /F<Uq,p 9, Uy 9) (¢, p")dq'dp'.

In the phase space formulation of quantum mechanics [17], the function fZ (q,p) :=
|{(Uy.p g,%)|? is the phase space representation of the pure quantum state ¢ while

F(f) = A Rf(q,p) \Uq.p 9)(Uqp 9l dg dp

defines a quantization procedure since to any real measurable function f on the
phase space I" associates a self-adjoint operator F"(f) which is positive whenever
f is positive. Moreover, the expectation value of the quantum observable corre-
sponding to f is

F()e = WP = [ e rifa.p) dadp

and

(W, F1(Ag x Ap)t) = (U, F' (XA, xa,)¥) =/ f(a. p) dq dp.

AgxAy
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Next, we prove the existence of two commuting Naimark’s dilations for F,?
and Ff . It is sufficient to consider the following two PVMs

(ES(A)f)(a,p) = xa(@)f(g.p). | € LAT,p)
(EF(A)F)a.p) = xa(®)fla.p), feL T, p)

They commute since they are multiplications by characteristic functions. Moreover,
for any f € W"(H),

(P"ES(A)f)(g,p) = /F (Ug 9, Uy 9)xa (@) £(d,p) dg'dp/

=W /A RUqup/ nU;,W/z/) dq' dp' = [W”FE(A)(W”)_lf](q,p).
X

which proves that E('S is Naimark’s dilation of W" Frfg (Wm)~1. An analogous ar-
gument holds for E}; and W7 EQ (W)=t

1?2
Now, if we specialize ourselves to the case g = l\/l27r elTse ), l e R—{0}, we
get, (see, e.g., Ref. [5])

ﬁ”(/tdﬁég(t))ﬁ" _ W”/tanQ(t) (W)~1 = W Q (W)~
ﬁ"(/tdﬁ;(t))ﬁ” - W"/tde(t) (Wn=t = wn p W)L,
Therefore, the compatible operators QT := ftdE5 (t) and PT := ftdE; (t) are

dilations of W7 Q (W")~! and W P (W")~! respectively. All that is summarized
(up to isometry) in the following commutative diagram.

Q+< >E5<C>E;< > Pt c.m.
$PH Py I /
compatibility Pay F,? < ‘> Ff Pay phase space q.m.
| - |
incompatible Q P quantum mechanics

We can observe the following transitions: 1) from the position and momen-
tum operators to their compatible smearings. That corresponds to the transition
from incompatibility to compatibility and from quantum mechanics to phase space
quantum mechanics [15, 17], 2) the transition from the non-commuting position
and momentum operators in H to the commuting position and momentum op-
erators in HT. That corresponds to the transition from quantum mechanics to
classical mechanics [9, 10].
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Finally note that in the standard formalism of quantum mechanics, where
observables are represented by self-adjoint operators, it is nonsense to speak about
the joint measurement of () and P since they do not commute. That is instead
possible once FnQ and Ff are introduced into the formalism.

3. Universal Markov kernel

In the previous sections we have shown the relevance of commutative POVMs in
the phase space approach and in the transition from incompatibility to compatibil-
ity. Such a transition is realized by the smearing procedure which, by Theorem 6,
is realized through a Markov kernel.

In the present section we analyze the structure of the smearing in general
and prove the existence of a Markov kernel i such that for any real commutative
POVM F there is a sharp version EX of F such that F(A) = [ua(N)dEF. In
other words, we prove the existence of a universal Markov kernel.

In the following, the set of commutative POVMs with spectrum in [0, 1] is denoted
by D.

We need some results obtained in References [3, 12] which we briefly re-
call. There exists an algorithmic procedure (which is an extension of a proce-
dure developed by Riesz, see Ref. [16, page 356]) for the construction of a fam-
ily of set functions {w.)(A)}refo,1) With the property that, for any commutative
POVM F : B[0,1] — £} (H), there exists a self-adjoint operator A" with spectrum
a(AF) C [0,1] such that

F(A) = /[0 A aEf =wa(4”), A€ B, (5)

where, E" is the spectral resolution corresponding to A. Moreover, there exists
a countable semi-ring S which generates the o-algebra B0, 1], such that, for each
A € o(AF), wiy(N) is additive on the ring R(S) generated by S. For each A €
B[0, 1], the function wa is Borel measurable.

Now we introduce some technicalities. In what follows we need the set I :=
Upep o(AF) C [0, 1] to be measurable. Thus, if I is not a Borel set we enlarge the
Borel o-algebra in order to include I. In particular, we consider the o-algebra &
generated by I and B([0,1]).

Since, VF € D, [0,1]\ I C [0,1]\ o(AF) and EF([0,1] \ o(AF)) = 0, the set
[0,1]/1 is a subset of a E¥-null set for any F' € D. Then, each PVM E¥ can be
extended to &. The extension EF : & — L, (H) satisfies the following relations:

EF (o(AT)) = EF (I) =1
EF(InA)=EF(A), VA eB[0,1]

AF = / AAEY .
[0,1]
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The space ([0,1],8) is a measurable space and I is a measurable subset of &.
Moreover, for each A € B([0,1]), the function wa : ([0,1],&) — ([0, 1], B[0, 1]) is
measurable and

/ wa(\) dEY :/ wa(\)dEY = F(A), VFeD. (6)
[0,1] [0,1]

Theorem 11. There is a Markov kernel 1 : ([0,1], &) x B[0,1] — ([0, 1], B[0,1])
such that

F(8) = [ sl dEf.
[0,1]
for any A € B[0,1] and F € D.

Proof. Let D be the set of the commutative POVMs with spectrum in [0, 1],
{wa}aepm) the family of functions whose existence is proved in Ref. [12] and
I := Upepo(AF) C [0,1]. For each X € I, the set function w(.y(\) is additive on
R(S) [3]. Now, the map

w: ([0,1], &) x B[0,1] — ([0, 1], B[O, 1])
o fwa), el
Oa(d) = {0, it A€ [0,1)/1

is such that (.)(A) is additive for any A € [0,1] and @Wa(-) is measurable for any
A € B[0, 1]. Moreover, by the definition of the integral and by (6),

/ Ga(N) dEY :/ wa(N)dEF = F(A), FeD.
[0,1] [0,1]

By Corollary 1 in [4]!, there is a Markov kernel fi such that, for every F € D,
fa(A) = @oa(N), Ef-a.e.. Therefore, for every pair (F, E¥'), the triplet (F, ET', 1)
is a von Neumann triplet, i.e.,

| s dEf = Fa)
[0,1]

and g does not depend on F'. g

Note that a coincide with wa up to null sets. Indeed,

| BadEL = F@a) = [ wadEf
[0,1] [0,1]

so that fia(A) = wa()), EF-a.c.. Therefore, fia(\) = wa(N), EF-a.e. since EF is
the restriction of BT,

INote that the proof of corollary 1 in Ref. [4] does not depend on the POVM F. It depends
only on the set functions w.y(\). Moreover, the change from the function wa : ([0, 1], B[0, 1]) —
([0,1],B[0,1]) to the function wa : ([0,1],&) — ([0,1], B[0,1]) does not affect the proof of the
corollary since it does not affect the set functions w(.y()) : B0, 1] — B[0,1] for any X € I.



28 R. Beneduci

Remark 12. The result in Theorem 11 holds also for the set of POVMs with
spectrum in R. Indeed, for every POVM F : B(R) — L} (H), there is a POVM
FO:B([0,1]) = LI (H), F°(A) = F(g(A)) where g : [0,1] — R is an arbitrary bi-
jective measurable map. Then, the Markov kernel f1;-1(a)(A) is a universal Markov
kernel, i.e.,

F(8) = Fg (&) = [ sy (W dES. A< BR)
for every real commutative POVM F.
We then have the following generalization of Theorem 11.

Theorem 13. There is a Markov kernel i : ([0,1], &) x B(R) — ([0, 1], B[0, 1]) such
that

F8) = [ AsWdEf, AcB®).
R
for any real commutative POVM F'.
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Abstract. Coherent states are associated to the Jacobi group. The metric
obtained from the scalar product of coherent states based on the Siegel-Jacobi
ball is a balanced metric. Several geometric properties of the Siegel-Jacobi
ball are obtained via the methods of coherent states. We insist on geometric
properties of the Siegel-Jacobi ball specific to Berezin quantization.
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1. Introduction

The quantization problem is important for establishing a correspondence between
quantum and classical systems [1]. A quantization method was proposed by Berezin
[2-5]. Initially, Berezin applied his method to quantization of the Kahler manifolds
C™ and the Hermitian symmetric spaces, using the supercomplete set of vectors
verifying the Parceval overcompletness identity. We have investigated holomor-
phic discrete series representations based on hermitian symmetric spaces [6-8] and
then [9] on coherent state (CS) manifolds [10, 11], using Perelomov coherent state
method [12]. Loi and Mossa have extended Berezin quantization to homogeneous
bounded domains [13] and then to homogenous Kahler manifolds [14]. On the other
side, Rawnsley [15] and Rawnsley, Cahen and Gutt [16] have globalized Berezin
construction for homogeneous Kéahler manifolds to non-homogeneous Kéhler man-
ifolds. Using the so-called e-function, it was underlined that Berezin quantization
via coherent states is a particular realization of geometric quantization [17], and
the manifold with € = ¢t are quantizable manifolds. An essential object in this
approach is the notion of balanced metric, introduced firstly by Donaldson for
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compact manifolds [18], and later extended to non-compact manifolds by Arezzo
and Loi [19].

We have constructed coherent states based on the Siegel-Jacobi ball D; ~
C" x D, [20-23], a homogeneous space associated to the Jacobi group G =
H, x Sp(n,R)¢c [24, 25], where D,, denotes the Siegel ball, and H,, denotes the
(2n + 1)-dimensional Heisenberg group [22, 23, 26]. The relevance of the Jacobi
group for Physics and Mathematics was mentioned in the references [20, 22, 23].
Here are some more recent references on applications of the Jacobi group in Physics
and Mathematics [27-31]. It was underlined in [32] that the homogeneous Kéhler
two-form wy s calculated in [22, 23] it is associated with the balanced metric on
the Siegel-Jacobi ball.

In this paper we mention several geometric properties of the Siegel-Jacobi
ball obtained via the coherent state method, relevant for Berezin quantization. The
interest of this investigation comes from the fact that the Siegel-Jacobi ball is a
partially bounded domain [33, 34]. In Section 2 we collect several results on the bal-
anced metric of the Siegel-Jacobi ball, extracted from [21-23, 32]. The main results
of this article are contained in Remark 5 and Proposition 6 of Section 3. Prelimi-
nary results have been given in [35], while details on the proofs can be found in [32].

2. Balanced metric on the Siegel-Jacobi ball via coherent states

Let M = G/H be an n-dimensional homogeneous Kéhler manifold endowed with
a G-invariant Kéhler two-form obtained from a Kahler potential f

2 f

=i ho5(2)dza ANdZs, hos = hpa = hjy, hog = . 1
war(2) I(XZB; aﬁ(z) Z Z3y Nap B Ba B 024075 (1)
The balanced metric corresponds to the Kahler potential equal with the logarithm

of the scalar product of two Perelomov coherent state vectors

f(z,2) =InKnp(z,2), Knm(z,2) = (ez,ez). (2)
The e-function [15, 16] is defined as
e(z) = e FEO Ky (2, 2). (3)

The Jacobi algebra is the semi-direct sum g; := b,, x sp(n, R)c, where the
Heisenberg algebra b, is generated by the boson creation (respectively, annihi-
lation) operators alT (a;), while the symplectic algebra sp(n,R)c is generated by
K0 ij=1,....n, asin [22, 23].

Let g € Sp(n, R)c be of the form (4), (5)

P q
=2 %), ,q€ M(n,C), 4
g (q p) p.q € M(n,C) (1)
" —qq" =1,, pq" = qp" (5a)

p'p—d'q=1,, p'a=q"p, (5b)
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and let also a, z € C™. The (transitive) action (g, ) x (W, z) = (W1, z1) of the
Jacobi group G; = H,, x Sp(n,R)¢ on the Siegel-Jacobi ball D ~ D,, x C" is
given by the formulas [22]

Wi = (W +q)(@W +p)~" = (Wq" +p*) " (¢" + W), (6a)
z1=(Wq* +p) 'z +a-Wa). (6b)
The Siegel (open) ball D, — the non-compact Hermitian symmetric space

Sp(n,R)c/U(n) — admits a matrix realization as the bounded homogeneous do-
main
Dy, ={WeMn,C):W=W"N>0,N:=1, - WW} (7)
Perelomov coherent state vectors [12] associated to the group G/, based on
the Siegel-Jacobi ball D, are [21, 22]

e.w =exp(X)eg, X := \/MZzia;r + Z win;;, zeC"W e D, (8)

i=1 ij=1

where the extremal weight vector eg is chosen such that
_ k .
aieO:O, ijeo;éO, Kijeo:O, K?je(]: 45@'60, 1,] = 1,...,77,. (9)

1 in (8) indexes representations of the Heisenberg group, while k in (9) parametrizes
the holomorphic discrete series representation of Sp(n, R)¢.

Using the coherent state vectors (8), the reproducing kernel K(z, W) =
(ex,w, €x,W)ku, 2 € C*, W € D,, was calculated in [21-23] as

K(z,W) = det(M) * exppF,M = (1, - WIW)~!, (10a)
2F =22'Mz + 2'WMz + 'MW 2. (10b)
With formulas (1), (2), we have obtained in [21, 22]
Theorem 1. The Kihler two-form wy, Gy -invariant to the action (6), is
—iwp s (2, W)=5Tr(B A B)+ uTr(A'M A A),

11
B=MdAdW, A=dz+dWij, n=M(z+ Wz). (11)

The fact that the K&hler two-form (11) is associated with the balanced metric
on D; was underlined in [32], where we have split the matrix A of the metric into
four blocks. This allowed us to calculate a kind of inverse of h, which takes into
account the fact that W is a symmetric matrix, as in (7). As a consequence, we
were able to calculate in [32] the Ricci form, the scalar curvature, the determinant
G of the matrix h of the metric and the Laplace-Beltrami operator on D;, while in
[36] we have studied geodesics on D;. In [23] we have pointed out the significance
of the change of variables in (11) z — 7 in the context of coherent states and also
in the context of the fundamental conjecture of homogeneous Kéahler manifolds
[37, 38]. We have proved:
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Proposition 2.

i) The Jacobi group G is a unimodular, non-reductive, algebraic group of
Harish-Chandra type.

ii) The Siegel-Jacobi domain D is a homogeneous reductive, non-symmetric
manifold associated to the Jacobi group G;| by the generalized Harish-Chandra
embedding.

iii) The Siegel-Jacobi ball D; is not an Einstein manifold with respect to the
balanced metric attached to the Kahler two-form (11), but it is one with re-
spect to the Bergman metric corresponding to the Bergman Kdhler two-form
i00 In(Gps).

iv) The scalar curvature of D is constant and negative.

The Harish-Chandra embedding of the Siegel-Jacobi ball is explained in [39].

3. Geometric characterization of D7 and Berezin quantization

Firstly we recall the mentioned new results about Berezin quantization obtained
in [13, 14], which we apply to Berezin quantization on the Siegel-Jacobi ball.

Theorem 3. Let (M,w) be a simply-connected homogeneous Kihler manifold such
that the associated Kdhler two-form w is integral. Then there exists a constant
o > 0 such that M equipped with pow is projectively induced.

The notion of projectively induced manifolds in the context of coherent states
for compact manifolds is used in [40, 41], while [42] deals with projectively induced
noncompact manifolds. We recall that the proof of Theorem 3 in the case of com-
pact manifolds M was given in [41].

Using the results of Rosenberg-Vergne [43], the proof of the fundamental
conjecture of homogeneous Kéahler manifolds of Vinberg and Gindikin [37] by
Dorfmeister-Nakajima [38] and the sufficient conditions of Berezin quantization
on bounded domains obtained by Englis [44], Loi and Mossa have proved [14] the
following:

Theorem 4. Let (M,w) be a homogeneous Kdhler manifold. Then the following are
equivalent:

a) M is contractible.

b) (M,w) admits a global Kdhler potential.

¢) (M,w) admits a global diastasis Dpy : M x M — R.
d) (M,w) admits a Berezin quantization.

The notion of diastasis was introduced in [45].
As a consequence of Theorem 3, it was proven in [32]:

Remark 5. Let M = G/H be a simply-connected homogeneous Kéhler manifold.
Then the following assertions are equivalent:

A) M is a quantizable Kéhler manifold.
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B) M admits a balanced metric.
C) M is CS-type manifold and G is a CS-type group.
D) M is projectively induced.

The notion of CS-group is explained in [10, 11].
Putting together Theorems 1, 3, 4, Remark 5, and Proposition 4 in [32], it
follows in the particular case of the Jacobi group:

Proposition 6.

i) The homogeneous Kdhler manifold D;. is contractible.

ii) The Kdhler potential of the Siegel-Jacobi ball is global. D is a Lu Qi-Keng
manifold, with nowhere vanishing diastasis.
iii) The manifold D; is a quantizable Kihler manifold.
iv) The manifold D is projectively induced, and the Jacobi group G is a CS-
type group.
In [42] we have used the denomination Lu Qi-Keng manifold for manifolds
for which the polar divisor [40, 41] of all points of the manifold is zero, extending
to manifolds the notion introduced for domains in C" [46].
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1D & 2D Covariant Affine
Integral Quantizations

Jean Pierre Gazeau and Romain Murenzi

Abstract. Covariant affine integral quantization of the half-plane R x R is
presented. We examine the consequences of different quantizer operators built
from weight functions on the half-plane. One of these weights yields the usual
canonical quantization and a quasi-probability distribution (affine Wigner
function) which is real, marginal in both position and momentum vectors.
An extension to the phase space for the motion of a particle in the punctured
plane and its application to the quantum rotating frame are mentioned.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010). 81530; 83C45,81R30.
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This contribution is an outline of recent developments [1-4] of what we call affine
covariant integral quantization and its applications. This affine quantization is
useful in physics, for instance when we deal with the motion of a particle on the
half-line, more generally for the dynamics of a pair (¢,p), ¢ > 0, p € R. The
origin of the half-line is a singularity and the phase space is the open half-plane,
which has the group structure of Aff { (R), with its two square integrable unitary
irreducible representations (UIR’s). Any consistent quantization must respect this
symmetry. Another example [4] concerns the motion in the punctured plane (i.e.,
deleted from its origin), for instance in a rotating plane frame, or an infinitely thin
solenoid perpendicular to the plane at the origin. In this case, the phase space
is R? x R?, which has the group structure of SIM(2), the group of similitudes
of R?, with its unique square integrable UIR. Again, any consistent quantization
must respect this symmetry. Respecting those symmetries yields an automatic
regularization of the singularity in the quantum model in the following sense
classical kinetic p?> — quantum kinetic P? + Q2 (1)
with K > 0 is issued from affine quantization and essentially self-adjointness is
insured if K > 3/4. Here we restrict the presentation to the simplest Aff | (R)
quantization. For SIM(2) nothing really new except more elaborate formulae, and
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details are found in [4]. For the motion in the punctured R%, d > 3, the phase
space is in general a coset of SIM(d), and one can deal with square-integrable
representations of SIM(d) with respect to a subgroup [5].

1. Covariant integral quantization(s) for a group

Let G be a Lie group with left Haar measure du(g), and let g — U(g) be a unitary
irreducible representation of GG in a Hilbert space H. Let M be a bounded operator
on H. Suppose that the operator

R= / M(g)du(g), M(g) = U(g)MU'(g). (2)
G

is defined in a weak sense. From the left invariance of du(g) the operator R com-
mutes with all operators U(g), ¢ € G, and so, from Schur’s Lemma, R = ¢ul.
Suppose that there exists a density (i.e., unit trace non-negative) operator py such
that the integral [, tr (po M(g)) du(g) := cm is convergent. Then the resolution of
the identity follows:

| M) avie) =1, dv(g) = duto)fow. 3)

Now, suppose that the UIR U is square-integrable in the sense that there exists a
density operator p such that ¢, = [, du(g) tr (pU(g)pU'(g)) < oc. The resolution
of the identity is then obeyed by the family of U-transported density operators
p(9) = U(g)pU'(g), and this allows covariant integral quantization of complex-
valued functions on the group

frodr= " [ olo) ) anto). @

The covariance of this quantization is a straightforward consequence of the above
construction

U(9)AsUM(g) = Auggys » (5)
where (84(g)f)(g") == f(g~1g’) is the regular representation if f € L2(G,du(g))).
Furthermore, the map (4) can be completed with a generalization of the
Berezin or heat kernel transform on G yielding a semi-classical portrait of Ay.

£(9) s f(g) = / r(plg) p(e')) £(g) dv(a). (6)

G

2. Covariant affine integral quantization

2.1. The group framework
The above procedure is now implemented in the context of affine symmetry. As

the Euclidean plane is viewed as the phase space for the motion of a particle on
the line, the half-plane is viewed as the phase space for the motion of a particle on
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the half-line. One equips the upper half-plane I1; := {(¢,p)|q¢ > 0, p € R} with
the measure dg dp. Together with

(i) the multiplication law

Po
(Qap)(%apo): q4q0, +p), qGRi,pER,
q

(ii) the unity (1,0),
1
-1 -
(a:p) <q, qp) ,

(iii) and the inverse

I, is viewed as the affine group Aff; (R) of the real line. The measure dgdp is
left-invariant with respect to this action. The affine group Aff;(R) has two non-
equivalent UIR Uy (~ carried on by Hardy spaces). Both are square integrable
and this is the rationale backing the continuous wavelet analysis resulting from
a resolution of the identity. The UIR U; = U is realized in the Hilbert space
H = L*(R%,dz) as

Ulg,p)i(a) = (€7 /y/a)¥(x/q) (7)
Given a weight function w(q,p) on I, one defines the operator
| CAU@nColim o) dadp =M= 0
oy

The following assumptions are imposed on w(q, p):

(i) The weight function w(q,p) is C* on IL,.
ii) It defines a tempered distribution with respect to the variable p for all ¢ > 0.
(iii) The operator M¥ is bounded self-adjoint on H.

The appearance of the positive self-adjoint and invertible Duflo-Moore operator
CpmMm = \/2’/T/Q is due to the non-modularity of the affine group. This operator is
needed to establish the square-integrability of the UIR U

/H dqdp(U(q, p)¢|¢) (U(q,p)¢'|¢') = (Come|Comy’) (¢'|¢) , (9)

for any pair (1, 9") of admissible vectors, i.e., which obey ||Cpm)|| < oo, [|[Com’]| <
oo, and any pair (¢, ¢’) of vectors in L*(R% , dz). The operator M is symmetric

if w(q, p) obeys w(q,p) = (1/q)w (1/q, —qp)-
2.2. Affine quantization

The corresponding integral quantization reads as

dgd
fHA“:/ 99 ¢4, 0) M= (,p), (10)
H+ CM=

with M# (¢, p) = U(q,p))MTUT (¢, p), and where the constant cy= is given by

+oo d
M= = \/271'/ qq wp (1,—q) .
0



42 J.P. Gazeau and R. Murenzi

Here, @, is the partial Fourier transform of @ with respect to the variable p. The
resolution of the identity holds for ¢y« < oo, and the covariance reads as

U(q0,20) AT U (g0, po) = Amyi(ge.p0) -
The practical calculations rest on the following result.

Proposition 1. The action on ¢ in H of the operator AJ? defined by the integral
quantization map is given by

“+ o0
(A7 ) (z) = AF (z,27) ¢(a') da’, (11)
0
where the kernel A;”?' is defined as
- , 1 =z /+°° dg . [z s (T,
= - —z). 12
AF (x,2") S J Wp (x” q) fp q,w x (12)

2.3. Some formulae

Having in hand Eqs. (11) and (12), one can easily derive the quantum counterparts
of some particular functions. For functions depending on ¢ only, f(g,p) = u(q),
one gets the multiplication operator

Ver / o dq (Q)
ATy = wy(l,—q)u , 13
@ o= Jy g p(1,—q) ‘ (13)
i.e., the multiplication by the convolution on the multiplicative group R of u(x)

with v/27 @, (1, —2)/cm=. An interesting more specific case is when u is a simple
power of ¢, say u(q) = ¢°. Then we have

\/2’/T oo dq dg
© = (1, —q) QP = A 14
s [ a0 =T (14)
where dg = 0+OO qﬁfﬁ @p(1, —q)

For momentum-dependent functions f(g,p) = v(p) one finds

- 1 z [T dg . T
Al (z2') = 0" — ) /0 % (1)

M= x q x!’ (15)
_ f;(x'fa:)xQ(x)
Y z/ x’

As a simple but important example, let us examine the case v(p) = p™, n € N.
From distribution theory

oz —z) = V2ri" MW (2 —z), (16)

we derive the differential action of the operator A} in H as the polynomial in
P =—id/dx

o V2T & (n Y T
Ap = M= Z <k) <_ldx’> @ & (a:’)

k=0

Pt=pr4.... (17)

z'=x
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In particular,

i

(1)

AY =P 1 . 1
PPy |1 G 1)
This operator is symmetric but has no self-adjoint extension. The commutation
rule [Aq, 4,] = g; il is canonical up to a factor which can be easily put equal to

one through a rescaling of the weight function.
For the kinetic energy we have
2i Q'(1) 1 Q1) Q')

A% = P? 1 P - 2+4 . 1

# =g [+ 00| P e 4w + oy 1)

This symmetric operator is essentially self-adjoint or not, depending on the

strength of the (attractive or repulsive) potential 1/2%. With the choice of a weight
function such that —2 — 4 %((11)) — %((11)
quantum dynamics of the free motion on the half-line is unique. For separable

functions f(q,p) = u(q) v(p)

= 1 x [T°dg . sz T
Adgyipy (@:27) = 0’ —2) /A @ (1 —a)u <q> )

) > 3/4, it is essentially self-adjoint and so

CM = X q

The elementary example is the quantization of the function ¢p which produces the
integral kernel and its corresponding operator

2 2 [t g
gy = VT8 - 0)" [ e (G,
0

M= X! q2 x!’
L), [B) | ()
5= 000 P[5 o) o | 2y

where D = %(QP + PQ) is the essentially self-adjoint dilation generator. Here

—+o0
() = / q?fﬁ Syt —q) . Qlu) = Qu). (22)

2.4. Semi-classical portraits

Given a weight function w(q, p) yielding a symmetric unit trace operator M=, we
define the semi-classical or lower symbol of an operator A in H as the function

A(g,p) :=Tr (AU(q,p) M U (g, p)) = Tr (AMT(q, p)) . (23)

When the operator A is the affine integral quantized version of a classical f(q,p)
with the same weight w, we get the transform

. d /d / /
far o fan = [TV (0 ) e me) L 2a)
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Of course, this expression has the meaning of an averaging of the classical f if the
function

@p) = TE (M= (g, p)M") (25)

™

e e
cm= 2mq Jo 0 Yy q x

is a true probability distribution on the half-plane.

3. Affine Wigner integral quantization

efi\/qp

With the specific weight @y (g, p) = Ja
operator (Z1)(z) := (1/z)¢(1/x), I? = I,

MW =97 = / U(q,p) @waw(q,p)dgdp. (26)
oy

we obtain twice the affine inversion

This operator is the affine counterpart of the operator yielding the Weyl-Wigner
integral quantization when the phase space is R?, i.e., when one deals with Weyl-
Heisenberg symmetry.

Proposition 2. The integral kernel of the quantization of a function f(q,p) through
the weight function has the following expression,

APV (2,2 = \/127r fo (\/Z,x’ — x> : (27)

The application of this procedure to particular cases gives the following results.

Proposition 3.
(i) The quantization of a function of q, f(q,p) = u(q) provided by the weight
Waw 15 u(Q).
(ii) Similarly, the quantization of a function of p, f(q,p) = v(p) provided by the
weight waw is v(P) (in the pseudo-differential sense).
(iii) More generally, the quantization of a separable function f(q,p) = u(q)v(p)
provided by the weight wayy is the integral operator

(Ao ) @) = j% / 4t e’ — ) u (Va') o).

(iv) In particular, the quantization of u(q)p™, n € N, yields the symmetric oper-

ator,
n

A =2 (Z) ()" Fu" Q) P,

k=0
and for the dilation, AZ;,’V =D

Therefore, this affine integral quantization is the true counterpart of the
Weyl-Wigner integral quantization.
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4. Conclusion

The procedure presented here has been applied to questions pertaining to early
cosmology in its quantum aspects (see [6] and references therein), with the choice
of projector quantizer, M@ = |¢)(1)| (“affine coherent states”). It allowed us to
set up a consistent quantum dynamics of isotropic, anisotropic non-oscillatory
and anisotropic models, yielding singularity resolution for the pair volume-rate
through a smooth bouncing and a unitary dynamics without boundary conditions,
and offering a consistent semi-classical description of involved quantum dynamics.
Another recent application points up the possible existence of an extra quantum
centrifugal effect in rotating frame [4].

Remark. The ideas and opinions expressed in this article are those of the authors
and do not necessarily represent the view of UNESCO.
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Diffeomorphism Group Representations
in Relativistic Quantum Field Theory

Gerald A. Goldin and David H. Sharp

It has been an honor to present this talk in memory of my friend and colleague
S. Twareque Ali, who passed away in January 2016. — G.A. Goldin

Abstract. We explore the role played by the diffeomorphism group and its
unitary representations in relativistic quantum field theory. From the quantum
kinematics of particles described by representations of the diffeomorphism
group of a space-like surface in an inertial reference frame, we reconstruct the
local relativistic neutral scalar field in the Fock representation. An explicit
expression for the free Hamiltonian is obtained in terms of the Lie algebra
generators (mass and momentum densities). We suggest that this approach
can be generalized to fields whose quanta are spatially extended objects.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010). Primary 81R10; Secondary 81T10.

Keywords. Diffeomorphism groups, relativistic quantum fields, unitary group
representations.

1. Introduction

The focus of this article is on the role played by diffeomorphism groups and their
representations in relativistic quantum field theory (QFT).

We highlight the important fact that diffeomorphism group representations
arise naturally if one starts with the well-known Fock representation of the free,
neutral relativistic scalar field, describing non-interacting bosons [1, 2]. We show
how this occurs. The mass density and the momentum flux density obtained from
the relativistic quantum field are reference-frame-dependent constructs; they are
neither local in spacetime nor Lorentz covariant. However, they are essential to the
description of what one actually measures — particle locations at particular times,
and/or trajectories. Indeed, such measurements always take place in a specific
inertial reference frame.
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Our main idea is to reverse the direction of this construction. That is, we
propose to start with a fixed frame of reference, and with respect to that frame, to
obtain the quantum kinematics described by unitary representations of the group
of diffeomorphisms of space and its semidirect product with the group of scalar
functions. Then we identify hierarchies of such representations, and introduce in-
tertwining creation and annihilation fields. Only at that point do we introduce the
spacetime symmetry group (the Poincaré group in this case) which provides the in-
formation needed to construct local relativistic fields out of the intertwining fields.

In Section 2 of this article, we briefly review results on diffeomorphism group
representations in non-relativistic quantum theory. Section 3 highlights our ear-
lier characterization of hierarchies of representations. Section 4 is about obtaining
current algebra and the corresponding diffeomorphism group representations from
the field theory of relativistic neutral scalar bosons. In Section 5, we discuss more
generally how one can begin with “non-relativistic” representations of the diffeo-
morphism group and the current algebra, and obtain a relativistic quantum field
from them. We also express the free relativistic Hamiltonian explicitly in terms
of the original particle density and current operators. Section 6 mentions some
possible directions opened up by our approach.

2. Diffeomorphism groups in Galilean quantum theory

Diffeomorphism groups and their unitary representations play a fundamental role
in non-relativistic (Galilean) quantum theory [3]. To set the stage, we review this
briefly; for details, see [4] and references therein.

Let ¥ be the manifold of physical space. Of course ¥ can be regarded as
a submanifold of spacetime, with (for example) ¢ = 0. In Galilean theory, 3 is
independent of the velocity of the observer. Let D = CF(X) be the group of
compactly-supported smooth real-valued functions on X, under pointwise addition,
and let K = Diffo(X) be the group of compactly supported C*° diffeomorphisms of
>, under composition. Let G = D x K be the natural semidirect product of these
groups. Then the irreducible, continuous unitary representations of G' describe the
quantum kinematics of a wide variety of physical systems.

For (f,¢) € D x K, let us write a continuous unitary representation (CUR) of
G as U(f)V (). Under very general conditions, one may realize the representation
in a Hilbert space H = L?(T', M), with

[U(f)¥](y) = expi(y, [)¥(y),

dpig
[V(9)¥](7) = X¢(7)‘I’(¢V)\/ du ()5 (1)
where: T is a configuration space whose elements (denoted ) are continuous linear
functionals on D; (v, f) denotes the value of v at f; M is a complex inner product
space (accommodating vector-valued wave functions), and ¥ € H takes values
in M; ¢y denotes the natural group action of a diffeomorphism ¢ € K on I'; p
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is a measure on I' quasiinvariant under diffeomorphisms; due/dp is the Radon—
Nikodym derivative of the transformed measure with respect to the original one;
and x¢(7y) is a unitary l-cocycle acting in M. Each of these has a fairly direct
physical interpretation in quantum mechanics.

The Lie algebra of self-adjoint local current operators is defined in a contin-
uous unitary representation U(f)V(¢) of G by:

p(f) =mlim U(Sf) a I, J(g) = hlim V(¢§) -1

s—0 18 s—0 1S

(2)

where: f € D, g € vectl®(X) [the Lie algebra of compactly-supported C'*° vector
fields on %], and ¢8 is the flow generated by g under the real parameter s; m is
a unit mass, and /i is Planck’s constant (over 27). Here p describes the (space-
averaged) mass density, and .J the (space-averaged) momentum flux density. Then:

[p(f1),p(f2)] =0, [p(f), J(g)] = ihp(Lgf)
[J(g1), J(g2)] = —ihJ([g1,82]),

where Lg is the Lie derivative and [g1,g2] is the Lie bracket of vector fields.

This framework unifies descriptions of the quantum kinematics of a wide
variety of systems. Particular families of representations describe configuration
spaces and exchange statistics for N-particle systems, including systems of indis-
tinguishable particles satisfying Bose statistics, Fermi statistics, and parastatistics.
In two space dimensions one obtains anyon (braid group) statistics [5-9] and non-
abelian braid statistics [10]. Tightly-bound composite particles (quantum dipoles,
quadrupoles, etc.) are also described [11].

One further obtains configuration spaces of infinite but locally finite parti-
cle systems, as in statistical mechanics [12-14], as well as infinite systems with
accumulation points [15, 16]. Systems of extended configurations, such as vortex
patches, filaments, and tubes, are also described by diffeomorphism group repre-
sentations [17-19]. See also [20].

3)

3. Hierarchies of representations

The irreducible unitary diffeomorphism group representations fall naturally into
hierarchies, whose intertwining operators (satisfying a natural commutator bracket
with the densities and currents) create and annihilate objects of the same kind.
These intertwining operators have an interpretation as “second-quantized” fields,
which are general enough to describe not only point particles but also extended
objects [21, 22].

For example, consider a family of N-particle representations, where N =
0, 1, 2, .... We have the Hilbert spaces Hy, and the unitary representations
Un(f)Vn(¢). We are entitled to call the family a hierarchy if for each N there
exists an operator-valued distribution ¢% : Hy — Hn+1 (the creation field), such
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that for all h € D, f € D, and ¢ € K,

Unt1(H)Yn(h) =y (Un=1(F)W)Un(f), (4)
VN+1(9)YN (h) = YN (V=1(9)h) VN () - (5)

Physically, if we begin with an N-particle state, create a new particle in state h and
then transform the resulting (N + 1)-particle state by the unitary group represen-
tation Un 41 (or respectively, V1), the result is the same as if we first transform
the N-particle state by Un (resp. V), and then create the new particle in the state
obtained by transforming the 1-particle state h by Uy (resp. V7). The construction
is nontrivial because creation and annihilation within a hierarchy must respect the
particle statistics (bosonic, fermionic, or anyonic). When H; = L?(R3,C), as in
the 1-particle representation of D x K, we write 1*(h) = [¢*(x)h(x)d*z. We call
Y*(x) an intertwining field for the hierarchy. In effect, 1)*(x) creates a particle at
x € ¥, and its adjoint ¢(x) annihilates a particle at x. We earlier used these ideas
to derive the g-commutation relations for anyon fields [21].

Consequently ¥* and 1 also obey natural brackets with the local current
algebra generating the group representations. Furthermore they obey a bracket
with each other: canonical commutation relations, when they intertwine N-particle
Bose representations; anticommutation relations when they intertwine N-particle
Fermi representations; and g-commutation relations when they intertwine N-anyon
representations (in 2-space), where ¢ is the anyonic phase. They are non-relativistic
fields.

In terms of ¢* and v, we may write the current algebra generators (formally)
as operator-valued distributions:

p(x) =" (x)(x),  J(x) = (1/20{¢"(x)Vi(x) = [V (x)]p(x)}. (6)
We thus have a rather beautiful unifying, current-algebraic description of a wide
variety of distinct non-relativistic quantum systems as representations of a local

symmetry group. It is then natural to ask if there is a role to be played by the
diffeomorphism group and its representations in relativistic quantum field theories.

4. The diffeomorphism group and the free relativistic
neutral scalar Bose field

Suppose we begin with the free neutral scalar relativistic field in the Fock repre-
sentation. We use the following notational conventions to write the main equations
of interest.

In Minkowski spacetime, z# = (2%, x), with u = 0,1,2,3; and where 2° = ct;
the metric tensor g, = diag[l, —1, —1, —1]. The covariant momentum 4-vector is
pu = (po,p), where pg = E/c, E being the energy. The wave number 4-vector
is k = (ko,k), where E = hw and kg = w/c = E/hc, and p = hk. Since E? =
p?c? +m2ct, we have w? = k2c? + (m2c*/h?). For a given value of k, we thus also
write ko = wi/c, where wy = \/k2¢2 + (m2c*/h?) .

0
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Let af and ax be (respectively) creation and annihilation operators for the
free relativistic neutral scalar field in the Fock representation, for a particle with
energy E = hwy and 3-momentum p = fik. Then we have,

[a’kl ) alﬁg] = Wk, 6(3) (kl - k2) (7)

From these (relativistic) operators, one constructs the (non-relativistic) fields from
which particle measurement operators are obtained [2]:

o= [ OF L e ®)
xT) = (& a
1 k>0 ko (27‘()3/2 0 k>

and setting ¢ = 0 and kg = wx, we have

A3k 1 ikex
$1(x,0) 7/ wll(/2 (2m)3/2 e ak . 9)
Then ¢; and ¢7 satisfy the equal-time canonical commutation relations of the
intertwining fields ¢ and ¢* discussed above; i.e., without any coefficient in the
é-function:

[¢1 (:1707 X)a Qﬁ (,y(], y)}wozyo = 5(3) (X - y)' (10)

Next p and J can be defined in terms of these field operators on each N-
particle subspace of the Fock representation, using Eq. (6). They in turn satisfy
the local current algebra (3). When exponentiated, we obtain the N-boson rep-
resentations of the semidirect product group G — i.e., “non-relativistic” quantum
mechanics existing within relativistic quantum field theory. We also highlight the
remarkable fact that p and J (unlike the relativistic fields) are actually defined as
distributions over space at a fixed time.

This construction is the one whose direction we want to reverse. That is,
having obtained ¢ and 9* by intertwining diffeomorphism group representations
at t = 0 in a specific inertial reference frame, we write relativistic creation and
annihilation operators a;, and ax using the inverse transform of the equations
above. From these, we construct the relativistic quantum field.

5. Relativistic QFT from diffeomorphism group representations:
General approach

5.1. Motivation

The spacetime symmetry group informs us how to relate one inertial frame of
reference to another. Traditionally, relativistic QF'T begins with the introduction
of fields assumed to be covariant with respect to the Poincaré group, encoding the
physics of special relativity into the theory right from the start.

But the group of diffeomorphisms of spacetime is, in a sense, incompatible
with the Poincaré symmetry. With the exception of (1 4 1)-dimensional space-
time, general diffeomorphisms disrupt the Minkowskian causal structure. More
specifically, call a diffeomorphism of Minkowski space M causal if for any pair of
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points x,y € M, it preserves the sign (+,0,—) of the Minkowskian “distance”
(z —y)?:= (z—y),(z —y)" (summation convention, with the Minkowski metric).
In (1 4 1)-dimensional spacetime, an infinite-dimensional group of causal diffeo-
morphisms exists, defined by independent actions on each of the two light cone
coordinates. But in Minklowski spacetimes having more than one space dimension,
the causal diffeomorphisms are limited to the finite-dimensional group of Poincaré
transformations together with uniform dilations. In Galileian spacetime, on the
other hand, diffeomorphisms that act on spatial coordinates only (possibly in a
time-dependent way) are among those respecting the causal structure. Thus in the
Galilean case we have an infinite-dimensional group.

This incompatibility of general spacetime diffeomorphisms with special rela-
tivity, together with the value of the diffeomorphism group approach in describing
general quantum kinematics, leads us to the idea of describing measurements of
particles or other entities (field quanta) in a fized inertial frame — the frame in
which the actual measurements occur. Then we need not worry about covariance;
the measurement operators can be noncovariant and nonlocal in the spacetime
(although local in space at a fixed time). Of course, the corresponding operators
for measurements taken in a different inertial reference frame will be different, and
not obtainable directly from the first set of operators until after covariant fields
(or some other way of encoding the spacetime symmetry) have been introduced.
We thus defer the construction of fields covariant under the spacetime symmetry
until later.

Our idea is natural if we focus on describing spatial configurations in a rel-
ativistic theory (with Poincaré symmetry). One must grapple with the fact that
the shapes of spacetime regions, the particular choices of spacelike surfaces such
as hyperplanes in Minkowskian spacetime, and the shapes of regions within those
surfaces, change with the reference frame of the observer. Therefore, since we are
forced at some stage to deal with noncovariant objects, it makes sense to begin with
them. This is why we specify a frame of reference before beginning the construc-
tions that lead to particle configuration spaces, and without having yet identified
the spacetime symmetry.

5.2. Anticipated steps

Thus we envision the following steps in the program.

1. Choose an inertial frame of reference F' (the frame of the observer). We
have not yet built in how observations in one inertial frame are related to those in
another.

2. Call the spacetime as observed from F' by the name M . Introduce a coor-
dinate system for M g in which the coordinate x refers to space, and ¢ to time. A
“spacelike” surface ¥, coordinatized by x, is obtained by setting ¢ = 0 in Mp. We
postulate a Euclidean metric on X, which is to play the role of the manifold ¥ in
the earlier discussion. Evidently this approach is general enough to include spatial
manifolds ¥ having nontrivial topology, as well as higher-dimensional spacetimes
(e.g., 10- or 26-dimensional) with some of the spatial dimensions compactified.
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It is natural to regard the different spacetimes Mg as fibers in a bundle
over a base space of inertial frames. Each fiber carries a copy of the theory. The
spacetime symmetry should eventually establish the isomorphism of the theories
(diffeomorphism group representations, etc.) in different fibers.

3. Define the group G = D x K with respect to Xz and consider its continu-
ous unitary representations as discussed above. We remark that even in relativistic
QFT, we need to describe (spatial) configurations based on observable locations
and motions of entities (particles, excitations). Unitary representations of G(X )
are natural because one-parameter groups of diffeomorphisms (i.e., flows) describe
possible smooth motions of configurations in physical space. The infinitesimal gen-
erators of such flows are local currents.

4. Identify one or more hierarchies of representations, describing configura-
tions consisting of entities of the same type (to be interpreted as quanta of the
same field). Introduce creation and annihilation fields as operators intertwining
the unitary representations in the hierarchy.

At this stage in the general development, we have a full description of the
field quanta, but we do not yet have the field — nor do we have a description of
the dynamics, which is to be provided as usual by a Hamiltonian operator.

5. The next step is to introduce a (covariant) relativistic field, defined mak-
ing use of the creation and annihilation fields intertwining the hierarchy of diffeo-
morphism group representations in inertial frame F'. This is where the particular
choice of spacetime symmetry (relating different reference frames) is introduced.
The configuration-space entities in the hierarchy of diffeomorphism group repre-
sentations are interpreted as quanta of this field as observable in the reference
frame F.

6. Finally, write the Hamiltonian H describing the (relativistic) dynamics.
While H can be expressed in terms of the relativistic quantum field, the preceding
construction means that it can also be expressed explicitly in terms of the local
currents (the infinitesimal generators in the diffeomorphism group representations
with which we started), together with the (non-relativistic) intertwining fields.
At the end of the construction, the physics described by the relativistic field and
Hamiltonian should not depend on the particular reference frame F' with which
we began.

5.3. Constructing the relativistic free neutral scalar field

Carrying out first four steps in (3 + 1)-dimensional Minkowski space, for the hi-
erarchy of N-particle Bose representations of G = D x K, we obtain the creation
and annihilation fields ¢3, ¢ in Fock space satisfying Eq. (10).

To construct the relativistic field ¢(x), we use the three-dimensional inverse
transforms of ¢1(x,0) and ¢7(x,0), corresponding to Eq. (9); thus,

1 )
(2)/2 / P 1 (x,0)e%™ = ayefun?, (11)
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and correspondingly for the adjoint. This is precisely the point where relativistic
invariance has been put in “by hand” — the definitions of aj, and ax from the
intertwining fields ¢ and ¢; are such as to satisfy a relativistic bracket.

Then the relativistic field is, as usual,

6= o b [ e g (12)

x) = . axe ape .
(27)3/2v/2 Jiky>0 Ko K

We stress that both ¢; and ¢ are operator-valued distributions in four dimensions

in the same Hilbert space, for any value of ¢ — including the Galilean limit ¢ — co.

5.4. The free relativistic Hamiltonian in terms of local currents

We conclude by expressing the free relativistic Hamiltonian in terms of diffeomor-
phism group generators (i.e., local currents), in this representation. In a calculation
beginning with

= / dz:f hecaga = ; / &z m(x)” + V() - Vo) + m>¢(z)* 1 (13)

where the colons : : denote normal ordering, we obtain the singular-looking expres-
sion,
1
H= // drdPy F(x —y)p(x) exp/x 2/)(X/)K(x’)dx’, (14)

where K(x) = )+ 2iJ(x), and F(x —y) = [ d®kwxk exp[ik - (x — y)]. One
can obtain the Gahlean free Hamiltonian explicitly as a limiting case of the above
relativistic Hamiltonian.

We remark that there are ways to make mathematical sense of the apparently
singular expressions in Eq. (14) involving products and quotients of the (spatially)
local density and current operators.

6. Discussion and concluding remarks

The example of the free relativistic boson field serves as a model for more general
quantum field theories built up from hierarchies of diffeomorphism group repre-
sentations.

The relativistic fermion case is not quite as straightforward as the boson field.
Had we used the hierarchy of fermionic N-particle representations of the group, we
would have obtained fields satisfying equal-time canonical anticommutation rela-
tions acting in the Fock space of antisymmetric wave functions. But we must take
account of particle spin; in the spinless case, after introducing the Hamiltonian,
one cannot satisfy the important property of local causality.

Note, however, that ruling out spin 0 fermions does not mean that antisym-
metric N-particle representations of diffeomorphism groups are irrelevant. If we
consider spin 1 bosons, for example, we need to include both symmetric and an-
tisymmetric spatial wave functions in order to allow for all of the possible spin
symmetries under particle exchange.
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One natural direction in which to extend these ideas is to non-Fock repre-
sentations of G describing infinitely many particles. A second direction is toward
representations of G describing configurations of extended objects. Intertwining
such representations are fields that create vortex loops, strings, or more general
embedded manifolds. Fock-like representations of relativistic fields whose quanta
have spatial extent would be of great interest from this point of view.

We also anticipate the value of studying interacting relativistic quantum fields
constructed from diffeomorphism group representations.

Acknowledgment

GG thanks Los Alamos National Laboratory for hospitality during the course of
this research, and Rutgers University for travel support. This work was supported
by the U.S. Department of Energy. The document has been assigned report num-
ber LA-UR-17-3193 and approved for public release by the Los Alamos National
Laboratory.

References

[1] A.S. Wightman and S. Schweber, Configuration space methods in relativistic quan-
tum field theory. Phys. Rev. 98, 812 (1955).

[2] S.S. Schweber, An Introduction to Relativistic Quantum Field Theory. Evanston, IL:
Row, Peterson and Co. (1961).

[3] G.A. Goldin, R. Menikoff, and D.H. Sharp, Diffeomorphism groups, gauge groups,
and quantum theory. Phys. Rev. Lett. 51, 2246-2249 (1983).

[4] G.A. Goldin, Lectures on diffeomorphism groups in quantum physics. In J. Govaerts,
M.N. Hounkonnou and A.Z. Msezane (eds.), Contemporary Problems in Mathemati-
cal Physics: Procs. of the Third Int’l. Conference, Cotonou, Benin. Singapore: World
Scientific, 3-93 (2004).

[5] J.M. Leinaas and J. Myrheim, On the theory of identical particles. Nuovo Cimento
37B 1 (1977).

[6] G.A. Goldin R. Menikoff, and D.H. Sharp, Representations of a local current algebra
in a non-simply connected space and the Aharonov—Bohm effect. J. Math. Phys. 22,
1664-1668 (1981).

[7] F. Wilczek, Magnetic flux, angular momentum, and statistics. Phys. Rev. Lett. 48
1144 (1982).

[8] F. Wilczek, Quantum mechanics of fractional-spin particles. Phys. Rev. Lett. 49 957
(1982).

[9] G.A. Goldin and D.H. Sharp, The diffeomorphism group approach to anyons. In
F. Wilczek (ed.), Fractional Statistics in Action (special issue), Int. J. Mod. Physics
B 5, 2625-2640 (1991).

[10] G.A. Goldin, R. Menikoff, and D.H. Sharp, Comments on “General theory for quan-
tum statistics in two dimensions” Phys. Rev. Lett. 54, 603 (1985).



56 G.A. Goldin and D.H. Sharp

[11] G.A. Goldin and R. Menikoff, Quantum-mechanical representations of the group
of diffeomorphisms and local current algebra describing tightly bound composite
particles. J. Math. Phys. 25, 18801884 (1985).

[12] G.A. Goldin, J. Grodnik, R.T. Powers and D.H. Sharp, Nonrelativistic current alge-
bra in the ‘N/V’ limit. J. Math Phys. 15, 88-100 (1974).

[13] S. Albeverio, Y.G. Kondratiev, and M. Rockner, Diffeomorphism goups and current
algebras: Configuration space analysis in quantum theory. Rev. Math. Phys. 11, 1-23
(1999).

[14] Y.G. Kondratiev and T. Kuna, Harmonic analysis on configuration space I: General
theory. Infinite Dimensional Analysis 5, 201-233 (2002).

[15] G.A. Goldin and U. Moschella, Quantum phase transitions from a new class of
representations of a diffeomorphism group. J. Physics A: Math. Gen. 28, L475-1.481
(1995).

[16] G.A. Goldin, U. Moschella, and T. Sakuraba, Self-similar random processes and
infinite-dimensional configuration spaces. Physics of Atomic Nuclei 68, 1675-1684
(2005).

[17] G.A. Goldin, R. Menikoff, and D.H. Sharp, Diffeomorphism groups and quantized
vortex filaments. Phys. Rev. Lett. 58, 2162-2164 (1987).

[18] G.A. Goldin, R. Menikoff, and D.H. Sharp, Quantum vortex configurations in three
dimensions. Phys. Rev. Lett. 67, 3499-3452 (1991).

[19] G.A. Goldin, R. Owczarek, and D.H. Sharp, Quantum kinematics of bosonic vortex
loops. J. Math. Phys. 46, 042102 (2005).

[20] G.A. Goldin, Quantum configuration spaces of extended objects, diffeomorphism
group representations, and exotic statistics. In P. Kielanowski, S.T. Ali, A. Odzi-
jewicz, M. Schlichenmaier, and T. Voronov (eds.), Geometric Methods in Physics:
XXX Workshop, Bialowieza, Poland, June 26 to July 2, 2011 (pp. 239-251). Basel:
Springer (Birkhéauser).

[21] G.A. Goldin and D.H. Sharp, Diffeomorphism groups, anyon fields, and g¢-com-
mutators. Phys. Rev. Lett. 76, 1183-1187 (1996).

[22] G.A. Goldin and S. Majid, On the Fock space for nonrelativistic anyon fields and
braided tensor products. J. Math. Phys. 45, 3770-3787 (2004).

Gerald A. Goldin

Rutgers University

10 Seminary Place

New Brunswick, NJ 08901, USA

e-mail: geraldgoldin@dimacs.rutgers.edu

David H. Sharp

Theory, Simulation and Computation Directorate
Los Alamos National Laboratory

Los Alamos, NM 87545, USA

e-mail: dcso@lanl.gov


mailto:geraldgoldin@dimacs.rutgers.edu
mailto:dcso@lanl.gov

Part 11

Noncommutative Geometry



Geometric Methods in Physics. XXXVI Workshop 2017 ,')

Trends in Mathematics, 59-67
(© Springer Nature Switzerland AG 2019

Check for
updates

Skew Derivations on Down-up Algebras

Munerah Almulhem and Tomasz Brzezinski

Abstract. A class of skew derivations on complex Noetherian generalized
down-up algebras L = L(f,r,s,) is constructed.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010). Primary 16S38; Secondary 16W25;
58B32.

Keywords. Generalized down-up algebra; generalized Weyl algebra; skew deri-
vation.

1. Motivation and introduction

Skew derivations, i.e., linear endomorphisms of an algebra that satisfy the Leibniz
rule twisted by algebra automorphisms or, more generally, endomorphisms play
an increasingly important role in classical ring theory (e.g., of Noetherian rings)
and in studies of classes of rings of particular interest in group and quantum group
theories; see, e.g., [19, 25]. Many of such rings have the form of Ore extensions or
skew-polynomial rings S = R|x;0,d] where o is an endomorphism of R and ¢ is a
skew o-derivation on R. In fact, S is often obtained through an iterated skew poly-
nomial construction k[z1][ze; 09, 2]« - - [n; opn, On] over a base field k; here each J;
is a o;-skew derivation of the preceding iterated extension (such an algebra is
sometimes termed an Ore algebra). A great deal of work has been done concerning
two “unmixed” cases, in which either 0 = 1 or § = 0, which provides one with
a thorough understanding of many of the classical iterated skew polynomial rings
such as Weyl algebras, enveloping algebras of solvable Lie algebras, group algebras
of polycyclic groups, and the enveloping algebra U (sl2(k)). Since 1980’s, the emer-
gence of quantum groups and quantized algebras has brought renewed interest in
Ore extensions, where ¢ and § are nontrivial, since many of these quantized alge-
bras can be expressed in terms of iterated skew-polynomial rings. Basic examples
include the ¢-Weyl algebra A, (k) and the quantized enveloping algebra U, (sl2(k));
see, e.g., [26] and [18]. Of special interest here are q-skew derivations.
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In classical ring theory, for instance Kharchenko [20] studied the algebraic
dependence problem on skew derivations of (semi-)prime rings and the skew dif-
ferential identities with automorphisms of (semi-)prime rings. In [12] and [13],
Chang considered the fixed power central skew derivations of prime rings and the
skew derivations with nilpotent values on semiprime rings. In [14] Chuang and
Lee investigated polynomial identities with skew derivations. The work of Bergen
and Grzeszczuk [5] connects existence of locally nilpotent derivations with the Ore
extension nature of rings.

With the emergence of noncommutative geometry or NCG [15] it has been
realized at least as far back as the seminal work of Woronowicz [31] that skew
derivations play the role of vector fields and can be used to construct differential
structures on noncommutative algebras; see, e.g., [24, Section 4.4]. The insistence
on preservation of the classical Leibniz rule for the exterior derivation (so that the
coordinate algebra of a noncommutative variety is a subalgebra of the differential
graded algebra of forms) forces one to abandon this rule for vector fields and
replace it by a weaker condition such as the skew derivation property.

Determining which classes of noncommutative algebras correspond to smooth
noncommutative varieties or manifolds is one of the outstanding problems of NCG.
In a recent proposal [9], which attempts to explore ideas of both algebraic geom-
etry, such as the homological smoothness of Van den Bergh [29] and differential
geometry, such as Connes’ spectral triples, it is argued that a possibility of con-
structing a suitable graded differential algebra or a differential structure should
determine smoothness of a noncommutative variety. This kind of smoothness is
referred to as differential. The proposal involves a strict Poincaré type duality
between differential and integral forms (the reader might like to consult [7] for a
concise explanation of terms involved) and is constructive in nature. Despite some
recent progress in uncovering functorial ways of checking differential smoothness [8]
one needs to study algebras on a case by case basis and construct suitable differ-
ential and integral complexes. In contrast to other approaches such as [16] or,
more recently using the deformation theory, [17, 21, 22], which are based on usual
derivations, in the background for such complexes one often finds skew derivations.

Motivated by the role skew derivations play in NCG, in particular in con-
structing smooth structures, in [1] we undertook a detailed study of skew deriva-
tions on generalized Weyl algebras [2]. Despite their almost naive simplicity, gen-
eralized Weyl algebras include an astounding number of examples that have ap-
peared and still appear in NCG, and in other algebraic contexts. In this note we
concentrate on one such example in the latter class.

Generalized down-up algebras were introduced by Cassidy and Shelton in [11]
as a generalization of the down-up algebras of Benkart and Roby [4]. Significant,
classical examples of generalized down-up algebras include the enveloping algebra
of sly, and the enveloping algebra of the 3-dimensional Heisenberg Lie algebra.
More recent examples are various algebras similar to the enveloping algebra of sl
such as those introduced by Smith [28], Witten [30], Le Bruyn [23] and Rueda [27].
Generalized down-algebras are affine algebras of Gelfand—Kirillov dimension three,
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i.e., they can be interpreted as coordinate algebras of three-dimensional noncom-
mutative varieties, and in the case in which they are Noetherian domains (on which
we focus in this note), it is natural to ask whether they are differentially smooth.
In this note we do not attempt to answer this question, but rather provide the
first paving stones for a path that might lead to an answer by constructing a class
of skew derivations. It is also perhaps worth noting in passing that generalized
down-up algebras can themselves be understood as iterated Ore extensions.

2. Generalized down-up and Weyl algebras

Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. Fix scalars r,s,v € k
and a polynomial f € k[X]. A generalized down-up algebra L := L(f,r,s,) [11]
is a unital associative k-algebra generated by d, u and h, subject to relations:

dh —rhd+~vd =0, hu—ruh+~yu=0, du—sud+ f(h)=0.

When f has degree one, we retrieve all down-up algebras of [4]. It was explained
n [11] that L has Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three and it is Noetherian if and
only if it is a domain, if and only if rs # 0. From now on, we always assume rs # 0,
and we also set k = C.

L is said to be conformal if there exists a polynomial g € C[X] such that
f(X)=s9(X)—g(rX —~), eg., L(0,r,s,7) is conformal. By [11, Lemma 2.8], L
is conformal if s # r? for all 0 <4 < deg(f) (this is a sufficient, but not necessary
condition for conformality). If » # 1, then, by [10, Propostion 1.7], any generalized
down-up algebra is isomorphic to one with v = 0. A generalized down-up algebra
L(f,7,s,0) is conformal if and only if r # s* for all i in the support of f (i.e., for
those i € N, for which X has a non-zero coefficient in the expansion of f(X)). In
this case the support of g can be assumed to be equal to that of f, and then g is
uniquely determined by f; in particular deg(f) = deg(g).

Given an algebra R, an automorphism ¢ of R and a central element a € R,
the generalized Weyl algebra R(a, ) is a ring extension of R generated by x and
1y, subject to the relations:

zy = p(a), yr=a, ar=gpr)z, yr=e )y (1)
Generalized Weyl algebras were introduced and studied by Bavula in [2]. Any
R(a,y) is a Z-graded algebra with R contained in the degree-zero part and
deg(x) = 1, deg(y) = —1. If R is a Noetherian algebra which is a domain and
a # 0 then R(a,y) is a Noetherian domain. Noetherian generalized down-up al-
gebras can be presented as generalized Weyl algebras as follows. Set a = ud, let

R be the commutative polynomial algebra Clh, a] and define the automorphism ¢
by the rules ¢(h) = rh — v and p(a) = sa — f(h). Then

Clh, al (a,¢) = L(f,1,5,7).

Henceforth we assume that r is not a root of unity, rs # 0 and s # r*, for all
i € N. Thus L is Noetherian and conformal, and with no loss of generality (up to
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isomorphism) we can also assume that v = 0. In this case there is a more convenient
presentation of L as a generalized Weyl algebra. Let g be the unique polynomial (of
the same degree and with the same support as f) such that f(X) = sg(X)—g(rX).
Let a = ud and k = a— g(h). Then Cla, k] = C[h, k] and the automorphism ¢ acts
on k by

p(k) = p(a—g(h)) =sa— f(h) — g(rh) = sa — sg(h) = sk.

Therefore, L is presented as the generalized Weyl algebra R(p, k + g(h)), where
R = C[h, k] and ¢ is the automorphism of R defined by

o(h) =rh, o(k) = sk. (2)

The relations are thus:
xy = sk + g(rh), yr =k + g(h), (3a)
xp(h, k) = p(rh, sk)x, yp(h, k) = p(r—'h, s k)y, (3b)

for all p(h,k) € Clh,k]. L(f,r,s,0) is recovered from R(k + g(h),¢) by the iso-
morphism i +— h, k — ud — g(h), z — d, y — u.

3. Skew derivations on generalized down-up algebras

For any algebra A, a (right) skew derivation or a o-derivation is a pair (0,0)
consisting of an algebra endomorphism ¢ : A — A and a linear map 0 : A — A
that satisfies the o-twisted Leibniz rule, for all a,b € A,

d(ab) = d(a)o(b) + ad(b). (4)

A skew-derivation is said to be inner if it is given by a twisted commutator with
an element of A, i.e., for all a € A, d(a) = bo(a) — abd.

In [1, Theorem 3.1] we constructed a large class of skew derivations on arbi-
trary generalized Weyl algebras. The aim of this section is apply this construction
to Noetherian conformal generalized down-up algebras.

Let A = R(a, ) be a generalized Weyl algebra. Any algebra automorphism
o of R such that

cop=pooc and o(a)=a, (5)

can be extended to an automorphism o, of A by setting,

oulr=0,  oulx)=plz,  ouy) = py, (6)

where p € C*. The automorphism o, is called a degree-counting extension of o of
COaTsSeness .

In [1], in addition to general inner skew derivations, two classes of elementary
o,-skew derivation have been identified:

(1) c-type derivations: To any w € Z and ¢, € R, such that
bew = cuw™ (o (b)), for all b € R, (7)
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one can associate a (unique if R is a domain) derivation 05 on A of Z-degree
or weight w and such that 0%, (R) = 0, as follows:

Cow 2V, w >0
Ow(z) =1 o, w=0, (8a)
—puto(acy)y™"t w <0

—pp tew)azhl, w >0
8w(y) =4 Co Y, w=0, (Sb)
Cowy T w<0

where ¢y is a solution to the equation (¢o + pup~'(co))a = 0 that satisfy
the twisted-centrality condition (7) with w = 0 (this is the content of [1,
Lemma 3.3]).

(2) a-type derivations: For any w € Z \ {0}, any ¢" o o-skew derivation a,, of
R such that

Qo O P = [P O Ay, (9)

can be (uniquely) extended to a o,-skew derivation 95 of A of Z-degree w
such that 0% (x) = 0 if w > 0 and 0%(y) = 0 if w < 0. For all r € R, the
formulae are, respectively:

Ou(r) = aw(r)z®,  0,(y) = paw(a) :c’“"l, w > 0, (10a)
O (r) = aw(r)y™, 0n(z) =¢(aw(a))y L w < 0. (10Db)

Also a o-skew derivation «aq satisfying (9) and such that ag(a) = ca, for
some ¢ € R such that bc = co(b), for all b € R, can be extended to a o,,-skew
derivation of A of the Z-degree or weight zero through

9 (r) =ao(r),  Ox)=0, &) =pe ')y, (11)
for all » € R (this is the content of [1, Lemma 3.2]).

All non-inner o,,-skew derivations on R(a, ) which vanish either on R or on
x, or on y are necessarily linear combinations of elementary skew derivations listed
in (1) and (2).

We now specify to conformal Noetherian generalized down-up algebras L =
L(f,r,s,0) viewed as generalized Weyl algebras C[h, k](¢, k 4+ g(h)). Our standing
assumptions are that the parameters r,s € C are neither zero nor roots of unity
and s # %, for all i € N.

The identity map is the only automorphism of C[h, k] that satisfies (5). Its
extension to the whole of L is thus given by:

Uu<h) = h, Uu(k) =k, Uu(x) = N_lxa Uu(y) = HY. (12)

This automorphism is non-trivial if and only if y # 1, which we assume from
now or.

Since o is the identity map, the w-fold self-composition of ¢ (2), %, sends a

polynomial p(h, k) to p(r*h, s*k), and since C[h, k] is commutative, the equations
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(7) can only be satisfied non-trivially if w = 0. Consequently, there are only weight
zero o,-skew c-type derivations of L:

a(c)(x) = Co(h, k‘)l‘, a(c)(y) = _M00<r71h’ Silk)yv (13)

for any co(h, k) € C[h, k]; see [1, Lemma 3.3]. These derivations are inner, provided
there exist p(h, k) € C[h, k] such that

co(h, k) = u~*p(h, k) — p(rh, sk). (14)

By comparing the coefficients at powers of h and k, one easily finds that (14) can
be solved if, and only if,

pt £ P, for all (8,v) € supp(co(h, k)),
where, for any polynomial = € C[h, k|, supp(7) denotes its support, defined as the
set of all pairs (m,n) € N, for which 7 has a non-trivial A" k"-term. In view of the
above, this proves the following

Proposition 3.1. The Noetherian generalized down-up algebra L(f,r,s,0) =
Clh, k](p, k + g(h)) admits a non-inner skew derivation twisted by o, (12) and
vanishing on C[h, k] if, and only if, p = r=5s~7 for some B,y € N. This deriva-
tion is of the form (13), where co(h, k) ~ hPk.

To construct a-type derivations we need to consider skew derivations v, of
C[h, k] twisted by ¢". Any such skew derivation is fully determined by its values
on generators of C[h, k], i.e., there exists a unique ¢"-skew derivation «,, which
on h and k is equal to any chosen pair of elements of C[h, k], say

aw(h) =Y ol K, (k)= af,,, hE". (15)

7 m,n
The value of a,, on any polynomial is then obtained by applying the ¢"-twisted
Leibniz rule. The resulting skew derivation o, satisfies condition (9) if and only

if this condition is satisfied for a,, evaluated on generators of C[h, k]. This in turn
is equivalent to equations,

rZa}f’ij hikI = quisja',‘;”ij Rk, (16a)
i i

sZa}f’mn hmEY = ,qums"a',‘f’mn h™E™. (16b)
m,n m,n

Equations (16) yield the following constraints:

ris! = ;, (1,7) € supp(auy(h)); r™s" = Z, (m,n) € supp(ay, (k)). (17)
Constraints (17) restrict the supports of a,, (k) and o, (k) as well as possible values
of p. Set

r=s", pot = s, Whereble(CX\{é|q€NX},b2€(CX. (18)

The removal of zeros and the fractions 1/¢ ensures that s is not a natural power of
r, which is one of our standing assumptions (needed for L to be both conformal and
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Noetherian), and that u # 1. Note that the vector b := (b1, b2) is not determined
uniquely by r, s and p. Solving constraints (17) we obtain the following forms of
auy(h) and ay, (k):
Oéw(h) — Zaq}f’ihikbz"r(l—i)bl, Oéw<k) — Z a"té)’mhmkbz—mbl-&-l’ (19)
i€l meJ
where I and J are any finite subsets of

I :={teN|bys+(1—-t)by €N}, Jp:={teN|by—tby +1€N}, (20)
respectively. In view of the above, these considerations lead to:

Proposition 3.2. Under standing assumptions on the Noetherian generalized down-
up algebra L and with b given by (18), the following formulae define o, -skew
derivations of L of non-zero weight:

w o fe ) w0,
Outp 1) = {aw@(h,k))y-w w <o,

0 w >0
oo (z) = ’ 21b
o {waw<sk+g<rh>>yw1 w0, 2

(21a)

apy_ Jpaw(k+g(h))z =t w >0,
Iuly) = {0 w0 (21c)

for all p(h,k) € Clh, k|, where ay, are given by (19) with I and J being finite
subsets of respectively Iy, and Jy, given in (20). The o,,-skew derivations (21) are
all (possibly non-inner) skew-derivations of L of positive weight that vanish on x
or of negative weight that vanish on y.

What I, and Jp are depends on b = (b, by). For example if b; is a negative
integer and by is a positive integer, then J, = N, while I, = N if by > —b; and
I, = N\ {0} otherwise. If by is a positive integer or if bs is negative, then the
indexing sets Iy, or Jp, could become finite or even empty. For example, if both by
and b are positive, then

{0, 1} b1 > ba, {0} by > by + 1,
Ib: {07172} bl :627 Jb: {071} b1:b2762+17
{O,,q+1} bl <bz, {0,...,q+5p’b171} b1 <b2,

where ¢ is the quotient and p the remainder of the division of by by b;.

If by is positive and by is negative such that by < |bs|, then I, = (), hence
there are no solutions to (17).

The sets I, and Jp may be non-empty even if the components of b are not
integral. For example, if by = by, then 2 € I, and 1 € Jp.

In the weight-zero case in addition to (17), one also needs to require that
ao(k + g(h)) contains factor k + g(h). In contrast to the non-zero weight case the
values of ap on h and k depend heavily on the choice of g(h), and we take this as
an excuse for not including them here.
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On Noncommutative Geometry
of the Standard Model:
Fermion Multiplet as Internal Forms

Ludwik Dabrowski

Abstract. We unveil the geometric nature of the multiplet of fundamental
fermions in the Standard Model of fundamental particles as a noncommutative
analogue of de Rham forms on the internal finite quantum space.
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1. Introduction

From the conceptual point of view the Standard Model (S.M.) of fundamental par-
ticles and their interactions is a particular model of U(1) x SU(2) x SU(3) gauge
fields (bosons) minimally coupled to matter fields (fermions), plus a Higgs field
(boson). After the second quantization with gauge fixing, spontaneous symmetry
breaking mechanism, regularization and perturbative renormalization it extremely
well concords with the experimental data. Even so (unreasonably) successful it
however does not explain (though somewhat constrains) the list of particles, in
particular the existence of 3 families, contains several parameters and does not
include the fourth known interaction: gravitation, with its own fundamental sym-
metry: general relativity or diffeomorphisms. There have been various attempts to
settle some of the above shortcomings: GUT based on a simple group SU(5) or
S0O(10), modern variants of old Kaluza—Klein model with ‘compactified’ internal
dimensions, and others more recent and fashionable, that are still under extensive
massive study.

This work is part of the project Quantum Dynamics sponsored by EU-grant RISE 691246 and
Polish Government grant 317281, and was partially supported by by the Polish Ministry of
Science and Higher Education 2015-2019 matching fund 3542/H2020/2016/2.
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Of our interest in this note is another distinct approach to the S.M. in the
framework of noncommutative geometry by A. Connes et al., see, e.g., [6], which is
not so widely known among physicists. It interprets the multiplet of fundamental
fermions as a field on a finite quantum space, on which the would be “coordinates”,
as well as the algebra of “functions” fail to commute. In this note we focus on its
deeper geometric structure, aiming to shed more light on the nature of this internal
quantum space. We shall review the key results of the two recent papers [7, §],
explaining in more detail the classical (commutative) motivation behind them. For
that some well-known material in differential geometry will be presented from the
viewpoint of the so-called spectral triples; with the only new contribution in the
last part of Subsection 2.2 regarding their KO-dimension.

2. Introduction

The noncommutative formulation vS.M. of the Standard Model takes its cue from
its geometry which in mathematical terminology corresponds to a connection (lo-
cally a multiplet of vector fields) whose structure group is U (1) x SU(2) x SU(3) on
(a multiplet) of spinors, together with a doublet of scalar fields. Although it does
not renounce of groups, vS.M. is however based primarily on algebras. Moreover
to the 75 years-old Gelfand—Naimark (anti)equivalence:

‘ topological spaces «+— commutative C*-algebras ‘

and to the Serre-Swan equivalence:

| vector bundles <— modules |

it adjoins two other ingredients to encode such structures as smoothness, calculus
and (Riemannian) metric on a space M. The first one is a Hilbert space H that
carries a unitary representation of a (possibly noncommutative) *-algebra A, and
so obviously also of its norm completed C*-algebra. The second one is an analogue
of the Dirac operator on H. Together with a x-algebra A they satisfy certain
analytic conditions: D is selfadjoint, [D,a] are bounded Va € A and (D — z)~! are
compact for z € C\ R, so that they form the so-called spectral triple (S.T.) [5]

(A, H,D).

Such a S.T. is even if there is a Zy-grading x of H, x*> = 1,x" = x, with which
all @ € A commute and D anticommutes. Furthermore it is real if there is a C-
antilinear isometric operator J on H, such that denoting B’ the commutant of
B C B(H),

JAJ P C A, (1)
which is often termed order 0 condition. We say that a real S.T. satisfies the order
1 condition if

JAJt C [D, AY (2)
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and the order 2 condition' if
JID,AlJ~t C [D, A]. (3)

The A-bimodule spanned by [D, A] is often called space of 1-forms, and the
algebra generated by A and [D, A] the space of all forms for the Dirac calculus
(with the exterior derivative given by the commutator with D). Motivated by the
classical examples (cf. the next subsections) slightly abusing the terminology we
will call, quite as in [10], Cliford algebra the complex *-algebra C{p(A) generated
by A and [D, A].

Note that for noncommutative A a priori there is no right action of A on H,
but given J there is one:

ha = Ja*J 'h,
that commutes with the left action due to the order 0 condition and so H be-
comes an A-A bimodule. Furthermore, if the order 1 condition holds H becomes
a Cl{p(A)-A bimodule, and if the 2nd-order condition holds H becomes even a
Clp(A)-CLp(A) bimodule.

Connes formulated few other important properties of real spectral triples.
One of them requires that the following identities are satisfied

J? =eid, (4)
DJ=¢€JD, (5)

and in even case
xJ =¢€"Jx, (6)

where the three signs €, ¢, ¢’ € {+, —} specify the so-called KO-dimension mod-
ulo 8:

|n ol 1]2]314]5|6]|7]
e[l ===+ +] )
AR AR R Rl R
N e N e

(If dimension n is even one can alternatively use x.J as a new real structure, which
changes the parameter ¢’ to —¢’, and € to e€’’.)
2.1. Canonical spectral triple

A prototype example is the canonical S.T. on a closed oriented spin manifold M
of dimension n equipped with a Riemannian metric g:

(C(M),L*(S), D). (8)
Here C°°(M) is the algebra of smooth complex functions on M, S is the ranke =

2[7/2] bundle of Dirac spinors on M, whose sections carry a faithful irreducible
representation

v : D(CUM)) =5 Endee (any T(S) = T(S) @car) T(S)", 9)

IWhile the order 1 condition means classically that D is order 1 differential operator, order
0 and 2 conditions don’t have such interpretation.
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of the algebra of sections of the (simple part of) complex Clifford bundle C¢(M),
generated by v € TM with relation v? + g(v,v) = 0. Furthermore ) is the usual
Dirac operator

P=yoV= Z’y(ej)@ej, (10)

J

where V is a lift to S of the Levi-Civita connection on M and ej,j=1,...,n,is
a local oriented orthonormal basis of T'M.
One has

[w’f]:'y(df)’ fECOO<M)a

or, what is the same, the symbol of I is

ap (E) = 727(5)7 E € T*Mv

where we have identified TM ~ T*M, and so V f with df, using the metric g. Note
that the operators of that form together with functions generate an isomorphic
copy of the Clifford algebra I'(C¢(DM)).

If dim M is even there is also a Zs-grading xgs of L?(S), with which all
a € A commute and P anticommutes. It should be mentioned that I is an elliptic
operator and its index, or more precisely the Fredholm index of |p(g+) : T'(ST) —
I'(S7), where I'(S*) are £1 eigenspaces of x5, plays an important role in geometry
and applications to physics. It can be expressed in terms of the characteristic class
called zzl-genus7 a topological invariant of M.

Furthermore there is a real structure (known as charge conjugation) Js on
L?(S), that satisfies the order 0 condition (1) and the order 1 condition (2), but
not the order 2 condition (3). Indeed, Js and (8) obey a stronger version of (1) and
(2) which excludes (3). Namely the norm closure of C*°(M), that is the algebra
C(M) of continuous functions on M, is the maximal commutant in B(L?(S)) of the
norm closure of CLp (C(M)) = C(M)[Ip, C>*(M)], which is just the algebra of
continuous sections I'(C/(M)) of the (complexified) Clifford bundle C4(M) on M
in the Dirac representation. We can thus say that “the Dirac spinor fields provide
a Morita equivalence C'(M) — T'(C4(M)) bimodule”.

As a matter of fact for the latter property it suffices that M is spin., that
can be defined by any of the following three equivalent statements:

i) there exist a principal Spin,(n)-bundle, such that the vector bundle associ-
ated with the representation p xO is isomorphic to the tangent bundle T'(M);
ii) SO(n)-bundle of oriented orthogonal frames lifts to Spin,(n);
iii) the second Stiefel-Whitney class w2 (M) is a modulo 2 reduction of a class
in H*(M,Z).

Here Spin,(n) is the quotient group of Spin(n) x U(1) by the subgroup Zgiag =
{(1,1),(-1,-1)}, p : Spin(n) — SO(n) is the nontrivial double covering and
O:U(1) — U(1) is the square map.
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Importantly however the property that an oriented Riemannian manifold M
is spin, is actually tantamount [12] to

‘ 3 a Morita equivalence C4(M)—C(M) bimodule X. ‘ (11)

Indeed when (11) holds then automatically ¥ ~ I'(S), where S is the C-vector
bundle of Dirac spinors on M.

Therefore spin, manifolds lend themselves to noncommutative generalization
via the algebraic property (11) by taking advantage of the definition of Clifford
algebra Clp(A). Next, the algebraic characterization of spin manifolds also admits
a noncommutative generalization as the condition (11) plus a real structure (charge
conjugation) J that implements it.

We remark that the canonical S.T. fully encodes the geometric data on M,
that can be indeed reconstructed [4] from a commutative S.T. with certain few ad-
ditional properties. One of these properties requires that KO-dimension, defined by
(4), (5), (6), is equal for the operators IP, xs, Js to the dimension of M modulo 8.

2.2. Hodge—de Rham spectral triple
The canonical S.T. (8) is not the only natural S.T. On any oriented closed Rie-
mannian manifold M there is also
(C*(M), L*(Q(M)), d + d), (12)
where Q(M) is the graded space of complex de Rham differential forms on M, d
is the exterior differential and d* is its adjoint.
The operator d + d* is actually Dirac-type since
d+d*=MXoV, (13)
where
A:T(CUM)) — Endgoe (ay UM), Mv) =vA—va, veT"M~TM, (14)

is the (reducible) faithful complex representation on Q(M) of the algebra of sec-
tions T'(C4(M)) of the (complexified) Clifford bundle C¢(M) over M. The formula
(13) means that

[d+d* fl=Xdf), [eC*(M), (15)

what is also the same as the symbol of d + d* being

Oava-(§) = —iA(§), €T M.

Note that as for the canonical Ip the operators of the form (13) together with
functions generate I'(C¢(M)), and thus indeed Clgyq-(C°(M)) ~ T'(CL(M)).

The representation A is equivalent to the left regular self-representation of
[(CL(M)), via the isomorphism of vector bundles C/(M) =~ Q(M). There is also
an anti-representation

p:T(CLM)) — Endeee (ary Q(M), A(v) = (v A+vi)xa, veT*M ~TM, (16)

where
xo ==£1 (17)
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on even forms Q(M)eve", respectively odd forms Q(M)°%. It is equivalent to the
right regular self-antirepresentation of I'(C{(M)).

Furthermore, since the endomorphisms A(v) and p(v’) commute, Q(M) is
a D(CL(M))-T'(CL(M)) bimodule, which is equivalent to T'(C¢(M)). Thus, Q(M)
is actually a self-Morita equivalence I'(C¢(M))-I'(C4(M)) bimodule, the property
which in fact provides its unambiguous characterization up to a tensor product
with sections of a complex line bundle.

The operator xq (17) always defines a Zs-grading of L?(Q(M)) according
to the parity of forms. If dimM = n = 2m (even) there is also another grad-
ing xg, given by the normalized Hodge star operator, defined in terms of a local

orthonormal oriented basis e/, j =1,...,n, n = 2m of T*M by
X (e A - Aedk) = iR DFmedin AL A en 0 < k<, (18)
where j1,...,J, is an even permutation of 1,...,n.

Both the gradings xq and xg commute with a € C°°(M) and anticommute
with d + d*. As is well known, they play an important role for the index of the
elliptic operator d + d*. More precisely the Fredholm index of

(d+ d*)|aearyeven © QM )™ — QM)
computes the Euler character of M, while the index of
(d+d")|amn: : UM)® — Q(M)?,

where Q(M)® and Q(M)® are respectively the 1 eigenspaces of x§,, computes the
signature of M.

Furthermore there is also a real structure Jo on L?(Q(M)) given just by
the complex conjugation of forms. It satisfies the conditions (1) and (2) but defi-
nitely not (3) and therefore cannot implement the I'(C4(M))-T'(C4(M)) self-Morita
equivalence as above.

In order to implement this equivalence, we need another real structure J¢, on
Q(M), that interchanges the actions A and p. It turns out that it can be defined as

Jo(e Ao Aedt)y =€l Ao Nejy, 0< k<, (19)

which corresponds to the main anti-involution on T'(C4(M)) and can be simply
written on QF(M) as

Jb = (=)FF=D2 6 ce. (20)
This real structure satisfies all the order conditions (1), (2) and (3) and does
implement the I'(C4(M))-I'(C¢(M)) self-Morita equivalence as above.

We mention that for the operators d+d*, xq, Jo one gets the signs e = 1,¢’ =
1,¢” =1 and so the KO-dimension is 0. Instead for the operators d + d*, xg,, Jo
the signs are e = 1,¢/ = 1, = (—1)™ and so the KO-dimension is 0 if n=0 mod
4, and 6 if n=2 mod 4 [A. Rubin, MSc Thesis|.

As far as the operators d + d*, xq and J{, are concerned we get the signs
e =1,¢" =1 but on Q¥(M) d and d* have different (anti) commutation relations
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with J¢,. Instead for the operators d + d*, x, and J}, we get the sign ¢ = 1, but
again € is not determined, while on Q¥(M) we obtain

Joxa = (=1)*xaJ (21)
so the sign €’ depends on k. These features elude the usual notion of KO-dimension
which as known was tailored for the canonical spectral triple.

Closing this section we remark that it is not clear whether, and with which
additional conditions, this S.T. equipped with any combination of the gradings

and real structures as above may faithfully encode the geometric data on M, that
can be then reconstructed.

3. Noncommutative formulation of the Standard Model: ~S.M.

Concerning the underlying arena of ¥S.M., see, e.g., [6], it is
(ordinary (spin) manifold M) x (finite quantum space F'),
described by the algebra C° (M) ® Ap ~ C*>°(M, Ar), where

|Ap = CoH® My(C). |

Here H is the (real) algebra of matrices of the form
a p
|:B O_l:| ) Q, ﬁ € (Ca
which is isomorphic to the algebra of quaternions.
The Hilbert space is
L*(S)® Hp,
where
Hp =C% = H; 2 C?,
with C? corresponding to 3 generations, and
Hj; = C% ~ Mgy 4(C).
The orthonormal basis of Hy is labeled by particles and antiparticles, that we
arrange as a 8 X 4 matrix
VR ukR u%k uh
er dy d% d}
VL up up o ug

where the indices 1, 2, 3 correspond to the color quantum number.
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The representation mp of Ap is diagonal in generations and 7p (A, g, m) is
given on Hy by left multiplication by the matrix:

A Q‘o 0
R
b A0 0 0 (22)
o 0| m
L 0 J

Note that 7r(AF) is a real *-algebra of operators, and to get its complexification
Ap just replace A by an independent A\’ € C, and take ¢ € M5(C).

The grading (the chirality operator) is
XM & XF,
where x r is diagonal in generations and on H reads:
15
0 1
XF = —1y L+ | ® | . (23)
0 —1y —1s
4

The real conjugation is
Jv ® Jp,

where Jr is also diagonal in generations and on Hy reads:
P[]
that satisfies J% = 1, the order 0 condition:
la, JpbJn' =0  Va,be Ap,
and the order 1 condition:
([D,a], JpbJp' =0  Ya,be Ap (25)

(as in the classical case).
Finally, the Dirac operator is

D=1D, ®id+xu® Dp,
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where Dy employed by Chamseddine-Connes’ reads on Hp
L oo '
T: Ty
T, Ty
Te T
Dr= |y ® e+ ¢ ® eii
R
0 0 ‘ YA 0 0 0 ‘ i 0
00 | 0 T 00 | 0 T
tess® |y 0 0 + (es6 + €77 + ess) ® Y, 0 0 0 . (26)
0 Y. 0 0 0 Y4 0 0

Here the first tensor factor acts by the left matrix multiplication and the second
one by the right matrix multiplication, e;; are the usual matrix units, the empty
spaces stand for 0, and Y’s are in Mat(N,C) with N equal to the number of
generations (N = 3 on the current experimental basis).

as 6.

Concerning the data Dp, xp and Jp given above the KO-dimension comes

3.1. Properties of vS.M.

With the ingredients as listed in the previous section one gets:

the group G := {U = uJpuJ,' |u € Ap,det U = 1} turns out to be isomor-
phic (up to a finite center) with the gauge group U(1)xSU(2)x.SU(3) of the
S.M. (also as functions on M);

all the fundamental fermions in H have the correct S.M. charges with respect
to G broken to U(1)en x SU(3);

the 1-forms a[Dp,b], a,b € C®(M, Ap) yield the gauge fields A,, W*, Z,
G, of the SM. (from the part Dys of D), plus the weak doublet complex
scalar Higgs field (from the part Dp of D).

The merits of the noncommutative formulation are:

e it treats discrete and continuous spaces (or variables) on the same footing;
e both the gauge and the Higgs field arise as parts of a connection;
e the appearance of solely fundamental representations of G in the S.M. gets

an explanation as the fact that they are the only irreducible representations
of simple algebras;

there is an elegant spectral action Trf(D/A), that reproduces the bosonic
part of Lg . as the lowest terms of asymptotic expansion in A, and the
matter action < ¢, D¢ > for the (Wick-rotated) fermionic part;

e it couples in a natural way to gravity on M;
e is claimed [2, 3] to predict new relations among the parameters of S.M.

Some of the shortcomings still present are as in the usual S.M.:
the 3 generations (families) put by hand, several free parameters, though most of
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them incorporated into a single geometric quantity: Dg. Others are the unimodu-
larity condition to be posed on the gauge group G and a special treatment needed
for the two kinds of fermion doublings due to the presence of chirality +1 and
particles/antiparticles both in L?(S) and Hp.

3.2. The geometric nature of H ¢

The above “almost commutative” geometry is described by a S.T.
(COO<M)’L2(S)7LD) X (AF’Hf’DF),

that is mathematically a product of the “external” canonical S.T. on spin manifold

M with the “internal” finite S.T.

Few quite natural questions are in order concerning the geometric interpre-
tation of the internal S.T. (Ap,Hy, Dp):

Does it also correspond to a (noncommutative) spin manifold?
Are the elements of H¢ “spinors” in some sense?

In particular “Dirac spinors”?

Or does it correspond rather to de Rham forms?

Or else?

To answer these questions, motivated by the classical case as in Section 2.1, the
following definition has been formulated for a general unital S.T.:

Definition ([7]). A real spectral triple (A, H, D, J) is called spin (and elements of H
are quantum Dirac spinors) if H is a Morita equivalence C/p(A)-JAJ ! bimodule
(i.e., after norm-completion the algebras C¢p(A) and JAJ ! are maximal one with
respect to the other).

Is then the internal S.T. of ¥S.M. spin, like the external one that is given by
the canonical S.T. on M?

Building on and extending the classifications of [9] and [11] the answer in [7]
is negative. In fact therein after a systematic search an element

X:€55®<1—€11)

has been found, such that X € C/p(A) but X ¢ JAJ. A possible way to circum-
vent this “no go” has been suggested by employing a different grading and adding
two extra non-zero matrix elements of Dg, the status of which however requires a
further scrutiny (since though desirable for the correct renormalized Higgs mass,
they would have unobserved couplings to fermions).

But then, without such additions, may be the internal S.T. of ¥S.M. is rather
an analogue of the other natural classical spectral triple, namely de Rham forms?

To answer this question we have to formulate also these notions noncommu-
tatively using the algebraic description of the Hodge—de Rham spectral triple with
the grading xq and real structure J{, as in Section 2.2.

Definition (cf. [8]). A spectral triple (A4, H, D) is called complex Hodge (and vec-
tors in H complex quantum de Rham forms) if H is a Morita equivalence C/p(A) —
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Clp(A) bimodule (i.e., after norm-completion these algebras are maximal one with
respect to the other).

A complex Hodge spectral triple (A, H, D) with real structure J is called Hodge
if J satisfies the order 2 condition and implements the right C£p(A)-action.

The following theorem provides the answer in the case of one generation and
thus for T's € C in (26).

Theorem ([8]). For the internal spectral triple of the vS.M. with one generation
the Hodge property holds whenever Y, #0, V x € {v,e,u,d} and

ITu| # [Yul  or  [Ye| #[Tal. (27)
In the rest of this section we will sketch the steps of the proof.

First by direct computation we find that the commutant of Ap in Mg(C) is
the algebra Cr with elements of the form

qd11 ‘ q12 ‘

pls

421 q22

0l

where «, 8,0 € C, ¢ = (gi;) € M2(C). Consequently the commutant of Ap in
Endc(H) is A% = Cr ® My(C) ~ My(C)®3 & Mg(C) of complex dimension 112.
Next JpApJrp C Endc(Hp) consists of elements of the form:

A0 0 0 A0[00

14 O4 O 04 04 0)\ 0 0
[04 0J® 0 m +[04 14]® 00 ’
00 1

where the first factors of the tensor product acts by left matrix multiplication and
the second factor by the right matrix multiplication.
Note that A and Ac have the same commutant in Endc(Hp). The map
a — JrpaJp gives an isomorphism Arp — JpApJp and of their complexifications,
and also the map = — JpZJp is an isomorphism between A% and (JpApJr)'.
Therefore the commutant (JpApJr)' of JpApJr has elements

b b
a® ey + { C} ® ez + { d} ® (e33 + €44) (29)

with a € Ms(C), b,c,d € My(C).

Furthermore A% N (JrpApJp) ~ C%0 @ My (C). It follows that the complex
dimension of A+ (JpArpJr) is 2-112—14 = 210. The (real) subspace of Hermitian
matrices has real dimension 210.
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Now we recall that any unital complex x-subalgebra of End¢(H), where
dimH < oo, is a finite direct sum of matrix algebras: B ~ @;_; My, (C). The
units P;, 1 < i < s of M,,,(C) are orthogonal projections and H decomposes as
H~@;_| H;, with

H;=P,-H~C™ ®Ck, (30)
where k; is multiplicity of the (unique) irreducible representation C™ of M,,,(C)
in H;, and M,,,(C) acts on the 1st factor of C™ & C* by matrix product. Then
one has the following lemma:
Lemma (A). The commutant of B in Endc(H) is B' ~ @;_; My, (C) and the
action of B' on H; ~ C™ ® C* is given by matriz multiplication by My, (C) of
the second factor in the tensor product.

We will also need:

Lemma (B). Let (A, H,D,J) be a finite-dimensional real spectral triple. Assume
that B C Endc(H) is a unital complex *-algebra satisfying:
Clp(A)C B and B =JBJ!.

The following are equivalent:

(a) Clp(A) = JClp(A)J~! (the Hodge property)

(b) Clp(A) C JBJ 1

(C) C5D<A) = B.
Proof of Lemma (B).

(a = b). The hypothesis C/p(A) C B implies JClp(A)J~t C JBJ!; and thus
from (a) follows (b).

(b = ¢). Clp(A) € JBJ~' = B implies B C Clp(A), and so using our assump-
tions: C4p(A) = B.

(c = a). If (c) holds then B’ = JBJ~! translates to C{p(A) = JClp(A)J~L O
Now, proceeding with the proof of the theorem, we take
B :=C® M3(C) ® My(C) & My(C) (31)
with (\,m,a,b) € B represented on Hp as

A0
{0 m]®€22®1+a®€11®€11+b®611®(1611)~ (32)

Next we:

e check that Clp, (Ar) C B;
e check that B and JFBJEI commute, and so JFBng Cc B
e note that (32) is equivalent to the representation of B on:

CeCHe (C*oCHa (C'eC) o (CteC?)

given by matrix multiplication on the first factors;
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e use Lemma (A) to infer that
B’ ~ M(C) ® M4(C) ®C® M3(C) ~ B

and so we have JFBng = B/;
e find that Clp, (Ar)’ C JpBJ,";
e finish the proof by Lemma (B).

4. Conclusions

The Connes—Chamseddine noncommutative formulation of the Standard Model
interprets the geometry of the S.M. as gravity on the product of a spin manifold
M with a finite noncommutative ‘internal’ space F'. The multiplet of fundamental
fermions (each one a Dirac spinor on M) defines fields on F' that constitute Hp.

We show that the geometric nature of the latter one is not a noncommuta-
tive analogue of Dirac spinors on F' (unless > 2 new parameters are introduced in
the matrix D, so fields on M with physical status under scrutiny) but rather of
de Rham forms on F' if the conditions (27) are satisfied (for one generation). Con-
versely, the geometric qualification of the internal spectral triple as being Hodge
constrains somewhat the parameters T occurring in the matrix Dp.

What happens for 3 generations of particles and so 96 x 96 matrices?
It can be seen (not easily) that then the spin property also does NOT hold, and
that as adverted in [1], indeed the order 2 condition C¢p(A) D JCLp(A)J holds.
Whether the Hodge property is satisfied, or Hr corresponds rather to three copies
of quantum de Rham forms on F', is currently under investigation.
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Recursion Operator in a Noncommutative
Minkowski Phase Space

Mahouton Norbert Hounkonnou, Mahougnon Justin Landalidji and
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Abstract. A recursion operator for a geodesic flow, in a noncommutative (NC)
phase space endowed with a Minkowski metric, is constructed and discussed
in this work. A NC Hamiltonian function H,. describing the dynamics of a
free particle system in such a phase space, equipped with a noncommutative
symplectic form wyc is defined. A related NC Poisson bracket is obtained.
This permits to construct the NC Hamiltonian vector field, also called NC
geodesic flow. Further, using a canonical transformation induced by a gener-
ating function from the Hamilton—Jacobi equation, we obtain a relationship
between old and new coordinates, and their conjugate momenta. These new
coordinates are used to re-write the NC recursion operator in a simpler form,
and to deduce the corresponding constants of motion. Finally, all obtained
physical quantities are re-expressed and analyzed in the initial NC canonical
coordinates.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010). 37C10; 37J35.

Keywords. Noncommutative Minkowski phase space, recursion operator, geo-
desic flow, Nijenhuis torsion, constants of motion.

1. Introduction

In the last few decades there was a renewed interest in completely integrable
Hamiltonian systems, the concept of which goes back to Liouville in 1897 [14]
and Poincaré in 1899 [18]. They are dynamical systems admitting a Hamiltonian
description and possessing sufficiently many constants of motion, so that they can
be integrated by quadratures. Some qualitative features of these systems remain
true in some special classes of infinite-dimensional Hamiltonian systems expressed
by nonlinear evolution equations as, for instance, Korteweg—de Vries and sine-
Gordon [25].

A relevant progress in the study of these systems with an infinite-dimensional
phase manifold M was the introduction of the Lax Representation [13]. It played
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an important role in formulating the Inverse Scattering Method [1], one of the most
remarkable result of theoretical physics in last decades. This method allows the
integration of nonlinear dynamics, both with finitely or infinitely many degrees
of freedom, for which a Lax representation can be given [8], this being both of
physical and mathematical relevance [5].

Another progress, in the analysis of the integrability, was the important re-
mark that many of these systems are Hamiltonian dynamics with respect to two
compatible symplectic structures [9, 15, 25], this leading to a geometrical inter-
pretation of the so-called recursion operator [13]. For more details, see [20] and
references therein. A description of integrability working both for systems with
finitely many degrees of freedom and for field theory can be given in terms of in-
variant, diagonalizable mixed (1, 1)-tensor field, having bidimensional eigenspaces
and vanishing Nijenhuis torsion. A natural approach to integrability is to try to
find sufficient conditions for the eigenvalues of the recursion operator to be in
involution. Thereby, a new characterization of integrable Hamiltonian systems is
given by De Filippo et al through the following Theorem [6]:

Theorem 1. Let X be a dynamical vector field on a 2n-dimensional manifold M.
If the vector field X admits a diagonalizable mized (1,1)-tensor field T which is
invariant under X, has a vanishing Nijenhuis torsion and has doubly degener-
ate eigenvalues with nowhere vanishing differentials, then there exist a symplectic
structure and a Hamiltonian function H such that the vector field X is separable,
Hamiltonian vector field of H, and H is completely integrable with respect to the
symplectic structure.

Such a (1, 1)-tensor field T is called a recursion operator of X.

In a particular case of R?™, a recursion operator can be constructed as fol-
lows [22]:
Lemma 2. Let us consider vector fields

0
Xl:— 5 l:l,...,n
6xn+l

on R*™ and let T be a (1,1)-tensor field on R*™ given by

- 0 0
T = i dz dni-
;:C (5%’@ T oy x+>

Then, we have that the Nijenhuis torsion N and the Lie derivative Lx, of T are
vanishing, i.e.,

oT! oT! oT* oT*k
h . k J k 7 h 7 h J _
(Np)t =T} o ~ T . + T} . T o =0 Lx,T=0. (1)

That is the (1,1)-tensor field T is a recursion operator of X;,(I=1,...,n).

On the other hand, this (1,1)-tensor field T" is used as an operator which
generate enough constants of motion [12]. Based on Theorem 1, a series of inves-
tigations was done (see, e.g., [6, 7, 10, 12, 17, 20-23, 26] and references therein).
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One of powerful methods of describing completely integrable Hamiltonian systems
with involutive Hamiltonian functions or constants of motion uses the recursion
operator admitting a vanishing Nijenhuis torsion.

Recently, in 2015, Takeuchi constructed recursion operators of Hamiltonian
vector fields of geodesic flows for some Riemannian and Minkowski metrics [21],
and obtained related constants of motion. Further, he used five particular solu-
tions of the Einstein equation in the Schwarzschild, Reissner—Nordstrgm, Kerr,
Kerr-Newman, and FLRW metrics, and showed that the Hamiltonian functions
of the associated corresponding geodesic flows form a system of variables separa-
tion equations. Then, he constructed recursion operators inducing the complete
integrability of the Hamiltonian functions. In the present work, we investigate the
same problem in a deformed Minkowski phase space.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we consider a noncommu-
tative Minkowski phase space, and define the NC Hamiltonian function and sym-
plectic form, as well as the corresponding NC Poisson bracket. In Section 3, we
construct the associated NC recursion operator for the NC Hamiltonian vector
field of the geodesic flow, and obtain related constants of motion. In Section 4, we
end with some concluding remarks.

2. Noncommutative Minkowski phase space

The noncommutativity between space-time coordinates was first introduced by
Snyder [19]. Later, Alain Connes developed the noncommutative geometry [3] and
applied it to various physical situations [4]. Since then, the noncommutative ge-
ometry remained a very active research subject in several domains of theoretical
physics and mathematics.

Noncommutativity between phase space variables is here understood by re-
placing the usual product with the S-star product, also known as the Moyal prod-
uct law between two arbitrary functions of position and momentum, as follows
[11, 16, 24]:

; (2)

(qi,pi)=(q;5,p;)

ﬂab:(éa‘] J;;j’yj)a (3)

ij — Vij

(f *5 9)(a,p) = f(qi,pi) exp <;6“b<5a5;)g(qj,pj)

where

« and A are antisymmetric n X n matrices which represent the noncommutativity
in coordinates and momenta, respectively; v is some combination of o and A. The
x5 deformed Poisson bracket can be written as

{fLats=Ff*sg9—g*s [ (4)

So, we can show that:

{Qian}B = Qy4j, {Qiapj}ﬁ = 5ij + Vi {pian}B = *5@' — Yij» {Pi,Pj}B = )\ij~ (5)
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Now, consider the following transformations:
1 n 1 n
4 = qi — QZaiij, P =pi+ 22)\@'%‘, (6)
j=1 j=1

where ¢/ and p); obey the same commutation relations as in (5), but with respect
to the usual Poisson bracket:

{45, 45} = aijs {4i: 95} = 05 + vy, Pl a5} = =05 — iy {05505} = Nigs (1)
with ¢; and p; satisfying the following commutation relations:
{qiv QJ} = O’ {qmpj} = 5ij7 {pij} =0. (8)

In our framework, we consider the noncommutative Minkowski phase space
with the metric defined by

ds”? = —dg? + dg¥ + dgf + dqf?, 9)

where ¢ is time coordinate; g5, ¢4, ¢y are space coordinates. The tensor metric
is given by

-1 0 0 0
i 0 1 0 0
=g =
9ij =9 o 01 ol (10)
0 0 0 1
and the equation of geodesic is
d2q/# , dq/u dq/)\ quI;L
a2 TV g oa T g 0 =123 (11)
with the Christoffel symbols I/, = 0.
Set:
1o 1o
% =a =, J’Zlo‘ijpj, pi=pit, ;)‘iqu', Ay =a1;=0,pp >0 (12)

Then, the commutation relations (7) become:
{4}, 4} = iy, {4i: 95} = 5 + vigs {pis a5} = =05 — vy {0505} = Mg (13)
2.1. NC Hamilton function and NC symplectic form

The NC Hamiltonian function H,. describing the dynamics of a free particle sys-
tem, in the considered NC Minkowski phase space is defined as follows:

4
1
an = 2(])/12 +Zp;3>
k=2
Using equations (12), we get
1 ! 1o ’
_ 2 0
HmQ[pﬁz;(pHQZAmqg) ] (14)

k j=2
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Proposition 3. The exterior derivative of the Hamiltonian function Hy. is given by

4 4
1
AHne = —prdp1 + ) wrdpy + Z XikQidap, (15)
k=2 k,i=2
where
1 4
wy, = (pk +, Z)\quj>
j=2
and

1
1
Q= (pi +, jz_;/\ijqj)-

The NC symplectic form is now defined by

4 4
Wne = Z dp; A dq; = dpy A dq; + Z dpj; A dgj,. (16)
i=1 k=2

Proposition 4. Considering the NC Minkowski phase space, the symplectic form
associated with the Hamiltonian function Hne is given by

4
wWne = Y Oudp, Ndgy, (17)
v=1
where
4 .
1 0, ifp#v
v — v v v ) v — . 1
0 Z<6H+4/\H%>7AO Sy {17 Fou e (18)
pn=1

2.2. NC Poisson bracket and NC Hamiltonian vector field
Proposition 5. The bracket given by

4
{f,g}mZ@yl(af 09 _ 0 39) (19)
v=1

dp, dq, g, Ip,,

is a Poisson bracket which respects the symplectic form wy., where f and g are
arbitrary differentiable coordinate functions on the NC' Minkowski phase space.

Proposition 6. In the NC' Minkowski phase space, the Hamiltonian vector field is
given by

Xy, =— a+z4:9*1 w a_lixﬂ’a (20)
Hone p18q1 o k kaqk 2i:2 ik Lapk 3

where

4 4
1 1
J:

=2
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3. NC Recursion operator

In this section, we construct the recursion operator for the geodesic flow in the
NC Minkowski phase space, and derive the constants of motion. We consider the
Hamilton—Jacobi equation [2] for the Hamiltonian function (14), and introduce a
generating function W€ satisfying the following relations:
8WHC 8WIIC
= and P =— . 21

P= g 20 (21)
This allows us to obtain a relationship between the (p,¢) and (P, Q) coordinates.
Then, using Lemma 2, we build a recursion operator for the NC Hamiltonian
vector field Xy

nec*

3.1. NC Hamilton-Jacobi equation and generating function

The NC Hamilton—Jacobi equation is a nonlinear equation given by

oWy ne
Enc = an (q, aq > . (22)

2 4 4 2
1 an’lC an’lC 1
Enc = - Akjiqj 3
4

Thus,

=2

where FE, is a constant. Setting "¢ = Z W (qi), where WP°(¢q;) = a;q; and a;

i=1
nc

w.
(i = 1,2,3,4) are constants, not depending on ¢;, leads to a; = 5 ¢, and (22)
q;

becomes

4 4 2
1
2F,. = 7&% + Z (ak + 9 Z)\kj%) .
k=2 =2
4 = 2
Assume now [Z (ak + 9 Z /\quj> — QEHC} > 0. Then,
=2

k=2

4 4 2
1
a; = * E (ak + 9 E )‘quj> —2F,.
k=2 j=2

Considering the future domain yields

4 4 2
1
ay = Z (ak + 9 Z)\quj> - 2Er107 (23)
. j=2

k=2
and
4 = 2 4
Wne = ( Z (ak +, Z2Aquj> - 2Enc> @+ kZQaka- (24)
= Jj= e=

k=2
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Now, we introduce a generating function by using the above solution such that
whe = Wnc(qla q2,43, 44, Q17 Q27 Q37 Q4) becomes

4 4 4
Whe = ( > Q- 2Q1> a+y (Qk - ; > Aquj>qk, (25)
k=2 k=2 Jj=2

where .
(ZQ% - 2Q1) >0, Q1 = Ene, (26)
k=2
and
14
Qr = akr + QZ/\kaj7(k:273v4)' (27)
j=2

Thanks to the canonical transformations (21), we obtain the following relationship
between the canonical coordinate system (P, Q) and the original coordinate system

(p,q) :

4
pr= | Y QF -2 p =
k=2 p1
Pk = Qk . k = _pkql — 4k 28
4 ) P1 ’ ( )
= an
n=h ZQ%*QQl @
k=2 Qk = Pk,
qx = —Pr — Qr P

where k = 2,3, 4.

3.2. (1,1)-tensor field T as recursion operator
In the (P, Q) coordinate systems, the Hamiltonian vector field is defined by

4
OHne O OHne O
o o 1 nc N nc
Krtne = {Hue, Ine = ;9” ( OP, 0Q, 9Q, f’”’v)'

Setting Hne = @1 and 67 = 1 transforms the NC Hamiltonian vector field X4
and symplectic form wy. into the forms

OHne 0 0
S 0Q, 0P, 0P

nc

X = (29)

and

4
we = »_0,dP, AdQ,, (30)

v=1

respectively. A tensor field T of (1, 1)-type can then be expressed as:

T—4Q O war,+ 2 w40 31)
—; N gp, @B+ 5o, © Q0 |- (
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Letting z, = @, and z,44 = P,, where v = 1, 2, 3,4, affords the tensor field

with z = (Q1,...,Qu4, P1,. .., Py). The matrix (T}) is given by
O 0 0 0

i A O i 0 0 0
a=(o 9) @=o ¢ g5 o

0 0 0 Qu

Then, by Lemma 2, T' satisfies Lx,, T = 0, the Nijenhuis torsion N7 of T is
vanishing, i.e., N7 = 0, and degQ; = 2. Hence, T is a recursion operator of the
Hamiltonian vector field X3, . The constants of motion Tr(T"), (I =1,2,3,4), of
the geodesic flow are:

Tr(T) =2(Q1 + Q5+ Q5+ QY), 1=1,2,3,4.
Proposition 7. Assume:
(1) )\1u =1y = 07 n= 1a 2a 3a 47
(2) Aopby = Nub,,  for every v, =2, 3, 4.
Then, the geodesic flow has a recursion operator T given by

ne*

4
P o P P
T = MH d NH d L* d R* d 32
Z( L og, Ut N o @dput Ly ©dpu+t ®qu>,( )

pn,r=1 8pu
where

Hne ij <p2 - an) ii <p3 - an) gj (p4 - an)

q1;‘énc S2 P2 0 0

1
M = ,

Hne

“ 5 3 0 p3 0
py
Hne

i 5 S4 0 0 yoz
py
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o [P ()] P[P ()] [P ()]
Py Pp1 P1LP1 p1 LpP1

0 0 0 O
Fne S 0 0 O
p1
R = ,
Fne Ss3 0 0 O
p1
Fne Se 0 0 O
p1
Hoe |
with Viy = pr. — Hpe — . Akiq; and Sy = — i€, (=2, 3, 4).

The constants of motion in the original coordinate system (p,q) are Tr(T?),
(=12, 3, 4):

4 l
1
Tr(T") = 2H + 2o + 05 +91) = (—pf + Z@%) +2(ph + s +ph). (33)
k=2

4. Concluding remarks

In this paper, we have constructed a recursion operator of a Hamiltonian vector
field for a geodesic flow in a noncommutative Minkowski phase space, and com-
puted the associated constants of motion. For the vanishing deformation parameter
B, the NC Minkowski phase space turns to be the usual one, and all the results
displayed in this work are reduced to the particular cases examined in [21] and [22].
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Decompactifying Spectral Triples

Andrzej Sitarz

Abstract. We show that one can approximate different geometries, including
the locally compact ones using the approximation of their compactifications
with a suitably chosen conformal rescaling. We illustrate the idea showing
the family of Dirac operators on the “fuzzy circle” that approximate the flat
Dirac operator on the line.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010). Primary 58B34; Secondary 46L85,
46L87, 81T75.

Keywords. Connes’ noncommutative geometry, spectral triples.

1. Introduction

One of the appealing features of noncommutative geometry is the possibility to
approximate the algebra of functions on a space by the finite-dimensional algebras,
which are not necessarily commutative. In contrast to the world of triangulations
of manifolds or approximation by lattices, in the noncommutative approximations
some of the symmetries might be preserved, as is the case for the fuzzy sphere [6].
Yet the algebras provide only part of the information about the space and it
is entirely wrong to interpret the algebra alone as the noncommutative space and
see it as already equipped with geometry, while in reality it corresponds only to
the topological space. For the same reason a space becomes indeed a sphere only
when equipped with the appropriate metric and compatible differential calculus.
Still, a difference between two topological spaces might be very small, as,
for example, happens for the infinite (hyper) planes and compact spheres. The
respective C* algebras of continuous functions differ only by a unit, which suggests
that a suitable variations of the metric might allow to cast some noncompact
models (like a plane) in the formalism of compact models (like a sphere).
Motivated by few classical examples we shall briefly present the idea how to
compactify some known noncompact noncommutative geometries as well as how to
decompactify some compact commutative and noncommutative geometries using

Supported by NCN grant 2016/21/B/ST1/02438.
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the tools of Connes’ noncommutative differential geometry [2] and spectral triple
approach [3, 4]. We shall illustrate the idea with a very simple object: the circle.

2. Compact spectral triples and the metric
Let us recall the simplest definition of a spectral triple.

Definition 1. The data for a compact spectral triple consist of a unital algebra A,
represented faithfully on a Hilbert space H as bounded operators m(a),a € A and
a densely defined selfadjoint operator D satisfying the following conditions, here
A’ denotes the commutant of A in B(H)):

e Va € A: [D,m(a)] € B(H),

e for even spectral triples: 3y € A’ : 942 = 1,7 =4, vD + Dy =0,

e (D +i)~!is compact.

The idea of a spectral triple comes from the spin geometry, where the algebra
are smooth functions over a compact spin manifold, the Hilbert space are all L?
section of the spinor bundle on which functions act by pointwise multiplication
and D is the usual spin Dirac operator.

There are some more conditions, which restrict possible constructions, like
the existence of reality structure and order-one condition.

2.1. Conformally rescaled spectral triples

Once we have a spectral triple with a Dirac operator D, there exist two possibilities
to find a family of possible Dirac operators. The first way is to modify D by
bounded operators, which are one-forms in the differential calculus generated by
the commutators with D. Taking A = )", a;[D,b;] and A= A*, we can consider
a family of operators D4 = D + A, which satisfy again conditions of a spectral
triple. Such modifications (fluctuations) correspond in the classical case to gauge
connections and in principle do not change the metric.

Another possibility is to modify the Dirac operator by a conformal rescaling,
assuming that the commutant A’ is big enough. Technically, taking h = h* € A’
we can define:

Dp=hDh,
which, again, will be an admissible Dirac operator. In the classical case, where
A c A’ this corresponds to a conformal rescaling of the metric by h=2. The
properties of such conformally modified family of spectral triples were discussed
in [8]. A more detailed study of the reality structure and order-one condition for
conformally modified geometries was presented in [1].

Using the conformal rescaling one can modify the metric, also to the effect
of obtaining from locally compact spectral geometries the spectral triples with
a finite volume (compact). Such construction was successfully carried out for the
Moyal plane, which after unitization and a suitable choice of the rescaling function
was shown to provide a geometry with finite volume and the metric, that was a
Moyal counterpart of the Fubini-Study metric for the plane [5].
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In this note we want to demonstrate that such process could be also carried
in the other direction, thus giving a possibility to study finite approximations of
locally compact geometries like a hyperbolic plane, for instance. We test the ideas
on the simplest possible commutative example, given by the spectral triple over a
circle.

3. The circle

Let us consider the circle parametrized by z = 2™, the algebra of smooth func-
tions C°°(S') and the standard Dirac operator

13}
D=—i
‘95’
so that (C*°(S1), L?(SY), D) is a spectral triple. It could be easily shown that this

Dirac operator corresponds to the circle of length 1 (so that its radius is ;ﬂ)

3.1. How to decompactify a circle

If h € C°°(S1) then Dy, = hDh is the Dirac operator that, although conformally
rescaled, has the same spectrum, with the eigenfunction to the eigenvalue \:

o2(s) = C exp (/0 i é(é))h’(&) d§> .

If h is a smooth function on the circle, the continuity condition fixes A\ to be:

g (/01 (e dg) € (@m)Z,

and therefore, up to the global rescaling by the volume, the spectrum of Dy, is the
same as the spectrum of D.

Consider now, a particular choice of such rescaling function, with a family
parametrized by 0 < r < 1:

he(s) = \/1 — 7 cos(2ms).

For » = 0 we have D, = D, whereas in the limiting case »r = 1 we have the Dirac
operator, which is unitarily equivalent to the Dirac operator on the circle with the
metric

(1 —rcos(2ms))2ds?,
and this, in turn corresponds to the constant metric on the real line using the usual
projection from the circle onto R. The eigenvalues of this Dirac operator depend
only on r and we have:

A€ (271'\/1 —1r2)Z,

so they are the same as for the equivariant Dirac operator on the circle with a
volume (1 — 72)~1. What changes, however, is the distance, as one can easily see
(Fig. 1). Contrary to the case of rescaled radius, the distances do not change with
the same proportion but the ratio of growth depends on the position of the interval
on the circle.
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FIGURE 1. Distances between d(n,n + 1) as compared to distances for
interval on the circle for the families of conformally rescaled Dirac op-
erators D,.

3.2. The “fuzzy” circle

Although the notion of a fuzzy circle is not as well established as that of the
fuzzy sphere, we can consider the following approximation based on the idea of
discretized version of the circle.

Let us fix N and take an algebra of functions on the set of N points, labeled
0,...,N—1 which we can visualize as sitting on the circle (that is point n has
neighbours n—1 mod N and n+1 mod N). Consider a shift operator T', which acts
on the functions as:

Tf(z)=f(z+1),
where the operation of addition is taken mod N. We propose to study the following
selfadjoint operator as the candidate for the Dirac,

1
D=_(T-T").
27
To argue that the above operator could be naturally taken as the Dirac operator
let us check the distance, which comes from the Connes distance formula.

Lemma 2. For the above operator D on the algebra of functions on N points the
Connes distance between neigbouring points is 1.

Proof. We have that the distance:

din,n+1)=sup |f(n)— f(n+1)|.
I[D, fllI<1

First of all, let us compute the commutator [D, f] for an arbitrary f as an
operator acting on a function ¥

(D, f1¥) (n) = 212 ((f(n+1) = f(n)(n+1) + (f(n) — f(n—1))¥(n—1)).
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Now, this operator is a sum of a two components:
1 *
D 1% = L (ONT+T @),
where (0f)(n) = f(n+1) — f(n). Since T is unitary then it is easy to see:
I[D, f1Il < sup(9f)(n),

and therefore:

d(n,n+1) > 1.
On the other hand, if | f(n+1) — f(n)| > 1 for sume function f then the maximum
norm of the matrix [D, f] is bigger than 1 and consequently, ||[D, f]|| > 1, hence

such function f cannot be in the domain of functions that are taken to measure
the distance. g

Since independently of N the length of each smallest interval is 1, to have a
correct rescaling of the circle (independently of N we need to assume that it is the
same circle of radius 1) we must take as the Dirac operator not D alone but:

N
Dy =
N 27

The spectrum of such Dirac operator is:

N 2k
specDN{zﬂsin<N7r>}, k=0,1,...,N—1,

and it is easy to see that in the limit N — oo we have that the lowest eigenvalues
grow linearly with k as in the case of the usual Dirac operator on the circle.

3.3. Conformally rescaled fuzzy circle

Now, we shall use the same procedure as in the case of the circle and rescale the
Dirac operator on the fuzzy circle by a respective family of functions. We define
the function h so that it is an approximation of the rescaling we used,

h(n) = \/1 - rcos(mr]’\‘[),

D,.n = hDyh.

and we take

Now, the distribution of eigenvalues is completely different from the contin-
uous case, yet for small values it still is linear (Fig. 2):

To see that we indeed approximate the noncompact line, let us see the com-
parison of scaling of distances with r between the adjacent points for the fuzzy
circle with similar scaling for the intervals on the conformally rescaled circle.
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FIGURE 2. Eigenvalue distribution of D, y, for N = 300 and N = 450 case.

3.4. Conclusions and outlook

We have shown that using the conformal rescaling of the Dirac operator it is
possible not only to compactify some of the locally compact commutative and
noncomutative geometries but also do the inverse. In particular, all finite approx-
imations of geometries by functions on lattices or matrix algebras could be used
to introduce families of Dirac operators that in the limit give locally compact
geometries.

The presented toy model of a circle and its decompatified fuzzy version is
just a test-ground for further studies. One of the most used noncommutative ge-
ometries are fuzzy spheres [6]. Since the classical sphere could be modeled as a one
point compactification of a plane with the Fubini-Study metric, we could reverse
the process and describe the plane as a sphere without one point with a certain
degenerate metric.

If the fuzzy sphere is generated by three matrices X,Y, Z, such that X2 +
Y2 4 Z2? = const, then we suggest that the following family of operators:

D, =(1-rZ)D(V/1-rZ),
approximates the flat Dirac operator on the plane (which is obtained in the r — 1
limit).
We conjecture that similarly as the fuzzy sphere converges in the Gromov—
Rieffel-Hausdorff distance to the classical sphere [7], the conformally modified

fuzzy spheres will converge to the respective conformal modification of the sphere
and in the r = 1 limit to the flat plane.
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Dirac Operator on a Noncommutative
Toeplitz Torus

Fredy Diaz Garcia and Elmar Wagner

Abstract. We construct a 1*-summable regular even spectral triple for a non-
commutative torus defined by a C*-subalgebra of the Toeplitz algebra.
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1. Introduction

In noncommutative geometry [1], a noncommutative topological space is presented
by a noncommutative C*-algebra. Usually definitions of such C*-algebras are mo-
tivated by imitating some features of the classical spaces. For instance, a noncom-
mutative version of any compact two-dimensional surface without boundary can
be found in [7], where the corresponding C*-algebras are defined as subalgebras of
the Toeplitz algebra.

The metric aspects of a noncommutative space are captured by the notation
of a spectral triple [2]. Given a unital C*-algebra A, a spectral triple (A, H, D)
for A consists of a dense *-subalgebra A C A, a Hilbert space H together with
a faithful *-representation 7 : A — B(H), and a self-adjoint operator D on H,
called Dirac operator, such that

[D,7m(a)] € B(H) for all a€ A, (1)
(D+i)"t e K(H). (2)

Here K (#) denotes the set of compact operators on H.

The purpose of the present paper is the construction of a spectral triple for
the noncommutative torus from [7]. The noncommutative torus was chosen because
the self-adjoint operator D from the spectral triple has a similar structure to the
Dirac operator on a classical torus with a flat metric. Our main theorem shows
that this spectral triple is even, regular, and 1T-summable.
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For the convenience of the reader, we recall the definitions of the just men-
tioned properties of a spectral triple (see [4]). By a slight abuse of notation, we
will not distinguish between a densely defined closable operator and its closure.
A spectral triple (A, H, D) is said to be even, if there exists a grading operator
v € B(H) satisfying

v =7, ¥ =1, YD =-Dv, ~n(a)=rn(a)y for all ac A. (3)

We call (A, H, D) regular, if 6*(a) € B(H) and §%([D,a]) € B(H) for all a € A
and k € N, where §(z) := [|D|,z]| for x € B(H). The term 1*-summable means
that (1 +|D])~+9) is a trace class operator for all € > 0 but (1 +|D|)~" is not a
trace class operator.

Consider the polar decomposition D = F|D| of the Dirac operator. The
grading operator y gives rise to a decomposition H = H & H_ such that v =

L0 and F = 0 Fy- . If the spectral triple satisfies the properties
0 -1 F_y 0

of the previous paragraph, then F,_ and F_, are Fredholm operators and one
defines ind(D) := ind(F;_). The operator F is called the fundamental class of D
and it is said to be non-trivial if ind(D) # 0.

2. Noncommutative Toeplitz torus

Let D := {z € C : |2] < 1} be the open unit disc and D := {z € C : |2] < 1}
its closure in C. Consider the Hilbert space Lo(D) with respect to the standard
Lebesgue measure and its closed subspace A3(D) consisting of all Lo-functions
which are holomorphic in . We denote by P the orthogonal projection from
L>(D) onto Az(D). For all f € C(D), the Toeplitz operator Ty € B(A(D)) is
defined by
Tf(i/f) = P(fw% ¢€A2(D) CLZ(]D))7

and the Toeplitz algebra 7 is the C*-algebra generated by all Tf in B(Ax(D)).

It is well known (see, e.g., [6]) that the compact operators K (Az2(ID)) belong
to 7 and that the quotient 7 /K (A2(D)) = C(S!) gives rise to the C*-algebra

extension
0 > K(A2(D)) =T 7>=0@Fh =0, (4)

where o : T — C(SY) is given by o(T}) = f|g for all f € C(D).

There are alternative descriptions for the Toeplitz algebra. For instance, con-
sider the Hilbert space La(S') with respect to the Lebesgue measure on S' and
the orthonormal basis {\/12ﬂuk : k € Z}, where u € C(S') C Lo(S!) is the unitary
function given by u(¢) = ¢, ¢ € St. Let P, denote the orthogonal projection from
Lo(S") onto span{u” : n € N} = (5(N). For all f € C(S'), define T} € B(f2(N)) by

Tp(¢) = Pr(fo), ¢ €span{u”:n € N} C Ly(S"). (5)
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Then 7 is isomorphic to the C*-subalgebra of B(¢2(N)) generated by the set
{Ty: f € C(S")}, and the C*-algebra extension (4) becomes

0 > K({3(N)) =T 7= C(SY >0 (6)

with J(Tf) =f.

Let us also mention that 7" may be considered as a deformation of the C*-al-
gebra of continuous functions on the closed unit disc D (see [5]). From this point
of view, the equivalent C*-algebra extensions (4) and (6) correspond to the exact
sequence

0 > Co(D) ~ o) T = C(ShH >0, (7)

where 7(f) = flgt.
Recall that the torus T2 can be constructed as a topological manifold by

dividing the boundary S' = 9D into four quadrants and gluing opposite edges
together. Then the C*-algebra of continuous functions on T? is isomorphic to

O(T%) :={f € C(D) : f(e") = f(~ie™"), fe™")=f(ie"), te[0,5]}. (8)
Motivated by (8) and the analogy between (7) and (4) (or (6)), we state the

following definition of the noncommutative Toeplitz torus:

Definition 1. The C*-algebra of the noncommutative Toeplitz torus is defined by
C(’]I‘z) ={aeT: J(a)(eit) :a(a)(fie_it), J(a)(e_it) :a(a)(ieit), tel0,3]}

That C(T?2) is a C*-subalgebra of T follows from the fact that o is a C*-al-
gebra homomorphism. Note that gluing the point e € S' to —ie™* € S and the
point e~ € S' toie'” € S! for all t € [0, 7] yields a topological space homeomorphic
to the wedge sum S'V S! of two pointed circles. Setting

C(S'vSY) = {f e C[S") : f(e")=f(-ie™), fle™)=f(ie"), t€[0,5]}, (9)
we can write
C’(']I‘g) ={aeT:0(a)cC(S'VSH}. (10)
Moreover, (6) and (10) yield the C*-algebra extension

0 = K((N) =T =cEsivs) = 0.

3. Spectral triple on the noncommutative Toeplitz torus

The Dirac operator on a local chart in two dimensions with the flat metric, see [3],
up to constant and change of orientation is given by
o 4 o _1{o _ .0 o _1({o L0
D= (_532 OZ)’ BZZZ(Bz_lc')y)’ 82:2(8z+16y)' (11)
Since aaz acts on A2(D) in the obvious way, we want to use the same structure to
define a spectral triple for the noncommutative Toeplitz torus. Clearly, one can
construct a noncommutative version of any (orientable) compact surface without
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boundary by choosing appropriate boundary conditions in Definition 1 (see [7]).
However, by the Gauss—Bonnet theorem, only the (classical) torus admits a dense
local chart with a flat metric, therefore we restrict here our discussion to the
quantum analogue of the torus.

Our principal aim is to find a dense *-subalgebra A C C(Tg) and an op-
erator 9., which should be closely related to 2 from (11), such that [0.,a] is
bounded for all a € A. Recall that an orthonormal basis for A2(D) is given by
{¢n : n € N}, where @, := \’}:1 2" [6]. Complex differentiation yields [ (¢,) =

\/n(n + 1) pp—1. If we define an operator 9, on As(D) by 9.(vn) :== ng,—1, then
2 —0. extends to a bounded operator on A»(D) since the coefficients \/n(n + 1)—n
are uniformly bounded. As a consequence, the commutators [gz,a] are bounded
for all @ € A if and only if the commutators with 9, are bounded.

In order to simplify the notation, we will use the description of the Toeplitz
algebra on f2(N) = span{u™ : n € N} C Ly(S'). For m € Z, set e, := \/1%1/” and
let 0, be defined by

d.(en) :==nen—1 on dom(d,) := { 3 ane, € lo(N) : Y n®lay,[* <oo}. (12)
neN neN

Moreover, consider the number operator N on ¢3(N) determined by
N(en) :=mne, on dom(N):=dom(d,). (13)
Let S be the unilateral shift operator on ¢3(N) so that we have
S(en) =ent1, €N, S*(e,) =e€n_1, n>1, S*(eg) =0. (14)

Since N is a self-adjoint positive operator on dom(N) = dom(9,) and since S* is
a partial isometry such that ker(S*) = Ran(N)+, it follows that §, = S*N is the
polar decomposition of the closed operator 0,. Clearly, 9 = NS, so

0f(en) =(n+1)ept1 and dom(9)) = dom(N). (15)

Under the unitary isomorphism As(D) 22 ¢5(N) given by ¢, +— e, on the
bases described above, the operator 9, on ¢3(N) is unitary equivalent to a bounded
perturbation of the Cauchy—Riemann operator aaz on Ay (D). Therefore we take 0.
on ¢3(N) as a replacement for aaz on As(D).

Note that, in the commutative case and with functions represented by mul-
tiplication operators, one has | aaz 1] = g]; for all f € C(D) but clearly not
all continuous functions are differentiable. In the following, we will single out a
dense *-subalgebra A C C(T2) C B({2(N)) which can be viewed as an algebra
of infinitely differentiable functions. With C(S! v S*) € C(S') defined in (9), set
C>(StvSh) := (St vSt) nCe(St) and let

Ao = {Ty: f € C=(S' vS)} C O(T2).
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Using the obvious embedding End(span{ey, ..., e,}) C K(£2(N)) C C(T?2), con-
sider

Fo = U End(span{ey, ... e,}) C C(T3).
neN

We will take A to be the *-subalgebra of C(T7) generated by the elements of Ag
and Fy, i.e.,

A= *-alg(Ay U Fo) C C(T2). (16)

Lemma 2. The algebra A defined in (16) is dense in C(T?2) and its elements ad-
mit bounded commutators with 0, and 9F. Furthermore, 6% (a), 6%([0.,a]) and
5K.([07,a]) are bounded for all a € A and k € N, where dn(x) = [N, x| for
x € B(¢3(N)).

Proof. The set JFy contains all finite operators on span{e,, : n € N}, therefore it is
dense in K (¢2(N)). As a consequence, all compact operators K (¢2(N)) belong to
the closure of A. From (5), it follows that || 7| < || f||e. By the Stone-Weierstrass
theorem, C*°(S* VS') is dense in C(S* VS') with respect to the norm || - || Thus
cach T, € C(T?) can be approximated by elements from Ag. Let a € C(T3).
Writing a = a — Ta(a) + Ta(a), where Ta(a) € C(T2) and a — Ta(a) € K(¢2(N)), we
conclude that a lies in the closure of A, so A is dense in C(T?).

By the Leibniz rule [A, BC| = [4, B]C' + B[A, C] for the commutator [-, ], it
suffices to prove the boundedness of the commutators for the elements belonging
to the generating set Ay U Fy. From the definitions of Fy and N, it follows that
Na € Fy and aN € F for all a € Fy. This immediately implies that 6% (a) €
B(¢2(N)) for all k& € N since each term of the iterated commutators belongs to
Fo C B(¢2(N)). Note also that aS* € Fy and S*a € Fy for all a € Fy, therefore
[0.,a] = S*(Na) — (aS*)N € Fy. In particular, [0,,a] and 6% ([0, a]) are bounded
for all k € N.

Next consider 7' 't € Ag. To determine the action of Tf on ¢3(N), we represent
[ by its Fourier series f =3, _, f(k)uF, where f(k) € C. Since multiplication by
u® yields u¥e,, = €, 11, one obtains from (5)

Tr(em) = Py (X fk)uten) = Py (X fk)emin) = X fn-m)e,. (1)
kEZ kEZ neN
If f € C°(S'), then partial integration shows that f’ € C(S!) has the Fourier
series [ =, 5 ikf(k) u®. Therefore, for all m € N,

N, Tl(em) = X nf(n—m)en — S mf(n—m)en = 3 (n—m)f(n—m)en

neN neN neN

= 1P Silk—m)f(k—m)ex) = ~iTp(en) (18)
kEZL
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by (17) and the Fourier series of f’. Similarly,
(02, Tf)(em) = X nf(n—m)en1— > mf(n—(m—1))e,

neN neN
= Y (n—m+ 1) f(n—m+1)e, = fiP+(ﬂZi(k7m)f(k—m)ek>
neN kEZ
= —iTup(em). (19)
This yields [0,,T}] = —iTap € B((2(N)), 0% (Ty) = (—i)* Ty € B(l(N)),

and &% ([0, Ty]) = (fi)k“f“(ﬂf,)m € B(l3(N)), the latter because af’ is a C*°-
function. The statement for 9 can be proven analogously or by using [0),a] =
—[02, a*]* together with a* € Fy for all a € Fy and T]T = Tf forall f e C(SY). O

Now we are in a position to construct our spectral triple and describe its
fundamental properties.

Theorem 3. Let A denote the dense *-subalgebra of C(']I%) from Lemma 2. Set
H = l(N) @ l5(N) and define a *-representation m : A — B({3(N) @ (2(N)) by
7(a) :== a ® a. Consider the self-adjoint operator

D := <80* %) on dom(D) := dom(N) & dom(N).
Then (A, H,D) is a 1V-summable regular even spectral triple for C’(']I‘g) with
grading operator v = id & (—id). The Dirac operator D has discrete spectrum
spec(D) = Z, each eigenvalue k € spec(D) has multiplicity 1, and a complete set
of eigenvectors {by, : k € Z} satisfying Dby, = kby, is given by

by = \}2 (€k_1 D ek), b_p = \}2(_€k—1 D ek), k>0, bo := 06 eg.

0 5

Its fundamental class F = (S 0

> is non-trivial and ind(D) = 1.

Proof. We have already mentioned that the operator 0, = S*N is closed. Hence D
is self-adjoint by its definition. Since [D, 7(a)] has [0, a] and [0, a] as its non-zero
matrix entries, the boundedness of these commutators for all a € A follows from
Lemma 2. As 9, = S*N and 97 = NS = S(N +1), the polar decomposition of D

reads as
0o s* N+1 0
pori= (3 S) (Y3t ). 0

In particular, the entries of the commutators with |D| are given by commutators
with N, thus the regularity can easily be deduced from Lemma 2. Clearly, v,
D and 7(a) satisfy (3), so the spectral triple is even. From (12) and (15), it
follows immediately that D(by) = kb for all k € Z. Since {by : k € Z} is an
orthonormal basis for H, we have spec(D) = Z and each eigenvalue has multiplicity
1. The 1*-summability follows from the convergence behavior of the infinite sum
ezl + |k))=(F9 e > 0. Finally, by the polar decomposition given in (20),
ind(D) = ind(S*) = 1. O
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Abstract. By quantizing a general field theory in the presence of anisotropic
media, a general formula for fluctuation-induced free energy is obtained.
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1. Introduction

Since the seminal paper of Casimir [1] on fluctuation induced force between two
parallel plates made of perfect conductors due to vacuum fluctuations of electro-
magnetic field and its generalization to the case of dielectric slabs by Lifshitz [2],
an extensive work has been done on fluctuation-induced forces [3-12].

Starting from a Lagrangian, we derive a general formula for fluctuation-
induced free energy for two separate anisotropic material objects interacting lin-
early with a general fluctuating field.

2. Model

Suppose A; and As are two separate pieces of anisotropic matter interacting lin-

early with a general fluctuating field through coupling tensors gQ)

5 and gg) (i,j =
1,2, 3), respectively, see Figure 1. The total Lagrangian can be described by
L=— F-6-F—;/dz/Xl,~(83+1/2)X,,+/duF-g~8tX,,, (1)
0 0
where F(r, t) describes the fluctuating field and X, (r, ¢) describes anisotropic mate-
rial. The coupling strength defined by the coupling tensor g(v,r), exists only inside
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Fluctuating environment
attemperature T

N

—>

Anisotropic Anisotropic

matter matter

A

1 A

Fluctuation- 2

Induced
force

F1cURE 1. Regions A; and As contain anisotropic matter interacting
linearly with the fluctuating environment described by general field F.

the regions A; and As, occupied with an homogeneous but anisotropic matter
g%;)(y), re As;
2
g;(nr) = g (v), re Ay (2)
0, otherwise.

For example when the fluctuating field is electromagnetic vacuum field, then
0 = 0?7 + V x Vx, [11, 12]. The fluctuating field can be assumed as a scalar,
vector, tensor or a spinor field interacting linearly with material fields and the
only modification will be a rearrangement of indices on fields and coupling func-
tions in the total Lagrangian density. Here, the anisotropic matter is modeled by
bosonic fields as a continuum of quantum harmonic oscillators [13-18], but it can
also be modeled by fermionic fields like metallic objects, the form of the final re-
sults does not depend on these details and differences between media are included
in response tensors. From Heisenberg equations of motion, we find the following
equations for fluctuating and material fields, respectively

6-F— / dvg(v,r) - 9,X,, 3)
0
(0? +v*) X, = —g(v,r) - O,F. (4)

Equation (4) can be solved formally as
t
X, =X — / dt' G, (t —t')g - 9, F, (5)
0

where G, (t —t') is the retarded Green function that can be expressed in terms of
the Heaviside step function as
sinv(t —t/
Gt~ 1) =6~ ) ), ()
v
and X(" | is the homogeneous solution (82 + »2) X{™ = 0, or material quantum
noise field. By inserting the solution (5) into (3), we find the quantum Langevin
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equation for the fluctuating field in the presence of material fields

¢ o0
6.F+c’)t/ dt’)’((r,tft’).6t/F:/d1/g.8tXl(,”), (7)
0
0

where the response or memory tensor is defined by

Xt~ ) = [dvg-gGult~ ). (8)

0

For notational simplicity, in Eq. (8) we have assumed that the coupling tensors
are symmetric g = g’ [18], that is the imaginary part of the susceptibility tensor
is symmetric, see Eq. (9). One can proceed without this assumption and consider
g - g’ instead of g - g. Equation (8) is a sine transform and its inverse leads to the
following relation between coupling and memory tensor in the frequency space

2v

g(vr) = \/ Im[x(r, v)]. 9)

s

Therefore, if we are given a definite response tensor, we can adjust the coupling
tensor according to Eq. (9).

3. Partition function

To find the partition function, we first switch to the Euclidean Lagrangian Lg,
obtained by a Wick rotation on time coordinate it = 7, (9; = i9;), which implies

0(07,0;) — 0'(—02,0,), (10)

and all fields are now functions of (r,7). The total partition function is defined
by [11]

Z = / H D[XV}D[F] 67; Jdr fOB dr[F-6' F+F.J]

. (11)
=1 fdr [P dr [ dvX, (=02+1)X,
X e 0 ,

where § = 1/kp T, kp is the Boltzmann constant and T is the temperature of
the fluctuating medium described by the field F. The source term J in Eq. (11) is
defined by

J:i/dug~8TX,,. (12)
0
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To find the partition function, periodic boundary conditions on bosonic fields are
imposed

’
o0

F(r,7) =F(r,7+p) =) [Fu(r)e ™" +ccl,

’
o0

XV(r7 T) = XV (I‘, T+ ﬂ) = Z[Xu,n (r)e_iw” + C'C'L
n=0

(13)

where w,, = 2mn/f are Matsubara frequencies and the prime over the summation
means the term corresponding to n = 0, should be given half weight. Note that
for fermionic fields antiperiodic boundary conditions should be applied. Inserting
Egs. (13) into Eq. (11), we find

Z = / 11 pX..DX; ][] DIF.)DIF
n,v>0 n>0

~1fdr OiO(Fn'Bén'Ffl-&-F;ﬂ()nanﬁ-Fn~JZ+F:~J,I,) (14)
X e n=

oo
=3 [dr [ dv (X}, -B(wi+v?) Xy nt+ Xy n-Bwli+17) X5 )
X e o )

where for convenience we have defined 6,, = 6'(w2,0;). By making use of the
well-known formula [19]

/D — [dr (" Apt+pAp™+pp*+o p) _ = (det /1)—1 efdrp*/i’lp’ (15)

we can integrate over fluctuating field and material degrees of freedom and find
the total partition function as

7 = ﬁ (det[Bo,]) 1H H (det[B(wy, + )~
n>0 n>0v>0

Zr Zm

X H H(det[l +w?G(wn)g-Go- gt

n>0v>0

Zott

where G is the dyadic Green function of the fluctuating field in free space
0, - Go = I. In Eq. (16), the first product term is the partition function of the
fluctuating field (ZF), the second product term is the partition function of the
material field (Z,,) and the last term which is the relevant term for our purposes,
originates from interaction between the fluctuating field and material field (Zog).
Using the identity In[det O] = TrIn[O], and definition of the relevant or effective
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free energy Fog = —kpT In Zog, we find

’

Fog = kpT» _ Trin[l + w;: G, (wn) g+ Go - gl. (17)
n>0

By making use of the expansion

(oo}

1+.’13 Z m 1 ™ (18)

m=1

and Fourier transform of the memory or response tensor, Eq. (8)

[ 8 gy ()
IYAGE] = dv 5 19
) = [a B8 (19)
0
we find the free energy in terms of the response tensor as
Fur = kpT »_ Trjiry [l + X(iwn) - Go(iwn)], (20)

n=0

where Tr|; y, means taking trace over position and internal degrees of freedom
(i = 1,2,3). Equation (20) is the elegant formula for the fluctuation-induced free
energy obtained for a general fluctuating field interacting linearly with anisotropic
media in finite temperature. By making use of the expansion (18) for the logarithm,
we obtain the following series in the susceptibility tensor

Fegr = kBTZ Z - Tr|l r) (X (iwn) - G0<iwn))mv (21)

n=0m=1

which is a generalization of the result reported in [11, 20] for the case of the
electromagnetic field in the presence of isotropic matter.

For the fermionic material fields we find the same formula and the details of
the material properties are included in the response tensor x of the medium. In
zero temperature, using the correspondence

S o ksTY, (22)
0 n=0
we find
o0 d -
F= [ o T (1 + X() - GoliO) (23)

0
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Quantization of Mathematical Theory
of Non-Smooth Strings

A.G. Sergeev

Abstract. The mathematical problem of quantization of the theory of smooth
strings consists of quantization of the space 24 of smooth loops taking values
in the d-dimensional Minkowski space R?. The latter problem can be solved
in frames of the standard Dirac approach. However, a natural symplectic
form on Q4 may be extended to the Hilbert completion of €4 coinciding with
the Sobolev space Vg := HS/Q(SI, R%) of half-differentiable loops with values
in R%. So it is reasonable to consider V; as the phase space of non-smooth
string theory and try to quantize it. We explain how to do it using ideas from
noncommutative geometry.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010). Primary 30C62,81T75.

Keywords. Loop spaces, quantization, Sobolev space of half-differentiable func-
tions, quasisymmetric homeomorphisms.

The problem of quantization of the theory of smooth strings mathematically is
reduced to the quantization of the space 2 of smooth loops taking values in the
d-dimensional Minkowski space. Here 4, provided with a natural symplectic form,
is treated as the phase space of smooth string theory. The problem of quantization
of Q4 may be solved in frames of the standard Dirac approach (cf., e.g., [6]).
We describe the main steps of this construction in the first part of this paper
Sections 1, 2).

However, the symplectic form of {2; may be extended to the Hilbert com-
pletion of €4 coinciding with the Sobolev space V; := H5/2(51,Rd) of half-
differentiable loops with values in R?. So it is reasonable to consider Vjy as the
phase space of non-smooth string theory and try to quantize it. There is a natural
group QS(S1) of quasisymmetric homeomorphisms of the circle associated with
this Sobolev space. This group acts on V; by reparameterization and this action
preserves the symplectic form. If this action would be smooth we could quantize

While preparing this survey the author was partially supported by RFBR grants 16-01-00117, 16-
52-12012, the Program of support of leading scientific schools NSh-9110.2016.1 and the Program
of Presidium of RAS “Nonlinear dynamic”.
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the space V; along the same lines as in the case of the space 24 of smooth loops.
However, this action is not smooth implying that we are not able to construct any
classical system associated with the phase space V; provided with the action of
the group QS(S'). Nevertheless, we can define a quantum system associated with
Vg4 using the ideas from noncommutative geometry as in [8].

1. Classical system associated with the loop space (24

1.1. Phase space 24

The loop space € is the space C§°(S*, R?) of smooth maps S* — R? with zero
average along the circle. The elements x € )y have Fourier decompositions of the

form
z(0) == () = Zxkeika
k#0
with coefficients x, € C? satisfying the relation: zj, = Z_.
The standard symplectic form on €24 is defined in terms of Fourier coefficients
by the formula

k0 k>0
where we denote by (-,-) the standard inner product in RY.
We can also define a complex structure on 4 in terms of Fourier coefficients
by the operator

£(0) = kaeike — (JY6)(0) = 72‘2&61‘% +i25k6ik9.
k#0 k>0 k<0

Both introduced structures are compatible with each other, in particular,
they determine a Riemannian metric on €4 by the formula ¢°(¢,n) := w(&, J9)
or in terms of Fourier coefficients

9°(&m) =2Re > k(& k) = D [k[{Ck, M-
k>0 k£0

In other words, 4 has the structure of a Kahler—Fréchet space.

1.2. Algebra of observables A4

The space €y is provided with the algebra of observables A, given by the semi-
direct product heis(Qq) x Vect(S!) of the Heisenberg algebra heis(24) and Lie
algebra Vect(S1) of tangent vector fields on the circle.

In more detail, the Heisenberg algebra heis(£24) is a central extension of the
Abelian Lie algebra 2; generated by the coordinate functions on Q4. In other
words, it coincides with the vector space heis(4) = Q24 @ R provided with the Lie
bracket of the form

[(x,5), (y,t)] := (0,w(z,y)) , x,y€Q, st R
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The second component of Ay is given by the Lie algebra of the Lie group
Diff , (S') of orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms of the circle. It coincides with
the Lie algebra Vect(S') of smooth tangent vector fields on the circle S*.

1.3. Definition of quantization
The quantization of the classical system, given by the pair (£4,.44), consisting

of the phase space 24 and the algebra of observables Ay, is an irreducible linear
representation

r: Ay — End*(H)

of observables f € Ay by selfadjoint operators r(f) acting in a complex Hilbert
space H called the quantization space.
This representation should satisfy the condition

(59N = | (1)~ r(g)r(D)

for any f, g € Ay where {f, g} is the Poisson bracket of observables f, g determined
by the symplectic structure. It is also assumed that (1) = id.

For infinite-dimensional algebra of observables Ay it is more natural to deal
with projective representations. Having such reprgvsentation fo\f Ag, we can con-
struct the quantization of the extended system (Vy, A4) where Ay is an appropriate
central extension of Ay.

1.4. The action of the diffeomorphism group of the circle on 24

The diffeomorphism group of the circle Diff | (S!) acts on Q, by reparameteriza-
tion: f:x+— zof, x € Qy f € Diff,(S). This action is symplectic, i.e., it
preserves symplectic form w.

However, in general it does not preserve the complex structure J°. More
precisely, a diffeomorphism f € Diff, (S!) transforms the complex structure J°
into a new complex structure

Ji=ftoJ% f,,

where f, is the tangent map to f. This new complex structure J/ coincides with
the original complex structure J° if and only if f € M6b(S') where Mab(S?!) is
the group of fractional-linear automorphisms of the unit disc restricted to S*.

We shall call the complex structures J7 on 4 obtained from J° by the action
of the diffeomorphism group Diff ; (S*) admissible.

The space of admissible complex structures on €24 is identified with the
Kéahler—Fréchet manifold

S := Diff  (S*)/ Mob(S1).
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2. Quantization of the classical system (g4, .44)

2.1. Sobolev space Vg4

Quantization of the first component of the algebra of observables Ay, given by
the Heisenberg algebra heis(€2,), is realized in the Fock space associated with the

Sobolev space V1= Hé/Q(Sl, R%) of half-differentiable loops with values in R?.

Recall that the Sobolev space V := Hé/Q (S, R?) consists of the maps = €
L?(S',C?) with zero average along the circle, having Fourier decompositions of
the form

z(0) := z(e?) = Zwkeika
k#0

with coefficients x, € C? satisfying the relation: x = Z_j, and having the finite
Sobolev norm of order 1,/2

l2ll3, =Y Ikllzkl? =2 Ellakl® < oo
k0 k>0

This space may be considered as a natural Hilbert completion of the Fréchet
space (g with respect to the Sobolev norm. In particular, the complex structure
operator J% and symplectic form w, introduced above for the space €4, extend to
V, transforming it into a Kahler—Hilbert space with Riemannian metric

90(5777) = w(£7 JO??) = 2Rezk<§k7ﬁk> = Z |k‘<§k7ﬁk>
k>0 k#0
This metric extends to a Hermitian inner product on the compexified Sobolev
space V& = HS/Z(Sl, C) given by the formula
k#0
The form w and complex structure operator J° extend to Vd(C complex-linearly.
The space V.- decomposes into the direct sum

Vd(c = W+ D W, = VV() D W(]
of the subspaces W4 being the (Fi)-eigenspaces of operator JY given by

Wy = {x eV z() = Z xkeike} .

+E>0

2.2. Fock space associated with V

The Fock space Fy = F (Vd‘c, J%) is the completion of the algebra of symmetric
polynomials on Wy with respect to a natural norm generated by < -,- >.

In more detail, denote by &(Wy) the algebra of symmetric polynomials in
variables z € Wy = W, and introduce the inner product on &(W)) induced by the
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Hermitian inner product (-,-) on Vd(c. This inner product on monomials is given
by the formula

<Zl®®zn,zi®®z’;>: Z <21,Z;1>.....<2n,zgn>
{i1,.sin}

where the summation is taken over all permutations {ii,...,i,} of the set
{1,...,n} (inner product of monomials of different degrees is set to 0 by defi-
nition).

Extend this inner product on monomials to the whole algebra &(Wy) by

—

linearity. The completion &(Wy) of the space &(Wy) with respect to the introduced
norm is called the Fock space

Fy=F(Vg,J°)

over Vd‘C with respect to the complex structure J°.

In an analogous way, any admissible complex structure J on Vj yields the
decomposition

Vi=WaoWw

of the complexified Sobolev space Vd(C into the direct sum of (F4)-eigenspaces of
operator J on VC. These subspaces are isotropic with respect to w and the above
decomposition is orthogonal with respect to the Riemannian metric (-,-) ; on V&
determined by J and w.

Using this decomposition, we define the Fock space

Fy=FVyi,J)

as the completion of the algebra &(WW) of symmetric polynomials on W with
respect to the norm generated by (-,-) ;.

If {w,}52, is an orthonormal basis of W one can take for the orthonormal
basis of the Fock space F'; the monomials of the form

_ 1 k1 kn
PK<Z)_ \/kj' <Zaw1>,] ot '<Zawn>J 5 ZEW
where K = (k1,...,k,,0,...) is a finite sequence of natural numbers k; € N and
Kl=Fk! - -k,

2.3. Heisenberg representation
There is a standard irreducible Heisenberg representation r; of the Heisenberg
algebra heis(V;) in the Fock space F; = F(V{,J) which is constructed in the
following way.

The elements of the algebra &(1W) may be considered as holomorphic func-
tions on the space W by identifying z € W with the holomorphic function

W s w+— (z,w), on W.

Respectively, the space F; may be considered as a space of functions holomorphic
on W.
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The Heisenberg representation r; of the Heisenberg algebra heis(Vy) in the
Fock space F is given by the formula

Vadv+— TJ(U)f<7D) = avf(w) + <U’w>J f(ﬂ)) (1)

where 9, is the derivative in direction of vector v. Extending r; to the complexified
algebra heis®(V;) by the same formula (1), we obtain that

r;(2)f(w) = s f(w) for 2 € W,
ry(2)f(w) = (z,w) ; f(w) for z € W.

The Heisenberg representation is conveniently described in terms of creation
and annihilation operators on the space F'; given by the formulas

. _ry(v) +iry(Jv) _ry(v) —iry(Jv)
as)=""""T 0 ey =

where v € Vd(c. It implies that
ay(z)f(w) = (z,w), f(w) for z €W,
ay(2)f(w) = 0z f(w) for z € W.

2.4. Quantization of the algebra .44

To quantize the second component of the algebra of observables Ay, represented
by the algebra Vect(S!) of tangent vector fields on the circle, we should study
the action of the group Diff, (S1) of diffeomorphisms of the circle on the Fock
spaces Fj.

If J = J/ is an admissible complex structure obtained from J° by the action
of a diffeomorphism f € Diff, (S') we denote by r;s = r/ the corresponding
representation of the Heisenberg algebra heis(V}) in the Fock space F;; = F/.

By the Goodman-Wallach theorem [3] the natural action of the group
Diff  (S1) on the space S := Diff; (S!)/Méb(S') of admissible complex struc-
tures on (4 by left translations may be pulled up to a projective unitary action

Ul Fy — Ff
of the group Diff , (S') on Fock spaces intertwining the representations ro and r7:
U (v) = Ulrg(v) for v € Fy.
Introduce the Fock bundle
F = Fy — 8 =Diff  (S")/ Mib(S").
Jes

It is a holomorphic Hilbert bundle over the space S (cf., e.g., [6]).

The infinitesimal version of the action of the group Diff (S!) on the Fock
bundle yields a projective unitary representation p of the Lie algebra Vect(S%)
in the space Fy. The cocycle of this representation was computed by Bowick and
Rajeev [1].
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In the basis {e, := ie"’d/df} of the algebra Vect®(S') it is given by the
formula

[,o(em), p(‘fn” —p ([em, enD = 1(12 (mg - m)(sm,—w

This cocycle determines a central extension :471 of the original algebra of
observables A, together with the unitary representation of A4 in the Fock space
Fy concluding the quantization of the classical system (2, .4,).

3. Quantization of theory of half-differentiable strings
3.1. Motivation

Having quantized the classical system (€4,.44) we may ask why in our approach
we have restricted ourselves to smooth strings?

The only “physical parameter” in the considered theory is the symplec-
tic form w on €y which extends to the Sobolev space Vy; = Hé/z(Sl,Rd) of
half-differentiable loops. In fact, Vj; is the largest in the Sobolev scale of spaces
H(SY, RY), s > 0, on which this form is correctly defined.

So why not to take this Sobolev space, already “chosen by symplectic form
itself”, for the phase space of string theory? It seems that the only reason for
choosing €2, as the phase space of this theory is that we prefer to deal with smooth
objects.

Motivated by these considerations, we shall assume from now on that the
phase space of our theory is the Sobolev space V; of half-differentiable loops.

We should choose next a natural algebra of observables on this phase space.
The first component of the algebra 4,4, coinciding with the Heisenberg algebra,
describing the pure kinematics, should be included into our algebra of observables
anyhow.

As for the second component of Ay, namely the Lie algebra Vect(S?), its
choice in the smooth case was explained by the fact that the corresponding Lie
group Diff, (S1), consisting of diffeomorphisms of the circle, acts on the space Qg
by reparameterization, i.e., change of variable. Such choice was evidently dictated
by the fact that we were dealing with smooth loops only.

Returning to the choice of the second component of the algebra of observables,
we can pose the following question: what is the natural group acting on the space
V4 by reparameterization? The answer to this question is given by the Nag—Sullivan
theorem below. However, before that we need to introduce some notions from the
theory of quasiconformal maps.

3.2. Quasisymmetric homeomorphisms

Recall that an orientation-preserving homeomorphism w : A — A of the unit disc
A onto itself with locally integrable derivatives is called quasiconformal if there
exists a bounded measurable function p € L>(A, C) with the norm ||pul|e =1 k < 1
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such that the following Beltrami equation
wz = paw,

holds almost everywhere in A. The function p is called the Beltrami differential.
In the case when k = 0, i.e., u = 0, the Beltrami equation coincides with the
Cauchy—Riemann equation so in this case the map w is conformal.
Recall some important properties of quasiconformal maps:

1. Quasiconformal homeomorphisms w : A — A extend continuously (in fact,

Holder-continuously) to the boundary S = A as homeomorphisms S* —

St

2. The composition of quasiconformal maps A — A is again a quasiconformal
map. The same is true for the maps inverse to quasiconformal ones. Hence,
quasiconformal automorphisms of the disc A form a group with respect to
the composition.

An orientation-preserving homeomorphism f : S* — St is called quasisym-
metric if it extends to a quasiconformal homeomorphism w : A — A of the unit
disc A onto itself. Since the quasiconformal automorphisms of the disc A form a
group the same is true also for quasisymmetric homeomorphisms of S*. The group
of quasisymmetric homeomorphisms of S is denoted by QS(S*).

3.3. Nag—Sullivan theorem
Let f be an orientation-preserving homeomorphism S' — S'. Associate with it

an operator Ty acting on V; by the formula

(Teh() = h(f () —

Theorem 1 (Nag-Sullivan [4]). The operator Ty maps the space Vy into itself if
and only if f € QS(S'). The action of the operator Ty : Vg — Vg with f € QS(S*)
on the space Vg preserves the symplectic form w, i.e., w(Ty€,Tyn) = w(,n) for
any &,n € Vy.

2m
/ h(f(e?))ds, z=¢" heV,.
0

This theorem implies that a natural group acting on the Sobolev space Vjy is
the group QS(S*) of quasisymmetric homeomorphisms of the circle. If this group
would be a Lie group, acting smoothly on V; then we could take for the second
component of our algebra of observables the Lie algebra of this group and construct
the quantization of the arising classical system in the same way as in the case of
smooth loops. However, neither the group QS(S') nor its action on the Sobolev
space Vg are smooth. By this reason we cannot construct any classical system with
the phase space V; provided with the action of the group QS(S?!).

Instead, we shall construct directly a quantum system associated with V. In
other words, we change our original point of view on quantization and construct
first the quantum system, associated with the space Vy and the group QS(S%),
passing by the stage of construction of the classical system.

To do that we have to replace our original definition of quantization by the
one proposed by Connes.
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3.4. Connes quantization

In Dirac definition we are quantizing the classical systems (M, .A) where M is the
phase space and A is a Lie algebra of observables, consisting of smooth functions
on M, provided with the Poisson bracket.

In Connes’ approach [2] a classical system is given by the pair (M, 2() where
M is again the phase space and the algebra of observables 2| is an associative
involutive algebra of smooth functions on M provided with involution and exterior
derivative d.

The quantization of such system is given by an irreducible linear representa-
tion 7 of observables from 2l by closed linear operators acting in the quantization
space H. The involution in 20 under this representation is transformed into Her-
mitian conjugation while the derivative d is sent to the commutator with some
symmetry operator S where S is a selfadjoint operator on H with square S = I.
In other words,

mdf — dif =[S, 7 (f)], fed

If all observables are smooth functions on M (as we have assumed up to this
point) then there is not much difference between these two approaches to quan-
tization. However, if we allow the algebra of observables A to contain nonsmooth
functions the Dirac definition looses its sense. In Connes’ approach the differential
of a nonsmooth observable f € 2l is also not defined in the classical sense. However,
it may happen that its quantum analogue

dif =[S, 7(f)]

is correctly defined.
Before we switch to the construction of the quantum system, associated with
the Sobolev space V; and the group QS(S*!) consider the following simple example.
Take for the algebra of observables the algebra 21 = L°°(S*,C) of bounded
functions on the circle S'. Any function f € 2 determines a bounded multiplication
operator My in the Hilbert space H = L?(S*,C) acting by the formula:

My:heH—s fheH.

The symmetry operator .S on H is given by the Hilbert transform:
2m

W@ = PV [ K@) f@)dy, fem,

27 0

where the integral is taken in the principal value sense, i.e.,

27 ) p—e 2
P.V. i K(¢, ) f(0)dip := h—{%{/o +/¢+E]K(¢,w)f(w)dw-

(Here and in the sequel we identify the functions f(z) on the circle S* with the
functions f(¢) := f(e?) on the interval [0, 27].) The Hilbert kernel in this formula
is given by the expression

K(¢, ) =1+i cot *37 .
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Note that for ¢ — 1 it behaves like 1 + d)z_i e

The differential of a general observable f € 2 is not defined in the classical
sense but its quantum analogue

d?f =[S, My]

is correctly defined as an operator in H (this operator is correctly defined even for
functions from BMO(S!)).
Namely, it is an integral operator given by the formula

@06 = 5 [ k.o, he

where kf(¢,v) = K(¢,¥)(f(¢) — f(¥)). For ¢ — o the kernel k¢(¢,1)) behaves
like
f(o) = f(¥)
p—vp

The quasiclassical limit of this operator, established by restricting it to smooth
functions and taking the trace on the diagonal ¢ = v, coincides with the multipli-
cation operator h — f - h.

In other words, the quantization procedure in this example essentially re-
duces to the replacement of the derivative by its finite-difference analogue. Such a
quantization, given by the correspondence

const

A>3 f—dif: H— H,

Connes [2] calls the “quantum calculus” by analogy with the finite-difference cal-
culus (cf. also [7]).

3.5. Quantization of the Sobolev space Vg

Returning to the quantization of the Sobolev space Vy, it would be more conve-
nient to switch from S* to the real line R. Then V; will be replaced by the Sobolev
space H'/2(R) of half-differentiable vector-functions on the real line (which we
continue to denote by V) and QS(S?) will be substituted by the group QS(R) of
quasisymmetric homeomorphisms of R, extending to quasiconformal homeomor-
phisms of the upper half-plane. Then for any h € V; we introduce the operator
d?h : Vf — Vf by the formula

(d'h)(v)(z) = /R he+ tt) —h(®) v(t)dt, wveVy.

According to [5], the tangent space to QS(R) at the origin coincides with the
Zygmund space A(R) of functions f(x) satisfying the condition

[f(@+1)+ flz —t) = 2f(2)| < Clt]
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uniformly for z € R, ¢t > 0, and growing not faster than const - 22 for |z| — oo.
This motivates the introduction of the following operator d4g for g € QS(R)

gy = [ SO0 )

We define now the quantized infinitesimal action of QS(R) on V= as the
composition T Jh := d?h(g) o d%g of the introduced operators. The quasiclassical
limit of this operator is equal to the operator of multiplication by h'(g)g’.

This action extends to the whole Fock space Fj in the following way. We
define it first on the elements of the orthonormal basis of Fp, given by monomials
Pk (z), by the Leibniz rule. Then we extend this operator to the whole algebra
S (W) of symmetric polynomials on W, by linearity. The closure of the obtained
operator yields an operator 7/h in the Fock space Fy. In the same way the operator
d?h is extended to a closed operator d?h in Fy.

The desired quantum algebra of observables 2% is the Lie algebra generated
by the constructed operators d?h and Tih in Fy with g € QS(R), h € Vj.
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deformation theory applied to quantization and symmetries (of elementary
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1. Presentation

In 1960 Wigner [21] marveled about “the unreasonable effectiveness of mathemat-
ics in the natural sciences.” In 1963/64 appeared index theorems for pseudodiffer-
ential operators. I participated (exposé 23, [9]) in the Cartan—Schwartz seminar
that developed the announcement of the first result (a parallel seminar was held
in Princeton under Richard Palais, and different proofs and extensions were pub-
lished by Atiyah et al. a few years later). In 1964 appeared Gerstenhaber’s theory
of deformations of algebras [17]. [Murray Gerstenhaber is now 90 and still active.]
Soon after Gerstenhaber’s seminal work it was realized that, from the viewpoint
of symmetries, special relativity is a deformation.

The underlying idea is that new fundamental physical theories can, so far a
posteriori, be seen as emerging from existing ones via some kind of deformation.
The main paradigms are the physics revolutions from the beginning of the twen-
tieth century, special relativity (symmetry deformation from the Galilean to the
Poincaré groups) and quantum mechanics (via deformation quantization).
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Indeed in the mid-seventies all this converged to explain quantum mechan-
ics as a deformation of classical mechanics [3], what is now called deformation
quantization. Quantum groups and noncommutative geometry can be considered
as avatars of that framework. In this very short paper (see [20], and references
therein, for more details on most of these ideas) I present these notions in general
terms, describe some results. and indicate some perspectives, including suggestions
to use the framework to put on “non-clay feet” the “colossal” standard model of
elementary particles, and maybe explain the “dark universe.”

1.1. The problem

“It isn’t that they can’t see the solution. It is that they can’t see the problem.”
That is a quote from a detective story by G.K. Chesterton (1874-1936) (“The
Point of a Pin” in “The Scandal of Father Brown” (1935)). The problem, in my
view, is that the Standard Model of elementary particles could be a colossus with
clay feet. Cf. in the Bible (Daniel 2:41-43), the interpretation by Belteshazzar
(a.k.a. prophet Daniel) of Nebuchadnezzar’s dream.

The physical consequences of the approach described here might be revolu-
tionary but in any case there are, in the mathematical tools required to jump start
the process, potentially important developments to be made.

1.2. Some motivating quotes

Albert FEinstein: “The important thing is not to stop questioning. Curiosity has
its own reason for existing.”

“You can never solve a [fundamental, precision added by DS] problem on the level
on which it was created.”

Gerard ’t Hooft (about Abdus Salam) [18]: “To obtain the Grand Picture of the
physical world we inhabit [...] courage is required. Every now and then, one has
to take a step backwards, one has to ask silly questions, one must question estab-
lished wisdom, one must play with ideas like being a child. And one must not be
afraid of making dumb mistakes. By his adversaries, Abdus Salam was accused of
all these things.”

Eugene Paul Wigner [21]: “Mathematical concepts turn up in entirely unexpected
connections. Moreover, they often permit an unexpectedly close and accurate de-
scription of the phenomena in these connections. Secondly, just because of this
circumstance, and because we do not understand the reasons of their usefulness,
we cannot know whether a theory formulated in terms of mathematical concepts
is uniquely appropriate.”

Sir Michael Atiyah (at ICMP London 2000, [2]): “Mathematics and physics are
two communities separated by a common language.”

Paul Adrien Maurice Dirac [11]: “Two points of view may be mathematically
equivalent [...] But it may be that one point of view may suggest a future de-
velopment which another point does not suggest [...] Therefore, I think that we
cannot afford to neglect any possible point of view for looking at Quantum Me-
chanics and in particular its relation to Classical Mechanics.”
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2. Headlines

A scientist should ask himself three questions: Why, What and How. Of course,
work is 99% perspiration and 1% inspiration. Finding how is 99% of the research
work, but it is important to know what one is doing and even more why one does
such a research.

What we call “physical mathematics” can be defined as mathematics inspired
by physics. While in mathematical physics one studies physical problems with
mathematical tools and (hopefully) rigor. [Theoretical physics uses mathematical
language without caring much about rigor.] In addition, as to “what” and “how” to
research there are important differences between mathematicians and physicists.
Indeed, even when taking their inspiration from physics (which fortunately is again
often the case now, see, e.g., [2]), mathematicians tend to study problems in as
general a context as possible, which may be very hard. But when the aim is to
tackle specific physical problems, and though generalizations may turn out to have
unexpected consequences, it is often enough to develop tools adapted to the desired
applications.

That is the spirit which inspired the approaches Moshe Flato and I developed
(with coworkers of course) since the mid 60s, and which I am continuing this
millennium. In what follows I give a flavor of two main topics we tackled, i.e.,
original applications both of symmetries to particle physics and of quantization
as a deformation, and of the combining program that I am now trying to push
forward for the coming generation(s).

2.1. Deformation quantization and avatars

As we said above the two major physical theories of the first half of the twentieth
century, relativity and quantization, can now be understood as based on deforma-
tions of some algebras. That is the starting point of Moshe Flato’s “deformation
philosophy”. Deformations (in the sense of Gerstenhaber [17]) are classified by co-
homologies. The deformation aspect of relativity became obvious in 1964, as soon
as deformation theory of algebras (and groups) appeared, since one can deform
the Galilean group symmetry of Newtonian mechanics SO(3) x R? x R* to the
Poincaré group SO(3,1) x R*.

Though (when Moshe arrived in Paris) I studied in [9] the composition of
symbols of elliptic operators, and in spite of the fact that the idea that some
passage from classical to quantum mechanics had been “in the back of the mind” of
many, it took a dozen more years before quantization also could be mathematically
understood as a deformation, with what is now called deformation quantization,
often without quoting our founding 1978 papers [3]. (These have nevertheless been
cited over 1000 times if one includes the physics literature, and so far 271 times
for paper II in the mathematics literature, according to MathSciNet.)

Explaining the process in some detail would be beyond the scope of this short
overview, so we refer to [20] and references therein. In a nutshell the idea is that,
instead of a complete change in the nature of observables in classical mechanics
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(from functions on phase space, a symplectic or Poisson manifold, to operators
on some Hilbert space in quantum mechanics), the algebra of quantum mechanics
observables can be built on the same classical observables but with a deformed
composition law (what we called a “star product” since the deformed composition
law was denoted *). The main paradigm is the harmonic oscillator. That can be
extended to field theory (infinitely many degrees of freedom), and more.

Related representations of Lie groups can then be performed on functions on
orbits with deformed products, instead of operators. Similarly, though they arose
in quite different contexts in the 80s, based on previous works from the 70s by their
initiators (Faddeev’s Leningrad school for quantum groups coming from quantum
integrable models, and Alain Connes’ seminal works on von Neumann algebras for
noncommutative geometry), both can be (see, e.g., [10, 12]) considered as avatars
of our framework.

In particular, in the “generic case”, quantum groups are deformations of
an algebra of functions on a Poisson Lie group or of a dual algebra [5, 6]. The
idea was extended in the 90s to multiparameter deformations (with commuting
parameters), and (unrelatedly) to the case when the parameter is a root of unity —
in which case the deformed Hopf algebra is finite-dimensional, with finitely many
irreducible representations. That idea has not yet been extended to multiparameter
deformations at roots of unity, nor a fortiori to noncommutative parameters (a
notion which is not part of Gerstenhaber’s approach and is not yet defined).

2.2. Symmetries of elementary particles

A posteriori one can say that the geometric aspect of deformation theory was
known in physics since the antiquity, in particular when (in the fifth century B.C.)
Pythagoras conjectured that, like other celestial bodies, the earth is not flat; two
centuries later Aristotle gave phenomenological indications why this is true, and
ca. 240 B.C. Eratosthenes came with an experimental proof of the phenomenon,
giving a remarkably precise evaluation of the radius of the “spherical” earth. In
mathematics one had to wait for Riemann’s surface theory to get an analogue.

In another context, in the latter part of last century arose the standard model
of elementary particles, based on empirically guessed symmetries. The untold ra-
tionale was that symmetries are important to explain the spectra observed in
atomic and crystalline spectroscopy (as shown, e.g., in Moshe Flato’s M.Sc. thesis
under Racah [19]). There one knows the forces and symmetries make calculations
feasible. In nuclear spectroscopy, the subject of Moshe’s PhD thesis under Racah
(which he never defended because Racah died unexpectedly in Firenze on his way
to meet Moshe in Paris, and by then Moshe had already completed a D.Sc. in
Paris), symmetries can be used as “spectrum generating”.

That is also how symmetries were introduced empirically in particle physics,
starting with isospin SU(2) since the 30s, then with a rank 2 compact Lie group
(thoroughly studied in the less known [4]) after “strangeness”, a new quantum
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number, was introduced in the 50s (in particular thanks to people like Murray Gell-
Mann, who was then daring to tackle unpopular topics, before becoming a kind of
“guru” for at least a generation). That was quickly restricted to “flavor” SU(3).

A natural question was then what (if any) is the relation between such “in-
ternal” symmetries and the “external” symmetries like the Poincaré group, in
particular to explain the mass spectrum inside a multiplet. In 1965 we objected
[15] to a “no-go theorem” claiming to show that the connection must be a direct
sum, giving counterexamples shortly afterward. One should be careful with no-
go theorems in physics, which often rely on unstated hypotheses. [Another issue,
which was not so explicitly mentioned, is, e.g., how one can have the 3 octets of
the “eightfold way”, based on the same adjoint representation of SU(3), associated
with bosons of spin 0 and 1, and fermions of spin %]

But what (if anything) to do with the basic 3-dimensional representations
of SU(3)? In 1964 Gell-Mann (and others) came with the suggestion to associate
them with “quarks”, hypothetical entities of fractional charge which (being “con-
fined” and of spin %) cannot be directly observed nor coexist, e.g., in a hadron
(strongly interacting particle). Initially there were three “flavors” of quarks. Later
consequences of the quark hypothesis were observed and we now have 3 generations
(6 flavors) of quarks. To make possible their coexistence in a hadron they were
given (three) different colors, whence “color SU(3).” Soon, on the basis of that em-
pirically guessed symmetry, in a process reverse to what was done in spectroscopy,
dynamics were developed, QCD (quantum chromodynamics) with a non-abelian
gauge SU(3) on the pattern of QED (quantum electrodynamics, with abelian U(1)
gauge). The rest is history but not the end of the story.

Already in 1988 [13], Flato and Fronsdal explained how, if one deforms space-
time from Minkowski to Anti de Sitter (also a 4-dimensional space-time but with
tiny negative curvature) and as a consequence the Poincaré group to AdS SO(2, 3),
one can explain the photon as dynamically composite of two Dirac “singletons”
(massless particles in 1+2-dimensional space-time) in a way compatible with QED.
That was an instance of the AdS/CFT correspondence which we had detailed, e.g.,
in 1981 [1].

After numerous of papers on singleton physics, in Moshe’s last paper [14] we
described how the AdS deformation of Poincaré may explain the newly discovered
neutrino oscillations, which showed that neutrinos are not massless. Going one
step further, shortly afterward Fronsdal [16] explained how, on the pattern of the
electroweak model and on the basis of AdS deformation, the leptons (electron,
muon, tau, their antiparticles and neutrinos) can be considered as composites of
singletons, initially massless, massified by 5 Higgs. (This predicts, e.g., 2 new “W
and Z like” bosons.)

2.3. Combining both, and perspectives

In line with our deformation philosophy, the idea is that the question of connection
between symmetries could be a false problem: the “internal” symmetries on which
the Standard Model is based might “emerge” from the symmetry of relativity, first
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by “geometric” deformation (to Anti de Sitter, with singleton physics for photons
and leptons) followed (for hadrons) by a quantum group deformation quantization.

The program to deform Poincaré to AdS for particle symmetries was devel-
oped by Flato and coworkers since the 70s (see, e.g., [1, 13, 14] and references
therein), in parallel with deformation quantization. In the beginning of this mil-
lennium it dawned on me that the two could (maybe should) be combined by
deforming further AdS. The natural way to do so is within the framework of
quantum groups, possibly multiparameter since we now have 3 “generations” of
elementary particles, which as a fringe benefit might make room for the tradi-
tional (compact) internal symmetries. In view of their special properties, quantum
groups at roots of unity seem a promising structure, Of course such an approach
is at this stage merely a general framework to be developed, and would be only
part of the picture if one cannot “plug in” the present QCD dynamics.

In particular with for parameters the algebra of the Abelian group 3ZZ, at, e.g.,
sixth root of unity, one might be able to recover SU(3) and “put on solid ground”
the Standard Model. Or maybe replace its symmetry with a better one, requiring
to “go back to the drawing board” and re-examine half a century of particle physics
(from the theoretical, phenomenological and experimental viewpoints). The former
alternative is relatively more economical. The latter requires huge efforts, albeit
without having to build new machines, which Society is unlikely to give us.

That raises hard mathematical problems. (E.g., the tensor product of two
irreducible representations of a quantum group at root of unity is indecomposable.)
A solution to part of these has an independent mathematical interest. Combined
with the necessary detailed phenomenological study required, that might lead to
a re-foundation of half a century of particle physics.

There could also be implications in cosmology, including a possible expla-
nation of dark matter and/or of primordial black holes, which were introduced
already in 1974 by Hawking [8] and are now considered as a possible candidate for
“dark matter” (see, e.g., [7]). Since that is still an open question (in contradistinc-
tion with elementary particles for which there is a solution, even if the problem is
occulted) the community might be more receptive to try such ideas.
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States in Deformation Quantisation:
Hopes and Difficulties

Jaromir Tosiek

Abstract. A notion of the state in classical and in quantum physics is dis-
cussed. Several classes of continuous linear functionals over different algebras
of formal series are introduced. The condition of nonnegativity of functionals
over the x algebra is analysed.
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1. Introduction

One of the most fundamental features of physics is that it proposes transformation
of the real world into numbers. From this point of view one can say that physical
reality consists of two main ingredients: the quantities which are measured called
observables and the characteristics of a system under consideration known as a
state. These two components are then combined to give results.

There exist several possible realisations of this scheme. In classical statistical
physics observables are identified with smooth real functions f on a phase space
M, states are represented by densities of probability ¢ and results are mean values
calculated as the functional action (o, f).

At the quantum level in the Hilbert space model observables are self adjoint
operators f acting in a space H, states are density operators ¢ and results are traces
Tr(o - f ). The reader interested in a systematic discussion of these postulates is
encouraged to see [1].

However, our expectations in physics are bigger. We not only need a suitable
mapping of reality into numbers but we would also like to be able to predict new
phenomena. This process of prediction is based on logic and involves mathematical
structures in which the sets of observables and of states can be equipped.
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We start our contribution with a sketch of connections between a class of
functions representing classical observables and functionals being densities of prob-
ability. Then we introduce formal series with respect to a deformation parameter
A, substitute a nonabelian * product for the ‘usual’ multiplication of series and
finally build linear functionals representing states. We do that in order to deal
with quantum problems in frames of deformation quantisation formalism [2—-4].

This formalism of deformation contains some difficulties. First of all, it usu-
ally involves infinite number of terms. Thus even elementary calculations for flat
systems become rather complicated. Moreover, infinite sums appearing in some
expressions may not be convergent.

But on the other hand deformation quantisation works well in every reference
system. It thus seems to be a remedy for difficulties present in description of
quantum phenomena in gravitational fields. In addition, from the conceptual point
of view, it enlightens relationship between classical (undeformed) and quantum
(deformed) physics.

2. Classical statistical mechanics

As we have already mentioned, in classical physics we assume that observables are
smooth real functions defined on a phase space M of a system being a symplec-
tic manifold. Thus all observables are elements of a wider structure: the ring of
complex-valued smooth functions (C*°(M), +,-) which form an algebra over the
field of complex numbers C. The constant function equal to 1 at every point of
the manifold M is the identity element of this algebra.

A definition of convergence in the set C°°(M) has been adapted from theory
of generalised functions (see [5]). We say that the sequence {f,}52, is convergent

to a function fy, if on every compact subset of the manifold M, dim M = 2r, every
gmitmat-tmay

oo
om1 gl .n.gmar g2 fn} is uniformly convergent to
n=1

sequence of partial derivatives {

. . 6WL1+WL2+-»-+WL2T
the derivative g, 1. gma, g2 fo-

States are represented by the functionals called densities of probabilities p.
They are elements of the space of linear continuous functionals £'(M) over the set
of functions C*°(M). Every density of probability ¢ is a real functional

VM) f=Ff=(of) R (1)
Moreover, the density g has to be nonnegative
VC*WM) s f (e, f-f)=0 (2)
and normalised
(0,1)=1. (3)

A sequence of densities {9, }52; tends to a functional gg if

A4 COO<M) = f nILIIolo<QTLaf> = <907f>' (4)
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The postulate saying that every density of probability belongs to the space £'(M)
implies that p is of compact support. Many widely used distributions of probability
do not belong to £'(M), e.g., the Gaussian distribution. We accept this limita-
tion because the richness of mathematical properties of functionals from &'(M)
provides a perfect opportunity to apply them in modeling of reality.

3. Physical background of formal series calculus

The fundamental difference between classical and quantum physics arises from
the fact that observables and states in quantum mechanics depend on a special
parameter — the Planck constant h. Its crucial role is illustrated by the Heisenberg
uncertainty principle for the position x and the canonically conjugated momentum
p, which for series of independent measurements in classical physics is of trivial
form

AxAp >0

while in quantum mechanics one obtains
h
AxAp > 5

By A we denote the mean square deviation.
For technical reasons in quantum calculations it is convenient to represent
observables by their expansions in power series with respect to &

o0
RSN
l=—2z
Notice that at this stage we accept only a finite set of negative powers of h.

This series representation usually simplifies considerations but it is the source
of two serious problems. The first one is that there is no one to one mapping
between smooth functions and their respective power series. The second difficulty
is the loss of convergence. Therefore to deal with power series we need to develop
a special method known as the formal series calculus.

Since foundations of the formal series calculus are purely mathematical, in-
stead of the Planck constant & we will use a parameter A. We assume that this
parameter is real and positive.

At the beginning we extend the field of complex numbers C, namely we
introduce a field of formal series of complex numbers

CA LA N = D> M, VI aqeC, zeN. (5)
l=—=z
A sequence { (32 Me)n o2, of elements from the field C]A~!, \]] is convergent

to an element Y ,° _ Al¢yo, if for every index [ the sequence {(c;),}52; of complex
numbers approaches cjg.
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The set of formal series of smooth functions C*°[A~1, \]](M) being a stage
for constituting the formal series calculus, consists of elements which are of the
form

oo
o[[N\]] = Z Moy, VI g eC®M), zeN. (6)
l=—=z
In C*°[A71 \]](M) we define multiplication by scalars from the field C]A~1, )],
complex conjugation and multiplication of series. All of these operations are nat-
ural extensions of their C°°(M) counterparts. Hence we quote only a formula
expressing the product of series.
Multiplication of formal series being a straightforward generalisation of mul-
tiplication of functions can be written as

Z )\ZQPZ ° Z )\kd}k )\z+5 Z Z@k qujl k—s- (7)

l=—z k=—s =0 k=0

The set of formal series with the e product constitutes a commutative ring
(C=T, (M), o).

Moreover, we say that the sequence {(3_;° . Alyy),}22, tends to a series
S Moo, if for every I the sequence {(¢;),}52; is convergent to the function
@10 in the sense of convergence in the space of functions C*°(M).

A partial derivative of a series Y ;= A is calculated as

—Zz

O tmettme, e . omitmet-tmar

87n1q 87”2’"(]27 Z )‘l@l Z A

l=—z l=—=z

aml ql .. amzrq%' ¥

and its integral equals

(g

l=—z

Z )\l/ 0 w"

l=—z

providing all functions ¢; are summable.

4. States over the commutative ring (C®[A~1, \][(M), o)

Let us start from a generalisation of action of any element T' € £'(M) on a formal
series Yo7 Aoy from C°[A~1, A]J(M). This generalisation is of the form

<T, i )\kapk> = i Ak<T, ¢k> e CA~1, A]]. (8)
k=—z

=—z

To be able to talk about the states the three properties have to be satisfied.
Reality of functional T' means that implication holds

> Npp= > Mo = (T, Y M) e RALAL

k=—=z k=—z k=—=z
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Normalisation is natural. It requires only extension of multiplication of functionals
by numbers to multiplication by series from C[A~%, \]].

The notion of nonnegativity is in conflict with the idea of formal series because
on one hand we deal with specific real numbers, on the other hand we avoid the
question about summability. We propose the following (compromising) definition
of nonnegativity.

A generalised function T € £'(M) is nonnegative if for every admissible
value of the parameter A and every finite series y 7 Moy

<T’ D Mg e > )\k2<%> > 0. (9)

k‘lzfz kz:*Z

This formulation is stronger than the one proposed by Waldmann [6].

It seems to be natural that linear functionals over the ring (C*° A1, \]](M),e)
also may depend on A. Let us first consider formal series of generalised functions
of the form Z}iis MT;. Their functional action is of the form

<Z /\lTl, Z A @k> )\SJrZ Z/\UZ<TZ s Pu—1— z> (10)

l=—s k=—z u=0

It is required that all supports are contained in a common compact set. Notions of
reality, nonnegativity and normalisation condition can be easily adapted to them.
Since we need the formal series calculus to deal with quantum problems, let
us consider another set of formal series of functionals.
For systems represented on the phase space R?" we know that quantum states
are represented by the Wigner functions which may contain arbitrary negative
powers of A\. Thus it seems to be natural that formal series of generalised functions

i AR L+ i N,
k=1 k=0

should be considered. Unfortunately, such extension is not possible because the

functional action
(St Y 3 )

k=0 l=—=z

is not well defined. This observation is probably the weakest point of proposed
calculus.

5. States over the algebra (C°°[A~1, A]][(M), )

One of the consequences of the Heisenberg uncertainty relation is the fact that
the product of quantum observables is noncommutative. Therefore to deal with
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quantum problems we need another method of multiplication of formal series. This
is the so-called * product. Its general form is

o= NBi(p,4), VE Bi(p ) € C®(M). (11)

We omit here the list of axioms imposed on C[A™!, A]] — bilinear operators By (-, -).

This information can be found, e.g., in [4, 7, 8]. An extension of the * product on

formal series of functions is straightforward. The space of formal series equipped

with the * multiplication constitutes an algebra denoted as (C°[A~1, \]J(M), ).
The trace in algebra (C>[A™1 \]]J(M), %) is of the form

e $on) e L[ (5 ) et

k=—z k=—=z

where the series t[[A]] = > po, A¥ty, is called trace density.

Since our goal is to introduce quantum states, i.e., some linear continuous
functionals over the algebra (C°°[A~1, A]J(M), %), following Schwartz [5] we con-
sider first functionals which are of the integral form.

COAL 3 W= [ @) et

Notice that in general (¥, p). # (¥, ).
However one can see that this new functional calculus is equivalent to the
standard theory of generalised functions with an identification

1 - _ :
U~ Tul) = I @ SN Tur € €L ANM), e,
1=0
Vo e CFM) (¢, 0) = (Tyl[A]], ¢)-
Let us see what might be the meaning of states in terms of the * formal series
calculus.

Reality of a series > ;= AT} means that if

Z Ny, = Z Mooy,

k=—z k=—=z

then there is

<Z AT, Z )\kcpk> <Z ATy, Z )\ksak> : (12)

l=—s k=—z l=—s k=—z

To discuss nonnegativity we need the notion of nonnegativity of a formal series of
real numbers.
A formal series ;2 M¢;, Ve € R of real numbers is nonnegative if

YA>0IkeNYm>k Y Ne>0.

l=—z
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It is disappointing that we again have to refer to values of sums but at this moment
we have no idea how to introduce the notion of nonnegativity for formal series
without a reference to numbers.

Applying this suggestion we say that the series Y ;= | AT is nonnegative if

for every formal series of functions Y~ A", the inequality
o0 [e.9] [e.9]
< SONTL DY A, kY >\<p> >0
l=—s mi=—=z mo=—2z2 %

holds.
Finally the normalisation condition states that

(> N, 1), =1
l=—s

What is amazing when we test this list of properties for the most popular
example of the * product, i.e., the Moyal product at R? [9, 10]

" i 1 IAN\" IA\"? otz gritney)
* = _
®*M e n1'no! 2 2 8]9”1 8qn2 8qn1 8pn2

we arrive at shocking conclusion that generalised functions with compact supports
cannot be positive! This observation probably remains true for any local * prod-
uct. Therefore we deduce that states over formal series cannot be built in a way
analogous to classical statistical physics.

6. Conclusions

As we can see, it is extremely difficult to introduce a coherent formal series calculus
admitting quantum states. Two crucial facts — impossibility of building formal
series of functionals with arbitrary large negative powers of A and necessity of
dealing with functionals with noncompact supports question whether formal series
calculus can be successfully incorporated in quantum physics.

Thus the best solution would be to apply convergent expressions. Unfortu-
nately, realisation of such a postulate requires a strict quantisation method which
has not been formulated yet.

On the other hand the formal series are frequently useful. Thus at this mo-
ment we suggest a compromise — let us use them but simultaneously let us watch
if calculations make sense.
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Exact Lagrangian Submanifolds and the
Moduli Space of Special Bohr—-Sommerfeld
Lagrangian Cycles

Nikolay A. Tyurin

Abstract. In previous papers we introduced the notion of special Bohr—Som-
merfeld Lagrangian cycles on a compact simply connected symplectic manifold
with integer symplectic form, and presented the main interesting case: com-
pact simply connected algebraic variety with an ample line bundle such that
the space of Bohr—Sommerfeld Lagrangian cycles with respect to a compati-
ble Kahler form of the Hodge type and holomorphic sections of the bundle is
finite. The main problem appeared in this way is singular components of the
corresponding Lagrangian shadows (or Weinstein skeletons) which are hard
to distinguish or resolve. In this note we avoid this difficulty presenting the
points of the moduli space of special Bohr-Sommerfeld Lagrangian cycles by
exact compact Lagrangian submanifolds on the complements X\ D, modulo
Hamiltonian isotopies, where D, is the zero divisor of holomorphic section a.
This correspondence is fair if the Eliashberg conjecture is true, stating that
every smooth orientable exact Lagrangian submanifold is regular. In a sense
our approach corresponds to the usage of gauge classes of Hermitian connec-
tions instead of pure holomorphic structures in the theory of the moduli space
of (semi) stable vector bundles.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010). 53D12, 53D50.
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1. General theory

Consider (M,w) — a compact simply connected symplectic manifold of dimension
2n, endowed with a symplectic form of integer type, [w] € H2(M,Z). Then there
exists a prequantization datum — the pair (L,a), where L — M is a Hermitian
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line bundle and a € A (L) is a Hermitian connection such that the curvature form
F, = 2miw (thus the first Chern class ¢; (L) = [w]).

An n-dimensional submanifold S C M is called Lagrangian iff the restriction
w|g identically vanishes; S is called Bohr—Sommerfeld Lagrangian (or BS for short)
iff the restriction (L,a)|s admits a covariantly constant section og € I'(L|g),
defined up to C*. For any chosen smooth section « € T'(M, L) we say that S C M
is special with respect to a@ Bohr—Sommerfeld Lagrangian cycles (or a-SBS for
short) iff it is Bohr-Sommerfeld Lagrangian and the restriction als = e*fog,
where c is a real constant and f is a strictly positive real function on S. In the
present paper we consider compact orientable Lagrangian submanifolds only.

It was already shown that the definition above can be reformulated in terms
of calibrated Lagrangian geometry. For any smooth section a € I'(M, L) we define
the complex-valued 1-form

po= et e ranp,)

where D, = {a = 0} C M is the zeroset of a. This form satisfies the follow-
ing properties: its real part is exact being d(In |a|), and the imaginary part is a
canonical 1-form on the complement M\ D, since d(Im p,) = 27w.

In these terms an n-dimensional submanifold S C M is a-SBS Lagrangian if
and only if the restriction Im p,|s identically vanishes (the proof and details can
be found in [1]).

Using this “calibrated reformulation” of the definition one proved that any
Weinstein neighborhood O(Sp) of an a-SBS Lagrangian submanifold Sy cannot
contain any other a-SBS Lagrangian submanifold of the same type. It follows that
a fixed o admits a discrete set of a-SBS Lagrangian submanifolds of the same
topological type.

Recall that the situation stated above is the input of ALAG-program, pro-
posed by A. Tyurin and A. Gorodentsev in [2]: starting with such (M,w) they
constructed certain moduli space of Bohr—Sommerfeld Lagrangian cycles of fixed
topological type, denoted as Bg. Such a moduli space is a Fréchet smooth infinite-
dimensional real manifold, locally modeled by unobstructed isodrastic deforma-
tions of BS Lagrangian submanifolds. To define Bg = Bg(top S, [S]) one has to
fix the topological type of S and the homology class [S]| € H,,(M,Z) of the corre-
sponding BS submanifolds. Moreover, the BS-level can be shifted up, so one has
a series of the moduli space B% (details see in [2]).

Therefore in the situation presented above we can consider in the direct
product Bg x PT'(M, L) certain subset Usps defined by the condition: pair (S, p) €
Usps iff S is a-SBS Lagrangian submanifold where « corresponds to point p in
the projectivized space (and of course it is possible to shift the BS-level, getting
the corresponding subset in the direct product B’g x PT'(M, L*), but in the present
text we leave aside the variation of BS-level).

This subset Usps was studied in [1]; the main result is that the canonical pro-
jection p : Usps — PI'(M, L) has discrete fibers, has non degenerated differential in
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smooth points and projects Usps to an open subset of the last projective space. As
a corollary one establishes that Usgs admits a Kéhler structure at smooth points.
It seems to be interesting since we have started from pure symplectic situation
and came to an object from the Kéhler geometry.

This construction can be exploited in the Lagrangian approach to Geometric
Quantization. The subset Usps covers the moduli space Bg of BS Lagrangian
cycles, thus it can be regarded as a “complexification” of the last one which looks
like an alternative to the complexification Bg“’ given by the introduction of half
weights in [2].

2. The case of algebraic varieties

Let X be a compact smooth simply connected algebraic variety which admits a
very ample line bundle L; then it can be regarded as a special case of the situation
presented above.

Indeed, fixing an appropriate Hermitian structure h on L one induces the
corresponding Kiihler form w: any holomorphic section o € HY(X, L) in the pres-
ence of h defines the function ¢, = —In|a|, on the complement X\ D,, which is a
Kahler potential, therefore w is given by dIdv,,, and the very ampleness condition
ensures that whole X is covered by the complements to divisors from the complete
linear system |L| = PHY(X, L), so w is globally defined in X, see [3].

Thus one can consider (X, L) as a symplectic manifold with integer symplectic
form, and L, the prequantization line bundle, is automatically endowed with a
prequantization connection a, compatible with the holomorphic structure on the
bundle, when A is fixed. For a holomorphic section o one has V,a = 0, and
consequently the form p, has type (1, 0) with respect to the complex structure.
Then one can deduce that the SBS condition with respect to a holomorphic section
is equivalent to the following condition: a Lagrangian submanifold S C X is a-SBS
if and only if it is invariant under the flow generated by the gradient vector field
grad ¢, (see [4]).

Tt is well known in algebraic geometry fact: the complement X\ D, described
above, is an example of the Stein variety, and since we would like to study La-
grangian geometry of these complements we must follow the key points of the pro-
gram “From Stein to Weinstein and back”, see [5]. The situation we are studying
here must be regarded in the framework of the Weinstein manifolds and Weinstien
structures, see [5] and [6]. Indeed, the gradient vector field gradi),, which is ob-
viously Liouville, and the function 1, give us a Weinstein structure (of course, it
just reflects the fact that X\ D, is Stein).

Since we claim that a Lagrangian S C X\ D, is a-SBS if and only if it is stable
with respect to the gradient flow of 1), it follows that such an .S must be contained
by the base set B, C X\D,, defined as the union of (1) finite critical points of ),
and (2) finite trajectories of the gradient flow. Now we can translate our a-SBS
condition to the language of Weinstein manifolds and structures: a Lagrangian
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submanifold S C X is a-SBS iff it is a component of the Lagrangian skeleton
defined by the Weinstein structure given by (gradt,,,) on the complement
X\D,. Of course this Weinstein structure is special since it corresponds to a
holomorphic section.

Remark. In the previous texts [4] we use the term “Lagrangian shadow of ample
divisor” for the Lagrangian components of the Lagrangian skeleton (or Weinstein
skeleton), since we would like to emphasize the fact that the corresponding La-
grangian components arise for any very ample divisor; in the theory of Weinstein
manifolds which covers much wider situation than our complements X\D, one
says that such a Lagrangian submanifold is regular. Below we use this parallel for
the modified definition of moduli space of special Bohr—Sommerfled Lagrangian
cycles.

The old definition (see [4]) we have tried to exploit for the construction of
certain moduli space of SBS Lagrangian cycles over algebraic varieties used to be
the following. Take the canonical projection p : Usps — PI'(M, L) to the second
direct summand from Section 1. Then in the present situation when M = X — an
algebraic variety we have a finite-dimensional projective subspace PH?(X, L) C
PT'(X, L) which corresponds to holomorphic sections. It is not hard to see that
the preimage Mgps = p~H(PHY(X, L)) must be finite (and we have proved it for
smooth Bohr-Sommerfeld submanifolds in [4]), and we would like to understand
it as the “moduli space” of Special Bohr-Sommerfeld Lagrangian cycles.

But the great problem appears with this definition of the moduli space since
the components of the Lagrangian skeleton B,, are very far from being smooth La-
grangian submanifolds (or even cycles), and the best case of arboreal singularities
(see [9]) doesn’t help us in our program. It follows that strictly speaking our coarse
“moduli space” must be empty in major cases, and the framework of algebraic ge-
ometry does admit no variational freedom to resolve this trouble. In the simplest
case, when H, (X \ D, Z) = Z for generic smooth element D,, of the complete lin-
ear system |L| the moduli space Mgpg can be however correctly defined, as it was
done in [4], but in more geometrically interesting cases we face great problem in
this way: we must either present a strong theory of desingularization of the com-
ponents of Lagrangian skeleta doing it however in concordance with the technical
details of ALAG or find a different definition of special Bohr—Sommerfeld cycles
with respect to holomorphic sections such that these new special submanifolds
should be automatically smooth.

Theory of Weinstein manifolds (see [6]) hints how one can avoid these diffi-
culties.

3. “Desingularizing” the definition

In the situation of the previous section the Kéahler potential v, defines the struc-
ture of the Weinstein manifold on X\ D,,, given by 1-form A, = Idy, and 1, itself
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(see [5]); then we can study ezact compact orientable Lagrangian submanifolds in
X\D,. Recall that

Definition 1. A Lagrangian submanifolds S C X\D, is exact if the restriction
Aals is an exact form.

Remark that any such an exact S must be automatically Bohr—Sommerfeld
in whole X with respect to the corresponding prequantization data. Moreover, we
can introduce certain condition on Bohr-Sommerfeld Lagrangian submanifolds in
X which is equivalent to the exactness condition on the complement X\ D,,.

Namely, let X D D, be as above, and the corresponding symplectic form w
evidently represents the cohomology class Poincaré dual to [D,] € Hap—2(X,Z).
Then we say that a Lagrangian submanifold S C X is D-exact with respect to D,
(or simply D-exact if the submanifold is clear from the context) iff D, NS = 0 and
for any oriented loop v C S and any compatible oriented disc K, C X, bounded by
v, the topological sum of the intersection points D, N K, equals to the symplectic
area of K, (note that if K, intersects D, non transversally then we can deform
it to have transversal intersection).

Note that the last definition is rather universal: we don’t need any Hermitian
structure on L or complex structure on X, the property of D-exactness depends
on the symplectic form and 2n — 2-dimensional submanifold which represents the
homology class, Poincaré dual to [w].

Now it is not hard to see that

Proposition 1. A Lagrangian submanifold S C X\D, is exact with respect to A,
if and only if S is D-exact with respect to D,,.

Proof. The proof is straightforward: the calculation of the integral fﬂ/ Ao using the
Stocks formula in the presence of poles which correspond to the intersection points
in Do N K, leads to the desired result (note, that S is exact iff the integral vanishes
for any loop v C 5). O

In [6] one presents the list of open problems stated in the theory of Weinstein
manifolds; and one of these problems hints how the definition of special Bohr—
Sommerfeld Lagrangian submanifolds can be modified. Namely the Problem 5.1
from [6] asks: are there non-regular exact Lagrangian submanifolds in X\D,?
The Eliashberg conjecture suggests the negative answer to this problem. If this
conjecture is true (at least not in general situation but in our special case X\D,,
when X is an algebraic variety and D,, is a very ample divisor) then it hints how
we can “desingularize” the definition of the “coarse” moduli space given above.
Moreover, even if the conjecture is not true we still have a correct definition of
certain moduli space which we still understand as modified moduli space of Special
Bohr-Sommerfeld cycles.

Definition 2. The space of pairs ({S}, Do) where D, € |L| is an element of the
complete linear system |L| = PH?(X, L)), and {S} is a class of compact smooth
exact with respect to A\, Lagrangian submanifolds modulo Hamiltonian isotopies
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in X\D,, where one fixes the topological type top S and homology class [S] €
H,(X,Z), we call the modified moduli space of SBS Lagrangian cycles and denote

as Msps = Msps(c1 (L), top S, [9]).
For this modified moduli space we have the following
Proposition 2. The modified moduli space MSBS s a smooth open Kdahler manifold.

Proof. The proof is straightforward: since the space Msgs admits the forgetful
map p : Mgsps — |L|, we can describe the smooth structure of Mgpg and the
desired Kéahler structure as the lifting from the projective space |L|. Indeed, first
we prove that the fibers of p are discrete and that the differential of this map
is non degenerated (the arguments are essentially the same as in [1]: we study
the local picture over a Weinstein neighborhood of a fixed D-exact S C M).
Moreover, the standard neighborhoods covering of MSBS are given by Proposition
1 above: taking any D-exact Sy for certain D, = Dy we can move the divisor
until the deformation Dy for some ¢t = T “reaches” Sy, so before we get non trivial
intersection Dt N Sy # 0 the exact Lagrangian submanifold Sy states to be exact
for all Dy, t < T'. Thus the differential dp in this setup used to be identical map. O

The Eliashberg conjecture covers the following statement: every class from
the group H,,(X\D,,Z) contains at most one realization by compact smooth exact
Lagrangian submanifold modulo Hamiltonian isotopies in X\ D,. It follows that
the map p : Msps — |L| is not a ramification. The projective space |L| is stratified
by the rank of the group H,,(X\D,,Z): over a generic point, for smooth D, the
rank is maximal, and the structure of the fibers over these points in |L]| is the
same; then when D, degenerates to a singular divisor Dy the group turns to be
smaller, and no fusion for the classes appears. We illustrate this phenomenon by
the simple example below.

Let us illustrate the story by the example which has appeared several times
in the previous texts, see [4]. Take X = CP! and consider L = O(3). Study the
situation for certain concrete holomorphic section f.e. for the section defined by
the polynomial Py = 23 — z3. It vanishes at three roots of unity p1,pa,ps which
become poles for the function ¢y = —In|Ps|; the last one has exactly 5 finite
critical points — 2 local minima mj = [1 : 0],m2 = [0 : 1], and three saddle points
s1, 82, S3 at the roots of —1. The base set consists of three lines ; each of which
joins m; and mo passing through s;. Totally we get non smooth simple loops only
in the base set: each closed loop is formed by two lines 7;,7;, and at the points
m1,ms the loop has corners. Therefore if we are looking for the “old version” of
the moduli space Mgps we must specialize what singular loops are allowed in our
situation. However in this case the specialization can be done: we may say that
a singular loop is allowed if it can be transformed by a small deformation to a
smooth Bohr—Sommerfeld loop. Then one gets exactly three simple elements for
the moduli space.
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But our new “desingularized” definition of the moduli space works much bet-
ter: we claim that there are exactly three smooth exact closed loops on the com-
plement CP*\{p1,p2, p3} up to Hamiltonian isotopy. Indeed, for each zero p; we
can take a smooth loop 7; surrounding p; only and then “blow” it to bound a disc
of symplectic area é, — it is the desired one. Therefore the moduli space of special
Bohr—Sommerfeld Lagrangian cycles MVSBS(Sl,O,O(3)) is organized as follows:
over generic point of PH(CP!, O(3))\Q4 where @4 is the discriminant of cubic
equation, so a hypersurface of degree 4, one has three preimages. But the ramifi-
cation doesn’t appear over the discriminant locus: if two points p; and p» collide
then the corresponding loops around these points collide as well but the resulting
loop 712 is Hamilton isotopic to 3! Therefore we don’t have any ramification. To-
tally the modified moduli space Mgpg is isomorphic to the following open variety:
take in the direct product CP! x P(H°(CP!, O(3))) with homogeneous coordinates
[0 : 21],[20 : - -+ : 23] the hypersurface Y = {202} + 212321 + 202027 + 2323 = 0}
and cut off the ramification divisor A C Y with respect to the canonical projection
7Y — P(H°(CP',O(3))), then the moduli space Mggg is isomorphic to Y\ A.
Note that we get as the moduli space again the familiar picture: algebraic variety
minus very ample divisor!

Now we have to explain why we understand the moduli space MSBS as a
refinement of the previous “coarse” moduli space Mgps? The relation is based
on the Eliashberg conjecture: if it is true then a class of exact compact smooth
Lagrangian submanifolds corresponds to a Lagrangian submanifold regular with
respect to a Weinstein structure on the same affine variety X\ D,. Suppose, that
the last Weinstein structure is defined by a smooth section « € T'(M, L), and
there is a family of Weinstein structures, which joins our given structure and
the structure defined by a. Then we should have a family of exact Lagrangian
submanifolds which starts at our given exact one and reaches the corresponding
component (singular, of course) of the Weinstein skeleta. This component presents
an element of the coarse moduli space Mggs, and totally it should give a one-
to-one correspondence between elements of Mggs and Mggg. Note that if the
Lagrangian shadow of D, contains a smooth component, then it is automatically
exact and every its small isodrastic deformation lies in the corresponding class of
exact Lagrangian submanifolds.

In a sense the presented passage from the components of skeleton to exact
Lagrangian submanifolds looks like the standard reduction from d-operators to
Hermitian connections in the theory of stable holomorphic vector bundles, see
[7]. Indeed, since the quotient space of d operators modulo locally non compact
gauge group is topologically extremely complicated one realizes the holomorphic
structures by the gauge classes of Hermitian connections.

The realization of special Bohr—Sommerfeld Lagrangian cycles presented here
via D-exact Lagrangian submanifolds modulo Hamiltonian isotopies makes it pos-
sible to realize the following “mirror symmetry dream”: in [8] one claimed that
Lagrangian submanifolds should correspond to vector bundles. This conjectured
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duality can be realized using the modified moduli space of SBS Lagrangian sub-
manifolds as follows: consider in our given algebraic variety another Lagrangian
submanifold Sy C X. Then for any point of the moduli space ({S}, D) € Mggs
we can take the vector space HF(Sp;S,C) of the Floer cohomology of the pair
So, S, where S is a smooth D-exact Lagrangian submanifold, representing the class
{S}. Since the Floer cohomology is stable with respect to Hamiltonian isotopies,
the vector space doesn’t depend on the particular choice of S; moreover, since the
moduli space Mggs is locally generated by specified Hamiltonian isotopies this
implies that globally over Mgps the vector spaces are combined into a complex
vector bundle, which we denote as Fg,. The smoothness of the representative S is
important here.

Thus we get a functor from the space of Lagrangian submanifolds in X to
the set of complex vector bundles on Mgps; it is a particular realization of the
ideas from [8].
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Star Exponentials in Star Product Algebra
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Abstract. A star product is an associative product for certain function space
on a manifold, which is given by deforming a usual multiplication of functions.
The star product we consider is given on C™ in non-formal sense. In the
star product algebra we consider exponential elements, which are called star
exponentials. Using star exponentials we construct star functions, which are
regarded as sections of star algebra bundle over a space of complex matrices.
In this note we give a brief review on star products.
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1. Star products

The origin of star products can be traced back to Weyl [8], Wigner [9], Moyal
[3], related to quantum mechanics. In 1970’s, Bayen—Flato—Fronsdal-Licherowicz—
Sternheimer [1] gave a concept of deformation quantization or star product, where
formal star products are discussed. Formal means that the deformation is con-
structed in formal power series with respect to the deformation parameter. Many
results are published with various applications by means of formal deformation
quantization, which is a very general concept and its existence on any Poisson
manifold is proved by M. Kontsevich (2]).

A star product we consider in this note is a star product for certain functions
on R” or C". The star product on R™ or C™ can be considered also in non-formal
sense, for example we can consider non formal star products for polynomials. We
introduce a family of star products which contains noncommutative star products,
and also commutative star products. This note is on this product and its extension.

1.1. Definition of star products
First we introduce a biderivation acting on functions as follows.

This work was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number JP15K04856.
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Biderivation. Let A be an arbitrary n X n complex matrix. We then consider a
biderivation

gwAa-w): (%”m)AQﬂ)”a’wj) = Z Aklma_wz)
k=1

where (w1, ..., wy,) are the coordinates of C". Here the over left (resp. right) arrow

%
means that the derivative 0 (resp. ] ) acts to the left (resp. right) function,
namely,

J0utdug = | Y Middur | 9= Ak, f O 9.

k=1 k=1

Since A is a constant matrix, we can easily calculate the power of the biderivation,
for example

N n
f(gwAang = Z Aklll Akzlz 81%1 8wk2 fawzl 8wz1 g.
k1,k2,l1,l2=1

Star product. Now for functions f, g we define a star product f %, g by means of
the power series of the above biderivation such that

Definition 1.

f*Ag:feXpig (&Aauv g:fZIi! (1;1)

k=0

ES
—
1
%
=
~—
>
iS)

. — . . —\ k
= fg+ 21 (0uh0n) g+ -+ ()" 1 (0unda) g+
where & is a positive parameter.

Then we see easily

Theorem 2. For an arbitrary A, the star product *, is well defined on polynomials,
and is associative.

Remark 3.

(i) The star product *, is a generalization of the well-known products in physics.
For example suppose n = 2m and if we put A = ((1) _01) (blockwise), then
we have the Moyal product, and similarly we have the normal product for
A =(979), and the anti-normal product for A = (8 s ), respectively.

(ii) If A is a symmetric matrix, the star product *, is commutative. Furthermore,
if A is a zero matrix, then the star product is nothing but a usual commutative
product.

1.2. Equivalence, Star product algebra bundle and flat connection

Equivalence. Let A be an arbitrary n x n complex matrix. Then (Clw], *,) is an
associative algebra where Clw] is the set of complex polynomials of the coordinate
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system w = (wq, wa, ..., wy). The algebraic structure of (Clw], *,) depends only
on the skewsymmetric part of A. Namely, let A1, As be n x n complex matrices
with common skew-symmetric part. Then we have the decomposition

A1:A7+K17 A2:A7+K27

where A_ is a skew-symmetric matrix and K1, Ko are symmetric matrices. Then
we have

Theorem 4. The algebras (Clu,v],*, ) and (Clu,v],*, ) are isomorphic with an
isomorphism Iﬁf 2 (Clu,v], %, ) = (Clu,v],x,,) given by the power series of the
differential operator Oy, (Ko — K1)0y, such that
Iz () = exp (§0u(Ke = K)dw) (F) =3 (4)" (Qu(Ke = K1)0u)" f
n=0

where 8w(K2 — Kl)aw = Zkl(K2 — Kl)klﬁwkawl.

For star products * Ay k =1,2,3 with common skew-symmetric part of Ag,
a direct calculation gives

Theorem 5. The isomorphisms satisfy the following chain rule:
-1
() ferene =14, ) (18) =15

Star product algebra bundle and flat connection. Let us fix a skew-symmetric
matrix A_ and consider a family of matrices {A = A_ + K} with common skew-
symmetric part A_ where K denotes its symmetric part. Then, by the above
theorems we have a family of star products {*,} parameterized by {K} whose
elements are mutually isomorphic, and since *, depends only on the symmetric
part K we write as *, = *,..

Here we regard this family of star products in the following way: we have an
associative algebra (P, *) determined by A_ such that an each algebra (C[w], *,.)
of the family is regarded as a local expression of (P, *) at K. Each element p € P
has a polynomial expression at every K, which is denoted by : p :,.. Due to the
previous theorem of the chain rules of T ;({f, we have a geometric picture: we have an
algebra bundle over the space of symmetric matrices 7 : Ug (Clw], %, ) = S = {K}
such that the fiber at K is the algebra 7= 1(K) = (C[w], *, ). The bundle has a
flat connection V and the element p € (P,x*) is regarded as a parallel section of
the bundle and : p : . is the value at K.

This is a simple translation of the equivalence among the star product alge-
bras. However, this picture plays an important role when we consider star expo-
nentials and star functions below.

2. Star exponential

Now we consider general star product #*,, and consider exponential elements of
polynomials in star product algebras.
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Idea of definition. For a polynomial H of the star product algebra (Clw],*, ), we
want to define a star exponential
H tn

t.
e*i\h = Z n! (1Hh):A

n

where ({}2):& is an nth power of 5; with respect to the star product *,. However,
the expansion ) ';; (llé):A is not convergent in general, and then we consider a
star exponential by means of a differential equation.
e
Definition 6. The star exponential e,l” is given as a solution of the differential
equation
SR =8 F, F=1

2.1. Star exponential of linear and quadratic polynomials

We are interested in the star exponentials of linear, and quadratic polynomials.
For these, we can solve the differential equation explicitly.
Linear case. We denote a linear polynomial by Z?Zl a;w; = (a,w), a; € C. This

n n! ih

the nth power with respect to *, is

n n
case naive expansion Y * <<a’w>> is convergent. Actually we see directly that
*A

[n/2] |
no_ 1 (ihgAa)® n—2k
<a,w>*A k;o ! (4“ a) (n — 2k)! (a,w)

where aAa =37, Ajja;a; and the expansion is convergent. Then we have

Proposition 7. For }_; a;w; = (a, w)

pHaw)/(ih) _ etzaAa/(zlih)et(a,w)/(ih)

e €t2aKu./(4ih)et<a,w>/(ih)

where K is the symmetric part of A.

Thus the star exponentials are analytic and satisfy the exponential law with
respect to the parameter ¢. By direct calculation we see
Proposition 8. The star product of the star exponentials is convergent and it holds
eit;w)/(iﬁ) %, eiﬁw)/(ih) _ ea(A*)b/(Qih)eg-"b’wmih).

Thus star exponentials of linear polynomials form a group.

For the linear case, the intertwiners are convergent. Namely, if we write the
decomposition as A = A_ + K, we have

Proposition 9. For any symmetric matrices Ky, Ko, the intertwiner

(oo}

Ig? = Z L (M) (0w (K2 — K1)0)"

n=0
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is convergent for a star exponential of linear polynomial and satisfies

I}I(iz (egvuﬁ/(ih)) _ e(“;’”)/(ih)’ (A =A_ + K>).

*A
Remark 10. By the above propositions, similarly as polynomial case, for a fixed
A_ the family of groups {ei‘:wmlh);
have a group bundle 7 : UK{ei‘;’w)/(i h); a € C"} — S such that the each fiber is

the group 7~ 1(K) = {ei‘j{’ww(ih); a € C"}. And an element of G is regarded as a

parallel section denoted by e§<a’w>/ (") of this bundle and a value at K is given by
e<a,w>/(ih) . e<aﬂu>/(ih) — caKa/(4ih)+(a,w)/(ih)

* ‘K * K

a € C"}, s determines a group G. Also we

Quadratic case. For simplicity of formula, we consider the case where A is a 2m x

2m complex matrices with the skew symmetric part J = (9 ').

Proposition 11. For a quadratic polynomial QQ = (wA,w) where A is a 2m X 2m
complex symmetric matrix, we have

HQ/in) _ 2" eilh<w1—n+e*12m(1+n)Uﬂizm”’“’)
4 Vdet(I — k + e=2t( + k)
where k = KJ, a = AJ and K is the symmetric part of A.

Remark 12. The star exponentials of quadratic polynomials have branching, es-
sential singularities, and also satisfy exponential law with respect to the parameter
t whenever they are defined. From these singularities we are trying to derive rela-
tions for commutative or noncommutative algebras.

Proposition 13. We have an explicit formula of the product of star exponentials of
quadratic polynomials which contains a square root.

lwALw /) (whzw) /(i)

1
© Vdet(1 — a4y, Ay))
where a(A1, Aa), As(A1, As) are certain matriz-valued functions of Ay, As which
are explicitly written by means of Cayley transforms of Ay, As.
Hence the product is defined when det(1 — a(Ay, Az)) # 0 and associativity

holds when {A} are sufficiently small. Thus star exponentials of quadratic polyno-
mials form a group-like object, or local group.

1 1
in (W1 _a(A;,4,)) As(A1,A2),0)

For a quadratic case, since the intertwiner is a parallel transport of a section,
we can obtain the intertwiner by solving a certain differential equation. If we write
the decomposition as A = A_ + K7 we have

Proposition 14. For any symmetric matriz Ko, the intertwiner Igf for a star
exponential of quadratic polynomial is given as

1 1
ih 1 i (wq_ _ B(A),w)
I}I{(f (eng’w)/( 7)) _ R 1-B(A)(K2— K1)

Vdet(1 = BA) (K — K1)
where B(A) is a certain matriz-valued function of A and N' = A_ + K.
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Remark 15. By the above propositions, similarly as linear case, for a fixed A_ the
family of group-like objects {e (wAw)/(iR),
like object Q.

Also we have a group-like object bundle m:Ug {ex

S such that the each fiber is 77 1(K) = {(3(1;’41” /an), ; A symmetric}. And an
element of Q is regarded as a parallel section denoted by eiU’A W/ GRG0 this

.. A, ih A, in
bundle, and a value at K is given by : eiw w)/(ih) = eil; w)/(ih)

; A symmetric}, o determines a group-

fwa.w)/(h), ; Asymmetric} —
K

2.2. Star functions

By the same way as in the ordinary exponential functions, we can obtain several
noncommutative or commutative functions using star exponentials, which we call
star functions. As is stated in the previous sections, these star functions are given
as parallel sections G or Q of the group bundle or the group-like object bundle
over S, respectively. In this subsection we show some concrete examples of star
functions. For more details see Omori-Maeda—Miyazaki—Yoshioka [4, 5].

2.2.1. Linear case. Here we show examples of the simplest case using star product
of one variable. We consider functions f(w),g(w) of one variable w € C and
consider a commutative star product *_ with complex parameter 7 such that

19,7
fw) x, g(w) = f(w)ez 7 vg(w).
Applying the previous general formulas to the product =, gives

Proposition 16. For a linear polynomial aw, a € C, the star exponential and the
intertwiner satisfy

exp, aw = exp(aw + (1/4)a?), IZ'(eXp*T aw) = exp,  aw,
respectively.

Hence we have the space of parallel sections G = {e{"} of the bundles of
group over the parameter space C = {7}.
Star Hermite function. Recall a naive expansion of star exponential for the linear
case is convergent, namely

o0

tn
cexp, (V2tw) 1= Z S (V2w)" al
n=0
Note, that the explicit formula of star exponential evaluated at 7 = —1 gives the

generating function of the Hermite polynomials H, (w), namely

s exp, (V2tw) 17— 1= exp (\/th — %tQ) Z H,(w

n'

Then comparing the both expansions and we obtain

Hy(w) = (V2w)? tre1
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We define star Hermite function (one-parameter deformation of H,(w)) by using
parallel sections

H,(w,7) = (V2w)" :r, (n=0,1,2,...).

Then the evaluation of the parallel section e‘/ﬂ“’ at 7 gives a generating function
of star Hermite functions, namely

: exp, ( \/2tw ZH” w,T) n,

Trivial identity $ exp,(V2tw) = v2wsxexp,(V2tw) evaluated at 7 yields the
identity

\;QH' (w,7) + V2wH, (w,7) = Hpr(w,7), (n=0,1,2,...)

for every T € C, and the exponential law
exp, (V2sw) * exp, (V2tw) = exp, (V2(s + t)w)
yields the identity
Z ]gl!!Hk(U),T) *r Hl(waT) = Hn(waT)'
k+l=n
Star theta function. We can express the Jacobi’s theta functions by using parallel
sections of star exponentials € G. The formula
cexp,niw = exp(niw— (1/4)n?)

shows that for Re 7 > 0, the star exponential : exp, ni w :; is rapidly decreas-
ing with respect to integer n. Then we can consider summations for 7 such that
ReT>0

o0 [e.9]

o0
Z exp, 2ni w i, = Z exp (Qni w— Tn2) = Z q”zeQ”i Yoo (g=eTT)

n=-—oo n=-—0o0 n=—oo

which is convergent and gives Jacobi’s theta function 03(w, 7). Then the infinite
sums of parallel sections of G such as

(o) o0
01, (w) = ; Z (=D)"exp,(2n+ i w, 6O, (w) = Z exp,(2n + )i w
O3 (w Z exp, 2ni w, O, (w) = Z (=1)" exp, 2ni w

are called star theta functions. Actually the evaluation of : 0. (w) :; at 7 with
Re 7 > 0 gives the Jacobi’s theta function 0y (w, 1), k = 1,2, 3,4 respectively. The
exponential law of star exponential yields trivial identities

exp, 21 w * Oy (W) = O (w) (b =2,3),

exp, 20 W x O (w) = =0k (w) (k=1,4).
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Then using the evaluation formula : exp,2i w :(r= e 7e* ¥ and the product

formula directly we see the above trivial identities are equivalent to the quasi
periodicity

e T (w40 T) = O (w) (k=2,3),

2T (w0 T) = —Op(w)  (k=1,4).
s-delta functions. Since the star exponential : exp, (itw) ;= exp(itw — [t?) is

rapidly decreasing with respect to ¢ when Re 7 > 0. Then the integral of star
exponential evaluated at 7

: / exp, (it(w — a),) dt 7= / exp(it(w — a) — Jt%)dt
converges for any a € C. We put a star §-function
Ox(w —a) = / exp, (it(w — a))dt,
which has a meaning at 7 with Re 7 > 0. It is easy to see for any parallel section
of polynomials p.(w) € P,
P ()% 8,(w — a) = p(a)é. (w — a), w . (w) = 0.

Using the Fourier transform we have

bro(w) =3 D (“)"du(w+ +nm), fo(w) =1 Y (~1)"6.(w+nm)
O3.(w) =5 > Su(w +nm), Ore(w) =3 > Su(w+ 7§ +nm).

Now, we consider the 7 satisfying the condition Re 7 > 0. Then we calcultate the
integral and obtain d,(w — a) = 2\‘//: exp (— 1 (w — a)?) and we have

o0

oo
O3(w,7) = 3 Z dp(w+nm) = \‘7; exp (1) Z exp (—2nlw — 1n?r?)
n=-—oo n=-—oo
B 2
= Vrexp (—1) 0. (7. ).
We also have similar identities for other x-theta functions by the similar way.
2.3. Star exponentials of quadratic polynomials

Different from linear case, star exponentials of quadratic polynomials have singu-
larities which are moving, branching, and essential singularities.

Proposition 17. For a quadratic polynomial awa = aw? + %, a € C, the star
exponential and the intertwiner satisfy

1 ’
2 2 T 2 2
ex aw = ex aw I7 (ex aw = ex aw
p*T * \/1 p <1 s 4T ( p*T *.,.) p*T, * s
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respectively, when the star exponential and the intertwiner contain terms of square
root then this equality includes a + umbiguity.

We thus have the space of parallel sections Q@ = eng} of the bundles of
group-like objects over the parameter space C = {7}, respectively. Hence the
star exponentials of quadratic polynomials, that is, parallel sections of Q behave
strangely, but are interesting. Here I will show several concrete examples for the
simple case, for more examples and details, see the references already cited above.

2
2.3.1. “Double covering” group. Let us consider a parallel section el* € Q. This
section has a singular point depending on the parameter 7, actually we see by the
evaluation formula at 7 that the star exponential

e th = ! e ! th
rex : X
Py 10, o \/1 —tr P 1—tr

2
has a singularity at ¢ = 1/7. Thus for small ¢, the section el satisfies the expo-

2
nential law for every 7, i.e., {eiw*,t € C} forms a local group. On the other hand,

for each ¢, taking an appropriate path in 7 € C, the parallel transform I7 ' along
2

2 2
the path gives : e st —et™ ... Hence the group-like object e € Q looks
like a double covering group of C.

This also appears when we consider multi-variable case w = (w1, ..., wy).
For example, if we assume that the number of variables is n = 2, and the skew-
symmetric part is fixed such that A_ = J = ((1) ’01), then for a complex matrix

A = J+ K, (K symmetric), the associative algebra of polynomial parallel sections
P includes the Lie algebra of SL(2,C), which are given by quadratic polynomials.
Exponentiating these quadratic elements one obtains a set of parallel sections

SL(2,C) C Q of the bundle of group-like objects over the space of all symmetric

—~

matrices { K'}. The object SL(2,C) also behaves like a “double covering” group of

—_~—

SL(2,C), which is called a blurred Lie group SL(2,C). (For more details, see [5]).

2.3.2. Vacuum. Consider a Weyl algebra W of two canonical generators wu,v,
namely [v,u] = ihi. An element ww € W satisfying the relation ww = w and
vw = wu = 0 is called a vacuum. Vacuum plays an important role in quantum
mechanics.

We can construct vacuums in the set of parallel sections Q. For example we
consider n = 2 and fix the skew-symmetric part of A to be J and weset A = J+ K,
(K symmetric). We write the generators of P as w; = u,wy = v. Then we see
[v,uls = v*u —uxv = ih. Then in the group-like parallel sections Q of star
exponentials, we can construct an element wpy € Q having a property such that

woo * W = woo and v * wog = woo * u = 0. We construct wpg in the following
uU*v

way. We take a parallel section of star exponential such that e, * € Q. Then we
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UKV
ih

have gy = lim;_, _ o €x . For example, for K = (2 %), we see

v 2 1
D00 (K= tl}il_noo ven o= 14 P <_ih(1 k) (2uv — HTmuQ)) )
Further using this vacuum we can construct generators of Clifford algebra in Q, so
we can construct Clifford algebra using parallel sections Q and P. (See for details,
H. Omori, Y. Maeda [6], T. Tomihisa, A. Yoshioka [7].)
Instead of taking a limit, we also obtain a vacuum by a contour integral of a
parallel section of Q around singularities. (For details, see [5].)

2.3.3. Contour integral around singularites. An element of Q, parallel section of
star exponential of quadratic polynomials, has branching, essential singularities.
Then it is natural to consider the derivation of meaningful relations from these
singularities as residues of elements of Q.

As an example, we can construct the Virasoro algebra by using residues. For
details, see H. Omori, Y. Maeda, N. Miyazaki, A. Yoshioka [4].
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Abstract. We briefly recall the history of the Nijenhuis torsion of (1, 1)-tensors
on manifolds and of the lesser-known Haantjes torsion. We then show how
the Haantjes manifolds of Magri and the symplectic Haantjes structures of
Tempesta and Tondo generalize the classical approach to integrable systems
in the bi-Hamiltonian and symplectic Nijenhuis formalisms, the sequence of
powers of the recursion operator being replaced by a family of commuting
Haantjes operators.
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1. Introduction. Haantjes tensors generalize recursion operators

The “Nijenhuis torsion” of a (1, 1)-tensor field was defined in 1951 by Albert Ni-
jenhuis, a student of the Dutch mathematician J.A. Schouten, while the “Haantjes
torsion” of a (1, 1)-tensor field was defined in 1955 by Johannes Haantjes, another
of Schouten’s students!. If the Nijenhuis torsion vanishes, the Haantjes torsion does
also, but the converse is not true in general. Since Nijenhuis tensors, i.e., (1,1)-
tensors with vanishing Nijenhuis torsion, occur as recursion operators in the theory
of integrable systems, one can expect the Haantjes tensors, i.e., (1, 1)-tensors with
vanishing Haantjes torsion, to play a role “beyond recursion operators”.

LA (1,1)-tensor field on a manifold was called an “affinor of valence two” by Schouten and his
contemporaries. We find in the literature and we use indifferently the following expressions for a
field of (1, 1)-tensors: (1, 1)-tensor [field], mixed tensor [of valence 2], field of endomorphisms of
the tangent bundle, field of linear transformations, vector-valued [differential] 1-form, [differential]
1-form with values in the tangent bundle, operator [on vector fields] [on 1-forms].
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2. The search for differential concomitants
and the Nijenhuis torsion

2.1. Schouten, Haantjes, Nijenhuis

The mathematician Jan A. Schouten (1883-1971) is best known for his contribu-
tions to the modern form of the tensor calculus?, in particular for the differential
concomitant that was later called “the Schouten bracket” which he defined in
an article that appeared in Indagationes Mathematicae in 1940 [22]. His doctoral
student, Johannes Haantjes (1909-1956), defended his thesis at the University of
Leiden in 1933. Albert Nijenhuis (1926-2015), also a student of Schouten, was
awarded a doctorate at the University of Amsterdam in 1951. His article, “X,,_1-
forming sets of eigenvectors”, appeared shortly thereafter in Indagationes [18], and
four years later he published an article in two parts entitled “Jacobi-type iden-
tities for bilinear differential concomitants of certain tensor fields” in the same
journal [19]. This second publication of Nijenhuis was preceded, only a few weeks
earlier, by an article by Haantjes, “On X,,-forming sets of eigenvectors”, which
also appeared in Indagationes [7].

2.2. The theory of invariants and the question of the integrability of eigenplanes

The discovery of the Nijenhuis torsion followed a search for differential concomi-
tants of tensorial quantities, which had its roots in the theory of invariants, going
back to J.J. Sylvester and Arthur Cayley in the mid-19th century. This theory
would make use of Sophus Lie’s continuous groups and infinitesimal methods, and
would later lead to the absolute differential calculus of Gregorio Ricci and Tullio
Levi-Civita. It was this search that was extensively carried out by Schouten from
the 1920s on. He wrote later [23] that he had “in 1940 succeeded in generalizing
Lie’s operator by forming a differential concomitant of two arbitrary contravariant
quantities”. Then he disclosed the method he used to discover his concomitant: it
was by requiring that it be a derivation in each argument, which is the essential
defining property of what is now called “the Schouten bracket” of contravariant
tensors.

Another field of inquiry was the search for conditions that ensure that, given
a field of endomorphisms of the tangent bundle of a manifold, assumed to have
distinct eigenvalues, the distributions spanned by pairs of eigenvectors are inte-
grable.

2.3. The Nijenhuis torsion

In 1951, Nijenhuis introduced a quantity defined by its components in local coor-
dinates, Hﬂf, expressed in terms of the components hy* of a (1, 1)-tensor, h, and
of their partial derivatives,

L = 20,0, b5 = 2070, b

"

2See the article by his former and best-known student, Nijenhuis [20].
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(The indices between square brackets are to be skew-symmetrized: the opposite
term with these indices exchanged is to be added.) He then proved the tensorial
character of this quantity [18]. Because of the factor 2, the H o are actually the
components of twice what is called the Nijenhuis torsion of the (1,1)-tensor h,
which is a skew-symmetric (1, 2)-tensor, i.e., a vector-valued differential 2-form.

Remark. The name “torsion” was adopted by Nijenhuis from the theory of complex
manifolds, where the “torsion” was defined for an almost complex structure by
B. Eckmann and A. Frolicher, also in 1951. However, in the literature, the name
“Nijenhuis tensor” is often used for the “Nijenhuis torsion”.

2.4. The Nijenhuis torsion without local coordinates

It was also in his 1951 article that Nijenhuis introduced the symmetric bilinear
form, depending on a pair of (1, 1)-tensors, associated by polarization to the qua-
dratic expression of the torsion. Then in 1955 [19], he introduced a bracket notation
[h, k] for this symmetric bilinear form, and he found a coordinate-independent
formula for this bracket. In particular, the Nijenhuis torsion, Tz = [R, R], of a
(1,1)-tensor, R, on a manifold, M, is the (1,2)-tensor Tg such that, for all vector
fields X and Y on M,

Tr(X,Y)=[RX,RY] - R[RX,Y] - R[X,RY]+ R*[X, Y],

Remark. We did not retain the Nijenhuis notation. Our notation is simply related
to his by R=h and T = H.

2.5. The Frolicher—Nijenhuis bracket

In his 1955 article, Nijenhuis also defined what he called “a concomitant for dif-
ferential forms with values in the tangent bundle”, that is, a graded bracket on
the space of vector-valued differential forms of all degrees, extending the bilinear
form associated to the torsion, and he proved that this bracket satisfies a graded
Jacobi identity. (He also proved that Schouten’s brackets of contravariant tensors
satisfy a graded Jacobi identity.) This theory would soon be developed in a joint
article with A. Frolicher in 1956 [5], and this graded Lie bracket became known as
the “Frolicher—Nijenhuis bracket”.

In a modern formulation, the Frolicher—Nijenhuis bracket, [U,V]pn, of a
vector-valued k-form, U, and a vector-valued ¢-form, V', is the vector-valued (k+£)-
form, [U, V]gn, satisfying the equation

Livview = [Lu, Ly].

Here the bracket [, ] is the graded commutator of derivations of the algebra of
differential forms, and Ly = [iw,d] is the graded commutator of the interior
product by a vector-valued form, W, and the de Rham differential.

Also in 1955, there appeared another, very different development of the theory
of the Nijenhuis torsion of (1, 1)-tensors, the Haantjes torsion of (1, 1)-tensors.
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3. The Haantjes torsion

3.1. Haantjes (1909-1956)

The Dutch mathematician Johannes Haantjes, after his doctoral defense in Lei-
den, was invited by Schouten to join him as his assistant in Delft. From 1934 to
1938, they published several articles in collaboration, on spinors and their role in
conformal geometry, and on the general theory of geometric objects, all in German
except for one in English, papers that have almost never been cited. After 1938,
Haantjes was a lecturer at the Vrije Universiteit in Amsterdam. He was elected
to the Royal Dutch Academy of Sciences in 1952, four years before his death at
the age of 46. He was among the “distinguished European mathematicians” whom
Kentaro Yano in 1982 recalled having met at the prestigious International Con-
ference on Differential Geometry organized in Italy in 1953 [27]. However, for half
a century, very few citations of his work appeared in the literature, and his name
was nearly forgotten.

3.2. Haantjes’s article of 1955

In “X,,-forming sets of eigenvectors” [7], Haantjes considered the case of a field
of endomorphims “of class A”, i.e., such that the eigenspace of an eigenvalue of
multiplicity  be of dimension r. He introduced, in terms of local coordinates, a new
quantity whose vanishing did not necessarily imply the vanishing of the Nijenhuis
torsion but was necessary and sufficient for the integrability of the distributions
spanned by the eigenvectors. From the Nijenhuis torsion H of a (1,1)-tensor h,
with components H N he obtained the condition he sought as the vanishing of

Hl;érﬁhihfr)\ -2 V[)c\r i},]hir + H,u,)i, T{thj'

These are the components of a (1,2)-tensor, twice the Haantjes torsion of the
(1,1)-tensor h. The components of the Haantjes torsion of h are of degree 4 in the
components of h.

3.3. First citations of Haantjes’s article

The 1955 article of Haantjes did not attract the attention of differential geome-
ters or algebraists until the very end of the twentieth century. In fact, it was only
cited twice before 1996! In the twenty-first century, the “Haantjes tensor” (i.e., in
our terminology, the Haantjes torsion) started appearing, as an object of interest
in algebra, in the work of O.I. Bogoyavlenskij [1, 2], and, mostly, in the theory of
integrable systems. In 2007, in an article in Mathematische Annalen, E.V. Ferapon-
tov and D.G. Marshall presented the Haantjes tensor as a “differential-geometric
approach to the integrability” of systems of differential equations, and reformu-
lated the main result of Haantjes’s original paper as the theorem, “A system of
hydrodynamic type with mutually distinct characteristic speeds is diagonalizable
if and only if the corresponding Haantjes tensor [i.e., Haantjes torsion] vanishes
identically” [3].
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3.4. Haantjes torsion in coordinate-free form

Changing notations, we denote a (1, 1)-tensor by R, its Nijenhuis torsion by Tg, and
the Haantjes torsion of R by Hpr. We now formulate an intrinsic characterization
of the Haantjes torsion of a (1, 1)-tensor.

The Haantjes torsion of a (1,1)-tensor R is the (1,2)-tensor Hp such that,
for all vector fields X and Y,

Hr(X,Y) = Tr(RX,RY) — R(Tr(RX,Y)) — R(Tr(X,RY)) + R*(Tr(X,Y)).
Explicitly,
Hr(X,Y) = [R*X, R*Y]| — 2R[R*X, RY] — 2R[RX, R*Y| + 4R?|[RX, RY]
+ R?[R*X,Y] + R?[X, R*Y] — 2R3[RX,Y] — 2R®[X, RY] + R'[X,Y].
Next, we shall generalize the definitions of the Nijenhuis torsion and of the

Haantjes torsion of a (1, 1)-tensor field on a manifold to any vector space equipped
with a “bracket”.

4. Nijenhuis and Haantjes torsions associated to a “bracket”

4.1. Definition
Let u : F x E — FE be a vector-valued skew-symmetric bilinear map on a real

vector space E. For each linear map, R: £ — E,

(i) the Nijenhuis torsion of R is the skew-symmetric (1, 2)-tensor on E, denoted
by Tr(w), such that, for all vectors X and Y in F,

Tr(u)(X,Y) = u(RX, RY) = R(u(RX,Y)) = R(u(X, RY)) + R*(u(X,Y)),

(ii) the Haantjes torsion of R is the skew-symmetric (1, 2)-tensor on E, denoted
by Hr (i), such that, for all vectors X and Y in E,

Her(u)(X,Y) = Tr(p)(RX,RY) — R(Tr(n)(RX,Y))
— R(Tr(p)(X, RY)) + R*(Tr(p)(X,Y)).

4.2. Lie algebroids

The general definitions of the Nijenhuis torsion and of the Haantjes torsion are
applicable when F is the module of sections of a Lie algebroid, A — M, and u
is the Lie bracket of sections of A (or to a pre-Lie algebroid in which the bracket
of sections does not necessarily satisfy the Jacobi identity), and R is a section of
A ® A*. There are two important special cases:

(i) A=TM and E is the module of vector fields on a manifold M, y is the Lie
bracket of vector fields and R is a (1, 1)-tensor, the case originally studied by
Haantjes in 1955,

(ii) E is a real Lie algebra with bracket p, and R is a linear map.



172 Y. Kosmann-Schwarzbach

Remark. In the case of T'M or, more generally, of a Lie algebroid A over M, the Lie
bracket of sections u is only R-linear, not C°°(M)-linear. But the torsion Tr(u)
of any (1, 1)-tensor R is C°°(M )-linear, i.e., it is a (1, 2)-tensor.

4.3. Haantjes torsion as torsion of the Nijenhuis torsion

From the defining formula of the Haantjes torsion of a linear endomorphism R of
F in terms of its Nijenhuis torsion we obtain immediately:

Proposition. The Haantjes torsion is related to the Nijenhuis torsion by
Hr(n) = Tr(Tr(w))-

This relation suggests the construction by iteration of higher Nijenhuis and
Haantjes torsions of a linear endomorphism.

4.4. Higher Nijenhuis torsions

Let R be a linear endomorphism of a vector space E. Then T is the linear endo-
morphism of E ® A2E* such that, for v € E ® A2E*,

Tr(v) =vo(R®R) — Rovo(R®Id) — Rovo(Id® R) + R*ov.

For a vector space with bracket u, set ’T}él)(u) = Tr(p), which is, by definition,
the Nijenhuis torsion Tr(p) of R. Define

Tng,kﬂ)(/l) = 7'3(7}&) (n)), for k>1.

The (1, 2)-tensors 7'R§k) (n) are of degree 2k in R. We call the skew-symmetric

(1, 2)-tensors, Tlék) (u), for k > 2, the higher Nijenhuis torsions of R. For any
skew-symmetric (1,2)-tensor p, and for all k,¢ > 1,

T = T T ()

4.5. Higher Haantjes torsions

In the preceding notation, the Haantjes torsion of R is
(i) = Ta(Tr(k) = T4 ().
Set Hg)(u) = Hpr(p) and define
Hig ™ () = Ta(Hg (0), for k> 1.

The (1, 2)-tensors ’Hg) (u) are of degree 2(k+1) in R. By definition, ’Hg) (u) is the
Haantjes torsion Hp(u) of R. We call the skew-symmetric (1, 2)-tensors, ’Hg) (1),
for k > 2, the higher Haantjes torsions which satisfy the very simple relation

k k
Hig (1) = T4 ().
For any skew-symmetric (1, 2)-tensor p, and for all k, ¢ > 1,
k+e k ¢
Hig 0 () = 1) (M ()-
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4.6. A formula for the higher Haantjes torsions

To a (1, 1)-tensor, Bogoyavlenskij associated a representation of the ring of real
polynomials in 3 variables on the space of (1,2)-tensors [1]. Expanding the poly-
nomial (zy — zz — 2y + 22)F*1 = (2 — 2)**1(z — y)**! furnishes the general formula
for the (k + 2)? terms of the expansion of the kth Haantjes torsion of R,

kt1k+1
/H%’C) (W) (X,Y) = Z Z<_UQ(HU_p_qclfﬂcgﬂRp+qM(Rk+1_pX, RFF1=ay),
p=0 g=0

It remains to be seen what roles, if any, the higher Haantjes torsions can play in
geometry and in the theory of integrable systems.

4.7. Properties of the Nijenhuis and Haantjes torsions
0

If a (1,1)-tensor field, R, on a manifold, M, is diagonizable in a local basis, (6‘ > ,
xl

i=1,...,n, with eigenvalues \;(z',...,z"), its Nijenhuis torsion satisfies

o 9 )V I )V
TR(M) <8xi’ 8wj) = ()\i - )\j) <axj ot + oxt 8wj) .

Making use of the C'°°(M)-bilinearity of Tr(u), it is easy to prove that, if R is
diagonizable, the Haantjes torsion of R vanishes.

If there exists a basis of eigenvectors of R at each point (in particular, if
all the eigenvalues of R are simple), the vanishing of the Haantjes torsion of R is
necessary and sufficient for R to be diagonalizable in a system of coordinates.

If R? = a1d, where « is a constant, in particular, if R is an almost complex
structure, i.e., when R? = —Id, then the Haantjes torsion is equal to the Nijenhuis
torsion, up to a scalar factor,

Hr(p) = 4aTr(p),
and, more generally, ’Hgf) (1) = (4a)kTr(n), for k > 1.

5. Haantjes manifolds and Magri—Lenard complexes

5.1. From Nijenhuis to Haantjes manifolds

In a series of papers written since 2012, Franco Magri has defined the concept of
a Haantjes manifold, demonstrated how the concept of a Lenard complex on a
manifold extends that of a Lenard chain associated with a bi-Hamiltonian system,
related this theory to that of Frobenius manifolds, and developed applications to
the study of differential systems [11-14].

A Nijenhuis manifold is a manifold endowed with a Nijenhuis tensor, i.e.,
a tensor whose Nijenhuis torsion vanishes. In the theory of integrable systems,
Nijenhuis tensors have also been called Nijenhuis operators, since they map vec-
tor fields to vector fields, as well as 1-forms to 1-forms, or hereditary operators,
because they act as recursion operators. It is well known that every power of a
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Nijenhuis operator, R, is a Nijenhuis operator. Therefore, in a Nijenhuis manifold,
the sequence of powers of the Nijenhuis tensor, Id, R, R%,..., R*, ..., is a family
of commuting Nijenhuis operators.

In the new framework, the role of this sequence of powers is played by a family
of Haantjes tensors, i.e., (1,1)-tensors whose Haantjes torsion vanishes. Haantjes
tensors are also called recursion operators. A Haantjes manifold is a manifold
endowed with a family of commuting Haantjes tensors, Ri, Ra, ..., Ry, ... In the
examples, the family of Haantjes tensors is usually finite, in number equal to the
dimension of the manifold, and R; = Id. We shall adopt the definition in this
restricted sense.

5.2. Magri—Lenard complexes

A Magri-Lenard complexr on a manifold, M, of dimension n, equipped with n
commuting (1,1)-tensors, R, k = 1,...,n, with Ry = Id, is defined by a pair
(X,0) such that

(i) the vector fields Ry X, k = 1,...,n, commute pairwise,

(ii) the 1-forms, @R Ry, k, £ =1,...,n, are closed.
In particular, 6 itself is assumed to be closed and each 6 Ry is a closed 1-form.
The notation R, where  is a 1-form and R is a (1, 1)-tensor, stands for ‘R, the
(1,1)-tensor acting on the 1-form by the dual map.

Magri proved that, under a mild additional condition, if these properties are

satisfied, the operators Ry, k = 1,...,n, are necessarily Haantjes tensors, so that
the underlying manifold of a Magri-Lenard complex is a Haantjes manifold [15].

5.3. Magri-Lenard complexes generalize Lenard chains

In order to show how the Magri-Lenard complexes generalize the Lenard chains
of bi-Hamiltonian systems that were already defined by Magri in 1978 [10], we
shall first recall how Nijenhuis operators appear in the theory of bi-Hamiltonian
systems.

If a vector field, X, leaves a (1, 1)-tensor, R, invariant, then,

0= (LxR)(Y)=Lx(RY)— R(LxY) = [X,RY] — R[X,Y],

for all vector fields Y. Therefore R, when applied to a symmetry Y of the evolution
equation, uy = X (u), yields a new symmetry, RY. If, in addition, R is a Nijenhuis
operator, applying the successive powers of R yields a sequence of commuting sym-
metries, R*X, k € N, known as a “Lenard chain”? and therefore R is a recursion
operator for each of the evolution equations in the hierarchy, u; = (R¥X)(u).
The geometric structure underlying the theory of integrable systems is the
theory of Poisson—Nijenhuis manifolds, in particular the theory of symplectic Nijen-
huis manifolds. If P, and P, are compatible Hamiltonian operators, i.e., Poisson
bivectors such that their sum is a Poisson bivector, and if P; is invertible, i.e.,

3For the story of how the hierarchy of higher Korteweg—de Vries equations became known as a
“Lenard chain”, named after Andrew Lenard (b. 1927), in papers by Martin Kruskal et al., see
Lenard’s letter reproduced in [21].
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defines a symplectic structure, then R = Py o P1_1 is a Nijenhuis operator. Thus,
(Ps, R) is called a “Poisson—Nijenhuis structure” and (Py, R) is called a “symplectic
Nijenhuis structure”. The theory of compatible Poisson structures originated in
articles of Gel'fand and Dorfman [6], Fokas and Fuchssteiner [4], Magri and Morosi
[16], and was further developed in [8] and [9].

We can now show that there is a Magri—Lenard complex associated to a
bi-Hamiltonian system. Let P, and P, be compatible Hamiltonian operators. A
vector field X is called bi-Hamiltonian with respect to P; and Ps if there exist
exact differential 1-forms oy = dH; and as = dHs such that

X = P1<O(1) = P2<O(2).

Assume that P; is invertible, then the Nijenhuis operator R = P> o Pl_1 generates
a sequence of commuting bi-Hamiltonian vector fields, R* X, the so-called Lenard
chain. The sequence of powers of R, (Id, R, R?,..., R¥ ...), is a family of commut-
ing Nijenhuis operators, and therefore a family of commuting Haantjes operators.
We set @ = a;. Then AR and all OR* are closed 1-forms. Therefore, the azioms of
a Magri-Lenard complex are satisfied. In addition, the 1-form 6 and the recursion
operator R are invariant under X.

5.4. A Magri-Lenard complex on R?

We present an example of a Magri-Lenard complex described by Magri in [14].
On R3 with coordinates (u1, uz,u3), consider the matrices

0 2 0 —uq 0 4
K= —u 0 2 and K2+ wld=1—-uy —u; 0
—uz 0 0 0 —ux w

Matrices Ko =1d, K; = K, Ko = K? + u;11d commute.
Define 6y = 8 = du;. We write 1-forms as one-line matrices, and we consider
the 1-forms,
01 = 0p1 = 0K = 2dus, 0y = Op2 = K5 = —uyduy + 4dus,
011 = 01K = 2du1, 012 = QQK = 72(u2du1 + ulduz),
922 = HQKQ = u%dul — 4U2du2.

All the 1-forms, 0K;K;, 0 < i,j < 2, are exact, and therefore closed. (Applying
the successive powers of K to 6 does not yield a sequence of closed forms. While
AK? and K3 are exact, 0K* = —2usdu; — 4uidus is not closed.)

Let X = g . The vector fields
aU3

0 0

0 0
XOZX: XlzKXZQ X2=K2X=4 + uy

(9U2 ’ 871,1 811,3 ’
commute.

Therefore | R*, (Id, K, K5), 60 = duy, X =
In addition, Lx0 =0 and Lx K = 0.

0
> is a Magri-Lenard complex.
8’[1,3
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Computing the Nijenhuis torsion Tk of K, we find that Tk (e1, e2) = ea, while
Tk (e1,e3) = es, and Ti(ea,e3) = 0. Thus, the vector-valued 2-form Tk satisfies
igTre = 0, where § = duy, but T does not vanish. For a vector X in R3, let Tx (X)
be the endomorphism of R? defined by Y + Tk (X,Y). Then

0 0 O 0 0 O 0 0 O
Tr(e1)=[0 1 0|, Tk(ea)=—1|1 0 0] ,Tx(es)=—10 0 O
0 0 1 0 0 O 1 0 0
We now compute the Haantjes torsion of K. Once we know the components of Tx
—2u1 0 4
and have computed K2 = | —us —2u; 0], we can compute the components
0 —U2 0

of HK:
Hi(er,e0) = T (Key, Keg) — KT (Key,ea) — KTk (e1, Kes) + K*Tx (e, e2)

1 1
= T (—urez — 2U2€3,261) — KTk (~ujes — 2U2€3,€2) — KTk (e2,2e1)
— 2uj1eo — usez = 2ujes + uses — 2uies — useg = 0,

and similarly, Hx (e1,e3) = Hx(ez, e3) = 0. Therefore Hx = 0.
Next, we compute the Nijenhuis and Haantjes torsions of Ks. After computing

(U1)2 —4UQ 2u2u1
(K2)2 = 0 (U1)2 —4UQ s
(u2)> 0 (ur)?

we evaluate the Nijenhuis torsion of K5 on the basis vectors and we obtain
Tk, (e1,e2) = uzes, Trk,(e1,e3) = —2ures, Tr,(e2,e3) = 4ea.

Then we compute the Haantjes torsion of K5 and we find that it vanishes. There-
fore, (R3, (Id, K, Kg)) is a Haantjes manifold.
Why this example? The matrix K in the preceding example is that of the
integrable system of hydrodynamic type, Uy = KU,, where U = (gé) and uq, usg,
3

ug are functions of two variables (¢, ). Explicitly, this differential system is

8’[1,1 - 8’[1,2

ot oz’

8’[1,2 - 8’[1,1 aU3
o~ or +28x’
8’[1,3 - _1 8u1

ot — 2" o

Another case to which the geometric structure of Haantjes manifolds is ap-
plicable is that of the dispersionless Gel’fand-Dickey equations defined by the

010
(1,1)-tensor, K = (m 0 1).

U2 wy 0
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6. WDVYV equations and Magri-Lenard complexes

Magri showed how the geometric structures on Haantjes manifolds are related to
the solutions of the WDVV equations* which are the equations satisfied by the
partial derivatives of the Hessian, i.e., the matrix of second-order partial deriva-

tives, of a function F of n variables, (x!,22 ... 2"). Let the Hessian matrix of
oh

F be denoted by h and assume that the matrix Py is invertible. The WDVV
x

equations can be written as the set of nonlinear equations,
Oh (OhN\ "' on _ on (Oh\ ' Oh . L
, = o,y =1,...
Oxt \ Ot Oxd  Oxd \ Oxt gzi> VI T ho™

that express the pairwise commutativity of the matrices

oh\ ' on .
Py Ori’ t=1,...,n.

Given a solution, F', of the WDVV equations, consider the 1-forms 6;; = da;;,
2

1,7 =1,...,n, where the a;; = _ ._ . are the entries of the Hessian matrix h of
7 Oxi0xi

F'. Assume that the 1-forms 6y, j =1, ..., n, are linearly independent, and define
operators Ry by the condition

01; Ry, = 0.

Then R; = 1Id and
HllRiRj = eliRj = 91J

0
Proposition. Consider the commuting vector fields Xy, = P Then the operators
x

Ry satisfy the relation

0

Xir=R .

E kol
Proof. On each of the linearly independent 1-forms ¢,; = dayj, j = 1,...,n, the
vector fields X = Ok and Ry Py take the same value, 86;1’: = %C;flk O
The operators Ry commute because F' is assumed to be a solution of the

oh oh
WDVYV equations. In fact, Ry Dl = ouk Therefore the operators Ry, the vector
field g and the 1-form 60,1 define a Magri—Lenard complex.

Oxt
Conversely, consider a Magri-Lenard complex (M, Ry, X,0). Locally, on an

open set of the manifold M, the commuting vector fields X = RiX define coor-
dinates z*, and the closed 1-forms 0;; = 0R; R; admit local potentials a;;,

Gij = daij .

4This system of partial differential equations is named after E. Witten, R. Dijkgraaf, E. Verlinde
and H. Verlinde.
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For ¢,5,k =1,...,n, consider the functions
ciji, = (0ij, Xi) = (R Rj, R X) = (0, R; Rj R X).
In local coordinates,
0 0a;;
cije = (i, Xk) = <daija 8xk> = 6;’5'
Because the operators 7, commute pairwise, functions ¢;;, are symmetric. There-

5‘aij

fore the functions
ozk

are symmetric, which implies that the a;; are the second-

0*F
order partial derivatives of a function F(z!,...,2"), a;; = . Then the Hes-

Oxtoxd
sian of F satisfies the WDVV equations.

7. Lenard—Haantjes chains

To conclude this survey of modern work based on the 1955 article of Haantjes, I
must mention recent work of Tempesta and Tondo [24-26].

A symplectic Haantjes manifold of dimension 2n is a symplectic manifold
(M,w) endowed with a family of n linearly independent Haantjes tensors, Ko =
Id, K4, ..., K,_1, such that:

(i) each map Wok; :TM —T*M,i=0,...,n— 1, is skew-symmetric,
(ii) the K;’s,i=0,...,n — 1, generate a C°°(M)-module of Haantjes tensors,
(iii) for allé,j =0,...,n—1, K;K; has a vanishing Haantjes torsion, and K, K; =

K;K;.

“Lenard—Haantjes chains” are constructed from a given Hamiltonian H on a
symplectic Haantjes manifold by defining Hamiltonians H; such that

dH, 1 = dH K;.

Then the Poisson bracket of any two Hamiltonians H; in the chain vanishes.

Among the examples given by Tempesta and Tondo are the generalized
Stéckel systems, where w is the canonical symplectic form on T*(R"™) with co-
ordinates (q’,p;), and the K,’s are diagonal operators defined in terms of the
cofactors of a Stickel matrix, an invertible matrix whose ith row depends only on
the coordinate ¢’.

Many other applications of the Haantjes tensors can be found in the publica-
tions and in the preprints of Tempesta and Tondo, as well as in Magri’s articles,
published or in progress. The comparison of the methods thus proposed to inves-
tigate the geometry of integrable systems remains to be done.
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Abstract. It is reported here that the Jordan algebra approach to the Kepler
problem captures the essence of the Kepler problem.
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1. Introduction

The Kepler problem — a mathematical model for the simplest solar system or
the simplest atom — is a completely integrable model. The initial solution of this
model, at either the classical level (Newton, 17th century) or the quantum level
(Schrodinger, 1920s), was an epoch-making event in science.

The simplicity of the Kepler problem might have misled many people to
believe that nothing new about it is yet to be discovered. However, a host of past
mathematical discoveries reveals that the mathematical simplicity of this model is
quite deceptive. Here is a partial list of past discoveries:

1. Laplace-Runge-Lenz vector and O(4)-symmetry. This discovery/rediscovery
is associated with historical figures such as Jakob Hermann, Johann Bernoulli,
Pierre-Simon Laplace, Josiah Willard Gibbs, Carle Runge, Wilhelm Lenz,
Wolfgang Pauli, ...

2. The S-duality. This discovery/rediscovery is associated with scientists such
as William Rowan Hamilton, Vladimir Fock, J. Moser, ...

3. The curvature deformed versions. This discovery /rediscovery is associated
with scientists such as Erwin Schrodinger, Leopold Infeld, Peter Higgs, ...

4. The SO(2,4)-dynamic symmetry. This discovery/rediscovery is associated
with names such as I.A. Malkin and V.I. Manko [1], A.O. Barut and
H. Kleinert [2], ...

The author was supported by the Hong Hong Research Grants Council under RGC Project No.
16304014 and the Hong Kong University of Science and Technology under DAG S09/10.SC02.
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5. The magnetized versions. This discovery /rediscovery is associated with names
such as H. McIntosh and A. Cisneros [3], D. Zwanziger [4], T. Iwai [5], G.W.
Meng [6], ...

In this talk, I will report that the Fuclidean Jordan algebras capture the
essence of the Kepler problem. Some elaboration on this point is needed here. In
general, we say that A captures the essence of B if at least the following three
conditions are met: 1) A gives a new insight into B, 2) there is a general theory
based on A so that B is just a special example, 3) things become more unified: B
and C' (something seemingly different from B) are just two different examples of
the general theory. In our case here, the Euclidean Jordan algebras is A and the
Kepler problem is B. Indeed,

1) The Jordan algebra approach to Kepler problem yields a new insight into
the Kepler problem and its magnetized version [7]: the elliptic oriented or-
bits of magnetized Kepler problems are related to each other via Lorentz
transformations and dilations.

2) There is a general theory [7] based on Jordan algebra in which the Kepler
problem is just an example associated with the Jordan algebra of complex
Hermitian matrices of order 2.

3) An n-dimensional isotropic oscillator is the bounded sector of a Kepler-type
problem associated with the Jordan algebra of real symmetric matrices of or-
der n, and the Fradkin tensor [8] of an isotropic oscillator is just the “Laplace—
Runge-Lenz vector”.

1.1. Motivations

Since the research on the Kepler problem is not topical, some motivations must be
provided. At the moment, the speaker can cite at least the following three reasons
for this research:

(1) Most mathematical physicists would agree that the Kepler problem is an
all-in-one mathematical model with beauty, simplicity, and truth.

(2) The Kepler problem is much deeper than most of us might have thought. In-
deed, the signatures of special relativity such as future light cone or Lorentz
transformation naturally appear [9] in this non-relativistic dynamical prob-
lem.

(3) The Kepler problem might provide some clues and hints for fundamental
physics. For example, in our study of this problem, we found that [9] i) a sec-
ond temporal dimension appears naturally, ii) the magnetic charge is relative.

F. Dyson [10] once pointed out that a research in mathematical physics is always
unfashionable, but it might turn out to be extremely fruitful and interesting many
years later. History is full of examples like that — from Hamilton’s work on New-
tonian mechanics to Weyl’s work on electromagnetism. This is another motivation
for our research on the Kepler problem.
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2. Review of the Kepler problem and the Lenz algebra

Recall that, for the Kepler problem, the phase space T*R? is a Poisson manifold,
and the Hamiltonian, angular momentum, and Lenz vector are

1 1
H= p2_ , L=rxp, A:pr+r
2 r r

respectively. Here r € R? is the position vector and p is the linear momentum.

In terms of the standard canonical coordinates x', 22, 3, p1, p2, p3 on T*R3,
the Poisson structure can be described by the following basic Poisson bracket
relations:

The fact that L and A are constants of motion can be restated as
{L,H} =0, {A,H}=0.
Theorem 1. Let L; (resp. A;) be the ith component of L (resp. A). Then

{Li,H} =0,
{A;,H} =0,
{Li, L} = €iji Ly (1)

{Li, Aj} = €A,
{Ai,Aj} - —2H6ijkLk .

Here €;; = 1 (resp. —1) if ijk is an even (resp. odd) permutation of 123, and
equals to 0 otherwise. A summation over the repeated index k is assumed. So we
have {L1, Lo} = L3, {L2, A3} = A;, and so on.

The Poisson algebra with generators H, Ly, Lo, L, A1, A2, A3 and relations
in Eq. (2) is called the Lenz algebra.

3. Review of formally real Jordan algebras

Formally real Jordan algebras [11] were introduced by P. Jordan [12] in the 1930s
as the quantum version of the algebra of classical observables. For the finite-
dimensional ones, here is the definition.

Definition 2. A finite-dimensional formally real Jordan algebra is a finite-dimen-
sional real algebra V with unit e such that, for any two elements a, b in V, we
have

1) ab = ba (symmetry),
2) a(ba?) = (ab)a® (weakly associative),
3) >+ =0 = a=b=0 (formally real).
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The simplest example is R. We shall use L,: V' — V to denote the multiplication
by a. It is a fact that condition 3) is equivalent to condition

3') The “Killing form” (a,b) = ;'

So formally real Jordan algebras are also called Euclidean Jordan algebras.

tr Lgp, is positive definite.

3.1. The classification theorem

For the formally real Jordan algebras, the simplest example is the field of real
numbers, i.e., R. The more sophisticated example is the algebra H,,(R) which
consists of real symmetric matrices of order n, under the symmetrized matrix
multiplication. Next, we have the algebra H, (C) (H, (H) resp.) which consists of
complex (quaternionic resp.) Hermitian symmetric matrices of order n, under the
symmetrized matrix multiplication. However, the algebra H,,(Q) which consists of
octonionic Hermitian symmetric matrices of order n is not a formally real Jordan
algebra unless n = 2 or 3. Finally, there is an infinite series of formally real Jordan
algebras which is associate with the Clifford algebra of the Euclidean vector spaces:

I'(n) =RaeR"
whose multiplication rule is given by formula
(o, @W)(B, V) = (af + U - U, al + SU).

Along with J. von Neumann and E. Wigner, P. Jordan [13] proved the following
classification theorem for finite-dimensional Euclidean Jordan algebras.

Theorem 3. Fuclidean Jordan algebras are semi-simple, and the simple ones con-
sist of four infinite series and one exceptional:

=]

):=R@®R", n>2.
R), n > 3.

C), n > 3.
H)

F(n
H,

Hn
H ,n>3.

(
(
n(
5(0).
Some points are worth to mention:
e I'(0) =R, I'(1) = R&R, T'(2) = Ho(R), T'(3) = Hz(C), I'(5) = Hy(H),
I'(9) = Hy(0).
e Each but the exceptional one is associated with an associative algebra. This

is a result of A.A. Albert [14].
e R, I'(3), and H3(O) are somewhat special.

ja

3.2. The structure algebra
For a, b in the Jordan algebra V', we let

Sab := [La, Lv) + Lap, {abe} := Sap(c)
and str be the span of { S, | a,b € V'} over R. Since
[Saba Scd} = S{abc}d - Sc{bad}7
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stt becomes a real Lie algebra — the structure algebra of V. For example, (1)
stt =R for V=R, (2) stt = s0(1,3) &R for V =TI(3).

This Lie algebra is not simple, actually not even semi-simple, because it has
a non-trivial central element: S.. = L.. The good news is that this algebra can be
extended to a simple real Lie algebra provided that V' is a simple Euclidean Jordan
algebra. From hereon V' is assumed to be a simple Euclidean Jordan algebra.

3.3. The conformal algebra
Write z € V as X, and (w, ) € V* as Y,,.

Definition 4 (J. Tits, M. Koecher, I.L. Kantor, 1960s). The conformal algebra
co is a Lie algebra whose underlying real vector space is V @ stv @ V*, and the
commutation relations are

[Xu,Xv] =0, [Yu,Yv] =0, [Xu,YU} = =250,
[Suv,XZ] = X{uvz}v [Svunyz} = 7Yt{vuz}7 (2)
[Suva Szw] = S{uvz}w - Sz{vuw}
for u, v, z, win V.

When V = T'(3), stt = s0(3,1) ® R, co = s0(4,2). When V = R, stv = R,
co = s[(2,R). In general, co is the Lie algebra of the bi-holomorphic automorphism
group of the complex domain V' x iV, C V ®g C.

4. The universal Kepler problems

Let TKK be the complexified universal enveloping algebra for the conformal alge-
bra, but with Y. being formally inverted (the formal two-sided inverse of Y, shall
be denoted by Y, 1).

Definition 5 (Ref. [15]). The universal angular momentum is

L:VxV —=>TKK

(t,0) = Ly o= (Lo L] (3)
The universal Hamiltonian is
H o= Y7~ () (4)
The universal Lenz vector is
AV = TKK

us Ay = (1Y) Ly, (1Y) H]. (5)
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4.1. Universal Lenz algebra

Via the commutation relation for the conformal algebra, one can verify

Theorem 6. For u, v, z and w in V,

[Luw, H =0,
[A,,H] =0,
[Luws Lew] = Ly o + Lapoyw (6)
[Luw, Azl = AL, .z
[Ay, Ay) = —2HL,, .

5. Examples

In view of Theorems 1 and 6 we conclude that

a concrete realization of the conformal algebra

4

a concrete model of the Kepler type

To be more precise, we have
a suitable operator realization =—> a quantum model.

a suitable Poisson realization = a classical model.
5.1. Kepler problem
The Jordan algebra is V := Hy(C). An element in V' can be written as

XTo + I3 T — iI‘Q
T1 +ixe  x0 — T3

If X has rank one and is semi-positive definite, then det X =0, i.e.,

zg— ] — a3 — a3 =0,
moreover o > 0. So the set of rank one, semi-positive elements in Ho(C) is the
future light cone A = R? — the punctured 3D Euclidean space.

One can check that (C*°(T*A4), {,}) provides a suitable Poisson realization
of the conformal algebra of V' for which the universal Hamiltonian, the univer-
sal angular momentum and the universal Lenz vector respectively becomes the
Hamiltonian, the angular momentum, and the Laplace-Runge—Lenz vector of the
Kepler problem.

5.2. Isotropic oscillator in dimension n

The Jordan algebra is V' := H,(R), i.e., the Jordan algebra of real symmetric
matrices of order n. We let C; be the set of rank one, semi-positive elements in
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H, (R). One can show that (C*(T*C1),{, }) provides a suitable Poisson realization
of the conformal algebra of V', from which one obtains a Kepler-type problem whose
bounded sector is isomorphic to the isotropic oscillator in dimension n. Moreover,
the Lenz vector gets identified with the Fradkin tensor under the isomorphism.
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On Rank Two Algebro-Geometric Solutions
of an Integrable Chain

Andrey E. Mironov and Gulnara S. Mauleshova

Abstract. In this paper we consider a differential-difference system which is
equivalent to the commutativity condition of two differential-difference oper-
ators. We study the rank two algebro-geometric solutions of this system.
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1. Introduction and main results

LM. Krichever and S.P. Novikov [1, 2] proved the existence of the rank [ > 0
algebro-geometric solution of the Kadomtsev—Petviashvili (KP) equation and the
Toda chain. For such solutions the common eigenfunctions of auxiliary commuting
operators (differential in the case of KP or difference in the case of the Toda chain)
form a rank [ vector bundle over the affine part of the spectral curve. They also
proved that in the case of the rank two solutions of KP corresponding to elliptic
spectral curves there is a remarkable separation of variables. Such solutions are
expressed through the solutions of the 1 4+ 1 Krichever—Novikov (KN) equation
(see (6) below) and the solutions of an ODE [1] (see also [3, formula (22)]).

In this paper we study the rank two algebro-geometric solutions of the fol-
lowing equation

[ay -T- fn(:E,y)a Or — bn(xay)T71 - dn(xay)T72] =0, (1)

where f,, by, d, are the 4-periodic functions, fr+4 = fn,bnta = bn, dpta = dp.

The work was supported by RSF (grant 14-11-00441).
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Equation (1) is equivalent to the following 4-periodic chain

fn,w(xa y) - b7z<xa y) + bn—i—l(xa y) = Ov (2)
dn y<£L', y)
n— ) - Jn\4y ’ — 0, 3
bn (.T,y) dn(xay) - dn+1(xay)
fn* z,y 7fn z,y + v =0. 4
ey = @0 ) bn(,y) @
Recall that if two difference operators
Ly = Z uj(n)T9, Ly, = Z v;(n)T?, nez,
j=—K_ j=—M_

where T' is the shift operator, T, = 1,41, commute, then there is a polynomial
R(z,w) such that R(Lg, L,,) = 0. The spectral curve T is defined by the equation
R = 0. The spectral curve parametrizes the common eigenvalues, i.e., if 1, is a
common eigenfunction of Ly, L.,

Liapn = 24y, Lptn = wipy,
then P = (z,w) € I'. The rank [ of the pair Ly, L, is

I =dim{¢y, : Ly, = 2, Ly, = wib,}

for the general P = (z,w) € I'. The maximal commutative ring of difference
operators is isomorphic to the ring of meromorphic functions on a spectral curve
(a closed Riemann surface) with poles qi,...,qs. Such operators are called s-
point operators. In the case of the rank one operators, the eigenfunctions (Baker—
Akhiezer functions) can be found explicitly in terms of theta-functions of the Jacobi
variety of spectral curves, and coefficients of such operators can be found using
eigenfunctions. The case of higher rank is very complicated (higher rank Baker—
Akhiezer functions are not found). The one-point rank two operators in the case
of elliptic spectral curves were found in [1]. The one-point rank two operators in
the case of the hyperelliptic spectral curve

w? = Fy(2) = 229 49029 4 c9g 12297+ + ¢ (5)

were studied in [4]. In particular, examples of such operators were found for an
arbitrary g > 1:

1) the operator
Li =T+ (r3n3 +ron? +rin+ TO)T71)2 +9(g+ D)rsn, r3 £ 0

commutes with a difference operator Li 942>
2) the operator

LY, = (T + (r1 cos(n) + 7o) T~ 1)?
—drysin () sin (95 ) cos(n+ 1), 1 #0

commutes with a difference operator LZQ 12
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Following [1, 2], we call the solution fy,, by, d,, of (2)—(4) the algebro-geometric
solution of rank two, if there are one-point rank two commuting difference opera-
tors

2 2g+1
L, = Z uj(n, z,y)T7, Lygio = Z vj(n,z,y)T7
i=—2 i=—(29+1)

commuting with 9, — by, (z,y)T ! — d,(z,y)T 2 and 9, — T — fu(z,y).
In the next theorem we show that in the case of an elliptic spectral curve
given by the equation

w? =Fi(2) =22 + 22 + 12+ ¢ (6)
there is a separation of variables for rank two genus one solutions (similar to KP)
of (2)-(4).

Theorem 1. Let v, = v, (x) and p(y) satisfy the equations

/ F ('7n)<'7n—1 - 'Yn-i-l)
" (’Ynfl - '771)('771 - 7n+1), (7)
(0’ ()? = Fi(p(y)), (8)
and Yp+44 = Yn, then
o' (Y)n
ol 8) = = () = )2
() = Fr(Yn-1)Fi(m)(9(y) = m-2)(9(Y) — mi1) ’
(V-2 = Yn-1) (V-1 — 1)* (Ve — Vut1) (0(Y) — Y1) (0(¥) — )

I p/<y)<’yn - 'Yn-&-l)
T 9) = = (0(4) ) (06) — A1)

4n(y) = (p(lgj) ((ns1 + 50) 2 () + (ks + ko)p(y) + (npa + po))

+ gn (),

are rank two algebro-geometric solutions of (2)—(4) corresponding to the spectral
curve (6). Here sj,k;,p; are constants, j =1,2.

Equation (7) has the following Lax representation
(L4, 05 — Vo1 (2) Vo (2)T 2] = 0,
where Ly = (T + Vi, (2)T~1)? + W, (),

B Fy(ya(e))
Val®) = @) = Auer @) (i (&) — s (@) ©)
Wn(-%') = —C2 — '7n<$) - %z-s-l(ﬂU)- (10)

The operator Ly commutes with an operator Lg and Ly, Lg form a one-point rank
two pair of operators with the spectral curve (6). Equation (7) can be considered
a difference analogue of KN equation

CA8F (=4 (ca +U)) = U2, 4 2UsUsaa

U
g 8U,

(11)



192 A .E. Mironov and G.S. Mauleshova

Equation (11), as well as (7), admits the Lax representation related to the rank
two (differential) operators corresponding to the elliptic spectral curve. Moreover,
(7), as well as (11), appears as an auxiliary equation for the separation variables in
the 2 + 1 system. For these reasons, we call (7) the Difference Krichever—Novikov
equation (DKN).
Difference chains of type (7) were studied in many papers (see, e.g., [5, 6]),
but we did not find (7) described in literature.
In Section 2 we study the rank two algebro-geometric solutions of the system
axvn = Vn(anl - Wn + anl - Vn+1)7 (12)
O W, = (Wn - anl)Vn + (Wn+1 - Wn)Vn+1. (13)
This system admits a Lax pair (see (17) below). This system is reduced to DKN
under the reduction (9), (10) at g = 1.

In Section 3 we prove Theorem 1.

2. DKN equation

Let us consider one-point operators of rank two L4, Lig4o corresponding to the
hyperelliptic spectral curve T' given by (5). Common eigenfunctions of L, and
Lyg4o satisfy the equation

Un+1(P) = x1(n, P)¢n—1(P) + x2(n, P)Yn(P),
where x1(n, P) and y2(n, P) are rational functions on I' having 2¢g simple poles,
depending on n (see [1]). The function x2(n, P) has, in addition, a simple pole
at ¢ = oo. To find Ly and Lyg4o it is sufficient to find x; and x2. Let o be the
holomorphic involution on ', o(z,w) = o(z, —w).

In [4] it was proved that if
Xl(nap) = Xl(nao—(P))v XZ(TL7P) = 7X2(TL,O'(P)),
then L4 has the form
Ly=(T+V,T")?+W,, (14)
where
n w
e _V”QQII’ BT
and the polynomial @) satisfies the equation
Fg(z) = anlQnJern + QnQn+2Vn+1 + QnQnJrl(Z - Vn - Vn+1 - Wn) (15)
From (15) it follows that @ satisfies also linear equation
Qn—lvtn + Qn(z - V:n - ‘/n-‘rl - Wn) - Qn—i—2(z - ‘/n-‘rl
— Vn42 — Wn—i—l) - QTL+3‘/;L+2 =0.

Qn(z) =29 + ag_l(n)zg_l + -+ ap(n),



On Rank Two Algebro-Geometric Solutions of an Integrable Chain 193

At g = 1 we have @, = z — 7, and equation (15) has the solution

Fy ('Yn)

Vo = ’
(7774 - "Ynfl)(f)/n - ’7n+1)

Wn = —C2 — Vn — Yn+1-

At g > 1 it is a very difficult problem to solve equation (15). Moreover to find
examples of solutions of (15) is also difficult problem.

At the end of this section we study difference evolution equations related to
the operator L4 (14).
The system (12), (13) has the following Lax representation

(T + Va(@)T™1)? + Wi (@), 8o — Va1 () Va (2)T 72 = 0. (17)

The system (12), (13) is included in the hierarchy of evolution equations of the
form

(T + Vo(ti)T ™) + Wi (te), Or, — Pr(n, te)T 2 — -+ — Pa(n, tp) T~ = 0. (18)
These evolution equations define symmetries of (12), (13). At k = 2 we have

8tk Vn == Vn (Vn72Vn71 + anlvn - VnVn+1 - Vn+1Vn+2 + V;L2_1 - V2+1

+ stl - Ws + 2(‘/n—1 + ‘/n)Wn—l - 2(‘/n + VVL+1)WTL)7 (19)
atk Wn == nflvn(Wn72 - 2Wn71 + Wn) - Vn+1vn+2(Wn - 2Wn+1 + Wn+2)
- Vn(anl - Wn)(QVn + anl + Wn)
- n+1<Wn - Wn-&—l)(z‘/n-‘rl + Wn + W7L+1)- (20)
In the case of the algebro-geometric operator Ly at g = 1, i.e., V,, and W, have the
form (9), (10) the system (12), (13) is reduced to the DKN equation and equation
(18) is reduced to the equation from the DKN hierarchy. For example, the system
(19), (20) is reduced to
atk")/n == Vn(VnJrl(anl - QWn + WnJrl)
- nfl(Wn72 - Qanl + Wn) + (anl - Wn)(2Vn + anl + Wn))
At g > 1 there is no explicit reduction of (12), (13) since there is no explicit form
of L,. Nevertheless one can find the evolution equation on the polynomial @,

associated with the algebro-geometric operator Ly. By direct calculation one can
check the following lemma.

Lemma 1. Fquation

ann = ‘/n(Qn-‘rl - Qn—l) (21)
together with (12), (13) defines a symmetry of (15) and (16).

At g = 1 equation (21) is equivalent to DKN.
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3. Proof of Theorem 1

In this section we explain how to obtain a rank two algebro-geometric solution
of (2)—-(4) at g = 1. A similar method works for KP (see [3, 7]). The main idea
is to apply Darboux type transformation to L4. If Q,, satisfies (15) we have the
following factorization (see [4])

‘/n—lVrL

Li—z=(T 1) —

)T_l) (T — x2(n) — Xl(n)T_l) .

Let us assume that ~,, = v,(x) and z = 2¢(y). After the Darboux transfor-
mation we get

Ly = (T = xa(n) = xa(m)T™Y) (T +x2(n+1) - XY’{;M;)W) +20(y),

Here V,, = V,,(x) has the form (9),

_ v () 20W) — (@) ) W20 = F (s
xi(n) = =Vu(z) 2o() - (z) xz2(n) , (y) = Fi(z0(y))-

The operator Ly has the form
i4 = T2 + Al(”, z, y)T + AO(na z, y) + A*l(na z, y)T71 + A,Q(TL, z, y)T727
(Yn+2 = )20 (y)

AT = o) = ) o) — us2)
o ‘/n(ZO(y) - 77L+1)2 + ‘/:rL—i-l(ZO(y) - ’Yn)z - F1 (Zo(y)) P
Aol z4) = (0(9) — ) Go(y) — T0s1) o),
n. _ (’)’nfl - 7n+1)vnz(l)(y)
A_1(n,,y) (20(y) — 7n)? ’
A,Q(TL, z, y) _ Mz—l‘[rb(20<y) - ’7n—2)<20(y) - ’Yn—i-l) .

(20(y) — ¥n—1)(20(y) — n)

The operator L, commutes with Lg and i4,i6 are operators of rank two
with the same spectral curve (6). By direct calculation one can check that if

b 2
" (ZO (y) - 7n)2 ’
d, — Fi(vn-1)F1(7m)(20(y) — vn—2)(20(y) — Ynt1)

(Yn—2 = Yn—1)(Vn—1 — )2 (v — Ynt+1)(20(y) — Yn—1)(20(y) — Vn) ’
and v, (z) satisfies to DKN, then

[i’4a aL - bn(xa y>T_1 - dn(l’, y>T_2] = 0.

By direct calculation one also can check that if zo(y) = p(y) satisfies (8), Vpita =
Yn, and fp,(z,y) has the form as in Theorem 1, then

[£4,8y -T - fn($7y)] =0.
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Moreover Lg, 9y — T — fo(2,y), Op — bn(z,y)T " —d,,(x, y)T~? pairwise commute.
Theorem 1 is proved. O
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The Dressing Field Method of
Gauge Symmetry Reduction:
Presentation and Examples

Jeremy Attard

Abstract. This paper is a presentation of a recent method of gauge symmetry
reduction, distinct from the well-known gauge fixing, the bundle reduction
theorem or even the Spontaneous Symmetry Breaking Mechanism (SSBM).
Given a symmetry group G acting on a fiber bundle and its naturally asso-
ciated fields (Ehresmann (or Cartan) connection, curvature, ...) there are
situations where it is possible to erase (in whole or in part) the G-action by
just reconfiguring these fields, i.e., by making a mere change of field variables
in order to get new composite fields on which G (or a subgroup) does not act
anymore. Two examples are presented in this paper: the re-interpretation of
the BEGHHK (Higgs) mechanism without calling on a SSBM, and the top-
down construction of Tractor and Twistor bundles and connections in the
framework of conformal Cartan geometry.
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1. Introduction

The fundamental interactions are described in the framework of gauge theories, the
geometric content of which is a principal fibre bundle P over a smooth (spacetime)
manifold M, with structure Lie group G, together with associated vector bundles
E = P x,V where p is a representation of G on the vector space V. A (classical)
matter field is then represented by a section & of E, while the interacting bosons
fields are connections w on P, and act on matter fields via the associated covariant
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derivative D€ = d€ + p(w)€. The curvature associated to a connection w will be
denoted €) := dw + é[w, w]. These notations will be used throughout the paper.

The central notion of a gauge theory is that of local symmetry. The lat-
ter is implemented by the local action of G, i.e., by the action of the (infinite-
dimensional) gauge group & = {g: M — G}.

Fields ¢ and connections w transform under the action of g € & as w9 =
g lwg + g7 tdg and €9 = p(g)~'¢€. Knowing this, one can then write a physical
theory by choosing a functional integral Sfw,£] which has the property to be in-
variant under this action. The theory is said to be gauge invariant. The physical
meaning of this feature is that two fields in the same gauge orbit are physically
equivalent, i.e., are indistinguishable by any physical experiment. The gauge sym-
metry is the translation of an intrinsic mathematical redundancy of our formalism.

The description of fundamental interactions on which modern physics is built
reduces, then, to the choice of symmetry Lie groups. Electroweak and strong inter-
actions are ruled by the Lie group U(1) x SU(2) x SU(3). Regarding the gravita-
tional interaction, the fundamental symmetry group of General Relativity (GR) is
the group of diffeomorphisms of the base manifold. Let us remark that one can also
write GR under the form of a gauge theory!, in which is added a local symmetry
ruled by the local action of the Lorentz group SO(1,3). This can be done in the
framework of Cartan geometry.

Although the symmetry group G is central and unavoidable in the construc-
tion of a gauge theory, one often needs to reduce its action, i.e., passing to a
theory with less symmetry. There can be several reasons for that. For example,
for a quantization purpose: the gauge symmetry group produces infinities in the
path integral over all fields. Also, e.g., in the case of the electroweak sector of
the Standard Model (SM) (G = U(1) x SU(2)), the constraint imposed by the
symmetry group is such that mass terms are not allowed, a priori, in the action.
Thus, since massive particles are observed, one has to find a way to re-write the
same theory but with a smaller symmetry group.

There exist many well-known ways of reducing a symmetry. The simplest is
gauge fizing: since all fields in a given gauge orbit are equivalent, one just can
choose a particular one — which renders the computations easier, for example;
the physical results should be, by definition, independent of the choice of gauge.
Another one, which applies in the case of the electroweak sector, as one shall see,
is the spontaneous symmetry breaking. In this case, the symmetry reduction is
thought as a physical phenomenon, like a phase transition, induced by the fact
that the ground state has less symmetry than the theory of which it is a solution.

The recent method of symmetry reduction presented in this paper is called
the dressing field method. It is a systematic way of finding, if they exist, new fields
which are invariant under the action of the gauge group & or one of its subgroup.
This method turns out to be a mere change of field variables. This change is
performed with the help of a dressing field v which does not, in general, belong to

n the sense of using a connection on a fibre bundle.
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the gauge group &. Thus, it is neither a gauge transformation nor a gauge fixing:
the new field variables, called composite fields, belong in general to representation
spaces — for the action of the remaining gauge (sub)group — different than the
original variables.

The aim of the present paper is first to present in a nutshell the formalism
of the method and then to give two examples of application. The first one is
the reinterpretation of the spontaneous symmetry breaking in the electroweak
sector of the SM as being a dressing field symmetry reduction. This gives a new
physical interpretation to the BEGHHK (Higgs) mechanism. The second one is
the reconstruction of Twistors (and Tractors), in the field of conformal geometry,
starting from the conformal Cartan geometry and applying the dressing field to
erase a part of the conformal group to end up with the transformations found
in the usual constructions. This offers a new insight into the geometric nature of
these objects. These are examples among many others. The interested reader will
find a more complete and detailed presentation of the dressing field method and
its applications in [4].

2. The dressing field method in a nutshell

The elements of the gauge group & can also be seen as G-valued fields defined on
P. Such an element g is then transformed under the action of another element A as
g" = h™'gh. Let K be a subgroup of G, possibly G itself. A dressing field is a locally
defined G-valued field uw on P, which transforms under a gauge transformation
k€ K as uf = k~tu. Thus, u ¢ &.
The existence of such a field ensures that the following composite fields:
o w" :=u"twu+uldu,
o OV :=u"1Qu,
o gu = p(u)ilua
are then K-gauge invariant as it can be checked by a straightforward computation.
The fact that these fields are now K-invariant is interpreted saying that actually,
the subgroup K does not act anymore on the fields.
Thus, if one re-writes the theory (i.e., the gauge invariant action S|w, £]) in the
new variables, one gets a theory for which the K-symmetry has been erased. It is a
mere reconfiguration of the fields which redistributes the degrees of freedom of the
theory. The latter are computed as follows: let #TOT, #®, #G and #(0© = 0) be
respectively the total number of degrees of freedom, the degrees of freedom related
to the fields (w and &) of the theory, the dimension of the symmetry group G, and
the number of constraint equations. Then:

#TOT = #P—#G—#(0 =0).
For example, if the operation of dressing leaves invariant the constraint equa-
tions, in the new variables the theory will have less symmetry and then necessarily

“less fields”, i.e., less degrees of freedom coming from the fields.
Let us present now the two examples announced in the introduction.
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3. The Higgs mechanism of the SM as a dressing field reduction.

In the Standard Model, the electroweak sector is governed by the symmetry group
G =U(1) x SU(2). The SU(2)-symmetry prevents the action from having mass
terms for the weak bosons. Thus, one has to find a way to erase the SU(2)-
symmetry. Let us present first the usual version, as developed by many authors in
the 60s. Then, one presents another interpretation, developed in [1], based on the
dressing field method.

3.1. Usual viewpoint

The idea is to suppose the existence of a complex scalar field ® : M — C? embed-
ded in the potential V(@) = —u2®T® — \(®7®)2, with A > 0, which spontaneously
gets the value @i, which minimizes the potential V(®). This value depends on
the form of the potential, i.e., of the sign of 2. For u? > 0, ®;, = 0 and the
choice ® = 0 is unique, and viewed as a point in C2, it is still SU(2)-invariant.
However, for y? < 0, @i, # 0, and ® has to “make a choice” (hence the term
spontaneous) between a subset of corresponding points in C2. It turns out that
a particular point is no more SU(2)-invariant, and this phenomenon breaks the
symmetry. The scalar field then reads ® = ®,,;, + H, and the fluctuation H is
interpreted as a particle, the Higgs particle which has been discovered in the LHC
in 2012. The constant part ®,,;, couples with other fields, giving them mass.

Thus, the generation of masses in the usual viewpoint is deeply related to the
SU(2)-symmetry breaking. One shall see now that it is actually possible to reinter-
pret the Higgs mechanism without calling on a spontaneous symmetry breaking,
but merely by viewing it as a dressing.

3.2. SU(2)-erasing without symmetry breaking

Let us take the same initial data as in the usual viewpoint. We are going to show
that SU(2) is actually always erasable by a dressing, u, built out of the scalar
field ®.

The first step is to write the polar decomposition of ® as an element of C?:

there exists u € SU(2) such that & = un, with n = (((I)))’ with ||®[]? := &T® €

RT. Due to the gauge transformation of ® under SU(2) (as a scalar doublet), the
new variable 7 is invariant under SU(2), and u transforms as: v — S~ 1u, with
B € SU(2). Thus, u is a dressing field. From this point, we already know that
it is possible to erase the SU(2)-symmetry by dressing, whatever the value of p?
is. n = u~'® is the SU(2)-invariant composite field which takes the place of the
original scalar field.

Now, one can generate masses for the weak fields by making n fluctuating
around its value which minimizes V(7). For u2 > 0, Nmin = 0 and mass terms
are identically zero. For ,u2 < 0, Pmin # 0, and moreover, there is no more actual
“choice”: 1 being a positive real number, V(1) is now a mere one-variable real-
valued function. Thus, the term “spontaneously” is no more relevant. Writing
1 = Nmin + H leads to the same conclusions as in the usual viewpoint.
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The only difference is in the physical interpretation: here, one has seen that
the generation of masses is totally decorrelated from the symmetry breaking. The
latter is not seen as a physical phenomenon which historically occurred. Rather,
the original SU(2)-symmetry appears to be an artifact due to field variables in
which the theory is originally written, and can be structurally erased by using new
field variables. The dressing field method is a systematic way of finding such new
field variables which simplify the theory.

Let us now present another example for which the dressing field method
applies: the top-down construction of Twistor (and Tractor) bundles and connec-
tions.

4. Twistors as composite fields from conformal Cartan geometry

The whole construction being technical, one only sketches it. The interested reader
is highly recommended to take a look at [2] (Tractors) and [3] (Twistors).

4.1. The usual bottom-up construction

Twistors are for conformal geometry what spinors are for Lorenztian geometry.
These objects are usually obtained following a “bottom-up construction” over a
conformal manifold (M, [g]), where [g] = {Ag, A € C>°(M,R**)}, for a Lorentzian
metric g. As in Penrose’s work, for example ([5, 6]), one takes a C2-valued field w?
which satisfies the Twistor equation: V 4 4w? — %(;EVCA/(UC = 0, and then con-

structs a closed system by introducing another C2-valued field 74/ := éVc 4wC:

° VAA/WB+i;5§7rA/ =0,
o Vaanp —iPaappw? =0,

with P aa/gp: corresponding to the Schouten tensor Py, = — é (Rap — éRgab). One
then encompasses the whole construction in the new definitions:

o 7% := (wB ma) € C4,

;B
° VEA,ZO‘ = 0 with VEA/ = VAA’I[4 —+ (_iPAOA/BB/ 260,4) ,
where V% ,, is the Twistor connection and Z¢ is a C*-valued Twistor. By con-
struction, these equations are conformally invariant (i.e., well defined on (M, [g])).
Yet, the objects like VY ,, and Z are conformally covariant, and one can compute
the corresponding transformation laws under a conformal rescaling of the metric.
One can then consider a general Twistor Z, i.e., an object such that V% ,, Z¢
does not necessarily vanish, and which transforms with the same laws, which are:

So Iy 0 o T - Iy 0 T a
7% = (Z.TAA/ H2> Z% and VAA’Z = (Z.TAA/ H2> VAA/Z

under g,, — ngW, with T 44/ corresponding to T, = 9,1n(2).
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Twistors are thus sections of a vector bundle with fibre C*, transforming
under the action of a certain group represented by elements of the form

I 0
AUV
One now presents another construction which is based on the dressing field method.

4.2. A top-down construction via dressing field method

A Cartan geometry over a manifold M is a way of implementing local external
symmetries (like Lorentz, projective, ...) in the form of usual internal ones. It is
used to write gravitation theories (i.e., theories in which the geometry of the base
manifold is dynamic) in the form of usual gauge theories. From a mathematical
point of view, a Cartan geometry expresses a given geometric structure over M into
the form a principal bundle endowed with a so-called Cartan connection, slightly
different from the usual notion of the Ehresmann connection.

For example, the data of a Lorentzian metric on a manifold M is equivalent
to the data of a torsion-free Cartan connection over a H-principal bundle, H being
the Lorentz group. Following the same idea, a conformal manifold (M, [g]) can be
seen as a normal conformal Cartan connection w over a H-principal bundle P,
with H defined as follows. Let G := SO(2,4)/(£I) be the conformal group, and
My = S* x §3/Zs the conformal compactification of Minkowski spacetime, which
is homogeneous with respect to the action of G. The corresponding Lie group H is
then the stabilizer of a point of My. One takes then the complex C*-representation
of these groups. A Twistor should be a section of the associated vector bundle
P xy C*, where H is the complex representation of H. It turns out that as it
stands, the structure does not reproduce the T'wistor space and connection, for it
does not imply the same transformation law.

To recover it, one has to apply the dressing field method, with dressing fields
built out of the conformal Cartan connection. In doing so, one can erase some
parts of the original structure group H, and end up with composite fields which
transform under a modified transformation law corresponding to the residual ac-
tion of H. Twistors as previously defined then appear from this construction, with
a slight modification: the residual symmetry group does not act (on the composite
fields) through a representation of the Weyl group R’ , but via something more
complicated called a 1-a-cocyle, see [3], Section 4.2.2.

The fact is that in our procedure, no arbitrary choice is made: one just takes
the “rigid” normal conformal Cartan geometry and applies to it the dressing field
method. Everything is “already there”. One is just playing with objects which
naturally belong to the geometry. On the contrary, in the usual construction, some
ansatz are taken to simplify the transformation laws, rendering the construction
more arbitrary, even if it remains, of course, totally coherent.

Finally, let us remark that the same thing has been done also for Tractors,
which appear to be merely the real version of Twistors ([2]).



The Dressing Field Method of Gauge Symmetry Reduction 205

5. Conclusion

In this presentation of the dressing field method, it has been shown that it can
apply in a quite wide range of different cases. Once one works on a principal
bundle equipped with a connection (of Erhesmann or Cartan type), one can try
to investigate if it is possible to build a dressing field out of the fields to erase the
action of the symmetry group or one of its subgroups. A first hint can be given
by counting how are initially distributed the degrees of freedom, and how/if they
could be distributed differently. Then, if the answer is positive, one can start to
search for a field transforming on the right way to be a dressing field.

More than just giving a way of simplifying the writing of physical theories,
it often offers a new insight into some already known constructions. In the case
of the SM, it gives a natural and new interpretation of the generation of masses.
In the case of Twistors (or even Tractors), it offers a new view of the geometric
nature of these objects and of their underlying structure.
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A Differential Model for B-type
Landau—Ginzburg Theories
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Mehdi Tavakol

Abstract. We describe a mathematically rigorous differential model for B-type
open-closed topological Landau—Ginzburg theories defined by a pair (X, W),
where X is a non-compact Kéahlerian manifold with holomorphically trivial
canonical line bundle and W is a complex-valued holomorphic function defined
on X and whose critical locus is compact but need not consist of isolated
points. We also show how this construction specializes to the case when X
is Stein and W has finite critical set, in which case one recovers a simpler
mathematical model.
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Keywords. Topological field theory, category theory, sheaf cohomology.

1. Axiomatics of two-dimensional oriented open-closed TFTs

Classical oriented open-closed topological LG (Landau-Ginzburg) theories of type
B are classical field theories defined on compact oriented Riemann surfaces with
corners and parameterized by pairs (X, W), where X is a non-compact Kéhlerian
manifold and W : X — C is a non-constant holomorphic function defined on X and
called the superpotential. Previous work in the Mathematics literature assumed
algebraicity of X and W, being mostly limited to very simple examples such as
X = C? and generally assumed that the critical points of W are isolated, in which
case topological D-branes can be described by matrix factorizations. We do not
impose such restrictions since there is no Physics reason to do so. This leads to a
much more general description.!

I'We use the results, notations and conventions of [1, 2]. In our terminology “off-shell” refers to
an object defined at cochain level while “on-shell” refers to an object defined at cohomology
level. The Physics constructions and arguments behind this work can be found in [3, 4].
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A non-anomalous quantum oriented two-dimensional open-closed topological
field theory (TFT) can be defined axiomatically [5] as a symmetric monoidal func-
tor from a certain symmetric monoidal category CobgXt of labeled 2-dimensional
oriented cobordisms with corners to the symmetric monoidal category vect? of
finite-dimensional supervector spaces defined over C. The objects of the category
Cob$™" are finite disjoint unions of oriented circles and oriented segments while
the morphisms are oriented cobordisms with corners between such, carrying ap-
propriate labels on boundary components (labels which can be identified with the
topological D-branes). By definition, the closed sector of such a theory is obtained
by restricting the monoidal functor to the subcategory of CobgXt whose objects are
disjoint unions of circles and whose morphisms are ordinary cobordisms (without
corners). It was shown in [5] that such a functor can be described equivalently by
an algebraic structure which we shall call a TFT datum. We start by describing
certain simpler algebraic structures, which form part of any such datum:

Definition 1. A pre-TFT datum is an ordered triple (H, T, e) consisting of:

1. A finite-dimensional unital and supercommutative superalgebra H defined
over C (called the bulk algebra), whose unit we denote by 1

2. A Hom-finite Zg-graded C-linear category T (called the category of topological
D-branes), whose composition of morphisms we denote by o and whose units

we denote by 1, € Endr(a) def. Hom7(a,a) for all objects a € ObT
3. A family e = (e4)acob 7 consisting of even C-linear bulk-boundary maps e, :
‘H — Homy(a, a) defined for each object a of T
such that the following conditions are satisfied:
e For any object a € Ob T, the map e, is a unital morphism of C-superalgebras
from H to the endomorphism algebra (Endr(a), o)

e For any two objects a,b € ObT and for any Zs-homogeneous elements h € H
and t € Hom7(a,b), we have: ey(h) ot = (—1)dee deeti o e (h) .

Definition 2. A Calabi-Yau supercategory of parity p is a pair (T ,tr), where:

1. T is a Zs-graded and C-linear Hom-finite category
2. tr = (try)ecob7 is a family of C-linear maps tr, : Endy(a) — C of Zs-
degree p
such that the following conditions are satisfied:
e For any two objects a,b € Ob T, the C-bilinear pairing (-,-)4,: Homy(a, b) x
Hom7(b,a) — C defined through:

(t1,t2)ap def. try(t1 o t2) , Vi1 € Homp(a,b) , Vte € Homy (b, a)

is non-degenerate
e For any a,b € ObT and any Zs-homogeneous elements t; € Homy(a, b) and
to € Homy (b, a), we have:

(t1,to)ap = (—1)destrdestaiyy 4y,
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If only the second condition above is satisfied, we say that (7T, tr) is a pre-Calabi—
Yau supercategory of parity pu.

Definition 3. A TFT datum of parity u is a system (H, T, e, Tr, tr), where:

1. (H,T,e) is a pre-TFT datum

2. Tr: H — C is an even C-linear map (called the bulk trace)

3. tr = (try)acob 7 is a family of C-linear maps tr, : Endy(a) — C of Zy-degree
u (called the boundary traces)

such that the following conditions are satisfied:

e (H,Tr) is a supercommutative Frobenius superalgebra. This means that the
pairing induced by Tr on H is non-degenerate

e (7,tr) is a Calabi—Yau supercategory of parity p

e The following condition (known as the topological Cardy constraint) is satis-
fied for all a,b € ObT:

’I‘I‘(fa<t1)fb<t2)) = Str(‘bab<t1,t2)) N Vit € EndT(a) s Vi, € End7'<b) .

Here, str denotes the supertrace on the finite-dimensional Zs-graded vector
space End¢(Hom7(a,b)) and:
— The C-linear boundary-bulk map f, : Endr(a) — H of Za-degree p is
defined as the adjoint of the bulk-boundary map e, : H — Endy(a)
with respect to the non-degenerate traces Tr and trg:

Tr(hfo(t)) = tre(eq(h) ot) , YVh € H , Vt € Endr(a)

— For any a,b € ObT and any ¢; € Endy(a) and t; € Endy(b), the
C-linear map ®qp(t1,t2) : Homy(a, b) — Homy(a, b) is defined through:

Doyt t)(t) L tyototy , Vt € Homy(a,b) .

2. B-type open-closed Landau—Ginzburg theories

Definition 4. A Landau—Ginzburg pair of dimension d is a pair (X, W) where:
1. X is a non-compact Kéahlerian manifold of complex dimension d which is

Calabi—Yau in the sense that the canonical line bundle Kx def- NT*X is

holomorphically trivial.
2. W : X — C is a non-constant complex-valued holomorphic function.

The signature (X, W) of a Landau—Ginzburg pair (X, W) is defined as the mod
2 reduction? of the complex dimension d of X.

The critical set of W is defined as the set of critical points of W:

Zw € {p € X|(OW)(p) = 0} .

2We denote by k € Z3 the mod 2 reduction of any integer k € Z.
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2.1. The off-shell bulk algebra

Let (X, W) be a Landau—Ginzburg pair with dim¢ X = d. The space of polyvector-
valued forms is defined through:

0 d 0 d
PV(X)= P Prv(x)= P P A X, AllTx),
i=—d j=0 i=—d j=0
where A7 (X, AITX) = Q%(X, AITX). The twisted Dolbeault differential in-
duced by W is defined through sy € 8 + ¢y : PV(X) — PV(X), where 8

is the Dolbeault operator of ATX (which satisfies (PV*/ (X)) ¢ PV (X)),

while ¢y def. —i(OW)_ is the contraction with thel holomorphic 1-form —i0W €
(X, T*X) (which satisfies ¢y (PV*/ (X)) ¢ PV*1J(X)). Here i denotes the
imaginary unit. Notice that (PV(X),8,tw) is a bicomplex since 8" = 1%, =

Oty + Ltwd = 0.

Definition 5. The twisted Dolbeault algebra of polyvector-valued forms of the
LG pair (X,W) is the supercommutative Z-graded O(X)-linear dg-algebra
(PV(X),dw), where PV(X) is endowed with the total Z-grading.

Definition 6. The cohomological twisted Dolbeault algebra of (X, W) is the super-
commutative Z-graded O(X)-linear algebra defined through:

HPV (X, W) = H(PV(X),0w) .

An analytic model for the off-shell bulk algebra

Definition 7. The sheaf Koszul complex of W is the following complex of locally-
free sheaves of Ox-modules?:

Qw): 0= ANTX K AT N ... Oy 50,

where Oy sits in degree zero and we identify the exterior power A*T'X with its
locally-free sheaf of holomorphic sections.

Proposition 8. Let H(Qw ) denote the hypercohomology of the Koszul complex Qv .
There exists a natural isomorphism of Z-graded O(X)-modules:

HPV(X, W) =5 x) H(Qw) ,
where HPV (X, W) is endowed with the total Z-grading. Thus:
H (PV(X), 6w) Zo(x) H*(Qw), Vk € {—d,....d} .

Moreover, we have Hk(QW) = @iﬂ_:k E%LJ,
quence which starts with:

E)/ =PV (X)=A(X,ATX), dy =8, (i=—d,...,0, j=0,...,d) .

where (E%7.d,),>0 is a spectral se-

3We denote by Ox the sheaf of holomorphic functions on X and by O(X) = I'(X, Ox) the ring
of holomorphic functions on X. Here I denotes taking holomorphic sections, while I'sc denotes
taking smooth sections.
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2.2. The category of topological D-branes
Definition 9. A holomorphic vector superbundle on X is a Zs-graded holomorphic
vector bundle defined on X, i.e., a complex holomorphic vector bundle E endowed

with a direct sum decomposition F = E'q Ei, where E and E! are holomorphic
sub-bundles of E.

Definition 10. A holomorphic factorization of W is a pair a = (F, D), where
E = EY® E' is a holomorphic vector superbundle on X and D € I'(X, Endi(E)) is a
holomorphic section of the bundle Endi(E) :Hom(EO,Ei)@Hom(Ei,EO) C End(F)
which satisfies the condition D? = Widp.

2.3. The full TFT data
Definition 11. The twisted Dolbeault category of holomorphic factorizations of
(X, W) is the Zy-graded O(X)-linear dg-category DF(X, W) defined as follows:

e The objects of DF(X, W) are the holomorphic factorizations of W
e Given two holomorphic factorizations a1 = (E1, D7) and ag = (E2, D), the
Hom spaces:

HOmDF(wa) (al, ag) dgf. A(X, Hom(El, E2))

are endowed with the total Zs-grading and with the twisted differentials

Oy a0 def. 941,00 + 04, ,0,, Where g, 4, is the Dolbeault differential of

Hom(E4, Es), while 04, 4, is the defect differential:

41,0, (p®f)= <_1)rkpp ® (Do f) — (_1)rkp+o(f)p ® (f o Dy)

e The composition of morphisms o: A(X, Hom(Es,E3)) x A(X,Hom(E;,E>))
— A(X,Hom(FE1, Es3)) is determined uniquely by the condition:

(p® flom®g)= (-1 "™ " pAn) @ (fog)
for all pure rank forms p,n € A(X) and all pure Zy-degree elements f €
T (X, Hom(Es, E3)) and g € T'oo (X, Hom(F1, E3)), where o(f) is the degree
of f.

We have (omitting indices): 6° = 8 =02=800+008=0.

Definition 12. The cohomological twisted Dolbeault category of holomorphic fac-
torizations of (X, W) is the Za-graded O(X)-linear category defined as the total
cohomology category of DF (X, W):

HDF (X, W) ‘< H(DF (X, W)) .

Theorem 13. Suppose that the critical set Zyy is compact. Then the cohomol-
ogy algebra HPV(X, W) of (PV(X),dw) is finite-dimensional over C while the
total cohomology category HDF (X, W) of DF(X, W) is Hom-finite over C. More-
over, one can define* a bulk trace Tr: HPV(X, W) — C, boundary traces tray as -

4Explicit expressions for Tr, tr, e can be found in [1].
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Homypy(x,w) (a1, a2) = C and bulk-boundary maps e, :
HPV(X, W) — Endupr(x,w)(a)
such that the system:
(HPV (X, W), HDF(X, W), Tr, tr, e)

obeys the defining properties of a TFT datum except for non-degeneracy of the bulk
and boundary traces and for the topological Cardy constraint.

Conjecture 14. Suppose that the critical set Zy is compact. Then the quintuplet
(HPV(X,W),HDF (X, W), Tr, tr, e) is a TFT datum and hence defines a quantum
open-closed TFT.

3. B-type Landau—Ginzburg theories on Stein manifolds

When X is a Stein manifold, Cartan’s theorem B states that the higher sheaf
cohomology H'(X, F) vanishes when ¢ > 0 for any coherent analytic sheaf F.

3.1. An analytic model for the on-shell bulk algebra

Theorem 15. Suppose that X is Stein. Then the spectral sequence defined previously
collapses at the second page Eo and HPV(X, W) is concentrated in non-positive
degrees. For all k = —d, ... 0, the O(X)-module HPVk(X, W) is isomorphic with
the cohomology at position k of the following sequence of finitely-generated projec-
tive O(X)-modules:

(Pw): 0= HY(X,ATX) X ... WH (X, TX) ™ O(X) =0,
where O(X) sits in position zero.

Remark 16. Assume that X is Stein. Then the critical set Zy, is compact iff it is
finite, which implies dim¢ Zw = 0.

Let Ji < im (ew:TX — Ox) be the critical sheaf of W, Jacy def- Ox /JIw
be the Jacobi sheaf of W and Jac(X, W) def. ['(X, Jacw ) be the Jacobi algebra of

(X, W).

Proposition 17. Suppose that X is Stein and dime Zy = 0. Then HPV*(X) =0
for k # 0 and there exists a natural isomorphism of O(X)-modules:

HPV (X, W) ~o(x) Jac(X, W) .
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3.2. An analytic model for the category of topological D-branes

Definition 18. The holomorphic dg-category of holomorphic factorizations of W is
the Zs-graded O(X)-linear dg-category F(X, W) defined as follows:

e The objects are the holomorphic factorizations of W
e Given two holomorphic factorizations a; = (E1, D1), as = (E2, D2), let:

Hompg(x,wy(ai,az) = I'(X, Hom(Ey, Ey))
be the space of morphisms between such, endowed with the Zs-grading:
Homg(x,w)(al,az) =T'(X,Hom" (E1, Es)), VK € Zs
and with the differentials 9, , determined uniquely by the condition:
Vyy.00(f)=Daof—(—1)"foD;, Vfe I'(X,Hom"(E1,Es)), V& € Zsy
e The composition of morphisms is the obvious one.

Theorem 19. Suppose that X is Stein. Then HDF(X, W) is equivalent with the

total cohomology category HE(X, W) aef- H(F(X,W)) of F(X,W).

Definition 20. A projective analytic factorization of W is a pair (P, D), where P
is a finitely-generated projective O(X)-supermodule and D € Endé( x)(P) is an
odd endomorphism of P such that D? = Widp.

Definition 21. The dg-category PF(X, W) of projective analytic factorizations of
W is the Zg-graded O(X)-linear dg-category defined as follows:

e The objects are the projective analytic factorizations of W
e Given two projective analytic factorizations (Py, D1) and (P2, D3) of W, set

Hompp(x,w)((P1, D1), (P2, D2)) def- Homg(x) (P, P2) endowed with the ob-
vious Zg-grading and with the O(X)-linear odd differential
0:=0(p,,D,).(P2.D2)
determined uniquely by the condition:
o(f)=Doof—(~1)*/fo Dy, Vf € Homo(x)(P1, P2)
e The composition of morphisms is the obvious one.

Definition 22. The cohomological category HPF(X, W) of analytic projective fac-

torizations of W is the total cohomology category HPF (X, W) def. H(PF(X,W)),

which is a Zg-graded O(X)-linear category.

Theorem 23. Suppose that X is Stein. Then HDF(X,W) and HPF(X, W) are
equivalent as O(X)-linear Zs-graded categories.

When X is Stein and Zy is compact, the category of topological D-branes of the
B-type Landau—Ginzburg theory can be identified with HPF (X, W).
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On the Dirac Type Operators on
Symmetric Tensors

Bogdan Balcerzak

Abstract. In the paper we define the Dirac type operators on anchored vector
bundles given by a skew-symmetric 2-tensor. The Weyl module structure is
defined in the case of the symmetric bundle. The decomposition of the sym-
metric Dirac operator into the sum of the symmetric covariant derivative and
symmetric coderivative is presented.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010). Primary 58H05; Secondary 17B66,
53C05, 58J60.

Keywords. Dirac operator, anchored vector bundle, Lie algebroid, symmetric
covariant derivative, symmetric product, Weyl algebra.

1. Introduction and basic notions

An anchored vector bundle over a manifold M we call a vector bundle A over M
equipped with a homomorphism of vector bundles p4 : A — T'M over the identity,
called an anchor (see [9, 10]). In particular, any Lie algebroid in the sense of
Pradines [11] is an anchored vector bundle. Lie algebroids were introduced by
Pradines as infinitesimal objects associated with Lie groupoids. A Lie algebroid
over a manifold M is actually an anchored vector bundle A with an anchor p4
equipped with a real Lie algebra structure [-, -] in the module T'(A4) of sections of
A associated with the anchor by the following Leibniz identity:

la, f-b] = f-la,b] + (paca)(f) b
for a,b € T(A) and f € C°°(M). For general theory of Lie algebroids we refer
to [7, 8].

The main purpose of the work is to define some the Dirac type operator D?
induced by a skew-symmetric 2-tensor for an anchored vector bundle equipped
with two connections. The bundles considered here are equipped with the Weyl
module structure which comes from a skew-symmetric 2-tensor on A*. In particular
case, it is considered the symmetric covariant derivative d® which is defined as the
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symmetrization of the connection up to a constant. The operator d° can be written
in the Koszul form using the symmetric product for a given A-connection in A.
We show that, as in the classical case (cf. [2, 3]), D? is the sum of the symmetric
derivative d° and the symmetric coderivative d**. The problem of ellipticity of D*
is also mentioned.

Let us first introduce the concept of linear connections associated with the
given anchored vector bundle.

Now let A be an anchored vector bundle over a manifold M with an anchor
pa and let E a vector bundle over M.

We denote by A(FE) the Lie algebroid of the vector bundle E (cf. [7, 8]).
The module CDO(E) of sections of A(E) is the space of all R-linear operators
[ :T(FE) — I'(E) such that there is (unique) X € I'(T'M) such that I(f -v) =
f-lw)+X(f) vior f e C®M),veTl(FE). By a linear A-connection in the
vector bundle E we mean C°°(M)-linear operator of modules

V :T(A) — CDO(E)

commuting (on the level of sections) with anchors. This definition extends usual
notion of linear connection in a vector bundle in the case where A is the tangent
bundle to M.

k
Denote the vector bundles ® A* and ®A* by A*®F and by A*®, respec-
tively. Take two A-connections
V:T(4A) — CDO(E)
and
VAT (A) — CDO(A).

Observe that V and V4 define in a natural way the A-connection V ® V4 in the
bundle A* ® E. Next, by the Leibniz rule we extend this connection to the whole
tensor bundle A*® ® E. The extended connection will be denoted by the same
symbol V. Equivalently,

k

(VGC)(al,...,ak) = VG(C(al,...,ak)) — Zg(al,...,Vfaj,...,ak)

j=1

for ( e T(A*®* @ E), a,a4,...,a; € T'(A).
The connection V can be treated as the operator

V:T(A*®* @ E) —» T(A*®* @ B)
by the convention
(VQ) (a1, a2,...,ak41) = (Va, ) (ag, ..., ap+1) ,
CET(A®* QE), a,ay,...,a, € T'(A).
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2. The notion of the Dirac type operator determined by
a skew-symmetric tensor

Let
m:T(A*) x T(A*) — C®(M)
be a skew-symmetric bilinear form and let
f: A" — A

be the homomorphism of the dual bundles determined by the contraction with
respect to m:

f(w) =i, m for weT(AY).

Observe that f is an isomorphism if and only if 7 is non degenerate.
Define the bundle of Weyl algebras with respect to 7 to be

W(A") = A*®/I
where
I=(a"®b" —b"®a" +2r(a*,b"): a*,b* € A¥)
(cf. [5]).

Let E be any vector bundle over M and let
W(w): E— E, weT(AY)
be the Weyl multiplication in the Weyl algebra — i.e.,
W (w) W(n) = W(n) W(w) = —2n(w,n) for w,n e T(A%),
In this way, we have the Weyl module:
W:.WAYQE —E, W(w,e)=Ww)e.
Define the Dirac operator D° as the composition
DP=WoV: :I'(E) —T(E).

Let (e1,...,e,) and (aq,...,a,) be local dual frames of A and A*, respectively.
Since (cf. [1])

V(=) a;®V.(
j=1

for ¢ € I'(A*®* @ E), the Dirac operator D* is given by

D'v =Y W(a;) Ve,v (1)

j=1

for v € T'(E).
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3. The Weyl module of the bundle of symmetric tensors
with values in a vector bundle and the Dirac operator
on symmetric tensors

The main subject of this section is the Weyl module of the bundle of symmetric
tensors with vector bundle values. Here the Weyl action is a linear combination of
multiplication and substitution operators restricted to the symmetric bundle.

Let F be any vector bundle over M. Let .#*(A, F) denote the module of
sections of the tensor product E = S¥A* @ F of the kth symmetric power S¥ A* of
A* and the bundle F, SA* = @ SFA*,

k>0
S(AF)= @ S*AF),
k>0
and let
S(A) = @ .7*%(A) = P 1r(skar).
k>0 k>0
Moreover, let
pw) =wo ()

be the operator of symmetric multiplication by w € #(A) and let
Qo SHAF) — SPHAF)

denote the substitution operator on (A, F') with respect to the first argument.
Define a family {W;}, ., of operators

W, WA @ S(AF) — S (A F)
by the formulas:
Wi(w, ) = u(w)C +t - iyw)C
for w € T'(A*) and ¢ € S*(A, F).
By the following identities on . (A, F):

lo 1h =1 lg,
p(w) u(n) = pn) plw),

(W) 0 — o p(w) = ia(w)
for w,n € T'(A*), a,b € T'(A), we obtain the following useful
Lemma 1.

Wi(w, ) Wa(n,-) = Ws(n,) Wiw,") = (t+s) m(w,n) idsa,p
for any t,s € R, w,n € T(A*).
Consider two particular operators
W =W_, WT=W,
and use the notation
W=(n) =W~ (n,-), WF(n)=WT¥(y,-) for nel(A").
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Then, for w,n € I'(A*) we have
W= (w) W= (n) = W™ (n) W™ (w) = =2 7(w,n) idsa,r),
WH(w) WHn) =W (n) WH(w) =2 7(w,n) idya,r,
W™ (w) WH) =W (n) W (w).
The action
W= W(A")@(S(A")®@ F) — S(A") @ F
defines a Weyl module structure on S(A*) ® F.
Now, let
V :T(A) — CDO(F)
and
VAT (A) — CDO(A)

be two A-connections, which tensor product we extend by the Leibniz rule to the
A-connection V in the tensor bundle S(A*) ® F of the symmetric bundle and F.

In view of (1), the local formula for the Dirac operator D® determined by
W~ and V is of the form

D¢ =) () O Ve,€ —iga,Ve;€)
j=1

for ¢ € I'(S¥A*® F), and where (ey, ..., e,) and (aq, ..., a,) are local dual frames
of A and A*, respectively.

4. The Dirac symmetric operator, the symmetric derivative
and coderivative

We will describe the Dirac type operator D° in the language of the symmetric
covariant derivative and the symmetric coderivative.
In the module .(A, F) we define the operator d® of degree +1 by

d* . SHAF) — SPAF),

) k+1
(@€) (a1, ar41) = 32 (Vay€) (a1, s gy aksn)

j=1
for ¢ € S*(A,F), a1,...,a1+1 € I' (A). The operator d* is called the symmetric
covariant derivative for V. One can see that
& = (k+1) - (SymoV)| #*(4, F),
where Sym is the symmetrizer defined by
1
(Sym¢) (a,...,ae) =\ > (a0, Ao(r))-

* 0ESE
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The operator d° in the case of tangent bundles was introduced by Sampson in
[14], where a symmetric version of Chern’s theorem is considered. One can check
that d® can be described by the following Koszul type form:

k+1
(dsg) (a17"'7ak+1) = Zlvtlj (5 (a17""aj7"'7ak+1))
j=
- Zf«al :aj>70‘17'"7ai7"'7aj7'~~7ak+1)7
i<j

¢e SRAF), a1,...,a141 €T (A), and where
(a:b) =Va2b+Via
for a,b € T' (A). The symmetric R-bilinear form
(i) :T(A) XxT(A) —T(A), (a:b)=Vi+Via

is called the symmetric product defined by the connection V4. The symmetric
product in the case A = TM was first introduced by Crouch in [4]. Observe that

(@:f-b)=f-(a:b)+(eaca)(f) b
and

(fra:b)=f-(a:b)+(eaob)(f)-a
for a,b € T'(A) and f € C>°(M). Therefore, (- : -) is a symmetric bracket in I'(A)
satisfying the Leibniz kind rules.

Lewis in [6] gives some interesting geometrical interpretation of the symmet-
ric product associated with the geodesically invariant property of a distribution. A
smooth distribution D on a manifold M with an affine connection VI'™™ is geodesi-
cally invariant if for every geodesic ¢ : I — M with the property ¢/(s) € D)
for some s € I, we have ¢/(s) € D) for every s € I. Lewis proved in [6] that
a distribution D on a manifold M equipped with an affine connection V™ is
geodesically invariant if and only if the symmetric product induced by V7™ is
closed under D.

The symmetric bracket plays an important rule in research under mechanical
control systems. Respondek and Ricardo in [12, 13] examine mechanical control
systems with the geodesic accessibility property, i.e., mechanical control systems
for which the smallest distribution on the configuration manifold, containing the
input vector fields and closed under the symmetric product, is of full rank at each
point. They characterized the local mechanical state equivalence of two geodesi-
cally accessible mechanical systems using some families of structure functions de-
fined via the symmetric bracket.

By the symmetric coderivative d°* we mean the restriction of the coderivative
operator given in A*® ® F to the space of symmetric tensors, i.e.,

& =V yria gyt SNAF) — SHHAF),

where
V T(A®F @ F) — T(AF L o F)
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is given by
V¢ = —tr(V¢) = Zzﬂ(% (Ve,€).
Since one can prove that
= > pn(a;)oVe
j=1
we see that the symmetric Dirac operator D? is equal to
D= Y W) 0 Ve, = 3 (1 (0y) — iay) o Ve, = "+
j= Jj=
Let A be transitive Lie algebroid, i.e., the anchor py4 is surjective, z € M,
veStAr @ F,, ¢ € Y%A F) and w € A* such that w = (df)(z) for some
f € C°(M) satisfying f(z) = 0 and &(x) = v. Since symbols of d* and d** are
respectively given by
oa:(w,v) = d*(fO)(z) = (d'fOE+ fd*€) (v) =w O,
ogs+ (w,v) = d™(fE)(x) = (—ig@ané) () = —lg(w)Vs
we conclude that the symbol of D? is the Weyl multiplication by w:
ops(w,v) =W~ (w)r.
Therefore D? is of elliptic type.
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Surfaces Which Behave Like Vortex Lines

Marian Fecko

Abstract. In general setting of theory of integral invariants, due to Poincaré
and Cartan, one can find a d-dimensional integrable distribution (given by a
possibly higher-rank form) whose integral surfaces behave like vortex lines:
they move with (abstract) fluid. Moreover, in a special case they reduce to
true vortex lines and, in this case, we get the celebrated Helmholtz theorem.
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1. Introduction

In hydrodynamics, vortex lines are field lines of the vorticity vector field w, which
is curl of velocity field v.

A classical theorem due to Helmholtz says that, in the case of ideal and
barotropic fluid that is only subject to conservative forces, vortex lines “move
with the fluid” (see Ref. [1] and Refs. [2, 3]; one also says that the lines are “frozen
into the fluid” or that “vortex lines are material lines”).

Hydrodynamics of ideal fluid may be viewed, albeit it is not quite standard, as
an application of the theory of integral invariants due to Poincaré and Cartan (see
Refs. [4, 5], or, in modern presentation, Refs. [6-8]). Then, the original Poincaré
version of the theory refers to the stationary (time-independent) flow, described
by the stationary Fuler equation, whereas Cartan’s extension embodies the full,
possibly time-dependent, situation.

In this picture, one can base a proof of the Helmholtz theorem upon the
concept of a distribution. Namely, first, vortex lines are identified with integral
surfaces of a 1-dimensional integrable distribution, defined in terms of the appro-
priate 2-form. Second, the structure of the (Euler) equation of motion immediately
reveals that the 2-form is Lie-invariant w.r.t. the flow of the fluid. So, third,
the corresponding distribution is invariant as well and, consequently, its integral


http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1007/978-3-030-01156-7_24&domain=pdf

224 M. Fecko

surfaces are invariant w.r.t. the flow of the fluid. And this is exactly what the
Helmholtz statement says.

Now, it turns out that the same reasoning may be repeated within the gen-
eral integral invariant setting (so beyond even the “n-dimensional Riemannian
hydrodynamics”, discussed, e.g., in [9]). What differs is that we have an inte-
grable distribution based upon a possibly higher-degree Lie-invariant differential
form, there. In particular, the distribution may be higher-dimensional and, con-
sequently, its integral surfaces become then higher-dimensional, too. Nevertheless,
they still obey the Helmholtz-like rule of “moving with the fluid” (i.e., the abstract
flow in the general theory translates the integral surfaces into one another).

2. Integral invariants — Poincaré and Cartan

Before considering the main subject of the paper, let us briefly recall key con-
cepts and state main results of Poincaré and Cartan on general theory of integral
invariants. See Ref. [8] in this volume or, for a more detailed account, Ref. [7].

2.1. Poincaré integral invariants
Following Poincaré, one starts from a manifold M endowed with dynamics (time
evolution) given by a vector field v (via its flow)

(M, D <> v) phase space (1)

Now, consider integrals of a k-form « over various k-chains (k-dimensional surfaces)
con M. Compare the value of the integral of a over the original ¢ and the integral
over ®;(c). If, for any chain ¢, the two integrals are equal, we call it (absolute)
integral invariant:

/ o= /a < /a is integral invariant. (2)
Pi(c) c c

If we only restrict to k-cycles (i.e., chains whose boundaries vanish, dc¢ = 0), we
speak of relative integral invariants. It turns out that one can recognize the relative
invariant by the differential equation

ipdo = dB, (3)

i.e., the following statement is true

hwda=dB & ]{a = relative invariant. 4)

2.2. Cartan integral invariants

Cartan proposed to study dynamics on M x R (extended phase space; time co-
ordinate is added) rather than on M. Analogs of the forms « and § (from the
Poincaré theory) are combined into a single k-form

c=a+dtApB. (5)
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Here, & and B are the most general spatial forms on M x R. (In coordinate presen-
tation, they do not contain the dt factor. They may be, however, time-dependent,
i.e., their components may depend on time.) In a similar way, the dynamical vector
field v sits in the combination

f = 875 + v. (6)
Then, according to Cartan, one has to replace the crucial equation of Poincaré,
viz. Eq. (3), with

iedo = 0. (7)
And the main statement of Poincaré, viz. Eq. (4), takes the form

‘igda =0 ‘ & ]{a = relative invariant. (8)
c

It turns out that the proof of (8) does not use any details of the decomposition.
The structure of equation (7) is all one needs. One can check that
iedo =0 & Lod+iyda=dp (9)

(the term Ly, é is new w.r.t. (3)). Here d denotes the spatial exterior derivative.
(In coordinate presentation — as if the variable ¢ in components was constant.) So,
the equation

Lo, 6+ iyda = dj (10)

is the equation that (possibly) time-dependent forms & and B are to satisfy in
order that the integral of o is to be a relative integral invariant.

3. Surfaces and their motion

3.1. Stationary case
Return back to equation (3). Application of d on both sides results in
L,(da) =0, ie., O (da) = da D, v (11)
So, the form da is invariant w.r.t. the flow ®,.
Let us define a distribution D in terms of da:

D := {vectors w such that i,doa =0 holds}. (12)

[Motivation for this definition comes from hydrodynamics. Namely, see Ref. [8] in
this volume, integral submanifolds of this distribution for the particular choice a =
0 = g(v, - ), where v is the velocity field in hydrodynamics, are one-dimensional
and coincide with vortex lines.]

Due to the Frobenius criterion the distribution is integrable. Indeed, let
wi,wy € D, i.e., iy, da =0 and i,,da = 0. Then, because of the identity

i[un,wz] = [Luy s twy] = Loy fwy = fws Lo, (13)
(see, e.g., Ref. [11]) plus Cartan’s formula
iyd + diy, = Ly (14)
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one immediately sees that

i[wl’wz]da = 0, (15)
i.e., [w1,ws] € D, too. So D is integrable. Since the distribution D is invariant w.r.t.
®; <> v, its integral surfaces are invariant w.r.t. ®; <> v, too. But this means that
a “Helmholtz-like” theorem is true: whenever we encounter the gemeral context
of the Poincaré integral invariants, the integral surfaces of the distribution D are
frozen into “the fluid”.

3.2. General, non-stationary case

Now, a question arises whether or not a similar statement is true in a much more
complex, time-dependent, situation. The answer turns out to be still positive, al-
though the proof is more involved.

Let us start with the application of d on (7). It results in

Le(do) =0, ie., ®*(do) = do O, & (16)

So, do is invariant w.r.t. the flow.
Define the distribution D (on M x R, now) in terms of annihilation of as
many as two exact forms:

D o iydo=0=i,dt (17)

So, we are interested in spatial vectors (i, dt = 0) which, in addition, annihilate
do.

The new distribution D is integrable as well. The Frobenius criterion shows
this easily, again: We assume

iy do = 0 = iy, dt iy do = 0 = iy, dt (18)
and, using (13) and (14), we see that
i[UH,wQ]dO— = O = i[wl,wz]dt (19)

So, our new distribution D (on M x R) defined via annihilation of do and dt is
integrable and invariant w.r.t. the flow. Consequently, its integral submanifolds
(surfaces) are frozen into “the fluid”.

What is not yet clear, however, is the exact relation of this result to the
result of the time-independent case from Section 3.1. (Recall that the distribution
considered there was spanned by vectors which annihilate da rather than do.)

It is here where Eq. (7) comes to rescue again, now in a more subtle way.
Indeed, applying d on (5) and then using the decomposed version (10) of (7), we
can write

do = da + dt A (Lo, & + dp) always (20)
= déa + dt A (—indé) on solutions. (21)

Now, let w be arbitrary spatial vector. Denote, for a while, iwdd =: b (it is a spatial
1-form). Then, from (21),

iwdo = b— dt Aiyb (22)
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from which immediately

iw(do) =0 & b= i,dé = 0. (23)
This says that we can, alternatively, describe the distribution D as consisting of
those spatial vectors which, in addition, annihilate dév (rather than do, as it is
expressed in the definition (17)). But this means that we speak of “the same”
distribution as in (12). (The language of o is more advantageous for proving in-
variance of the distribution w.r.t. the flow as well as for its integrability, whereas
the “decomposed” language of & and B is needed for identification of the distribu-
tion as the one from the time-independent case.) So, the Helmholtz-like statement
from Section 3.1 is also true in the general, time-dependent, case. (Notice that
the system of the surfaces, if regarded as living on M, looks, in general, different
in different times. This is because its generating object, the form a?d, depends on
time.)

[On solutions in Eq. (21) means on solutions of equation (7) or, equivalently, of
(10). In hydrodynamics, (7) turns out to be (see Ref. [8] in this volume) nothing
but the Fuler equation, i.e., the equation of motion of ideal fluid. So, the fact
that vortex lines are frozen into the fluid is only true in the case of real dynamics
of the fluid. It is, unlike the Helmholtz statement on strength of vortex tubes, a
dynamical, rather than kinematical, statement.]

4. Conclusions

Theory of integral invariants due to Poincaré and Cartan enables one, when applied
to hydrodynamics, to get a simple and convincing proof of Helmholtz’ classical
theorem on motion of vortex lines. Moreover, this approach reveals that, actually,
there is a generalization of the phenomenon still in the original theory (prior to
application to hydrodynamics). In this case, vortex lines are to be replaced by
appropriate distinguished surfaces.
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Abstract. We summarize the main results of our recent investigation of bun-
dles of real Clifford modules and briefly touch on some applications to string
theory and supergravity.
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1. Introduction

A full global understanding of real spinor fields in supergravity and string theories
requires a characterization of those real vector bundles S over the space-time (M, g)
of which such fields can be sections. Existence of a globally-defined Clifford multi-
plication on (M, g) is the minimal ingredient needed to construct a Dirac operator
and hence to formulate the fermion kinetic action. Hence, one can take Clifford
multiplication as the fundamental ingredient needed to describe the physics of
spinor fields. One has a choice between inner and outer Clifford multiplications'.
The former is a morphism T'M ® S — S obeying the Clifford property, while the
latter is a morphism TM ® S — S’, where S’ is a vector bundle which need not
be isomorphic with S.

Below, we consider exclusively real vector bundles endowed with inner Clif-
ford multiplication, hence S will be a bundle of modules over the Clifford bundle
ClTM, g) of the space-time (M, g), which is assumed to be connected. In this
case, the fiber S, of S at every point p of M carries a representation of the algebra
Cl(TpM, gp). This gives a unital morphism ~ : CI(T'M, g) — End(S) of bundles of
associative algebras, which we shall call the structure morphism of S. For technical
reasons, we also require that v be weakly-faithful, which means that the restriction
of v to the vector bundle TM C CI(T'M, g) is injective. For brevity of language,

LOuter Clifford multiplication arises, for example, in the theory of Pin structures, in which
situation it sometimes allows one to define a “modified” Dirac operator.
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we define a real pinor bundle?® to be such a weakly-faithful bundle S of Clifford
modules. This leads us to consider the following mathematical questions:

e s every real pinor bundle associated to a spin structure? If not, to what
principal bundle is it associated?

e What is the topological obstruction to existence of a pinor bundle on a pseudo-
Riemannian manifold (M, g) of arbitrary signature (p,q)?

These questions were answered in [1]. The results of loc. cit. show that, in gen-
eral, real pinor bundles are associated not to spin structures but to more general
spinorial structures, which we call real Lipschitz structures®. The second question
was completely solved in [1] for so-called elementary real pinor bundles, defined as
those real pinor bundles whose fiberwise Clifford representation is irreducible.

2. Real Lipschitz structures and their relation to real pinor bundles

Let (V,h) be a quadratic vector space which is isomorphic with each fiber of the
tangent bundle (T'M, g). A representation 1 : C1(V, h) — Endg(Sp) of the Clifford
algebra C1(V, h) in a finite-dimensional real vector space Sy is called weakly-faithful
if the restriction of n to the subspace V of Cl1(V,h) is injective. In this case, the
real Lipschitz group L(n) of n is defined as the group consisting of all invertible
operators a acting in Sy whose adjoint action preserves the subspace n(V') of
EndR(S):
L(n) = {a € Auta(So)| Ad(a)(n(V)) = n(V)} -

The vector representation of L(n) is the group morphism Adg : L(n) — O(V,h)
defined through:

Ado(a) = ()™ o Ad(@) vy o (nly) -

A real Lipschitz structure of type n on (M, g) is an Adg-reduction (Q, 7) of the prin-
cipal bundle P(M, g) of pseudo-orthogonal frames of (T'M, g), i.e., a pair formed
of a principal L(n)-bundle @ over M and an Adg-equivariant fiber bundle map
T :Q — P(M,g). A bundle (S,v) of Clifford modules over (M,g) is weakly-
faithful iff each fiberwise Clifford representation vy, : Cl(T,M,g,) — End(S,)
(where p € M) is weakly-faithful. Since M is connected, all fiberwise Clifford rep-
resentations vy, are unbasedly isomorphic* with each other and hence with some
fiducial weakly-faithful Clifford representation 7 : C1(V, h) — Endg(Sy), where Sy
is a vector space which models the fibers of S. The representation 7 (considered
up to unbased isomorphism of representations) is called the type of (S,~). One has
the following key result:

2The word “pinor” refers to the fact that we consider bundles of modules over the fibers of
CI(T'M, g) rather than over the fibers of CI*V(T'M, g).

3This follows the terminology introduced by T. Friedrich and A. Trautman [2] for the case of
complex vector bundles with Clifford multiplication.

4This means that they are isomorphic in a certain category which is defined in [1] and which has
more morphisms than the usual category of representations.
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Theorem 1 ([1]). There exists an equivalence of categories between the groupoid of
real Lipschitz structures of type n and the groupoid of real pinor bundles of type
7 defined over (M, g). In particular, the underlying vector bundle S of every real
pinor bundle (S,v) of type n is associated to the principal bundle Q of a Lipschitz
structure (Q,T) which has type n.

This implies that (M, g) admits a real pinor bundle of type 7 iff it admits a real
Lipschitz structure of type 7, and that the classifications of these two kinds of
objects up to the corresponding notion of isomorphism agree.

One can show that any irreducible real Clifford representation is weakly-
faithful and that all such representations of CI1(V,h) belong to the same unbased
isomorphism class, which is determined by the signature (p,q) of (V,h). A real
pinor bundle (S, ~) is called elementary if its fibers are irreducible as real Clifford
representations, which amounts to the requirement that its type 7 is irreducible.
The real Lipschitz groups of irreducible Clifford representations are called elemen-
tary, as are the real Lipschitz structures whose type is given by such represen-
tations. For each quadratic vector space (V,h), there exists an essentially unique
elementary real Lipschitz group L, determined up to isomorphism by the signature
(p,q) of (V, h). Moreover, the nature of this group depends only on p — ¢ mod 8.
One has L ~ Ry x £, where L is a natural subgroup called the reduced Lipschitz
group, which can be constructed using the so-called “Lipschitz norm”. Elementary
real Lipschitz groups were classified in [1], the result being summarized in Table 1.
A reduced elementary Lipschitz structure is defined like a Lipschitz structure, but
using the group £ (and the restriction of Adg to £) instead of L. The groupoid of
elementary real Lipschitz structures is equivalent with that of reduced elementary
real Lipschitz structures, so the latter is also equivalent with the groupoid of ele-
mentary real pinor bundles. When pq # 0, £ is neither compact nor connected. It

Pos L &(p.q)
0,2 Pin(p, q) 1
3,7 Spin®(p, q) def Spin(p, ) - Ping** | O(2,R)
4,6 Pin(p, q) ef Pin(p,q) - Sp(1) | SO(3,R)

1 Spin(p, q) 1
5 Spin’(p, g) = Spin(p,q) - Sp(1) | SO(3,R)

TABLE 1. Reduced elementary Lipschitz groups in signature (p, ¢). The

sign factor a, , equals —1 when p — ¢ =g 3 and +1 whenp — ¢ =3 7

and we use the notation Ping & Pin(2,0) and Pin, Lf Pin(0,2). The

last column lists the characteristic group. The symbol “.” denotes direct
product of groups divided by a central Zy subgroup.
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is clear from Table 1 that the conditions for existence of an elementary real Lip-
schitz structure are generally weaker (and sometimes considerably so) than those
for existence of a spin structure. Every elementary Lipschitz group has a so-called
characteristic representation, which is naturally associated to it as explained in
[1]. The image of this representation is the so-called characteristic group &(V,h),
whose isomorphism type is listed in the last column of Table 1. Accordingly, an
elementary Lipschitz structure (Q, 7) induces a principal characteristic bundle E
(with structure group &(p, q)), which is associated to @ through the characteristic
representation of the corresponding Lipschitz group; this bundle can be non-trivial
only when p — ¢ #g 0,1,2. For p — ¢ =g 0,1,2, a Lipschitz structure is either a
Spin or Pin structure and hence is of the classical type studied for example in
[3]. When p — g =g 5, it is a Spin? structure in general signature (the positive-
definite case ¢ = 0 of such was studied in [4]). The cases p — ¢ =s 4,6 lead to
Pin? structures, which are a slight extension of Spin? structures to non-orientable
pseudo-Riemannian manifolds. The cases p — g =g 3,7 lead to what we call Spin®
structures, which appear to be new.

The characteristic bundle of a Spin°-structure is a principal O(2) bundle,
which suggests that it may be relevant to situations where spinors are charged
under a O(2) gauge group rather than under a U(1) group. This fact may be
relevant to understand the worldvolume theories of non-orientable D-branes. Let:

—1)"" if d= 1 ifp—q¢g=40,1
0:=0pgq = (71)‘”[5] = ( )pi%l 1 - even ]+ 1 P—q _4 0,
(1) if d = odd —1 ifp—qg=42,3

Let wi(M) be the modified Stiefel-Whitney classes of (M, g) introduced in [3];
these classes depend on g but we don’t indicate this in the notation. The topological
obstructions to existence of elementary real Lipschitz structures (and hence of
elementary real pinor bundles) on (M, g) are as follows [1]:

e In the “normal simple case” (p—q =5 0,2), (M, g) admits an elementary real
pinor bundle iff (M, —og) admits a Pin structure, which requires that the
following condition is satisfied:

wy (M) 4wy (M) +w{(M)* +wy (M)w] (M) =0.

e In the “complex case” (p —q =g 3,7), (M,g) admits an elementary real
pinor bundle iff it admits a Spin°-structure, which happens iff there exists a
principal O(2,R)-bundle E on M such that the following two conditions are

satisfied:
Wl(M) :Wl(E)
w3 (M) 4wy (M) = wa(E) + wi(E)(pw{ (M) + qwy (M))
N 5a,1+p(p2+1) n q(q2+1) (B2

here o %'
wnere o = ap,q~
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e In the “quaternionic simple case” (p—q =g 4,6), (M, g) admits an elementary
real pinor bundle iff (M, —og) admits a Pin?-structure, which happens iff
there exists a principal SO(3,R)-bundle F on M such that the following
condition is satisfied:

wy (M) +wy (M) +wi (M)? + wi (M)wy (M) = w(E) .

e In the “normal non-simple case” (p — q =s 1), (M,g) admits an elemen-
tary real pinor bundle iff it admits a Spin structure, which requires that the
following two conditions are satisfied:

wi(M) =0, wi (M) +wy (M) =0.

e In the “quaternionic non-simple case” (p — ¢ =s 5), (M, g) admits an ele-
mentary real pinor bundle iff it admits a Spin?-structure, which happens iff
there exists a principal SO(3,R)-bundle E over M such that the following
conditions are satisfied:

wi(M) =0,  wy(M)+wy (M) =wa(E).

3. Applications to string theory and supergravity

The results of reference [1] can be applied to study the spinorial structures needed
to formulate various supergravity theories. In this section, we sketch a simple ap-
plication to M-theory, obtaining a no-go result regarding the global interpretation
of its spinor fields.

Consider M-theory on an eleven-dimensional Lorentzian manifold of “mostly
plus” signature (p, g) = (10,1). The low energy limit is given by eleven-dimensional
supergravity, whose supersymmetry generator is a 32-component real spinor €. The
gravitino Killing spinor equation contains terms with an odd number of gamma
matrices acting on €, implying that the whole Clifford algebra Cl(T,M, g..) at a
point x € M must act on the value of € at x. If one assumes that e is a global
section of a vector bundle S endowed with inner Clifford multiplication, it follows
that each fiber S, must carry a real irreducible representation of C1(T},M, gp,) and
hence that S is an elementary real pinor bundle. Since p—q = 9 =g 1, we are in the
normal simple case. Hence (M, g) admits an elementary real pinor bundle S if and
only if it is oriented and spin. Since w, (M) = 0, the corresponding topological
obstruction can be written as follows:

wi (M) =w; (M),  wy(M)=0.

We conclude that, in signature (10, 1), the supersymmetry parameter can be in-
terpreted as a global section of an elementary real pinor bundle iff the space-time
is orientable and spin. Of course, M-theory can in fact be defined on Lorentzian
eleven-manifolds admitting a Pin structure [5, 6], but that construction involves
a bundle with external Clifford multiplication, which leads to a modified Dirac
operator as in [7].



234 C.I. Lazaroiu and C.S. Shahbazi

4. Future directions

The results of [1] open up various directions for further research. Here we list some
questions which may be worth pursuing:

e Reference [1] classifies bundles of irreducible modules over C1(M, g). It would
be interesting to classify bundles of faithful real Clifford modules over
Cl(M, g) and of irreducible or faithful real Clifford modules over the even
sub-bundle C1°V(M, g), since such bundles may also be relevant to string the-
ory and supergravity.

e It would be interesting to study the index theorem for general bundles of real
Clifford modules, without assuming that (M, g) is spin.

e One could consider extending Wang’s classification [8] beyond the case of
spin manifolds, characterizing manifolds admitting sections of an elementary
real pinor bundle which are parallel w.r.t. a connection lifting the Levi-Civita
connection on (M, g) and a fixed connection on the characteristic bundle.

e Killing and generalized Killing spinors were studied in the literature [9-11],
usually on manifolds carrying a fixed Spin or Spin® structure. Using our
results, this could be extended to the most general pseudo-Riemannian man-
ifolds admitting elementary real pinor bundles.

e One could apply our results to the spin geometry of branes in string and M-
theory. As shown in reference [12], the worldvolume of orientable D-branes
in the absence of H-flux admits a Spin®-structure. In the unorientable case,
this may become a Lipschitz structure.

e Our results may be useful to globally characterize the local spinor bundles
appearing in exceptional generalized geometry [13], obtaining the topological
obstructions to their existence.
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Conic Sub-Hilbert—Finsler Structure
on a Banach Manifold

F. Pelletier

Abstract. A Hilbert—Finsler metric F on a Banach bundle 7 : B — M is a
classical Finsler metric on E whose fundamental tensor is positive definite.
Following [5], a conic Hilbert—Finsler metric F on E is a Hilbert—Finsler metric
which is defined on an open conic submanifold of F. In the particular case
where we have a (strong) Riemannian metric g on E, then /g is a natural
example of Hilbert—Finsler metric on E. According to [1], if, moreover, we
have an anchor p : E — T'M we get a sub-Riemannian structure on M, that
is, g induces a “singular” Riemannian metric on the distribution D = p(FE) on
M. By analogy, a sub-Hilbert—Finsler structure on M is the data of a conic
Hilbert-Finsler metric 7 on a Banach bundle 7 : £ — M and an anchor p :
E — TM. Of course, we get a “singular” conic Hilbert—Finsler metric on D =
p(E). In the finite-dimensional sub-Riemannian framework, it is well known
that “normal extremals” are projections of Hamiltonian trajectories, and any
such extremal is locally minimizing (relatively to the associated distance).
Analogous results in the context of sub-Riemannian Banach manifold were
obtained in [1] by Arguillere. By an adaptation of his arguments, we generalize
these properties to the sub-Hilbert—Finsler framework.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010). Primary 37K05, 53D30, 58B25.
Secondary 30C35.

Keywords. Banach manifold, Banach anchored bundle, Hilbert—Finsler metric,
sub-Riemannian, Hamiltonian field, normal extremal, geodesic.

1. Introduction

Finite-dimensional sub-Riemannian geometry is a large research domain which
concerns some variational problems in Physics and in control theory. Recall that,
classically, a sub-Riemannian structure on a manifold is a Riemannian bundle
(D, g), where D is a sub-bundle of the tangent bundle T'M of a manifold M.
Therefore, for each horizontal curve, i.e., tangent to D, we can define its g-length.
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When any two points can be joined by a horizontal curve, as in Riemannian ge-
ometry, we can define a distance d, which leads to the notion of geodesic for this
structure. On the opposite of Riemannian framework, in sub-Riemannian geome-
try, it is well known that not all such geodesics are the projections of Hamiltonian
trajectories (for a natural associated Hamiltonian on T*M). Such projections are
called normal geodesics and minimize d4 locally (see for instance [6]).

These results were firstly extended ([9]) to the case where D is the range of
an almost injective anchor p : £ — T'M of a Riemannian bundle 7 : £ — M, that
is the restriction p, to a fiber E, = 7~1(x) is an injective linear map for each z in
an open dense set of M. A more large generalization called sub-Finsler structure
was introduced in [4]: the authors consider a bundle 7 : E — M provided with
a Finsler metric 7 and a morphism p : E — TM (the anchor). On the range
D, = p(E.), we obtain a Finsler metric F,,. We can look again for horizontal
curves and if any two points can be joined by a horizontal curve, we can associate
a semi-distance dx. By application of classical optimal control theory arguments,
the authors prove that geodesics which are projections of Hamiltonian trajectories
minimize dr locally.

The concept of sub-Riemannian geometry in an infinite-dimensional context
was introduced in [3] for a sub-bundle D of the tangent bundle TM of a Riemann-
ian “convenient manifold” M with application to Fréchet Lie groups. Essentially
motivated by mathematical analysis of shapes, the particular Banach context was
recently studied by S. Arguillere in his PhD thesis and, more precisely, formalized
in [1]. Essentially, he considers a Banach bundle 7 : E — M provided with an
anchor p : E — TM and a strong Riemannian metric ¢ on E. In this situation,
we can again associate a “generalized” distance d, on M and a notion of geodesic.
Among all his results, the author proves that in this Banach framework, “the nor-
mal geodesics” are still projections of Hamiltonian trajectories and any such a
geodesic minimizes d, locally.

The concept of conic Finsler metric on the tangent bundle of a manifold
was firstly introduced by Bryant in [2] and, more recently, by Javaloyes and
M. Sanchez [5]. The purpose of this work is to propose a generalization of this
concept to the context of conic Hilbert—Finsler metric on an anchored Banach
bundle and show that Arguillere’s results in [1] can be adapted to this framework.

2. Conic sub-Hilbert—Finsler structure on a Banach manifold

2.1. Conic Minkowski norm on a Banach space

Let E be a Banach space. A conic domain K in E is an open subset of [E such that
if u € K, then A\u belongs to K for any A > 0 and any u € K.
A weak conic Minkowski norm on E is a map F' from a conic domain K in E
into [0, co[ with the following properties:
(i) Yu € K\ {0}, F(u) > 0;
(ii)) VA > 0,Vu € K, F(\u) = AF(u);
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1
(iii) F is at least of class C? on K\ {0} so that the Hessian of 2F2 is well defined.

Note that if 0 belongs to K, then K = E. Now if ¥ is a hypersurface of E
which does not contain 0, then K = {\v, v € ¥, A > 0} is a conic domain in E.
If g denotes the Hessian of éFZ, it is defined by

9* (1
Gu(v,w) = 95t <2F2(u + sv + tw)) o for any v € K and v, w in E.

Therefore g, is a positive definite bilinear map on E. In particular, g is a (weak)
Riemannian metric on the Banach manifold K and each g, defines an inner product
on E.

From the properties of F', we have the following properties:

.V)‘>07 I xu = Gu

1

¢ autww) = ) (G sw)

2 s=0

Remark 1. In finite-dimensional Finsler geometry, the quantity /g, (u, u) is classi-
cally denoted by ||u||. This notation as a “norm” is not really appropriate because,
even if K = E, the definition does not imply that a conic Minkowski norm F' is
a norm (in the usual sense) on E, since in general we will have F(u) # F(—u)
(cf. Example 5 in the next subsection). However, in this paper, we will use this
abusive notation.

As in finite-dimensional Finsler geometry, we introduce:

Definition 2. A conic Minkowski norm on E is a weak conic Minkowski norm such
that its hessian g is a strong Riemannian metric on K.

When the domain K contains 0, then a conic Minkowski norm will be simply
called a Minkowski norm, even it is not a norm on E in the classical sense (cf.
Remark 1).

If we have a conic Minkowski norm on E, this implies that each inner product
gy on E provides E with a Hilbert structure. Conversely, if E is Hilbertizable,
consider such an inner product < , > on E and denote F' its associated norm.
For any conic domain in K, the restriction F' to K is a conic Minkowski metric.
More generally, given a non-zero vector ¢ in E such that F(¢) < 1, then F(u) =
F(u)+ < & u > in restriction to K is also a conic Minkowski. We will give more
original examples in Section 2.2.

Remark 3. Consider v,w € K such that the set {tv + (1 — ¢t)w, ¥Vt €]0,1[} is
contained in K. Then we have the strict triangular inequality |[v+w]| < ||v]|+]|w]]
with equality if and only if v = Aw. In particular, if K is convex then F' is a convex
map. This situation occurs in particular for any Minkowski norm.
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2.2. Conic sub-Hilbert—Finsler structure

Consider a Banach bundle 7 : E — M. The fiber over x will be denoted by E,,
and the zero section of E will be denoted by 0g. An open submanifold K of F
will be called a conic domain if the restriction of 7w to I is a fibered manifold on
M whose typical fiber K is a convex conic domain in E. For example, consider a
hypersurface ¥ in £ such that ¥ does not intersect the zero section Og and 7y is a
surjective fibration. Then K = {(z, Au), (z,u) € ¥, A > 0} is a conic domain in E.

Definition 4. A conic Hilbert—Finsler metric on a bundle 7 : £ — M is a contin-
uous map F from a conic domain K of F in [0, 00[ which is smooth on K\ {0g}
and such that the restriction of F, to K, is a conic Minkowski norm.

1
If VE denotes the vertical bundle of E, the Hessian of 2}"3 gives rise to

a smooth field g of symmetric bilinear forms on K \ {Og}. In fact, g is a strong
Riemannian metric on V'E in restriction to K \ {0z}

Example 5. Any strong Riemannian metric g on F is a conic Hilbert—Finsler metric
on F with F(z,u) = \/g.(u,u) and whose domain is K = E. Moreover, assume
that there exists a global section X of E such that g(X, X) < 1. Then F,(z,u) =
V/92(u,u) — g.(X,u) is also a conic Hilbert-Finsler metric whose domain is E
which is not a norm in restriction to each fiber.

Example 6. A Hilbert—Finsler metric on F is a conic Hilbert—Finsler on K = F
such that F, is Minkowski norm on F, for any x € M. Thus it is a particular case
of conic Hilbert—Finsler metric.

Example 7. Counsider a Hilbert space H and denote its inner product by (, ). On
E = M x H, we get a strong Riemannian metric g,(u,v) = (u,v). Fix some non
zero £ € H. For 0 < oo < 8 < 1 we consider

[ (€, u) |
K=< (zx,u) e M xH\ {0} :« 1/2 1/2 .
{( PO < e g1/ g <ﬁ}

Then F(z,u) = v/g.(u,u) in restriction to K is a conic Hilbert-Finsler metric.

For more general examples in finite dimension, the reader can see [5]. It is
clear that these examples can be also defined in our context.

An anchored bundle on a Banach manifold M is the data (M, E,p) of a
Banach vector bundle # : F — M over M provided with a bundle morphism
p: E — TM called the anchor. In this case, we get a weak distribution D = p(FE)
on M which is not closed in general.

Definition 8. A conic sub-Hilbert—Finsler structure on M is the data of an an-
chored bundle (E,M,p) and a conic Hilbert-Finsler metric F on the bundle
E — M whose domain is a fibered open sub-manifold I of E. When K = E,
such a structure is called a sub-Hilbert—Finsler structure.
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3. Extremals and local geodesics for admissible curves in a
sub-Hilbert—Finsler structure

3.1. Set of admissible curves for an anchored bundle

Consider an anchored bundle on a Banach manifold (M, E, p) and denote the
associated weak distribution on M by D = p(E).

Definition 9.

1. A curve ¢: I = [a,b] — FE is called regulated if, for any t € [a, b, the limits

lim+ c(s) and, for t €la,b], lim c(s) exists.
s—t s—t—
2. A regulated curve ¢ : [a,b] — E is called admissible (cf. [7]) if we have:

gt (moc)=plc) ae.

3. Any continuous curve 7 : [a,b] — M is called horizontal, if there exists an
admissible curve ¢ : [a,b] — E such that moc =~ and 4 = p(c) a.e.. In this
case, c is called a lift of ~.

According to [7], recall that the set A(E) of regulated admissible curves de-
fined on [0, 1]! has a structure of Banach manifold and the set A, (F) of admissible
curves ¢ € A(FE) such that 7 o ¢(0) = x is a Banach sub-manifold of A(E). More-
over, the map End, : A;(E) — M defined by End,(c¢) = m o ¢(1) is smooth.

Fix some conic domain K in E. A curve c: [a,b] — E is called K-admissible if
¢ is an admissible curve such that ¢([a, b]) is contained in K. A curve v : [a,b] = M
is called KC-horizontal if there exists a K-admissible curve ¢ such that v = woc.
Since K is an open set in E, it follows that the set A(K) of -admissible curves
is an open Banach submanifold of A(E); the set A;(K) of K-admissible curves
whose origin is in the fiber IC; is also a Banach manifold.

The K-orbit of x is the set O (z) of points y € M such that there exists a
K-admissible horizontal curve v : [a,b] — M such that y(a) =  and y(b) = y.

3.2. Energy, length and semi-distance

We consider a conic sub-Hilbert Finsler metric F on an anchored bundle (E, M, p)
defined on a conic domain K.

Definition 10.
1. Let ¢ : [a,b] — K be a regulated K-admissible curve.

b
(i) The energy of cis E(c) = / ;fZ(c(t))dt.

(i) The length of ¢ is L(c) / ettt

INote that any admissible curve c : [a,b] — E can be reparametrized as an admissible curve &
defined on [0, 1].
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2. Let v : [a,b] = M be a K-horizontal curve.
(i) The energy of v is £(y) = inf{&(c), ¢ K-admissible lift of ~}.
(ii) The length of «y is L(vy) = inf{L(c), ¢ K-admissible lift of ~}.

Note that, if v : [a,b] — M is a K-horizontal curve, the quantity F, ) (7(t)) is

well defined outside a countable subset of [a,b]. Given any K-lift ¢ : [a,b] — K,
since we have F, ) (7(t)) < Fer)(c(t)) outside a countable of subset of [a, b], the
b

1 b
integrals /a Fo ) (4(t))dt and 5 / Ff(t) (%(¢t))dt are well defined. However, there
is no reason that this value is exactly L(c) and £(c) respectively for some KC-lift
c:la,b] = K.
If x and y belong to the same KC-orbit, we define a pseudo distance dx by:
dr(z,y) = inf{L(c), c: [a,b] — E is K-admissible, woc(a) =z, 7o c(b) = y};

Otherwise, we set dr(x,y) = co.
From this definition, we always have the following properties:

o dr(zx,y) > 0and dr(x,y) =0if x = y;

e the triangular inequality : dx(z,y) < dz(z,2) + dr(z,9);

e y belongs to Ox () if and only if dx(z,y) < co.
In general, dz(x,y) = 0 does not imply x = y.

Now, according to [1], we introduce

Definition 11.

1. A K-admissible curve ¢ : [a,b] — FE is called a local minimizing geodesic if,
for any to € [a, b], there exists t; > to with ¢; — o small enough, there exists
a neighborhood U of 7o ¢([to, t1]) such for any K-admissible ¢ : [to,t1] = Ky
with o c/(t;) = moc(t;), i = 0,1, we have L(c|j,.4,1) < L(c).

2. A K-admissible curve ¢ : [a,b] — FE is called a geodesic if for tg,t; € [a,d]
closed enough, we have

L(¢|fto,12) = dr(m o c(to), m o c(t1)).
3. A K-admissible curve ¢ : [a,b] — F is called a minimizing geodesic if we have
L(c) =dg(moc(a),moc(bh)).

As classically in Finsler geometry, a curve is a minimizing geodesic if and only if
it is a minimum of the map &£ : A, (K) — R with the constraint End,(c) = y for
some y € M such that End; " (y) N A, (K) # 0.

Finally, looking for geodesics is a classic problem of minimum with constraint
on a Banach manifold as previously described. Assume that such a minimum c¢
exists. A necessary condition is that the differential of the map € = (£,End,) :
Ayz(K) = R X Troe1yM is not onto at the point c. More generally, such a point
where T.€ is not onto is called an extremal of A,(K). Following the terminology
introduced in [1], we have three types of extremals:



Conic Sub-Hilbert—Finsler Structure on a Banach Manifold 243

(i) The range of the differential 7.€ is a dense subspace of R x Troq1)M: ¢ is
called an elusive extremal. Note that this situation only occurs when M is
infinite-dimensional;

(ii) The range of the differential T.€ is a closed codimension 1 subspace of R x
Troc(1yM: c is called a normal extremal;

(ili) the range of the differential T, € is a subspace whose closure is of codimension
at least 2 of R X Toc(1)M: ¢ is called an abnormal extremal.

tTre: RXT;‘OC(UM — TFA,(E) is the adjoint map of T, €, as in finite dimension,

the case (ii) and (iii) are respectively equivalent to

(ii') There exists § # 0 in 177, ;)M such that T End(§) = dc€ where T End is
the adjoint map of T, End;

(iii") There exists £ # 0 in T, )M such that 77 End(£) = 0 which means that
in fact ¢ is a singular point of End and so this situation does not depend on

the map &.

Note that this co-adjoint version does not work in case (i) since, in this situation,
the map T € is injective, but from this view point, there is no difference between
the case of an elusive extremal and the case where the range of the differential 7, &
is equal to R X Trop1) M.

3.3. Hamiltonian characterization of normal extremal

Consider a conic Hilbert-Finsler metric F on an anchored bundle (E, M, p) defined
on a conic domain K. We denote simply 7 : L — M the restriction of 7 to the open
manifold K. After restriction if necessary, we assume that IC does not meet the zero
section of E. The restriction LF of the differential d(3F) to the vertical bundle of
E defines a local diffeomorphism around any point (z,u) € K into the dual bundle
E* of E. Since LF is an injective map, it follows that LF is an injective (weak)
immersion from K into E*.

Consider the pull-back IC x5y T*M of T* M over K. We denote by 7 : IC X 5s
T*M — T*M the canonical bundle morphism over m : K — M and by ¢ the
natural projection of IC xps T*M on K. If p* : T*M — E* is the adjoint map of
p, we set R

K={(x,u,&) e CxpyT*M : p*(x,8) =LF(z,§)}.
With these notations, we have at first:

Proposition 12. The set K is a Banach submanifold of K xx; T*M modeled on
M* x M. The map & : T*M — K which maps (x,€) to (z,LF Y (x, pi€),£) is a
diffeomorphism from T*M onto K. Let Q) be the (weak) symplectic canonical form
on T*M. Then there exists a symplectic form Q on K such that #*(Q) = Q.

On K xp T*M, consider the Hamiltonian
1
H(xvu7£) = <£apz(u)> - 2]:2(:1771/')'

The link between the Hamiltonian H and the normal extremals is given by the
following result:
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Theorem 13. Let f{ be the restriction of H to IC.~ Then the Hamiltonian field
X} associated to H is well defined (relatively to Q) and a K-admissible curve

¢:[0,1] = K is a normal extremal if and only if there exists a curve & : [0,1] — K
which is an integral curve of Xz and such that ¢ o ¢ = c. In particular, any
normal extremal is smooth. Moreover any normal extremal ¢ : [0,1] — E is locally
MANIMAZING.

The proof of this result is an adaptation, step by step, of the proof of the
corresponding result of Theorem 7 in [1]. A complete proof can be found in [8].
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1. Introduction

Spherically symmetric metrics form a rich and important class of metrics. In Rie-
mannian geometry these special spaces have been deeply studied by many authors
for example, [6] and [14]. The base of general relativity is (pseudo-) Riemannian
geometry, it is natural to consider its generalizations based on Finsler geometry. In
fact Finsler geometry has applications in physics, too [1]. These metrics are con-
sidered in physics. In fact, symmetries of the background geometry of space-time
are associated to different physical situations.

Similarly with the definition in general relativity, a spherically symmetric
Finsler metric is invariant under any rotations in R™. In other words, the vector
fields generated by rotations are the Killing fields of the Finsler metric. From
calculation point of view the Finsler metrics with certain symmetry would greatly
simplify the computation. Recently many papers have been published investigating
the properties of these metrics, for example [16, 17] and [5].

Riemann curvature is a central concept in Riemannian geometry and was in-
troduced by Riemann in 1854. Berwald generalized it to Finsler metrics. A Finsler
metric is said to be R-quadratic if its Riemann curvature is quadratic [4]. R-
quadratic metrics were first introduced by Bédscé and Matsumoto [2]. They form
a rich class in Finsler geometry. There are many interesting works related to this
subject [12, 15]. In this paper we are going to study R-quadratic spherically sym-
metric Finsler metrics in R™. The necessary and sufficient conditions which the
metrics be R-quadratic are considered.
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2. Preliminaries

Let F be a Finsler metric defined on a convex domain 2 C R". F is called spher-
ically symmetric if it is invariant under any rotations in R™. According to the
equation of Killing fields, there exists a positive function ¢ depending on two vari-
ables so that F = |y|é(|z|, ‘¥") where x is a point in the domain €, ¥ is a tangent

lyl
vector at the point = and (, ) and | . | are standard inner product and norm in
Euclidean space. One can see the details in [16]. F' has the expression F' = u¢(r, s)
where rr = |z|, u = |y|, v = (z,y), s = <”|Ly3|’> Projectively equivalent Finsler metrics

on a manifold, namely, geodesics are same up to a parameterization are studied in
projective Finsler geometry. A spray on a Finsler manifold is locally defined as
.0 0
G=vy" _ . —-2G"_ .,
Y ogi oy’

where G' is called the Geodesic coefficient of the spray. In local coordinate system,
a Finsler space F' is projective to another Finsler space F' if and only if there exists
a one-positive homogeneous scalar field P on M satisfying

G' =G + Py,
where G and G' are the Geodesic coefficients of ' and F [13].
The Riemann curvature R}, of G is defined by

oGt 0%Gt o 0*GY 090Gt oG

WY T o g T2G o o T Ok (1)
ox oI dy oyIoyk  dyi Oy
The Riemann curvatures of two projectively related Finsler metrics F' and F are
related by the following equation [13]

i = Ry + EO + 7y, (2)

where E = P? — PyyX and 7, = 3(Py, — PPy) + Ey, B, = gﬁ. and P, is the
horizontal derivative of P with respect to F'.

With the Riemann curvature, we define the flag curvature K = K(P,y) by
k

i

t=2

gij Riulu
(guy™y") (gjruiuk) — [gizytul]?’
where y = 3/ 627? and u = u’ 8?;1' with P = span{y,u}.
A Finsler metric is of scalar flag curvature, K = K(z,y), if and only if [13]
i = K{F?6, — FF,y'}.

K(Py) :=

A Finsler metric is said to be R-quadratic if its Riemann curvature is quadratic
in y € T, M [12]. There are many non-Riemannian R-quadratic Finsler metrics.
For example, all Berwald metrics are R-quadratic. Indeed a Finsler metric is R-
quadratic if and only if the h-curvature of Berwald connection depends on position
only in the sense of Bacs6—Matsumoto [2]. The notion of R-quadratic Finsler met-
rics was introduced by Z. Shen [12].
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In the next section we try to calculate the Riemann curvature of the spher-
ically symmetric Finsler metric and find the condition(s) that the metric is R-
quadratic.

Ricci-quadratic are the weaker notions than R-quadratic metrics. In the fol-
lowing we obtain some theorems that characterizes Ricci-quadratic spherically
symmetric Finsler metrics in R™.

3. R-quadratic Spherically Symmetric Finsler Metrics in R™

In this section we study R-quadratic spherically symmetric Finsler metric in R™.
First we calculate its Riemann curvature.

Lemma 1. The Riemann curvature of every spherically symmetric Finsler metric
in R™ is as follows

it = Ax'my, + Ba'yp + Howy' + Fyry' + u’ndl, (3)

where

A:fuB:u%v, H=uh=u(t—Qs), n=2Q+e, F=-sh—n (4)
s

such that

Q= {QQT - iQrs - st + (7"2 - 52)(2QQ53 - Qi) - QSQQS + 4Q2} y

.
S
e=p*— Pr = Ds +25Qp+ 2(r* — s*)Qps,
1 2 2
t= 3<Tp7' — PPs — (’I" - S )Qsps - SQsp) + €s.

Proof. In [16] it is shown that the geodesic coefficient of the spherically symmetric
Finsler metric is as follows

G’ =upy' +u*Qx’, (5)
where
_ 1 2 2 1 6)
p= = (504 (0P = )6)Q + (56, 476, (
and
Q 1 _(br + S¢7's + T¢ss (7)

T 26— g+ (12— 52y
Putting Gi = u?Qz*’ and using (2) one gets after some calculations
i = R, + ES} + 11/,
where
E = u?e,
and
Tk = T1Tk + T2Yk,
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and we have

s
e=p* = pr—ps+25Qp+2(r* = 5*)Qps, (8)
1
= ut =3u( pr—pps — (r° = 5°)Qups — 5Qsp) + ues, 9)
T2 = 3(ps — p° + spps + °Qsp — 25Qp (10)
+ 5(r? — 5%)Qups — 2(r* — 52)st) + 2e — seg.
One can easily check that

To + st = —e. (11)

Using (1) one can calculate R, as follows
Rfe = Az'zy + Ba'yy + Cy'zy + Dy'yr + G9L, (12)

where
A= UQOK, B=-va, C=-uQs, D=sQ;—-2Q, G= 2U2Q, (13)

and
@ = {iQT - iQrs — Qs + (7"2 - 52)(2QQSS - QE) —25QQ, + 4Q2} . (14)

Then the Riemann curvature tensor of the metric can be calculated as stated
as (3). O

3R},

Now we calculate Rj, ;, = ayiayloyr 1O investigate the condition(s) for the

metrics to be R-quadratic.

Theorem 1. FEvery spherically symmetric Finsler metric in R™ is R-quadratic if
and only if there are the functions a(r), hi(r) and ho(r) such that
1. a= 3Q7 - f.Qrs —Qss + (72 - 52)<2QQSS - QE) —25QQs + 4Q2 = Oz(?“),
2.ty = pr — pps — (1 = $%)Qsps — sQsp = Qs + ha(r)s,
3. e=p* = pr—ps +25Qp+2(r* — s?)Qps = —2Q — hy(r)s® + ha(r).

Proof. In the previous lemma the Riemann curvature of the spherically symmetric
Finsler metric F' = up(r, s) is calculated. Then

Réj = ap;z" + By + 1%5; + %76} (15)

where
2

s
gy = uosTETj + (200 — so) TRy — (o + sos) T ys + " sYYk — vady;,  (16)

1 1 N
B = hoiay + | (h— sho)aay — (o sh ) (25— ) o (17)
— (sh+n)dx;,
1% = uhxy — (sh + n)yx, (18)

*y; = unsz; + (20 — sn.)y;. (19)
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Therefore we have
R} ju = kjax’ + Brjay’ + Brid) + ka6 4 25104 (20)
and

R jip = Okjdp® + Brjipy’ + Brjpdi + Briady + eapd + 21000 (21)

%o 9% Bu;j
Note that agjip, = ay,%’fyfp, Brjip = aylg’;jp and so on. _
For every R-quadratic Finsler metric we have R; = Rjzkl(:c)yjyl, ie.,
R};AJ_LP = 0 and R};_jil is a function of = only. Then equation (20) yields that

if the metric be R-quadratic then we would have Bi;; = 0, ie., Bi; = Brj(x).
Again noting (20) yields
ok = arit(®), e ="ymlx), Pyes = 2yu(z)

From (17) and By; = Bk;(x) one gets that h — shy = 0, i.e., there is a function
h(r) such that h = hy(r)s and h + shs + 1, = 0, i.e., 5, = —2hi(r)s. Then
n = —hy(r)s® + ha(r), for the scalar function hy(r). Then taking into account (4)
one gets

= Qs + hl(T)S, €= 72@ - hl(T)SZ + h2(7’). (22)

But from (9) and above equation one easily gets t; = Qs+ hi. Also agj; = axji(x)
which noting (16) one concludes that a; = 0. Putting the above conditions in (3)
yields

Ry = {(a(r)(dpgak — Ongp)a’ + (hampy, — hadyp) — (hazpq — hadpg)d}) }yPy?.
O

4. Ricci-quadratic spherically symmetric Finsler metrics in R"™

In this section we characterize the Ricci-quadratic spherically symmetric Finsler
metrics in R"™.

Theorem 2. FEvery spherically symmetric Finsler metric in R"™ is Ricci-quadratic
if and only if

(r? — %) (555 — as) — 452 + (n — 1)[2(5Qss — Qs) + (sess —€5)] = 0. (23)
Proof. Noting 3 one can easily find the Ricci curvature of every spherically sym-
metric Finsler metric F = up(r, s) on & C R™ as follows

Ric = u*{(r* — s*)a+ (n — 1)(2Q + ¢)} = v*R = u*R,

where R := R(r,s) = (1> — s>)a+ (n — 1)(2Q +e).
One gets that the metric is Ricci-quadratic if and only if sRss — Rs = 0. It
completes the proof. O
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Abstract. Following [2, 3, 5], I describe several exactly solvable families of
closed operators on L?[0, co[. Some of these families are defined by the theory
of singular rank one perturbations. The remaining families are Schrodinger
operators with inverse square potentials and various boundary conditions.
I describe a close relationship between these families. In all of them one can
observe interesting “renormalization group flows” (action of the group of di-
lations).
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1. Introduction

My contribution consists of an introduction and 3 sections, each describing inter-
esting families of exactly solvable closed operators on L?[0, ool.

The first two sections seem at first unrelated. Only in the third section the
reader will see a relationship.

Section 2 is based on [3]. It is devoted to two families of operators, H,, x
and H[, obtained by a rank one perturbation of a certain generic self-adjoint
operator. The operators can be viewed as an elementary toy model illustrating
some properties of the renormalization group. Note that in this section we do
not use special functions. However we use a relatively sophisticated technique to
define an operator, called sometimes singular perturbation theory or the Aronszajn—
Donoghue method, see, e.g., [1, 4, 9].

Section 3 is based on my joint work with Bruneau and Georgescu [2], and also
with Richard [5]. It is devoted to Schrédinger operators with potentials propor-
tional to ;2 Both —9?2 and 1,12 are homogeneous of degree —2. With appropriate
homogeneous boundary conditions, we obtain a family of operators H,,, which we
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call homogeneous Schrodinger operators. They are also homogeneous of degree —2.
One can compute all basic quantities for these operators using special functions —
more precisely, Bessel-type functions and the Gamma function.

The operators H,, are defined only for Rem > —1. We conjecture that they
cannot be extended to the left of the line Rem = —1 in the sense described in our
paper. This conjecture was stated in [2]. It has not been proven or disproved so far.

Finally, Section 4 is based on my joint work with Richard [5], and also on [3].
It describes more general Schrédinger operators with the inverse square potentials.
They are obtained by mixing the boundary conditions. These operators in general
are no longer homogeneous, because their homogeneity is (weakly) broken by their
boundary condition — hence the name almost homogeneous Schridinger operators.
They can be organized in two families H,, , and H{.

It turns out that there exists a close relationship between the operators from
Section 4 and from Section 2: they are similar to one another. In particular, they
have the same point spectrum.

Almost homogeneous Schrédinger operators in the self-adjoint case have been
described in the literature before, see, e.g., [7]. However, the non-self-adjoint case
seems to have been first described in [5]. A number of new exact formulas about
these operators is contained in [2, 5, 10] and [3].

Let us also mention one amusing observation, which seems to be original,
about self-adjoint extensions of

1 1
—0;+ (7 4+a>x2'
The “renormalization group” acts on the set of these extensions, as described in
Table 1 after Proposition 15. Depending on a € R, we obtain 4 “phases” of the
problem. Some analogies to the condensed matter physics are suggested.

2. Toy model of renormalization group

Consider the Hilbert space H = L?[0, co[ and the operator X
X f(z) = o/ (@),

Let m € C, A € C U {oo}. Following [3], we consider a family of operators
formally given by

Hip, ::X—l—/\\x7;><w?|. (1)

In the perturbation |22 )(x? | we use the Dirac ket-bra notation, hopefully
self-explanatory. Unfortunately, the function z + 22 is never square integrable.
Therefore, this perturbation is never an operator. It can be however understood
as a quadratic form. We will see below how to interpret (1) as an operator.

If -1 < Rem < 0, the perturbation |z )(x?% | is form bounded relatively
to X, and then H,, » can be defined by the form boundedness technique. The
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perturbation is formally rank one. Therefore,

(Z - H7n,)\>71

It is an easy exercise in complex analysis to compute

<x’S'(zX)1x’S>/Oooxm(zx)ldx(z)m T

sinTm’
Therefore, the resolvent of H,, x can be given in a closed form:

™

(= Hp) ™ = =X (A (2T ) e X)) (e X)

sintm

The rhs of the above formula defines a function with values in bounded operators
satisfying the resolvent equation for all =1 < Rem < 1 and A € CU{oo}. Therefore,
the method of pseudoresolvent [8] allows us to define a holomorphic family of closed
operators H,, . Note that H,, o = X.

The case m = 0 is special: Hpx = X for all A. One can however introduce
another holomorphic family of operators Hj for any p € CU {oo} by

(= HY) ™ = (= X) = (p+1In(=2)) " (z = X)Ha") (2] (= — X) 7",

In particular, Hj® = X.
Let R > 7 — U, be the group of dilations on L?[0, oo|, that is

(Urf) (@) =2 f(eTa).
We say that B is homogeneous of degree v if
U,BU ' =e¢""B.

E.g., X is homogeneous of degree 1 and |z 2 )(x 2 | is homogeneous of degree 1+m.
The group of dilations (“the renormalization group”) acts on our operators
in a simple way:
UTHm,)\U;l = eTHm,e"m)\a
U HU- = e™HY'T.

The essential spectrum of Hy, » and H{ is [0, oo[. The point spectrum is more
intricate, and is described by the following theorem:
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Theorem 1.

1. z € C\[0, 00[ belongs to the point spectrum of Hy, x iff

T
(—2)"m =X, .
sinmm

2. H[ possesses an eigenvalue iff —m < Imp < 7, and then it is z = —eP.

For a given pair (m, \) all eigenvalues form a geometric sequence that lies on
a logarithmic spiral, which should be viewed as a curve on the Riemann surface
of the logarithm. Only its “physical sheet” gives rise to eigenvalues. For m which
are not purely imaginary, only a finite piece of the spiral is on the “physical sheet”
and therefore the number of eigenvalues is finite.

If m is purely imaginary, this spiral degenerates to a half-line starting at the
origin.

If m is real, the spiral degenerates to a circle. But then the operator has at
most one eigenvalue.

The following theorem about the number of eigenvalues of H,, » is proven
in [5]. It describes an interesting pattern of “phase transitions” when we vary the
parameter m. In this theorem, we denote by specp(A) the set of eigenvalues of an
operator A and by #X the number of elements of the set X.

Theorem 2. Let m = m, + im; € C\{0} with |m,| < 1.
(i) Let my = 0.
(a) If lnr(ljl) €] — m, m[, then #spec,(Hp,x) = oo,
(a) if ln(‘)‘;;;f””l) Z| — m, [ then # spec,(Hm ) = 0.
2 2
(i) If my # 0 and if N € N satisfies N < ™" < N 41, then

[m. |

#spec,(Hpy z) € {N,N + 1}.

3. Homogeneous Schrodinger operators

Let a € C. Consider the differential expression

1 1
2
Lo =-0;+ (f 4+a>w2.
L., is homogeneous of degree —2. Following [2], we would like to interpret L, as a
closed operator on L?[0, oo[ homogeneous of degree —2.
L, and closely related operators H,, that we introduce shortly, are interest-
ing for many reasons.

e They appear as the radial part of the Laplacian in all dimensions, in the de-
composition of Aharonov—Bohm Hamiltonian, in the membranes with conical
singularities, in the theory of many body systems with contact interactions
and in the Efimov effect.
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e They have rather subtle and rich properties illustrating various concepts of

the operator theory in Hilbert spaces (e.g., the Friedrichs and Krein exten-
sions, holomorphic families of closed operators).

Essentially all basic objects related to H,,, such as their resolvents, spectral
projections, Mgller and scattering operators, can be explicitly computed.

A number of nontrivial identities involving special functions, especially from
the Bessel family, find an appealing operator-theoretical interpretation in
terms of the operators H,,. E.g., the Barnes identity leads to the formula for
Mgller operators.

We start the Hilbert space theory of the operator L, by defining its two naive

interpretations on L2[0, ool:

1.

2.

The minimal operator L™ We start from L, on C2°]0,00[, and then we
take its closure.

The maximal operator L2**: We consider the domain consisting of all f €
L?[0, 00| such that L, f € L?0,00].

We will see that it is often natural to write & = m?. Let us describe basic

properties of L725* and Lflign:

Theorem 3.
1. For 1 < Rem, L;‘;i;‘ = Lg‘;}".
2. For —1 < Rem < 1, L;‘;i;‘ C L5*, and the codimension of their domains is
2.
3. (Lmimy* = [max_ Hence, for a € R, L™ s Hermitian.
4. L™ gnd L™ gre homogeneous of degree —2.

Let £ be a compactly supported cutoff equal 1 around O.
Let —1 < Rem. It is easy to check that 1’5‘””5 belongs to Dom L]5*. We

define the operator H,, to be the restriction of L'5* to

Dom L™ + Cz2tme.

m?

The operators Hy, are in a sense more interesting than L}'3* and %izn:
Theorem 4.
1. For 1 < Rem, L;‘;i;‘ =H,, = L;‘;%X.
2. For—1 <Rem < 1, L™ C H,,, C L™%* and the codimension of the domains
15 1.
3. H}, = Hp,. Hence, for m €] — 1,00[, Hy, is self-adjoint.
4. H,, is homogeneous of degree —2.
5. spec Hp, = [0, 00].
6. {Rem > —1} > m+— H,, is a holomorphic family of closed operators.
The theorem below is devoted to self-adjoint operators within the family H,,.
Theorem 5.
1. Fora>1, LY = H , is essentially self-adjoint on CZ°]0,00[.
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2. For a < 1, L™ js Hermitian but not essentially self-adjoint on C°]0, 00|.
It has deficiency indices 1, 1.

3. For 0 < a < 1, the operator H ,, is the Friedrichs extension and H_ ;. is
the Krein extension of L™,

4. H; 1s the Dirichlet Laplacian and H?; is the Neumann Laplacian on a half-
line.

5. For a < 0, L™ has no homogeneous selfadjoint extensions.

Various objects related to H,, can be computed with help of functions from
the Bessel family. Indeed, we have the following identity

1 1 1 1
xié(—8§+(—4+a)x2i1>xé:—8§—x8w+(—4

where the rhs defines the well-known (modified) Bessel equation.
One can compute explicitly the resolvent of H,,:

1
+a)x2 +1,

Theorem 6. Denote by R, (—k?;x,y) the integral kernel of the operator (k* +
H,,)™t. Then for Rek > 0 we have

\/xyLn(kx)KnL(ky) fo <Y,
\/xylm(ky)Km(kx) me > Y,

where I, is the modified Bessel function and K, is the MacDonald function.

Rm(ka;xvy) =

The operators H,, are similar to self-adjoint operators. Therefore, they pos-
sess the spectral projection onto any Borel subset of their spectrum [0, cc[. In
particular, below we give a formula for the spectral projection of H,, onto the
interval [a, b]:

Proposition 7. For 0 < a < b < oo, the integral kernel of 11, y)(Hpm) is

Vb
]l[a,b]<Hm)<$ay): y \/waWL(kx)Jm(ky)kdka

where Jy, is the Bessel function.

One can diagonalize the operators H,, in a natural way, using the so-called
Hankel transformation J,,, which is the operator on L?[0, 00 given by

(Finf)(x) = /0 (k) f ()i (2)

Theorem 8. F,, is a bounded invertible involution on LQ[O, oo[ diagonalizing H,y,,
more precisely

FmHnF b= X2
It satisfies Fp A = —AF,,, where

1
A= - N
o; (0 + Opx)

is the self-adjoint generator of dilations.
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It turns out that the Hankel transformation can be expressed in terms of the
generator of dilations. This expression, together with the Stirling formula for the
asymptotics of the Gamma function, proves the boundedness of F,,.

. F( m+1+it)
Theorem 9. Set Zf(x) =z f(z7"), E(t) =@ F<m+217it).
2
Then
Fm =Em(AT
Therefore, we have the identity
Hy, =E Y A)X ?E,,(4). (3)

(Result obtained independently by Bruneau, Georgescu, and myself in [2],
and by Richard and Pankrashkin in [10].)

The operators H,, generate 1-parameter groups of bounded operators. They
possess scattering theory and one can explicitly compute their Mgller (wave) op-
erators and the scattering operator.

Theorem 10. The Mpyller operators associated to the pair H,,, Hj exist and

OF = lim eltHmeitHe _ (Film—R)m/2p p o Him—k)r/2 Ex(A)
mk T S m Em(A) ’

The formula (3) valid for Rem > —1 can be used as an alternative definition
of the family H,, also beyond this domain. It defines a family of closed operators
for the parameter m that belongs to

{m|Rem # —-1,-2,...} UR. (4)

Their spectrum is always equal to [0, co[ and they are analytic in the interior of (4).

In fact, =,,(A) is a unitary operator for all real values of m. Therefore, for
m € R, (3) is well defined and self-adjoint.

Em(A) is bounded and invertible also for all m such that Rem # —1,—-2,....
Therefore, formula (3) defines an operator for all such m.

One can then pose various questions:

e What happens with these operators along the lines Rem = —1,—2,...7
e What is the meaning of these operators to the left of Re = —17 (They are
not differential operators!)

Let us describe a certain precise conjecture about the family H,,. In order to
state it we need to define the concept of a holomorphic family of closed operators.

The definition (or actually a number of equivalent definitions) of a holomor-
phic family of bounded operators is quite obvious and does not need to be recalled.
In the case of unbounded operators the situation is more subtle, and is described,
e.g., in [8], see also [6].

Suppose that © is an open subset of C, H is a Banach space, and © >
z — H(z) is a function whose values are closed operators on H. We say that
this is a holomorphic family of closed operators if for each zy € © there exists a
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neighborhood ©¢ of zy, a Banach space K and a holomorphic family of injective
bounded operators ©¢ > z — B(z) € B(K,H) such that Ran B(z) = D(H(z)) and

©p 22+ H(2)B(z) € B(K,H)

is a holomorphic family of bounded operators.
We have the following practical criterion:

Theorem 11. Suppose that {H(2)}.co is a function whose values are closed op-
erators on H. Suppose in addition that for any z € © the resolvent set of H(z)
is nonempty. Then z — H(z) is a holomorphic family of closed operators if and
only if for any zy € © there exists A\ € C and a neighborhood ©q of zy such that A
belongs to the resolvent set of H(z) for z € ©g and z — (H(z) — \)~' € B(H) is
holomorphic on .

The above theorem indicates that it is more difficult to study holomorphic
families of closed operators that for some values of the complex parameter have
an empty resolvent set. We have the following conjecture (formulated as an open
question in [2]), so far unproven:

Conjecture 12. It is impossible to extend
{Rem > —1} >3 m +— Hy,

to a holomorphic family of closed operators on a larger connected open subset of C.

4. Almost homogeneous Schrodinger operators

For —1 < Rem < 1 the codimension of Dom(L™¥") in Dom(L™8*) is two. There-
fore, following [5], one can fit a 1-parameter family of closed operators in between
Lg;i;‘ in L'5*, mixing the boundary condition x 2+ and 2 ™. These operators in
general are no longer homogeneous — their homogeneity is broken by the boundary
condition. We will say that they are almost homogeneous.

More precisely, for any £ € CU {oo} let H,, . be the restriction of L"3* to
the domain

Dom(Hy, ) = {f € Dom(L»3*) | for some c € C,
f(z) — c(xl/%m + m:l/Zer) € Dom(L"%") around 0}, & # oo

m?2
m2

f(z) — ext/?*™ € Dom(L™) around 0}.

m?2

Dom(Hpm,oe) = {f € Dom(L15¥) | for some ¢ € C,

The case m = 0 needs a special treatment. For v € C U {o0}, let H} be the
restriction of L{*** to

Dom(H{) = {f € Dom(L§**) | for some ¢ € C,
flz) — c(:cl/2 Inz+ uxl/2) € Dom(L{™) around 0}, v # oo;
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Dom(Hg®) = {f € Dom(L§*) | for some c € C,
f(z) — ex'/? € Dom(LF™) around 0}.
Here are the basic properties of almost homogeneous Schrodinger operators.

Proposition 13.
1. For any |Re(m)| <1, K € CU {0}
Hm,n = Hfm,nfl'

Hy, . does not depend on k, and these operators coincide with HF°.
3. We have

[\

Uu-d,,,U_; = eiQTHm’e—ZTm,n,
U HU , =e 2"THYTT.
In particular, only
Hyno=H_ ., Hpnoeo=H,y, H;=H

are homogeneous.

The following proposition describes self-adjoint cases among these operators.

Proposition 14.
HY .= Hmx and H{* = HY.
In particular,
(1) Hpm,x is self-adjoint for m €] —1,1[ and k € RU {oo}, and for m € iR and
|k] = 1.
(ii) HY s self-adjoint for v € RU {oo}.

The essential spectrum of H,, ., and HY is always [0, oo[. The following propo-
sition describes the point spectrum in the self-adjoint case.

Proposition 15.

1. Ifme]—1,1] and k > 0 or k = 00, then Hy, .. has no eigenvalues.
2. Ifme]—1,1] and k <0, then Hy,,, has a single eigenvalue

at _4(nI1:‘((ﬁL731)) "

3. If m € iR and |s| = 1, then H,, . has an infinite sequence of eigenvalues

RL(=ima) oy on these

accumulating at —oo and 0. If m = im; and e = D(imi) 7

eigenvalues are —4 exp(— O‘tj:m), ne’z.

It is interesting to analyze how the set of self-adjoint extensions of the Her-
mitian operator . .
Lhin = 92 + (f 4+cv)x2

depends on the real parameter «. Self-adjoint extensions form a set isomorphic
either to a point or to a circle. The “renormalization group” acts on this set by a
continuous flow, as described by Proposition 13. This flow may have fixed points.



262

J. Dereziriski

The following table describes the various “phases” of the theory of self-adjoint
extensions of L™, To each phase I give a name inspired by condensed matter
physics. The reader does not have to take these names very seriously, however I
suspect that they have some deeper meaning.

1 S a “gas”

point

Unique fixed point: Friedrichs
extension = Krein extension.

0<a<1l “liquid”

circle

Two fixed points: Friedrichs and
Krein extension.

Ren. group flows from Krein to
Friedrichs.

On one semicircle of non-fixed
points all have one bound state;
on the other all have no bound
states.

“liquid-solid
phase transition’

)

circle

Unique fixed point: Friedrichs
extension = Krein extension.
Ren. group flows from Krein to
Friedrichs.

Non-fixed points have one bound
state.

a<0 “solid”

circle

No fixed points.

Ren. group rotates the circle.

All have infinitely many bound
states.

TABLE 1

Table 1 can be represented by the picture shown in Figure 1, which is self-explan-

atory.
F
_.-(". ’—('~\ ~~
l' \\ \\
K=Fe ' * K=Fe
Tyt ~ -j_ - - A o
0 1
solid phase liquid gas

transition

FIGURE 1
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There exists a close link between almost homogeneous Schrodinger operators
described in this section and the “toy model of renormalization group” described in
Section 2. It turns out that the corresponding operators are similar to one another.

Define the unitary operator

(If)(z) = a4 f(2/2).

Its inverse is
2

= (1))

X2 A
I YAl = .

Note that
I'XI =

We change shghtly notation: the operators H,,, H,, , and H{ of this section
will be denoted Hm, Hm . and H(’]’ Recall that in (2) we introduced the Hankel
transformation F,,, which is a bounded invertible involution satisfying

FuHnFb = X2,
FnAF, b= —A.
Recall also that in Section 2 we introduced the operators H,, » and Hf.
The following theorem is proven in [3]:
Theorem 16.

1. If )\3111(7r7n) F(( ")L), then the operators H,, \ are similar to Hm P
1

Fo I Hyy \ I Fy = 4Hm,n,
2. If p = —2v, then the operators Hf are similar to ﬁ(’)’:
1~
F I YHYLF,, = 4Hg,
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Generalized Unitarity Relation for Linear
Scattering Systems in One Dimension
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Abstract. We derive a generalized unitarity relation for an arbitrary linear
scattering system that may violate unitarity, time-reversal invariance, PT-
symmetry, and transmission reciprocity.
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1. Introduction

The scattering phenomenon defined by a real scattering potential v(z) through
the time-independent Schrédinger equation,

—¢" (@) + v(2)P(2) = k*¢ (), (1)
satisfies the unitarity relation:
R (R 4 [TV ()P = 1, @)

where RY7(k) and T'/"(k) are respectively left/right reflection and transmission
amplitudes. The latter determine the asymptotic behavior of the scattering solu-
tions of (1) according to

(k) [e™** + R'(k)e~™**]  for & — —o0,
tulk,z) = { Ny (k)T (k) etk for z — +o0, ®)
k)T (k) etk for z — —o0,

) 4
k) [e=™** + R"(k) e"**] for z — +oo0. @

U (k,z) — { E

These respectively correspond to scattering setups where left- /right-incident waves
of amplitude N, ,_(k) are scattered by the potential v(x).
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For a real scattering potential, one can show that [1]
R (k)| = |R" (), ()
TYk) = T"(k). (6)
Therefore the unitarity relation takes the form
R (R)P + |T (k) =1, (7)

where T'(k) stands for the common value of T'(k) and T (k).

Reciprocity in transmission (6) turns out to be a universal feature of all
real and complex scattering potentials [2, 3]. To see this we first recall that
the Wronskian of any pair of solutions 1 2(x) of (1), i.e., W1 (), ¥2(x)] =
1(z)h (x) — i (x)2(x), is independent of x. If we compute Wi (), ¢, (z)] for
r — —o00 and x — +oo we respectively find 2ik/T'(k) and 2ik/T" (k). The fact
that these must be equal to the same constant implies (6) for & # 0. This is actu-
ally the one-dimensional realization of the celebrated reciprocity theorem which is
for example proven for real potentials in Ref. [4].

Unlike (6), (5) is violated by generic complex scattering potentials. A strik-
ing demonstration of this fact is the existence of unidirectionally reflectionless
complex potentials [5]. These are potentials whose reflection amplitudes fulfill
either R'(k) = 0 # R"(k) or R"(k) = 0 # R!(k) for some k € R*. It turns
out that these conditions are invariant under the combined action of parity and
time-reversal transformation (P7T), where Ty (z) := ¢(z)* and Py(z) := ¢(—x)
respectively define the parity and time-reversal transformations [6]. This in turn
makes PT-symmetric potentials! the principal examples of unidirectionally reflec-
tionless potentials. This together with the interesting properties of their spectral
singularities [7] have made PT-symmetric scattering potentials a focus of intensive
research activity during the past decade [8].

Among the outcomes of the research done in this subject is the discovery of
the following generalization of the unitarity relation (7) for PT-symmetric poten-
tials [9]:

IT(K)|>  |R'(k)R" (k)| = 1. (8)
Another curious observation is that reflection and transmission amplitudes of PT -
symmetric scattering potentials satisfy

|R'(=K)| = |R"(k), [ T(=k)| = [T (k)| 9)

These were initially conjectured in [10] based on evidence provided by the study
of a complexified Scarf 1T potential. They were subsequently proven as immediate
consequences of the following identities that hold for P7T-symmetric scattering
potentials [1].

R (—k) = —e* "M R/ (), T(—k)=T(k)", (10)

*

IThese are potentials that satisfy v(—xz)* = v(x).
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where e!™(®) .= T(k)/|T(k)|. In view of the second of these equations, we can write
the first in the form

RYT™(—k)T (k) + R"/Y (k)T (k) = 0. (11)

The analysis leading to the proof of (10) also reveals that the reflection
and transmission amplitudes of both real and P7T-symmetric scattering potentials
fulfill [1]

R (k)RY™ (k) + |T (k)| = 1. (12)
It is not difficult to see that this reduces to (7) and (8) for real and PT-symmetric
potentials, respectively.

The purpose of the present article is to establish a generalization of (12) that
holds for every linear scattering system, even those that are not defined by a local
potential [11].

2. General scattering systems in one dimension

Consider a wave equation in 1+ 1 dimensions that admits time-harmonic solutions:
e~ (z), where 1) : R — C solves a time-independent wave equation,

W[, x] = 0. (13)
This equation, which may be nonlocal or even nonlinear, defines a meaningful
scattering phenomenon if for x — 4oc0 its solutions tend to those of

—(z) = K2 (a). (14)

In other words, solutions of (13) satisfy the asymptotic boundary conditions:
Y(x) = A_(k)e™ + B_(k)e ™ for z — —o0, (15)
U(x) = Ay (k)e™*® + By (k)e ™ for x — 400, (16)

where A+ and B4 are complex-valued coefficient functions. We call the 2 x 2

matrices M(k) and S(k) satisfying
~(k)| _ [A+(K)

a0 [ 4] = 3110 a7)
(k) +(k)

6 [5,60) = [&0) 1

the transfer and scattering matrices of the scattering system. If (13) is nonlinear,
their entries, M;;(k) and S;;(k), are respectively nonlinear functions of (A_, B_)
and (A_, B;). In the following we focus our attention to scattering phenomena
defined by linear wave equations.?

Because (A_, B_) and (A4, By) determine the behavior of the solutions ¢ (x)
at © = —oo and z = 400, the global existence and uniqueness of the solution of the

k
k
k
k

2A linear wave equation is an equation of the form (13) such that the linear combinations of its
solutions are also solutions of this equation.
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initial-value problem defined by (13) and (15) implies that M(k) is an invertible
matrix, i.e.,

det M(k) # 0. (19)
Under this condition the scattering problem for the wave equation (13) is well
posed. We therefore assume that it holds true. The inverse of M(k) allows us to
specify the asymptotic expression for the solutions of (13) at © = —oc in terms of
their asymptotic expression at x = +oc.

Let ¢4 (k, x) be the solutions of (13) that satisfy

Yy (k, ) = e for z — +oo0. (20)
Then Eq. (17) implies
V_(k, ) = Mase™ + Mys(k)e™ ™ for x — +oo, (21)
— Mo (k eik:v +M efikz
Yy (k,z) — 2 gletM(k:) 22 for © — —o0. (22)

1y are called the Jost solutions of the wave equation (13). Comparing (20)—(22)
with (3) and (4) and using the linearity of (13), we can respectively identify
Py (k, ) and 1, (k, x) with Ny (k)T (k) (k, z) and N_ (k)T (k)_ (k, z). Further-
more, this identification implies

M@= 2B = ) o
M) = - =
RY(k) = —ﬁi;ﬁii T'(k) = d;gfg), .
P T gy
e D(k) := T (R)T" (k) — BL(k) R (k) = %;Eg (25)

We can similarly relate the entries of the scattering matrix to the reflection
and transmission coefficients by enforcing (18) for the coefficient functions of the
Jost solutions ¢4 (k, z). In view of (20)—(22), this gives

Sii(k) =T'k), Si2(k) =R"(k), Sa(k)=R'(k), Soa(k)=T'(k). (26)
In particular,
det S(k) = D(k). (27)

The above-mentioned requirements on the global existence of the solutions
of (13) that satisfy asymptotic boundary conditions (15), (16), and (20) restrict
the wave operator # . For example if # is the Schrodinger operator —92 + v(x)

for a potential v : R — C, we can satisfy these requirements provided that v(x)
fulfills the Faddeev condition: [7_(1 + |z|)|v(z)|dz < oo, [12].
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3. Generalized unitarity relation

Let us make the k-dependence of the solutions of the wave equation (13) explicit
by using ¢ (k, z) in place of ¢ (z) in (15) and (16). Consider the implications of the
transformations:

Wik, 2) = (k) = (RY)(k,2) = (—k, ), (28)
Wik, 2) T (k) = (PY)(k,x) =k, —), (29)
Yk, z) 5 Pk, x) = (TY)(kz) =k, 2)", (30)
Ok, 2) Tk 2) o= (PTW)(k,x) = d(k, —2)". (31)

It is not difficult to see that the transformed wave functions, ﬁ(k,x),iz(k;,x),

Y(k,x), and ¥ (k,z) also tend to plane waves at spatial infinities. Therefore they
determine scattering phenomena. By analogy to the definition of the transfer
matrix M(k) for ¢(k,x), i.e., (17), we can introduce the transfer matrices for

o ~

Ok, z), 9k, z), Y(k, z), and 1(k, z). We respectively label them by M(—k), M(k),
M(k), and M(k). In view of (28)—(30), we can show that

M(—k) = o1M(k)o1,  M(k) = o1 M(k) 'o, (32)
M(k) = o1 M(k) o1, M(k) = M(k) ™, (33)
where o1 := [ }] is the first Pauli matrix.

Similarly we can introduce the reflection and transmission amplitudes for

Y(k,x), Yk, x), Y(k,z), and 1;(](5,.%), which by virtue of their relationship to
M(-k), M(k), M(k), and M(k) and Egs. (32) and (33), take the form:

T l
FEO= ) TN b (51)
Y () IS A0
Rk =="ppys TER="pu
R'(k) = R" (k) T'(k) =17 (k), )
R"(k) = R'(k), T"(k) = T'(k),
1 R (k)* 1 _ Tl(k;)*
e Dk nos D) (36)
v RYE)* roo Tk
R®)==poyer TW= Do
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~1 B Rl(k)* ~1 B Tr(k)*
R0 =Py TH= Do .
~r T * ~r l *
Roy=-"pe . Tw =00

respectively.
Next, we invert (34) to express R" (k) and T" (k) in terms of R!(—k), T"(—k),
and D(k). Substituting the result in (25), we find

D(k) [T"(=k)T" (k) + R'(—k)R'(k) — 1] = 0. (38)
Similarly, we can solve (34) for R'(k) and T'(k) in terms of R"(—k), T'(—k), and
D(k), and use (25) to establish:
D(k) [T"(—=k)T" (k) + R"(—=k)R" (k) — 1] = 0. (39)
Equations (38) and (39) imply that whenever D(k) # 0,
T (k)T (k) + RY"(—k)RY" (k) = 1. (40)

This is a generalized unitarity relation that reduces to (12) whenever the scat-
tering system has reciprocal transmission and D(k) # 0 for all k € RT. Both of
these conditions are satisfied for scattering systems determined by the Schrodinger
equation for a local time-reversal invariant (real) or PT-symmetric potential. Ac-
cording to the reciprocity theorem they have reciprocal transmission, and as we
show in the sequel they satisty |D(k)| = 1. To see this, first we note that according
to (33) the transfer matrix for time-reversal-invariant and P7-symmetric systems?
respectively fulfill

M(k)* :UlMo'l, (41)
M(k)* = M(k)~". (42)

We can use these equations to show that

T-symmetry = Mi1(k)" = Maa(k), (43)
. Maa(k)
PT-symmetry = M(k)* = det M(k)” (44)

For time-reversal-invariant systems, Eqgs. (25) and (43) imply:

Mn(k:)’ _ | M (k)

=1. (45)

3By definition, time-reversal invariance and P7-symmetry of a scattering system respectively
mean that its reflection and transmission amplitudes, and consequently its transfer and scattering
matrices are invariant under time-reversal and P7T transformations.
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In light of (25) and (44), we also find the following result for P7T-symmetric
scattering systems.

_ Mﬂ(k)‘ _
My (k)

which means |D(k)| = 1.

Note that the proof of the identity |D(k)| = 1 we have just presented does not
make use of the transmission reciprocity. Therefore it holds for every scattering
system possessing time-reversal invariance or PT-symmetry. In view of (39), it
implies that the reflection and transmission amplitudes of these systems fulfill
(40) for all k € RT.

For scattering systems that are neither time-reversal-invariant nor P7 -sym-
metric, there may exist values of k for which D(k) = 0, in which case (40) may be
violated for these values of k. According to (27), these are the real and positive
zeros ko of detS(k). Clearly detS(kg) = 0 means that S(kp) has a vanishing
eigenvalue, i.e., there are complex numbers Ag_ and By such that

Aog— 0
S(k = . 47
(to) [BOJ M )
In light of (15), (16), and (18), this equation proves the existence of a solution

Yin(k, ) of the wave equation that satisfies purely incoming asymptotic boundary
conditions for k = ko, i.e.,

= ! ) (46)

M1 (k) ‘
det M(k)

detM(kJ)‘ _ M22<k‘)*
Mo (k) M (k)*

Ag_eor  for & — —oo0,
Boye ™% for x — 4o0.

win(k(]v .’E) — {

This solution describes a rather remarkable situation where the system absorbs a
pair of incident waves traveling towards it in opposite directions. This phenomenon
is called coherent perfect absorption or antilasing [13-17].

The above analysis shows that for every scattering system and k € RT, ei-
ther k is a wavenumber at which the system acts as a coherent perfect absorber
or its reflection and transmission amplitudes satisfy the generalized unitarity re-
lation (40).

Let us conclude by noting that the term ‘generalized unitarity relation’ refers
to the fact that for a real scattering potential where the wave operator is a Her-
mitian Schrodinger operator, this relation reduces to the unitarity relation (7).
This follows from the reciprocity theorem and Egs. (34) and (36), which for time-
reversal-invariant systems imply

Rl/r(fk) _ Rl/r(k)*, Tl/r(fk) _ Tl/r(k)*
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Differential Equations on Polytopes:
Laplacians and Lagrangian Manifolds,
Corresponding to Semiclassical Motion

Andrei Shafarevich

Abstract. The aim of this work is to describe certain constructions and re-
sults concerning differential operators on polyhedral surfaces. In particular,
we study properties of Laplacians as well as behavior of localized solutions of
wave equations.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010). Primary 37K25; Secondary 53C22,
57R45, 11P21, 11P21.

Keywords. Polyhedral surfaces, Laplacians, trace formulas, wave equations.

1. Introduction

Differential operators on polyhedral surfaces were intensively studied during last
decades (see, e.g., [1] and references therein). Many papers are devoted to such
topics as spectral theory, determinants, trace formulas etc. Nice properties of such
operators are due to the fact that polyhedra are almost everywhere flat; from the
other hand, there appear interesting effects, caused by singularities (vertices). Fur-
ther we announce certain results concerning properties of Laplacians and behavior
of solutions to wave equations.

2. Laplacians on polyhedra
2.1. Polyhedral surfaces

We will consider polyhedral surfaces — compact 2D oriented surfaces M, glued
from a finite number of flat polygons in a usual manner. The surfaces will be not
necessary embedded in R?; the total angles f1,. .., Bu at the vertices can be less

The work was supported by the Russian Scientific Foundation (grant 16-11-10069).
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or greater than 27 — the unique condition is the Gauss-Bonnet relation

M
Bj

1-— =x(M
> (152 ) =xon,
7j=1
where x denotes Euler characteristics.

In the last part of the paper we will consider wave equations on the simplest
noncompact polyherdon — infinite pyramid.

Remark 1. Each polyhedron admits a natural complex structure. Namely, if P is a
point of a face, then the natural complex coordinate is z = x1 +ixo, where (z1, 22)
are standard Euclidean coordinate on R?. The same states for the points, lying on
edges — one can unfold the vicinity of such a point to the plane and then introduce
the same coordinate. If P is a vertex with total angle 5 then the vicinity of P can
be unfolded to the plane angle of volume (; the natural coordinate on M near P is
¢ = 22™/B_ where z = 1 +ixs is a standard coordinate on the plane. This complex
structure, in particular, induces the smooth structure of each polyhedral surface.

Remark 2. The natural metric on a polyhedral surface has the form ds? = dzdz
outside the vertices; near the vertex it has the form

2
ds? = (2‘/’;) ¢[2(s = dcac

and has singularities at vertices. In particular, the wave equation in coordinates
(y1,y2), ¢ = y1 + iy has the form
Pu 21, 5 oq_s [(OPu  O%u
= + T om + .
The velocity of waves vanishes (if § < 27) or becomes infinite (if 8 > 27) at ver-

tices; such a situation appear, in particular, when long waves meet small obstacles
(islands or narrow hollows).

2.2. Definitions of Laplacians

Further we discuss properties of Laplacians and wave equations on polyhedral
surfaces; in order to define the corresponding operators, one has to state bound-
ary conditions in singular points (vertices of polyhedra). These conditions can be
defined by the following natural arguments.
1. The Laplacian must be self-adjoint.
2. On the “regular” part of the surface the Laplacian must coincide with the
usual one.
The formal definition has the following form. Consider the non-compact
smooth Riemannian manifold
My = M\{P,..., Py}, where P; are vertices. Consider the usual Laplace-
Beltrami operator A on C§°(My) and let Ay denote the closure of this operator
with respect to the graph norm || o [|a: ||ul|A = [|ul|? + ||Aul|?, where || o || denotes
the L?-norm. Clearly, A is a symmetric operator in L?(M).
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Definition 3. The Laplace operator on a polyhedral surface M is a self-adjoint
extension of Ag.

Remark 4. The Laplacian is not unique; different operators are defined by dif-
ferent boundary conditions at vertices. Namely, the explicit description of the
corresponding domains has the following form. For each vertex P with total angle
[ consider the set of functions

F0+ =1, F; =logr,

27T|k‘| -1/2 27 |k|  2miko 153
+ +

Fk:(ﬁ) r= 5 e s, keZ\{0}, |l<:|<27r.
Here r,6 are polar coordinates near P (r is a geodesic distance, fmod is angle
coordinate on the unfolding). Functions u from the domain of A have the following
asymptotics near each vertex:

B

u=>Y ofFf+a,F, +0(r), keZ, I[k< o

k

Now we collect all the coefficients a;r and o for all vertices and form an even-
dimensional vector o = (at,a”) € CM & CM. Let us fix in the latter space a
plane L, Lagrangian with respect to the standard skew-Hermitian form

M

[, A = (e A; —a; A)).

j=1
The boundary conditions have the form « € L; they can be written explicitly in
terms of unitary matrix U, defining L:

iW(E+U)a + (E-U)at =0,
where F is the M x M unit matrix.
Remark 5. General boundary conditions match all the vertices together; sometimes
it is more natural to consider local boundary conditions which deal with each
vertex separately; formally it means that the plane L is a direct sum of planes,

corresponding to vertices (the matrix U is formed by the corresponding diagonal
blocks).

3. Spaces of harmonic functions

Now we describe the kernel of the Laplacian A, corresponding to the Lagrangian
plane L.

Theorem 6. The kernel of the operator AT is isomorphic to the intersection LN Ly
where Lagrangian plane Lg is defined by the polyhedron itself.

Remark 7. In general position the intersection is zero, so there are no nontrivial
harmonic functions.
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Remark 8. The plane Ly can be expressed in terms of the Mittag-Leffler problem,
corresponding to the Riemannian surface M.

Remark 9. The kernel of the Friedrichs extension (o~ = 0) is one-dimensional and
is formed by constants.

Remark 10. For convex polyhedra in R? with IV vertices and Laplacians with local
boundary conditions, harmonic functions can be described explicitly. Namely, in
this case the polyhedron is isomorphic to the Riemann sphere; let z be a global
coordinate on this sphere and let e??7 be 1 x 1 unitary matrices, defining boundary
conditions. Arbitrary harmonic function has the form
N
f=co +chlog\z - 2],
j=1

where constants c; satisfy the following linear system of equations

N
COS9j(Co+Zcilog\zi—zj|)+sin9jcj =0, ch =0.
i#] Jj=1

4. Trace formulas

Recall the classical McKean—Singer formula for smooth compact closed d-dimen-
sional Rimannian manifold M

2
(4mt)Y/ tr(e!™) = vol(M) + | / Rdo+ ' / Py(R)do + ... .
3 /i 180 /oy

Here vol(M) is the Riemannian volume of M, R is the scalar curvature, P is
a polynomial in the derivatives of a Riemann tensor. For a smooth compact 2D
surface M this formula has the form

Area(M) 1
tr(e!®) = M)+ O(t).
ety = M )+ o)
Here we obtain the analogous formulas for a compact polyhedron.

Theorem 11. Let o~ = 0 (Friedrichs Laplacian). Then

Ay Area(M) 1 2 B —¢/
tr(e'®) = ot + o zk: <ﬂk 27r> + O(e /).

For arbitrary Laplacian

Area(M) 1 27 Bk =
tAY /2 p
tr(e'?) i T 19 Ek ( +j§:1t q;(log ),

Br  2m
(logt) =S 9
11708 (logt)s”

s=0 g

Here all the series are asymptotical.
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5. Localized solutions of the wave equation

Finally, let us consider the Cauchy problem for the wave equation on a polyhedron
with é-type initial function.

1 z—z
Uy = Au,  uli—g = 220 < - 0) , Utli=0 =0, €—0. (1)

Here zp is a point of a face @, up(y) € C§°(Q). For small € the initial function
has the form of narrow peak, concentrated near the point zg; the weak limit of
this function is the delta-function supported at zy. We will consider the simplest
noncompact polyhedron — an infinite pyramid with one vertex (evidently, such a
polyhedron is isometric to an infinite cone). Further we describe the set which is
a natural analog of the support of singularities for distributions.

Definition 12. The asymptotic support of the solution u is the set Q;:
u(xvt) = 0(1), x ¢ Q.
The following assertion is almost evident.

Proposition 13. For sufficiently small t
Qt : ‘Z*Z()‘ =1.

Remark 14. This assertion means that for small times the initial localized per-
turbation propagates along geodesics — straight lines, starting from zo. Now we
describe scattering on the vertex of the pyramid.

Theorem 15. Let M be an infinite pyramid. Then for sufficiently large t
Qt=Q1UQq,

where Q1 is the geodesic sphere with the center at zy and radius equal to t, while
Q- is the geodesic sphere with the center at the verter and radius t — d, where d is
the distance between zy and the vertex.

6. Lagrangian manifolds, corresponding to localized solutions

It is well known, that propagation of singularities of solutions for hyperbolic equa-
tions on a smooth Riemannian manifold M is connected with Lagrangian sub-
manifolds in T*M - solutions can be represented via Maslov canonic operators
on these submanifolds. The same situation is valid for polyhedra; namely, for the
Cauchy problem under consideration the following proposition holds.

Proposition 16. Main term of asymptotic solution of the Cauchy problem (1) can
be expressed in terms of Maslov canonic operator on the union of two Lagrangian
submanifolds in T*M :

A=A UAs,
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where
M ¢=aF, p= LT hee
2 (A) 7 T A = 2o
A2: C:Azér? pP= ﬂ‘—Alzﬂ" )\E(C
2m(\) #

Here ¢ is a global complex coordinate on M = C, (¢,p) are the corresponding
coordinates on T*M = C2.

Remark 17. For the simplest case 8 = 7 the previous formulas have the form

)\—Zo
A (=X, p= -,
S P= o~ 20/A
)\2
Ao : = \2 = .
2 < , P 2|A‘3
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1. Introduction

In this paper we sketch an approach to unitary representation theory for a class of
projective limits of Lie groups, in the spirit of the method of coadjoint orbits from
representation theory of Lie groups. (See [2] for more details.) The importance
of this method stems from the fact that the groups under consideration here are
not locally compact in general, hence they may not have a Haar measure, and
therefore it is not possible to model their representation theory in the usual way,
using Banach algebras or C*-algebras.

By way of motivation, we discuss a simple example (cf. [2, Ex. 4.10]), which
shows that the usual C'*-algebraic approach to group representation theory does
not work for topological groups which are not locally compact. Let G = (RY, +) be
the abelian group which is the underlying additive group of the vector space of all
sequences of real numbers. Since the linear dual space (RN)* = RM is the vector
space of all finitely supported sequences of real numbers, it easily follows that there
exists a bijection U : G - RM (compare also Corollary 9). Specifically, for every

The work of the first-named author was supported by a grant of the Romanian National Authority
for Scientific Research and Innovation, CNCS-UEFISCDI, project number PN-II-RU-TE-2014-
4-0370.
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A= (\j)jen € R WI(N) € G is the equivalence class of the one-dimensional
representation

X G—=U),  xa((zj)jen) := exp <iz)\j$j)
JEN
where U(1) := {z € C | |z| = 1}. However, as the vector space R is infinite-
dimensional, it is not locally compact, hence it is not homeomorphic to the spec-
trum of any C*-algebra. Consequently, the irreducible representation theory of G
cannot be exhaustively described via any C*-algebra.

2. Preliminaries

Lie theory

We use upper case Roman letters to denote Lie groups, and their corresponding
lower case Gothic letters to denote the Lie algebras. We will also use the notation L
for the Lie functor which associates to each Lie group its Lie algebra, hence for any
Lie group G one has L(G) = g. We denote the exponential map of a Lie group G by
expe: g — G, and if this map is bijective, then we denote its inverse by log.: G —
g. For any morphism of Lie groups q: G — H, its corresponding morphism of Lie
algebras is denoted by L(q): g — b, hence one has the commutative diagram

L(q) b

g
expe l lepo

G 2> H

as is well known. The coadjoint action of a Lie group is denoted by Adg: G x
g* — g*, and its corresponding set of coadjoint orbits is denoted by g*/G or
L(G)*/G. If q: G — H is a surjective morphism of Lie groups, then one has a
map L(q)* : b* — g* such that for every coadjoint H-orbit O € h*/H its image
L(¢)*(0) is a coadjoint G-orbit, and one thus obtains a map

L(¢)aq-: b"/H = g"/G, O~ L(q)"(0).
Representation theory
For any topological group G we denote by G its unitary dual, that is, its set of
unitary equivalence classes [r] of unitary irreducible representations 7: G — B(H).
If ¢: G — H is a continuous surjective morphism of topological groups, then we
define R R

q: H— G, [r]—[mogq]

Proposition 1. Let G be any connected nilpotent Lie group with its universal cov-
ering p: G— G, and denote I" := Ker p C G. We define

9z :={§ € 9" [ (§oL(p) ologg)(I') € Z}.
Then the following assertions hold:
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1. The set T" is a discrete subgroup of the center of G.

2. The set gy is invariant with respect to the coadjoint action of G.

3. There exists an injective correspondence Vg : G — 9" /G, whose image is
ezactly the set of all coadjoint G-orbits contained in gy, such that if H is any
other connected nilpotent Lie group with a surjective morphism of Lie groups
q: G — H, then the diagram

Y, g7/G

)

)
-

TLm)zd*

%3 h*/H

)

18 commutative.

Proof. See [2, Prop. A.3]. O

3. Pro-Lie groups and their Lie algebras

The main results that we give below (see Theorem 7 and its corollaries) are appli-
cable to pro-Lie groups and are stated in terms of Lie algebras and coadjoint orbits
of these groups. Therefore we discuss these notions in this section. Our general ref-
erence for pro-Lie groups is the monograph [6], and we also refer to the paper [7]
for the relation between pro-Lie groups and infinite-dimensional Lie groups.

Any topological group in this paper is assumed to be Hausdorff by definition.
A Cauchy net in a topological group G is a net {g,},;es in G with the property
that for every neighborhood V of 1 € G there exists jy € J such that for all
i,k € J with ¢ > jy and k > jy one has gigkfl € V. A topological group G
is called complete if every Cauchy net in G is convergent. Every locally compact
group is complete by [6, Rem. 1.31].

For any topological group G we denote by N (G) the set of its co-Lie sub-
groups, that is, the closed normal subgroups N C G for which G/N is a finite-
dimensional Lie group. We say that G is a pro-Lie group if it is complete and for
every neighborhood V of 1 € G there exists N € N(G) with N C V (cf. [6, Def.
3.25]). If this is the case, then N (G) is closed under finite intersections, hence it
is a filter basis (cf. [6, page 148]).

Pro-Lie groups can be equivalently defined as the limits of projective systems
of Lie groups, by [6, Th. 3.39].

Definition 2. For any pro-Lie group G, its set of continuous 1-parameter subgroups
L(G):={XeCR,G) | (Vt,seR) X(t+s)=X({t)X(s)}

is endowed with its topology of uniform convergence on the compact subsets of R.
Then the topological space L(G) has the structure of a locally convex Lie alge-
bra over R, whose scalar multiplication, vector addition and bracket satisfy the
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following conditions for all ¢,s € R and X1, X5 € L(G):
(t- X1)(s) = X1(ts);
(X1 4+ Xo)(t) = lim (Xi(t/n)X2(t/n))";

(X1, X)(12) = T (Xa(t/m) X (t/n) X (—t/n) Xa(~t/m))"",

where the convergence is uniform on the compact subsets of R. (See, for instance,
(1, Ex. 2.7(4.)].) One also has the dual vector space

L(G)" :={¢: L(G) — R | ¢ is linear and continuous}

endowed with its locally convex topology of pointwise convergence on L(G). The
adjoint action is Adg: G x L(G) — L(GQ), (9,X) = Adg(9)X := gX(-)g~!, and
this defines by duality the coadjoint action

AdG: G L(G)" = L(G)", (9.6 = AdG(9)€ = o Ada(g ™).

We denote by L(G)*/G the set of all coadjoint orbits, that is, the orbits of the
above coadjoint action.

In the following proposition we summarize a few basic properties of Lie alge-
bras of connected locally compact groups. A pro-Lie group G is called pronilpotent
if for every N € N(G) the finite-dimensional Lie group G/N is nilpotent. (See
[6, Def. 10.12].)

Proposition 3. If G is a connected locally compact group, then the following asser-
tions hold:

1. G is a pro-Lie group and its Lie algebra L(G) is the direct product of a
finite-dimensional Lie algebra, an abelian (possibly infinite-dimensional) Lie
algebra, and a (possibly infinite) product of simple compact Lie algebras.

2. The following conditions are equivalent:

(a) The group G is pronilpotent.

(b) The Lie algebra L(G) is the product of a finite-dimensional nilpotent
Lie algebra and an abelian (possibly infinite-dimensional) Lie algebra.

(¢) The Lie algebra L(G) is nilpotent (possibly infinite-dimensional).

(d) The group G is nilpotent.

Proof. The first assertion follows by [5, Th. 4] or [8, Cor. 4.24]. See also [4,
Th. 2.1.2.2].

For the second assertion, we first recall from [6, Th. 10.36 and Def. 7.42] that
the group G is pronilpotent if and only if its Lie algebra L(G) is pronilpotent,
that is, every finite-dimensional quotient algebra of L(G) is nilpotent. Therefore,
in view of Assertion 1, one has

(2a) <= (2b) <= (2¢).
Moreover, one clearly has (2d) = (2a).
We now prove (2b) = (2d). To this end let 7¢: G — G be the universal

morphism defined in [8, Def. 4.20] and [6, page 259]. Then L(ng): L(G) — L(G)
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is an isomorphism of Lie algebras and the image of 7 is dense in G by [6, Th. 6.6
(i) and (iv)]. It follows at once by condition (2b) and [8, Th. 4.23] that the group
G is nilpotent. Then, as the image of 7 is dense in G, we obtain (2d), and this
completes the proof. O

4. Main results

Theorem 7 below provides an exhaustive description of the unitary dual of a class
of topological groups that are not locally compact. As we discussed in the intro-
duction, unitary dual spaces of non-locally compact groups in general cannot be
described in terms of representation theory of C*-algebras.

For the following definition we recall that if X is an arbitrary nonempty set,
then a filter basis on X is a nonempty set B whose elements are nonempty subsets
of X having the property that for any X;, Xo € B there exists Xy € B with
Xop € X1 NXs. If X is moreover endowed with a topology, then one says that the
filter basis B converges to a point xg € X if for every neighborhood V' of xg there
exists X € B with X C V.

Example 4. Here are some basic examples of filter bases.

1. Every neighborhood basis at any point of a topological space is a filter basis
converging to that point.

2. If G is a group endowed with the discrete topology and B is a set of subgroups
of G such that the trivial subgroup Gy := {1} is an element of B, then B
is a filter basis on G converging to 1 € G since for any G1,Go € B one has
Go € G1 NG9 and on the other hand Gy is contained in any neighborhood
of 1 € G.

3. If G is a topological group with the property that for every neighborhood V'
of 1 € G there exists a co-Lie subgroup N € N (G) with N C V, then N(G) is
a filter basis on G converging to 1 € G since in fact for every Ny, No € N (G)
one has N1 N Ny € N(G). (See [6, page 148].) In particular, this holds true
for pro-Lie groups.

Definition 5. An amenable filter basis on a topological group G is a filter basis
N C N(G) converging to 1 € G such that every topological group N € N is
amenable.

Example 6. Here are two examples of amenable filter basis that are needed in
Corollaries 8-9:

1. If G is a connected locally compact group, then A(G) is an amenable filter
basis. In fact, every N € N (G) is compact hence amenable, and on the other
hand N (G) converges to 1 € G by the theorem of Yamabe. (See for instance
[4, Th. 0.1.5].)

2. Let {G,}ecs be an infinite family of nilpotent Lie groups with their direct
product topological group G := [] jed G,. Denote by N the set of all sub-

groups of G of the form Ny := HjeJ N associated to any finite subset F' C J,
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with N; = {1} C G, if j € Fand N; = G; if j € J\ F. It is clear that every
Ny of this form has the following properties: N is a closed normal subgroup
of G that is isomorphic to HJEJ\F G, hence Np is amenable by [2, Prop.
3.8], and moreover G/Np is isomorphic to HjeF G, which is a Lie group
since F is a finite set, hence Ny € N(G). For any finite subsets Fy, F» C J
one clearly has Ny, N Np, = Np,ur,, where F} U Fy is again a finite subset
of J, hence N is a filter basis on G. Moreover, by the definition of an infinite
direct product of topologies, it follows that the filter basis A/ converges to
1 € G. Consequently, A is an amenable filter basis on G.

Theorem 7. Let G be a complete topological group with an amenable filter basis N
for which G/N is a connected nilpotent Lie group for every N € N. Then there
exists a well-defined bijective correspondence

Ue: G- LG)* /G, [r]— OF
between the equivalence classes of unitary irreducible representations of G and the
set of all coadjoint G-orbits contained in the G-invariant set
L(G@)z :={¢ € L(G)" | BN € N)(Fn € L(G/N)z) & =mnoL(pn)}-

Every unitary irreducible representation w: G — B(H) is thus associated to the
coadjoint G-orbit O™ := L(pn)*(Oo) C L(G)3, where N € N and Oy C L(G/N)},
is the coadjoint (G/N)-orbit associated with a unitary irreducible representation
mo: G/N — B(H) satisfying mo o pn = 7.

Proof. See [2, Th. 4.6]. O

In connection with the following corollary we note that the Lie algebras of
connected locally compact nilpotent groups can be described as in Proposition 3.

Corollary 8. If G is a connected locally compact nilpotent group, then there is a
bijective correspondence g : G — L(G)* /G onto the set of all coadjoint G-orbits

contained in o certain G-invariant subset L(G)} C L(G). For any filter basis
N C N(G) converging to the identity one has

L(G)z = {§ € L(G)" | BN e N)(3Bn € L(G/N)z) & =mnoL(pn)}.
Proof. See [2, Cor. 4.7]. O

We now draw a corollary of Theorem 7 that applies to pro-Lie groups which
are not locally compact.

Corollary 9. If {G,} e is a family of connected nilpotent Lie groups, with their
direct product topological group G := HjeJ G, then there is a bijective correspon-
dence Ug: G — L(G)*/G onto the set of all coadjoint G-orbits contained in the
G-invariant subset L(G)%5 C L(G). Here we define

L(G)7 :={¢ e L(G)" | BF € F)(In € L(Gr)z) &=noLlpr)}

where F is the set of all finite subsets F C J, and for every F € F we define
G = HJEF G; and pr: G — G is the natural projection.
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Proof. See [2, Cor. 4.9]. O

Remark 10. The amenability hypotheses of Theorem 7 may actually be removed,
using some results of [9].
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Abstract. Rapid progress has been made recently on symmetry breaking op-
erators for real reductive groups. Based on Program A—C for branching prob-
lems (T. Kobayashi [Progr. Math. 2015]), we illustrate a scheme of the clas-
sification of (local and nonlocal) symmetry breaking operators by an exam-
ple of conformal representations on differential forms on the model space
(X,Y) = (S™,8™ 1), which generalizes the scalar case (Kobayashi-Speh
[Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 2015]) and the case of local operators (Kobayashi-
Kubo—Pevzner [Lect. Notes Math. 2016]). Some applications to automorphic
form theory, motivations from conformal geometry, and the methods of proofs

are also discussed.
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1. Branching problems — Stages A to C

Suppose II is an irreducible representation of a group G. We may regard II
as a representation of its subgroup G’ by restriction, which we denote by IT|g.
The restriction II|gs is not irreducible in general. In case it can be given as the
direct sum of irreducible G’-modules, the decomposition is called the branching

law of the restriction II|¢.

Example 1 (fusion rule). Let 7y and mo be representations of a group H. The outer
tensor product 11 := m W mo is a representation of the product group G := H x H,
and its restriction Il|g: to the subgroup G’ := diag(H) is nothing but the tensor
product representation w1 ® mo. In this case, the branching law is called the fusion

rule.
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For real reductive Lie groups such as G = GL(n,R) or O(p, q), irreducible
representations IT are usually infinite-dimensional and do not always possess high-
est weight vectors, consequently, the restriction II|g: to subgroups G’ may involve
various (sometimes “wild”) aspects.

Example 2. The fusion rule of two irreducible unitary principal series representa-
tions of GL(n,R) (n > 3) involve continuous spectrum and infinite multiplicities
in the direct integral of irreducible unitary representations.

By the branching problem (in a wider sense than the usual), we mean the
problem of understanding how the restriction II|g behaves as a representation
of the subgroup G’. We treat non-unitary representations II as well. In this case,
instead of considering the irreducible decomposition of the restriction II|g/, we
may investigate continuous G’-homomorphisms

T:Ug —7

to irreducible representations 7 of the subgroup G'. We call T a symmetry break-
ing operator (SBO, for short). The dimension of the space of symmetry breaking
operators
m(IL, ) := dim¢c Homer (|7, )

may be thought of as a variant of the “multiplicity”. Finding a formula of m(II, 7)
is a substitute of the branching law II|c, when II is not a unitary representation.

The author proposed in [19] a program for branching problems in the follow-
ing three stages:

Stage A. Abstract feature of the restriction II|¢q/.
Stage B. Branching laws.
Stage C. Construction of symmetry breaking operators.

Loosely speaking, Stage B concerns a decomposition of representations, whereas
Stage C asks for a decomposition of vectors.

For “abstract features” of the restriction in Stage A, we may think of the
following aspects:

A.1. Spectrum of the restriction II|¢g:

e (discretely decomposable case, [12, 14, 15]) branching problems could be
studied purely algebraic and combinatorial approaches;

e (continuous spectrum) branching problems may be of analytic feature (e.g.,
Example 2).

A.2. Estimate of multiplicities for the restriction II|g:

e multiplicities may be infinite (see Example 2);

e multiplicities may be at most one in special settings (e.g., theta correspon-
dence [7], Gross—Prasad conjecture [6], real forms of strong Gelfand pairs [35],
visible actions [17], etc.).
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The goal of Stage A in branching problems is to analyze aspects such as A.1 and A.2
in complete generality. If multiplicities of the restriction II|gs are known a priori to
be bounded in Stage A, one might be tempted to find irreducible decompositions
(Stage B), and moreover to construct explicit symmetry breaking operators (Stage
C). Thus, results in Stage A might also serve as a foundation for further detailed
study of the restriction II|gs (Stages B and C).

This article is divided into three parts. First, we discuss Stage A in Section
3 with focus on multiplicities in both regular representations on homogeneous
spaces and branching problems based on a joint work [26] with T. Oshima, and
give some perspectives of the subject through the classification theory [23] joint
with T. Matsuki about the pairs (G, G") for which multiplicities in branching laws
are always finite.

Second, we take (G,G’) to be (O(n + 1,1),0(n, 1)) as an example of such
pairs, and explain the first test case for the classification problem of symmetry
breaking operators (Stages B and C). The choice of our setting is motivated by
conformal geometry, and is also related to the local Gross—Prasad conjecture [6, 31].
We survey the classification theory of conformally covariant SBO for differential
forms on the model space (X,Y) = (8™, 5" 1): for local operators based on a
recent book [21] with T. Kubo and M. Pevzner in Section 5 and for nonlocal
operators based on a recent monograph [29] with B. Speh and its generalization
[30] in Section 6.

In Section 7, we discuss an ongoing work with Speh on some applications
of these results to a question from automorphic form theory, in particular, about
the periods of irreducible representations with nonzero (g, K)-cohomologies. The
resulting condition to admit periods is compared with a recent L2-theory [1] joint
with Y. Benoist.

Detailed proofs of the new results in Sections 6 and 7 will be given in separate
papers [20, 30].

Notation. N={0,1,2,...}.

2. Preliminaries: smooth representations

We would like to treat non-unitary representations as well for the study of branch-
ing problems. For this we recall some standard concepts of continuous representa-
tions of Lie groups.

Suppose 11 is a continuous representation of G on a Banach space V. A vector
v € V is said to be smooth if the map G — V', g — II(g)v is of C*°-class. Let V>
denote the space of smooth vectors of the representation (II, V). Then V> is a
G-invariant dense subspace of V', and V°° carries a Fréchet topology with a family
of semi-norms ||v||s;...s,, := [|dII(X;,) - - - dII( X5, )v]|, where {X1,..., X, } is a basis
of the Lie algebra go of G. Thus we obtain a continuous Fréchet representation
(II*°,V*°) of G.
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Suppose now that G is a real reductive linear Lie group, K a maximal compact
subgroup of G, and g the complexification of the Lie algebra gg of G. Let HC
denote the category of Harish-Chandra modules whose objects and morphisms are
(g, K)-modules of finite length and (g, K')-homomorphisms, respectively. Let II be
a continuous representation of G on a complete locally convex topological vector
space V. Assume that the G-module II is of finite length. We say II is admissible if

dim¢e Homg (7, 1| i) < 00

for all irreducible finite-dimensional representations 7 of K. We denote by Vi the
space of K-finite vectors. Then Vi C V°° and the Lie algebra g leaves V¢ invariant.
The resulting (g, K)-module on Vi is called the underlying (g, K)-module of TI,
and will be denoted by Ilgk.

For any admissible representation II on a Banach space V', the smooth rep-
resentation (II°°,V>°) depends only on the underlying (g, K)-module. We say
(II*°,V*°) is an admissible smooth representation. By the Casselman—Wallach
globalization theory, (II°°,V°°) has moderate growth, and there is a canonical
equivalence of categories between the category HC of Harish-Chandra modules
and the category of admissible smooth representations of G ([37, Chap. 11]). In
particular, the Fréchet representation I1*° is uniquely determined by its underlying
(g, K)-module. We say II* is the smooth globalization of Il € HC.

For simplicity, by an irreducible smooth representation, we shall mean an
irreducible admissible smooth representation of G. We denote by ésmooth the set of
equivalence classes of irreducible smooth representations of G. Via the underlying
(g, K)-modules, we may regard the unitary dual G as a subset of Gsmooth

3. Multiplicities in symmetry breaking

Let G D G’ be a pair of real reductive groups. For II € @smooth and m € é\’smooth,
we denote by Home (II| o, ) the space of symmetry breaking operators, and define
the multiplicity (for smooth representations) by

m (I, 7) := dimc Home (11| g7, 7) € NU {o0}. (1)

Note that m(II, 7) is well defined without the unitarity assumption on IT and 7.
We established a geometric criterion for multiplicities to be finite (more
strongly, to be bounded) as follows:

Theorem 3 ([26], see also [13, 18]). Let G D G’ be a pair of real reductive algebraic
Lie groups.
(1) The following two conditions on the pair (G,G") are equivalent:
(FM) (finite multiplicities) m(II,7) < oo for all
ITe ésmooth and w€ E;’\/smooth;
(PP) (geometry) (G x G')/diag(G") is real spherical.
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(2) The following two conditions on the pair (G,G’) are equivalent:
(BM) (bounded multiplicities) There exists C' > 0 such that

m(IL, ) < C  for all 11 € Gunooth and T € Gsmooth
BB) (complex geometry) (Gc x Gf)/diag(Gg) is spherical.
( g y c)/diag(Ge

Here we recall that a connected complex manifold X¢ with holomorphic ac-
tion of a complex reductive group G is called spherical if a Borel subgroup of G¢
has an open orbit in X¢. There has been an extensive study of spherical varieties
in algebraic geometry and finite-dimensional representation theory. In contrast,
concerning the real setting, in search of a good framework for global analysis on
homogeneous spaces which are broader than the usual (e.g., reductive symmetric
spaces), the author proposed:

Definition 4 ([13]). Let G be a real reductive Lie group. We say a connected smooth
manifold X with smooth G-action is real spherical if a minimal parabolic subgroup
P of G has an open orbit in X.

We discovered in [13, 26] that these geometric properties (spherical/real
spherical) are exactly the conditions that a reductive group G has a “strong grip” of
the space of functions on X in the context of multiplicities of (infinite-dimensional)
irreducible representations occurring in the regular representation of G on C*°(X):

Theorem 5 ([26, Thms. A and C]). Suppose G is a real reductive linear Lie group,
H is an algebraic reductive subgroup, and X = G/H.

(1) The homogeneous space X is real spherical if and only if
dim¢ Homg (7, C*°(X)) < oo for all 7 € @smooth.
(2) The complexification Xc is spherical if and only if
sup  dimc Homg (7, C™ (X)) < 0.

TEGsmooth

Methods of proof. In [26], we obtained not only the equivalences in Theorem 5 but
also quantitative estimates of the dimension. The proof for the upper estimate in
[26] uses the theory of regular singularities of a system of partial differential equa-
tions by taking an appropriate compactification with normal crossing boundaries,
whereas the proof for the lower estimate uses the construction of a “generalized
Poisson transform”. Furthermore, these estimates hold for the representations of
G on the space of smooth sections for equivariant vector bundles over X = G/H
without assuming that H is reductive. For instance, this applies also to the case
where H is a maximal unipotent subgroup of G, giving a Kostant—Lynch estimate
to the dimension of the space of Whittaker vectors ([26, Ex. 1.4 (3)]).

Back to Theorem 3 on branching problems, the geometric estimates of mul-
tiplicities is proved by applying Theorem 5 to the pair (G x G’, diag(G")) together
with some careful arguments on topological vector spaces ([18, Thm. 4.1]).
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Classification theory. Theorem 3 serves Stage A in branching problems, and singles
out nice settings in which we could expect to go further on Stages B and C of the
detailed study of symmetry breaking.

So it would be useful to develop a classification theory of pairs (G,G’) for
which the geometric criteria (PP) or (BB) in Theorem 3 are satisfied.

e The geometric criterion (BB) in Theorem 3 appeared in the context of finite-
dimensional representations already in 1970s, and such pairs (G¢, Gi) were
classified infinitesimally, see [32]. The classification of real forms (G, G’) satis-
fying the condition (BB) follows readily from that of complex pairs (Gc, Gi),
see [23]. Sun-Zhu [35] proved that the constant C' in Theorem 3 can be
taken to be one (multiplicity-free theorem) in many of real forms (G, G’), see
[31, Rem. 2.2] for multiplicity-two results for some other real forms.

e The pairs (‘G x ‘G, diag(*@)) for real reductive groups ‘G satisfying the geo-
metric criterion (PP) in Theorem 3 were classified in [13].

e More generally, symmetric pairs (G, G’) satisfying the geometric criterion
(PP) in Theorem 3 was classified by the author and Matsuki [23]. The meth-
ods are a linearization technique and invariants of quivers.

In turn, these classification results give an a priori estimate of multiplicities in
branching problems by Theorem 3.

Example 6 (finite multiplicities for the fusion rule, [13, Ex. 2.8.6], see also [18,
Cor. 4.2]). Suppose G is a simple Lie group. Then the following two conditions
are equivalent:

(i) dime Homg(m & 72, m3) < 00 for all w1, T2, 13 € Gsmooth;

(ii) G is either compact or locally isomorphic to SO(n,1).

Example 7. Let (G,G') = (O(p+1,q),0(r) x O(p, q)).

(1) m(II,7) < oo for all I € @smooth and T € é\’smooth.

(2) m(Il,7) <1 forall 1l € @Smooth and ™ € @Smooth if and only if p+q+r <4
orr=1.

See [18] for the further classification theory of symmetric pairs (G, G’) that
guarantee finite multiplicity properties for symmetry breaking.

4. Conformally covariant SBOs

This section discusses a question on symmetry breaking with respect to a pair of
conformal manifolds X D Y.

Let (X,g) be a Riemannian manifold. Suppose that a Lie group G acts
conformally on X. This means that there exists a positive-valued function € €
C*(G x X) (conformal factor) such that

Sghe = Qh,x)2g, forallhe G, ze X,
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where we write Ly: X — X,x — h - x for the action of G on X. When X is
oriented, we define a locally constant function

or: G x X — {+1}
by or(h)(x) = 1 if (Lp)sg: ToX — T, X is orientation-preserving, and = —1 if
it is orientation-reversing.

Since both the conformal factor (2 and the orientation map or satisfy cocycle
conditions, we can form a family of representations wg\l)é of G with parameters \ €
C and 6 € Z/27Z on the space £/(X) of differential i-forms on X (0 < i < dim X)
defined by

@y (h)a = or(R)’ QAT P Lioa,  (heQ). (2)

The representation wg\z)é of the conformal group G on £*(X) will be simply denoted

by £4(X)x.s, and referred to as the conformal representation on differential i-forms.
Suppose that Y is an orientable submanifold. Then Y is endowed with a
Riemannian structure g|y by restriction, and we can define in a similar way a
family of representations £/(Y),. (v € C,e € Z/2Z,0 < j < dimY) of the
conformal group of (Y, gly).
We consider the full group of conformal diffeomorphisms and its subgroup
defined as

Conf(X) := {conformal diffeomorphisms of (X, g)},
Conf(X;Y) :={p € Conf(X) : p(Y)=Y}. (3)
Then there is a natural group homomorphism
Conf(X;Y) — Conf(Y), ¢~ ol|y. (4)

Definition 8. A linear map T: £(X)rs — E/(Y), . is a conformally covariant
symmetry breaking operator (conformally covariant SBO, for short) if T intertwines
the actions of the group Conf(X;Y).

We shall write

H ()\,5 I/{E) = HomConf(X;Y) (5 (X))\,5|Conf(X;Y)agJ (Y)V,E) (5)
@]
i . ) |
D <>\’5 ‘Z/.,?E) = DIHCOIIf(X;Y) (5 (X))\,5|Conf(X;Y)7£] (Y)V,E) (6)

for the space of continuous conformally covariant SBOs and its subspace of differ-
ential SBOs, namely, those operators T satisfying the local property: Supp(T'«) C
Supp(«) for all a € £°(X) 5. This support condition is a generalization of Peetre’s
characterization [34] of differential operators in the X =Y case ([27, Def. 2.1], for
instance).

We address a general problem motivated by conformal geometry:
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Problem 9 (conformally covariant symmetry breaking operators). Let X DY are
orientable Riemannian manifolds.

Je) # o

J
A6 1/,6> 7 {0}
o i |
(3) Construct an explicit basis of H ()\,5 ’% 5) and D (

(1) Determine when H (

1
A0
(2) Determine when D (

1

)

J
ve)’

Problem 9 (1) and (2) may be thought of as Stage B of branching problems
in Section 1, while Problem 9 (3) as Stage C.

In the case where X = Y and ¢ = j = 0, a classical prototype of such
operators is a second-order differential operator called the Yamabe operator

A+ 4n 2 K € Diff cont(x) (E°(X) 21,5, E°(X) n 41.6),

(n—1) 2 2
where n is the dimension of the manifold X, A is the Laplacian, and & is the
scalar curvature, see [24, Thm. A], for instance. Conformally covariant differential
operators of higher order are also known: the Paneitz operator (fourth-order) [33],
or more generally, the so-called GJMS operators [5] are such operators. Turning
to operators acting on differential forms, we observe that the exterior derivative d,
the codifferential d*, and the Hodge * operator are also examples of conformally
covariant operators on differential forms, namely, j =i+ 1,7 —1, and n — i, respec-
tively, with an appropriate choice of the parameter (\,v,d,¢). As is well known,
Maxwell’s equations in four-dimension can be expressed in terms of conformally
covariant operators on differential forms.

Let us consider the general case where X # Y. From the viewpoint of con-
formal geometry, we are interested in “natural operators” T that persist for all
pairs of Riemannian manifolds X D Y of fixed dimension. We note that Problem
9 is trivial for individual pairs X D Y such that Conf(X;Y) = {e}, because any
linear operator becomes automatically an SBO. In contrast, the larger Conf(X;Y")
is, the more constraints on 7" will be imposed. Thus we highlight the case of large
conformal groups as the first step to attack Problem 9.

In general, the conformal group cannot be so large. We recall from [10,
Thms. 6.1 and 6.2] the upper estimate of the dimension of the conformal group:

Fact 10. Let X be a compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 3. Then
dim Conf(X) < J(n+1)(n+2). The equality holds if and only if (Conf(X), X) is
locally isomorphic to (O(n +1,1),8™).

Concerning a pair (X,Y’) of Riemannian manifolds, we obtain the following.

Proposition 11. Let X D Y be Riemannian manifolds of dimension n and m,
respectively. Then dim Conf(X;Y) < ) (m+1)(m+2). The equality holds if X = S™
and Y is a totally geodesic submanifold which is isomorphic to S™.



Conformal Symmetry Breaking 297

Proof. The first inequality follows from Fact 10 via the group homomorphism (4).
If (X,Y) = (5",5™), then Conf(X) and Conf(X;Y") are locally isomorphic to
O(n+1,1) and O(m + 1, 1), respectively, whence the second assertion. O

From now on, we shall consider the pair
(X,Y) — (Sn,Sn—l), (7)

as a model case with largest symmetries, where Y = S™~! is embedded as a totally
geodesic submanifold of X = S™. As mentioned, the pair (Conf(X), Conf(X;Y))
is locally isomorphic to the pair

(Ga Gl) - (O(n+171)70(n71)) (8)

We remind that this pair appeared in Section 3 on branching problems, see the
case where r = 1 in Example 7. As an a priori estimate in Stage A, see Theorem
3 (2), Example 7, [21, Thm. 2.6], and [35], we have

i

dim(c H </\’ 5

/ ) <4 for any (i,7,\,v,0,¢€). 9)

v, e

In turn, the estimate (9) gives an upper bound for the dimension of the space
of “natural” conformal covariant SBOs, £/(X)s — &/(Y), that persist for all
pairs X D Y of codimension one. In the next two sections, we explain briefly a
solution to Problem 9 (Stages B and C) in the model case (7).

5. Classification theory of conformally covariant differential SBOs

In the case where symmetry breaking operators are given as differential operators,
Problem 9 in the model space (7) was solved in a joint work [21] with Kubo and
Pevzner. In this section, we introduce its flavors briefly. First of all, the solution
to Problem 9 (2), a question in Stage B of branching problems, may be stated as
follows.

Theorem 12. Suppose n >3,0<i<n,0<j<n-—1, \,v € C, and §,e € {£}.
Then the following three conditions on 6-tuple (4,4, \, v, d,€) are equivalent:

. i |
0 0()5],0) # o
s i1\
(ii) dime D (/\’5 V. E) =1
(iii) The parameter (i,j, A\, v,d,€) satisfies

{j,Tl—j—1}0{2—2,1—2,2,2-1-1}75@, (10)
v—XAeN,
a certain condition Q = Q;; on (\,v,0,¢). (11)
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The first condition (10) concerns the degrees i and j of differential forms.
Loosely speaking, conformally covariant differential SBOs exist only if the degrees
i and j are close to each other or the sum i + j is close to n. The last “addi-
tional” condition @); ; depends on (i, j). We give the condition @; ; explicitly in
the following two cases:

o Case j =1. Q;; amountstor € Cand d = =v — A mod 2.

e Case j =i+ 1. For 1 <4 <n—2, Qi1 amounts to (A\,v) = (0,0) and
0=e=0 mod 2;fori =0, Qo1 amountsto A € —N, v =0,and d =e = A
mod 2.

See [21, Thm. 1.1] for the precise conditions in the other remaining six cases.

Second, we go on with Problem 9 (3) (Stage C) about the construction of
symmetry breaking operators. For this we work with the pair (R",R"~!) of the
flat Riemannian manifolds which are conformal to (S™\ {pt}, S~ 1\ {pt}) via the
stereographic projection.

We begin with a scalar-valued operator (Juhl’s operator, [8]). Suppose that
our hyperplane Y = R"~! of X = R" is defined by z,, = 0 in the coordinates
(x1,...,2,). For p € C and k € N, we define a homogeneous differential operator
of order k by
. k=2
Di= Y ai(W)(=Bna)' o o

n

0<i<[5]

. COO (RTL) % COO (RTL),

where {a;(11)} are the coefficients of the Gegenbauer polynomial:
A= Y almr
0<i<[3]

Building on the scalar-valued operators, we introduced in [21] matriz-valued dif-
ferential symmetry breaking operators

D7 ERY) = /(R

for each pair (i,7) satisfying (10). We illustrate a concrete formula when j = i.
We set

A= Resty,—o o (Dpf5dd" +aDy_ydv_» +0bD}),
where d* is the codifferential, ¢ o EYR™) — E7(R™1) is the inner multiplication

of the vector field ain’ and

1 (k: odd) A+ k . on—1
= . ) b:= y M= Ati— .
A+i—5+k (k:even) 2

Thus Dy ;" is obtained as the composition of a Home(A*(C"), A"(C"1))-valued

homogeneous differential operator on R™ of order k£ with the restriction map to
the hyperplane R" 1.
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The matrix-valued differential operators Dy 7 : E/(R") — &/(R™!) were
defined in [21, Chap. 1] also for the other seven cases when the condition (iii) in
Theorem 12 is fulfilled.

i—]

Methods of proof in finding the formulae for DA’ .. The approach in [21] is based
on the F-method [16], which reduces a problem of finding the operators Dizj to
another problem of finding polynomial solutions to a system of ordinary differential
equations (F-system). An alternative approach for j = i — 1,7 is given in [20] by
taking the residues of the regular symmetry breaking operators (see also Section
6 below).

With the aforementioned operators Df\}j , Problem 9 (3) for differential op-
erators were solved in [21, Thms. 1.4-1.8], which may be thought of as an answer
to Stage C of branching problems. We illustrate the results with the following two
theorems in the case where j = ¢ and 7 + 1.

Theorem 13 (j = 4 case). Supposev € C, k:=v—-X €N, and§ = =k mod 2.
(1) The linear map Dﬁj extends to a conformally covariant symmetry breaking
operator from E(S™)xs to E(S" 1)y
(2) Conversely, any conformally covariant differential symmetry breaking opera-
tor from E'(S™)xs to E'(S"™1),c is proportional to DY}, or its renormal-
ization ([21, (1.10)]).

Theorem 14 (j = 4 + 1 case).
(1) Suppose 1 <i<n-—2,(\,v)=(n—2i,n—2i+3), and d = =1 mod 2.
Then the linear map

Rest o d: 5i<STL))\75 N gi+1(Sn_1)u,5

s a conformally covariant SBO. Conversely, a nonzero conformally covariant
differential SBO from E'(S™)xs to ETH(S™Y), o exists only for the above
parameters, and such an operator is proportional to Rest o d.

(2) Suppose i =0, A€ {0,—1,-2,...}, v =0, and 6 =& =X mod 2. Then the
linear map

n—1
Resty, —g 0 Di; 2 od: &°(R"™) — EYR™T)

extends to a conformally covariant SBO from E°(S™)y s to E1(S" 1)y .. Con-
versely, a nonzero conformally covariant differential SBO from E°(S™)x s to
EY(S™Y), o exists only for the above parameters, and such an operator is
proportional to the above operator.

Remark 15.

(1) By using the Hodge * operator on X or its submanifold Y, the other six cases
can be reduced to either the j = i case (Theorem 13) or the j = ¢ + 1 case
(Theorem 14). The construction and classification of differential symmetry
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breaking operators in the model space (7) is thus completed. Its generalization
to the pseudo-Riemannian case is proved in [22].

(2) Special cases of Theorem 13 were known earlier. The case j =i = 0 (scalar-
valued case) was discovered by A. Juhl [8]. Different approaches have been
proposed by Fefferman—Graham [4], Kobayashi-Orsted—Soucek-Somberg[25],
and Clerc [3] among others. Our approach uses an algebraic Fourier transform
of Verma modules (F-method), see [16, 27].

(3) The case n = 2 is closely related to the celebrated Rankin—-Cohen bidifferen-
tial operator via holomorphic continuation [28].

6. Classification theory: nonlocal conformally covariant SBOs

In this section we consider nonlocal operators such as integral operators as well,
and thus complete the classification problem (Problem 9) for the model space
(X,Y) = (5", 5"1).

Building on the classification results on D <

iy
Ad | ve

J VAN
1/,5) /D ()\,(5 1/,5) ’

i J i J
A | v, 5) modulo D <)\,§ v, 5)'
This idea fits well with the general strategy to understand the whole space of sym-
metry breaking operators between principal series representations of a reductive
group and its subgroup G’ by using the filtration given by the support of distri-
bution kernels [29, Chap. 11, Sec. 2]. Thus we start with the general setting where
(G,G’) is a pair of real reductive Lie groups. Let P = M AN and P’ = M'A’N’
be Langlands decompositions of minimal parabolic subgroups of G and G’, re-
spectively. For an irreducible representation (o, V) of M and a one-dimensional
representation Cy of A, we define a principal series representation of G by unnor-
malized parabolic induction

) in Section 5, we want

to

)
A0
e find a basis in H (

e find dimg H <

I(0,)\) :=IndS(c @ Cy ® 1).
Similarly, we define that of the subgroup G’, to be denoted by
J(1,v) = Indg: (T®C,®1)
for an irreducible representation (7, W) of M’ and a one-dimensional representa-
tion C, of A’.
By abuse of notation, we identify a representation with its representations
space, and set V) := V®Cy and W, := W®C,. Let V5 be the dualizing bundle of

the G-homogeneous bundle G x p V) over the real flag manifold G/P. Then there
is a natural linear bijection between the space of symmetry breaking operators
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and the space of invariant distributions (see [29, Prop. 3.2]):
Home (I5(0, N|gr, J-(1,v)) = (D'(G/P, V) @ W, )AF) | T Ky, (12)

Suppose now that the condition (PP) in Theorem 3 is fulfilled. Then this
implies that #(P'\G/P) < oo, see [26, Rem. 2.5 (4)]. We denote by {Z,} the
totality of P’-orbits on G/P. We define a partial order aw < 3 by Z, C Zg, the
closure of Z in G/P. Then there is the unique minimal index amin corresponding
to the closed P’-orbit in G/P, and maximal ones /31, ..., Sy corresponding to
open P’-orbits in G/P.

We observe that the support Supp(Kyr) of the distribution kernel Kp is a
closed P’-invariant subset of G/P, and accordingly, define

H(a) = H‘Tf,f‘(a) :={T € Hom¢ (I(0, N)|g7, J(7,v)) : Supp(K71) C Zu}
via the isomorphism (12). Clearly, H(a) C H(B) if a < B. It follows from [27,
Lem. 2.3] that

H(amin) = Diff v (I(0, )|, J(T,v)).
In contrast to the smallest support Z,_, , a symmetry breaking operator T is
called regular ([29, Def. 3.3]) if Supp(Kr) contains Zg, for some 1 < j < N,

We now return to the special setting (8). Then the Levi subgroup M A of the
minimal parabolic subgroup P = M AN of G = O(n + 1,1) is given by (O(n) x
O(1)) x R. For 0 < i <n,d € {£}, and A € C, we consider the outer tensor
product representation A\*(C") X § X Cy of M A, and extend it to P by letting N
act trivially. The resulting P-module is denoted simply by A*(C") @ § @ Cy. We
define an unnormalized principal series representation of G = O(n + 1,1) by

Is(i, \) = I(ANY(C") R 6, A) == IndG(AY(C") @ 6 @ Cy).
Lemma 16. Let 0 <i<n, d € {£}, AeC.
(1) The G-module I5(i,\) is irreducible if X & 7.
(2) There is a natural isomorphism E'(S™) 5 ~ I_1yis(i, AN+ 1) as G-modules.
For the proof of Lemma 16 (2), see [21, Prop. 2.3].
Lemma 16 (2) suggests that we can reformulate Problem 9 about differential

forms on the pair of conformal manifolds (7) into a question of symmetry breaking
operators between principal series representations for the pair (8) of reductive

groups. We write D and H if we use I5(i,\) and J.(j,v) = Ind$, (N(CHees
C,) instead of D and H in (6) and (5), respectively. By Lemma 16 (2), we have

i i\ & i
A <)\,5 1/,5) =4 ()\+i,(1)i§
and similarly for D and D. Thus we want to
o= J ~ (i J\.
e find dlm(cH<)\’6 Z/,E) /D </\,(5 1/,6)’

YRR p(. |7
oﬁndabasmlnH(/\’(S V75> 1rnoduloD<>\7(S u,e)'

y+j,J(1)j€)
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First, we obtain:

Theorem 17 (localness theorem). If j # i — 1 or i, then

Sl |3 (i |
H</\,6 1/,6) _D</\,6 u,e>'

In the setting (8), there exists a unique open P’-orbit in G/P, and accord-
ingly, there exists at most one family of (generically) regular symmetry breaking
operators from the G-modules I5(i, A) to the G’-modules J.(j,v). We prove that
such a family exists if and only if j = ¢ — 1 or 4, and it plays a crucial role in

) of differential

the classification problem of SBOs modulo the space D (

)

SBOs as follows. We introduce the set of “special parameters” by
Uy := {(A\, 1, 0,e) € C* x {£}* : v — X € 2N when e = 1 (13)
OI'I/*)\GQN‘F].When(sE:*].}.

Theorem 18. Suppose j =1i—1 ori, and §,e € {£}. Then there exists a family of
continuous G'-homomorphism

Ai”j,j,(;g : I&(iv )‘) - Ja(ja V)
such that :&i\’jy’& depends holomorphically on (\,v) € C? and that the set of the

zeros of A)\ ,.s5c 18 discrete in (\,v) € C2.

(1) If (\,v,0,¢e) & Wy, then &i’fwéa # 0 and

T { J .7
H <)\, 0| v, 5) CA

1/?6) = {0}

~ (1
)\uéei )\’5
(2) If (A, v,0,¢) € Uy andA)\ 5c 7 0, then

i |G\ =
H<)\,§ 1/,5) _D<)\,§

J
ve)’
(3) If (\,v,8,¢) € Uy, and AS, 5. =0, then

dlm(cH<)\5 J)-dlrn«;D()\(S )—l—l

The discrete set {(i, 4, A\, v,0,¢) : &&jy sc = 0} has been determined in [20],
and thus the classification of conformally covariant symmetry breaking operators
E'(X)ns = E (V).

for the model space (X,Y) = (8™, 5" 1) is accomplished. A detailed proof for
the classification together with some important properties of symmetry breaking
operators (Stage C) such as
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e (K, K')-spectrum (a generalized eigenvalue),
e functional equations,
e residue formulee,

will be given in separate papers (see [20] for the residue formulee, and [30] for the
classification).

7. Application to periods and automorphic form theory
Let G be a reductive group, and H a reductive subgroup.

Definition 19. An irreducible admissible smooth representation Il of G is H-
distinguished if Homp (1|, C) # {0}. In this case, it is also said that II has
an H-period. By the Frobenius reciprocity theorem, the condition is equivalent to
Homg (I, C**(G/H)) # {0}.

In this section, we discuss an application of symmetry breaking operators to
find periods (Definition 19) of irreducible unitary representations. We highlight
the case when II has nonzero (g, K)-cohomologies. The motivation comes from
automorphic form theory, of which we now recall a prototype.

Fact 20 (Matsushima—Murakami, [2]). Let I' be a cocompact discrete subgroup of
G. Then we have
H*(T\G/K;C) ~ @ Homg (11, L*(T\G)) ® H* (g, K; T x).
ned@
The left-hand side gives topological invariants of the locally symmetric space
M =T\G/K, whereas the right-hand side is described in terms of the representa-
tion theory. We note that Homg(II, L?(I'\G)) is finite-dimensional for all I € G
by a theorem of Gelfand—Piateski-Shapiro, and the sum is taken over the following
finite set R R
Geonom = {Il € G: H*(g, K; k) # {0}},
which was classified by Vogan and Zuckerman [36].
In the case where G = O(n + 1,1), there are 2(n + 1) elements in Geohom.
Following the notation in [21, Thm. 2.6], we label them as
{Hg’g 0<t<n+1,§€{£}},
and we define
Index = Indexgq: @cohom —={0,1,....n+1}, ILis— ¢,
sgn = sgng: @cohom — {x}, Iy 5 — 0.
We illustrate the labeling by two examples:

Example 21 (one-dimensional representations). There are four one-dimensional
representations of G, which are given as

{H()’Jr >~ 1, H()’,, Hn+1’+, Hn+1,7 >~ det}
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Example 22 (tempered representations). Forn odd II is the smooth representation
of a discrete series representation of G iff Index(II) = %(nJrl), whereas for n even
IT is that of tempered representation of G iff Index(IT) € {3, 5 +1}.

We give a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of symmetry
breaking operators between irreducible representations of G and those of the sub-
group G’ with nonzero (g, K)-cohomologies:

Theorem 23 ([30]). Let (G,G') = (O(n +1,1),0(n,1)), and (IL,7) € Geonom X
Gl ohom- Then the following three conditions on (II, ) are equivalent.

(i) Homg (II*[gr, ) # {0}

(ii) The outer tensor product representation II°° K 7> is diag(G’)-distinguished.
(iii) Indexg(II) — 1 < Indexq/ () < Indexg(II) and sgn(Il) = sgn(w).

The proof uses the symmetry breaking operators that are discussed in Section

6 and the relationship between Gconhom and conformal representations on differen-
tial forms on the sphere S™ summarized as below.

Lemma 24 ([21, Thm. 2.6]). If1I € écohom, then I1°° can be realized as a subrepre-
sentation of E'(S™)o s with i = Indexg (1) and 6 = (—1)’sgng(I1) if Indexg(I1) #
n+ 1, and also as a quotient of £'(S™)o,s with i = Indexg(Il) — 1 and § =
(—1)%sgng (I1) if Indexq (II) # 0.

To end this section, we consider a tower of subgroups of a reductive group G:

{e}=GO cg®c...ca™ catY =q.
Accordingly, there is a family of homogeneous spaces with G-equivariant quotient
maps:
G=aG/G0 -5 q/aM - ... 5 G/G" Y = {pt).
In turn, we have natural inclusions of G-modules:
C™(G) = C=(G/GD) 5 Cc>(G/GY) > ... 5 C=(G/G"Y) = C.

A general question is:

Problem 25. Let Il € ésmooth. Find k as large as possible such that II is G-
distinguished, or equivalently, such that the smooth representation 11°° can be re-
alized in C>(G/GW).

Any irreducible admissible smooth representation of G' can be realized in the
regular representation on C*(G/G(®)) ~ C*® (@) via matrix coefficients, whereas
irreducible representations that can be realized in C*(G/G(®)) = C is the trivial
one-dimensional representation 1.

Suppose that G = O(n + 1,1), and consider a chain of subgroups of G by

G® =0k, 1) (0<k<n+1).

Then G"*Y) = G, however, G(*) is not exactly {e} but G(®) = O(1) is a finite
group of order two. Accordingly, we consider II € Gconom with sgn(II) = + below.
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Theorem 26. Suppose I € écohom with sgn(Il) = +. Then
Homg (11, C=(G/G™)) £ {0} for all k < n + 1 — Indexg(II).

Example 27 (one-dimensional representations). Suppose that 11 € écohom with
sgng(IT) = 4. We consider two opposite extremal cases, i.e., Indexg(II) = 0 and
=n+ 1. If Indexg(IT) = 0, then 11 is isomorphic to the trivial one-dimensional
representation 1, and can be realized in C(G/G®) for all0 <k <n+1 as in
Theorem 26. On the other hand, if Indexg(II) = n + 1, then I is another one-
dimensional representation of G (p41 4 =~ x—4 with the notation [21, (2.9)]). In
this case, TI can be realized in C>®(G/GW®) iff k = 0, namely, iff G*) = O(1).

Remark 28. The size of an (infinite-dimensional) representation could be measured
by its Gelfand—Kirillov dimension, or more precisely, by its associated variety or
by the partial flag variety for which its localization can be realized as a D-module.
Then one might expect the following assertion:

the larger the isotropy subgroup G™ s (i.e., the larger k is), (14)
the “smaller” irreducible subrepresentations of C*(G/G®)) become.

This is reflected partially in Theorem 26, however, Theorem 26 asserts even
sharper results. To see this, we set

r := min(Indexs(IT), n + 1 — Index(1II)).

Then the underlying (g, K)-module IIx can be expressed as a cohomological
parabolic induction from a #-stable parabolic subalgebra g, with Levi subgroup
Ne(gr) =~ SO2)" x O(n +1 —2r,1) ([9], see also [11, Thm. 3]). Theorem 26
tells that if n + 1 < 2k, then the larger k is, the smaller » = Index (II) becomes,
namely, the smaller the (g, K')-modules that are cohomologically parabolic induced
modules from g, become. This matches (14). On the other hand, if 2k < n + 1,
then the constraints in Theorem 26 provide an interesting phenomenon which is
opposite to (14) because r = n+1—Indexq (II), and thus suggest sharper estimates
than (14). For instance, the representation II, 41 4 (~ x_4) is “small” because it
is one-dimensional, but it can be realized in C*(G/G*)) only for k = 0 as we saw
in Example 27.

Remark 29 (comparison with L2-theory). Theorem 26 implies that the smooth
representation II°° of a tempered representation II with nonzero (g, K)-cohomo-
logies (see Example 22) occurs in C®°(G/G™)) if k < 7 + 1. On the other hand,
for a reductive homogeneous space G/H, a general criterion for the unitary repre-
sentation L?(G/H) to be tempered was proved in a joint work [1] with Y. Benoist
by a geometric method. In particular, the unitary representation L?(G/ G(k)) is
tempered if and only if £ < 7 +1, see [1, Ex. 5.10].
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Representations of the Anyon
Commutation Relations

Eugene Lytvynov

Abstract. We discuss some representations of the anyon commutation rela-
tions (ACR) both in the discrete and continuous cases. These non-Fock rep-
resentations yield, in the vacuum state, gauge-invariant quasi-free states on
the ACR algebra. In particular, we extend the construction from [20] to the
case where the generator of the one-point function is not necessarily a real
operator.
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Keywords. Anyon commutation relations, creation and annihilation operators,
gauge-invariant quasi-free states.

1. Introduction

Let H and § be complex separable Hilbert spaces. (We assume that the scalar
product is always linear in the first variable and antilinear in the second.) Let
a™(f), a=(f) be linear operators in § indexed by vectors f € H. We assume that
the operators a™(f), a=(f) are defined on a dense subspace ® of § and map D
into itself. We further assume that the mapping # > f +— a*(f) is linear and the
restriction of at(f)* to D is equal to a™ (f). This also implies that the mapping
H > f—a (f) is antilinear.
Consider the following commutation relations:

a*(fla*(g) = +a™(9)a™ (f), (1)
a”(f)a"(g9) = +a (g)a” (f), (2)
a”(f)at(g) = xa*(g)a™ (f) + (9, [)u- (3)

The choice of the sign plus in (1)—(3) gives the canonical commutation relations
(CCR), describing bosons, while the choice of the sign minus gives the canonical
anticommutation relations (CAR), describing fermions. The a™(f) and a™ (f) are
called the creation and annihilation operators, respectively.
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Note that (2) follows from (1). It is a consequence of (3) that, in the CAR
case, the operators a¥(f) and a™(f) are, in fact, bounded.

Let A denote the complex algebra generated by the operators a™(f), a=(f)
satisfying (1)—(3) and the identity operator 1. A is called the CCR algebra or the
CAR algebra, respectively.

Let 7 be a state on A, ie., 7 : A — C is a linear functional satisfying
T(A*A) > 0 for each A € A and 7(1) = 1. Given a state 7 on the algebra A,
the GNS construction gives the corresponding representation of the commutation
relations (1)—(3).

Because of the commutation relation (3), each element of the algebra A can
be represented as a finite sum of Wick ordered operators:

at(g1)---a"(gr)a (h1)---a" (hn), k,n€Ng, k+n>1.

Therefore, a state 7 on A is completely determined by the functions S -

HF+" — C given by
Skn) (g1s- s Gy Py ooy hy) = T(CL+ (g1)---at(gx)a= (hy)--- a_(hn)). (4)

It was already known in the 1960s (e.g., [7, 8]) that a complete descrip-
tion of irreducible representations of the CCR/CAR (up to unitary equivalence)
is not a realistic problem. This is why it was important to single out and study
those representations that are physically relevant and have important mathemati-
cal properties. The easiest and most standard representation of the CCR/CAR is
the Fock representation, which is realized in § = F5(H) in the case of the CCR and
in § = F,(H) in the case of the CAR. Here Fs(H) and F,(H) are the symmetric
and antisymmetric Fock spaces over H. The corresponding vacuum state 7 has the
property that the functionals S*) are all equal to zero.

In fact, the above-mentioned vacuum state 7 belongs to the class of the
quasi-free states, which were actively studied since the 1960s, see, e.g., the papers
[1-6, 17, 21, 22] and the monographs [11, 12].

Giving the definition of a general quasi-free state requires some technical
effort. However, in this paper, we will only be interested in the subclass of gauge-
invariant quasi-free states, whose definition will be now recalled.

One says that the state 7 is gauge-invariant if it is invariant under the group
of Bogolyubov transformations

at (k) — at(eh) = e?at(h),

a=(h) — a=(e”h) = e ®a(h), 6€]0,2m).

By (4), 7 is gauge-invariant if and only if S*™ = 0 for k # n. Thus, a gauge-
invariant state is completely determined by the functionals S(»™ (n € N), called
the n-point functions.

A gauge-invariant state is called quasi-free if its n-point functions are deter-
mined by the one-point function in the following sense: in the case of the CAR
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algebra, we have
SO (g g1, b,y ) = det [S0D) (g3, )]
i,j=1,...,n
and in the case of the CCR algebra, we have
S(n’n) (gru <o d1, hla R hn) = per [S(Ll) (gza hj):|
i,j=1,...,n
Here, for a square matrix A, det A and per A denote the determinant and the
permanent of A, respectively.
Consider the sesquilinear form SV, In the CAR case, it is automatically

bounded, while in the CCR case it is natural to assume this. Denote by K the
bounded linear operator in A that is the generator of SV i.e.,

SUV(f,g9) = (K f,9)n. (5)

Then, for each K > 0, there exists a corresponding gauge-invariant quasi-free state
on the CCR algebra, while for the CAR algebra this holds for 0 < K < 1, see,
e.g., [11]. (In fact, these assumptions on K are also necessary for the existence of
a gauge-invariant quasi-free state.)

In this paper, we will be interested in the representations of the anyon com-
mutation relations (ACR), which form a continuous bridge between the CCR and
CAR. These commutation relations are characterized by a pair (g, q) of complex
conjugate numbers of modulus 1, or equivalently by the real number R(q) € [—1, 1].

In the physics literature, in the case where the physical space has dimen-
sion two (a plain), intermediate statistics have been discussed since Leinass and
Myrheim [18] conjectured their existence in 1977. The first mathematically rigor-
ous prediction of intermediate statistics was done by Goldin, Menikoff and Sharp
[14, 15] in 1980, 1981. The name anyon was given to such statistics by Wilczek
[23, 24]. Liguori, Mintchev [19] and Goldin, Sharp [16] derived the commutation re-
lations describing an anyon system, i.e., the anyon commutation relations (ACR).

In [16], Goldin and Sharp arrived at the commutation relations as a “con-
sequence of the group representations describing anyons, together with the (com-
pletely general) intertwining property of the field.” Goldin, Sharp [16] constructed
arepresentation of the ACR in the space § = L?(I'g(IR?), m), where I'g(R?) denotes
the space of finite configurations in R?, and m is the Lebesgue-Poisson measure
on I'g(R?). Note that L?*(T'o(R?),m) can be identified with the symmetric Fock
space Fs(L?*(R?, dz)).

Liguori, Mintchev [19] and Goldin, Majid [13] constructed an anyonic Fock
space F(q.q) (L?(R?,dx)) and realized the ACR in this space. Note, however, that
this representation of the ACR is unitarily equivalent to the representation from
[16]. We also refer to [9] for a detailed discussion of the anyonic Fock space.

In [20], a refinement of the ACR was proposed. These new commutation
relations are determined by a pair (g, ) of complex conjugate numbers of modulus
1 and by a real number 7. A possible natural choice of 1 is = R(g). In the case
of the representation of the ACR in the anyonic Fock space F4 q) (L?(R?, dx)),
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one does not see the difference between the ACR from [16, 19] and the ACR from
[20]. Nevertheless, this difference becomes crucial when one tries to construct more
complex representations of the ACR.

By using these new commutation relations, the definition of an ACR algebra
and that of a gauge-invariant quasi-free state on the ACR algebra were proposed
n [20]. Under certain assumptions on the generator K satisfying (5), a class of
representations of the ACR corresponding to a gauge-invariant quasi-free state was
explicitly constructed. In particular, the operator K was required to be real, i.e.,
mapping real-valued functions into real-valued functions.

The aim of the present paper is twofold. First, we will present a new discrete
model of anyon statistics over a two-dimensional lattice. It should be noted that
the ACR in the discrete setting were already discussed in [10, 13]. (See also the
references in [20].) However, in both papers [13] and [10], only the case of a one-
dimensional lattice was considered. We show in this paper that addition of a second
dimension of the lattice allows us to construct a wide class of gauge-invariant quasi-
free states on the corresponding ACR algebra. And second, we will show how the
class of representations of the ACR in the continuum setting can be extended to
include those gauge-invariant quasi-free states for which the generator K satisfying
(5) is not necessarily real.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, following [9, 10, 19]), we
recall the construction of the Fock space for a generalized statistics and the Fock
representation of the corresponding commutation relations.

Section 3 consists of two parts. In the first subsection, we consider the dis-
crete ACR over a one-dimensional lattice, Z. This model was proposed in [10] and
was influenced by the discrete model in [13]. We construct a class of non-Fock
representations of the ACR indexed by a positive-valued function on Z (which is
bounded by 1 in the case of anyon particles of fermion type). We show that the
corresponding vacuum state can be thought of as a gauge-invariant quasi-free in
which instead of the determinant/permanent a certain functional q-determinant
appears.

In the second subsection, we propose a model of discrete ACR, over a two-
dimensional lattice, Z2. This model has more resemblance to the continuous case
(where the physical space is R?). As a result we construct a class of gauge-invariant
quasi-free representations of the ACR indexed by a positive linear operator in £2(Z)
(bounded by 1 in the case of anyon particles of fermion type).

Finally, in Section 4, we discuss the ACR algebra and the representations
of the ACR corresponding to the gauge-invariant quasi-free states. We extend
here the constructions from [20] to the case where the corresponding operator K
satisfying (5) is not necessarily real.
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2. Fock representation for a generalized statistics

Let X be a locally compact Polish space and let 0 be a Radon measure on X. (The
reader who is not familiar with these notions may think of X as R? or a discrete
space and o the Lebesgue measure dz or the counting measure, respectively.) Let
X @) be a symmetric subset of X? such that

c®?(X?\ X@) =o0.

Let Q : X — C be a function satisfying |Q(z,y)| = 1 and Q(z,y) = Q(y,x).
Liguori and Mintchev [19] introduced the notion of a generalized statistics corre-
sponding to the function Q. Heuristically, this is a family of creation operators 9,
and annihilation operators 9, at points z € X such that 9 is the adjoint of 9
and these operators satisfy the following Q-commutation relations (Q-CR):

97 0) = Qly, )9 07, (6)
9, 0, =Q(y,x)9, 0, (7)
95 0 = Q(z,y)9; 95 + d(z,y). (8)

A rigorous meaning of the operators 9] and 9, and the commutation relations
(6)—(8) is given by smearing these relations with functions from the complex L2-
space H := L*(X, o). More precisely, one should define linear operators

at = 2) 0T o(dx a = x) 0. oldx
) /Xf<>az (dx), ) /)(f()az (dv), feH, (9)

on a dense linear subspace ® of a complex Hilbert space § so that a™(f) depends
linearly on f, the adjoint of at(f) restricted to @ is equal to a™(f), and for all
f,9 €™,

at(fla*(g) = | f@)g)Q(y, =)0, 0, o(dx)a(dy), (10)

X2

a”(fla"(9) = - f(@)g(y) Ry, =) 8, 8, o(dx) o(dy), (11)

(P l9) = [ 1) s)Qa) 9505 old)otdy) + [ o) @) olda). (12

X

Note that the operator-valued integrals on the right-hand side of formulas (10)—
(12) should also be given rigorous meaning. Note also that the choice Q = 1 gives
the CCR and the choice @ = —1 gives the CAR, see (1)—(3).

To construct the Fock representation of the Q-CR one defines the correspond-
ing Q-symmetric Fock space. We denote

XM .= {(z1,...,3y) € X" | (w5, 25) eX@foralll1<i<j <n},

and we obviously have ¢®"(X™\ X(") = 0. A function f™ : X(") — C is called
Q-symmetric if for any i € {1,...,n — 1} and (z1,...,2,) € X,

f(n) (1171, e ,I‘n) = Q(SCZ',.TZ'Jrl)f(n)(LEl, ey L1y L1, Ly L2 - - .,.’En).
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We denote by H®™ the subspace of H®™ that consists of all Q-symmetric functions
from H®™. We call H®™ the nth Q-symmetric tensor power of H.

Consider the symmetric group S, of all permutations of 1,...,n. For each
7 € Sy, we define a function Q, : X(™ — C by
Qﬂ'(xla"'7$n) = H Q(.’II“.’L']) (13)
1<i<j<n
m(i)>m(5)

Note that, in the case Q = 1, we get Q. = 1, while in the case Q = —1, we get
Qr = (—1)!l = sgn . Here |7| is the number of inversions in 7, i.e., the number
of i < j such that 7(i) > 7(j). For a function f) : X" — C, we define

1
(Pof ™) (1, ... 20) == o > Qular, ) f M (@rorays o Tror(y). (14)
" weS,

The operator P, determines the orthogonal projection of H®" onto H®".
For any f") € H®" and g™ € H®™, we define the Q-symmetric tensor
product of ) and g™ by

f(") ® g(m) = n+m<f(”) ® g(m))

The tensor product ® is associative.
We define the Q-Fock space over H by

FOH) =P Hn.
n=0
(In particular, for Q@ = 1 F9(H) = Fs(H) and for Q = —1 FY(H) = Fu(H).) The
vector  := (1,0,0,...) € FY(H) is called the vacuum. We also denote by .7-}%(7—[)
the subset of F¥(H) consisting of all finite sequences

F—(fO, 50, ™ 00,...)

in which f € H® for i =0,1,...,n, n € N.
For each f € H, we define a creation operator a*(f) and an annihilation
operator a~ (f) as linear operators acting on ffgl(’H) that satisfy

at ()R = fen™,  nlM e,
and a” (f) := (™ (f))* | z@ (5. Furthermore, for f € H and h(") € HO" we have:

fin

(M)
(a_(f)h(n))<$1? s ?wn—l) = n/ f(u) h(n) (U,J]l, v axn—l) U(du)
X

Thus, if we introduce formal operators 9 and 9, by formulas (9), we for-
mally get
oFn =6, @ h™, 7 h™ = nh(™ (z,.),
where ¢, is the delta function at . Now, one can easily give a rigorous meaning
to the @-CR (10)—(12) and show that these relations hold.
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Indeed, for h(™ € H®™,
(a*(Hat@h™) (1, wns2)
= ([ 10020} ot a(@) h™ ) (o1 v)
X2

= I'n42 (f(xl)g(xg)h(") (.1’3, P ,wn)).

Hence, we naturally define

([, 7190 Q09505 otaa)ota) 1) (a1,

= ([ s@10) Qe.ozo; ot alin) n® ) 1, 0ia)

= Poio(g(21) f(22)Q (1, 22)h ™ (23, . . ., 2)),

and we indeed have

Prya(f(1)g(z)h™ (x5, x0))
= I'n42 (g(l’l)f(l’Q)Q(l‘l, .%‘Q)h(n) (.%‘3, ey .’En)).

Thus, (10) holds. By duality, this also implies that (11) holds.
Analogously, we define

( [ 1@ 90 Q)05 0; o) olay) h<">) (@1, s )
X (15)

— P, (/X F)g(21)Q(w, 21)g(z1)h™ (u, 7o, - 7) U(du)) .

On the other hand,

(a_(f)a—i_(g)h(n))(xl, e 71771) = (71 + 1)/ f(u) (g ® h(n))(uaxlv cee 71771) O—(du)
X

(16)
By using (14)—(16), one finally shows that formula (12) holds.
We note that, in the obtained representation of the -CR, we only used the
values of the function @ o®2-almost everywhere.

3. Discrete setting

Following [10, 13], we start with a discussion of the ACR over the one-dimensional
lattice.

3.1. One-dimensional lattice

Let X = Z and let o be the counting measure on Z. Thus, L*(X, o) = ?(X). Fix
g € C of modulus 1 and n € {—1,1}.
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We define @ : X2 — C by

q, ifzx<y,
Qlz,y) =S¢ ifz>y,
n, ifzx=uy.
With this choice of @, the Q-CR (6)—(8) become the discrete ACR over Z. In the
case n = —1, one speaks of anyons of fermion type.

Let us now construct a class of non-Fock representations of these commuta-
tion relations. Let X; and X5 denote two copies of Z and let Y := X7 Ll X5. Thus,
2(Y) = 1%(X1) @ ¢?(X2). We define a function Q : Y2 — C by

Q(z,y), if either z,y € X7 or z,y € X,

17
Q(y,z), ifeither x € X7,y € Xaor x € Xo, y € X;. (17)

Q(z,y) = {
(Here and below we use an obvious abuse of notation.) We consider the correspond-
ing creation and annihilation operators, 9}, 9, (x € Y) in FR(¢?(Y)). Note that
these are now rigorously defined operators that satisfy the commutation relations

070y = Qly,2)9, 97, 0,9, = Qly,2)9, 9, (18)
0707 = Qa, )07 05 +6(x,y). (19)
By (19),

For # € Z considered as an element of X; (i € {1,2}), we denote the cor-
responding creation and annihilation operators in FQ(¢2(Y)) at point x € X; by
8: , and 0, ,, respectively.

Fix functions K; : X — [0,00) (i € {1,2}) and define, for each z € X, linear
operators
Df : = Ki(2)9;, + Kao(2)8] 5, (21)
D, := Kl(x)a;:l + K2(7)0, 5- (22)
The following proposition is a direct consequence of (17)—(22).
Proposition 1. Assume Kz(x)? = 1+ nKy(z)? for all x € Z. Then the operators
D}, D, (xz € Z) given by (21), (22) satisfy the discrete ACR over Z.

Let A denote the complex algebra generated by the operators Df, D (z €

Z) and the identity operator. Let 7 be the vacuum state on A, i.e.,
T(A) = (AQ, Q) ra((v)), A€A. (23)
Due to the commutation relation (8), 7 is completely determined by the functionals
S®m (2, ..z, Y1, yn) = 7(Dy D D, ..., D, ), (24)

where k,n € Ng, k+n > 1.
The following proposition shows that the state 7 on A can be understood as
a gauge-invariant quasi-free state on the ACR algebra over Z.
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Proposition 2. We have
Skm) =0 ifk #n. (25)
Furthermore,
St (2,y) = K1(2)%6,,y, (26)
(where 84 is the Kronecker delta) and for n > 2

S(n,n) (xTLa sy L1 Y1y e ayn) = Z Qﬂ'(xla cee ,.’En) S(Ll) (xla y'n'(l)) (27)
TES,

Remark 3. Note that the expression on the right-hand side of formula (27) can be

thought of as a functional Q-determinant of the matriz [S(lvl)(wi, yj)]ijzl o

Remark 4. It follows from Proposition 2 that the obtained class of representations
of the discrete ACR over Z is completely determined by the function K(z) :=
K?(x) defined on Z and taking values in [0,00) if n =1 and in [0,1] if n = —1.

Proof of Proposition 2. Formulas (25), (26) follow immediately from (21)-(24).
Using also (13), (14), we get

S(n,n)<$n,._.,xl,yl,.n,yn)
= Ki(z1) - Ki(zn)K(y1) - K(yn)

xnl (67;1 ® - ®0y,, 00, ® - (;IH)ZZ(Y)@"
= Ki(z1) - Ki(zn)K(y1) - K(yn)
x (n!P’fL<6y1 @ ® 6yn)’ 0z, @+ ® 5”L'")ZZ(Y)@’" (28)
= Kl(.’L’l) o Kl(xn)K(yl) o K(yn) Z QTr(yTr(l)a IR yﬂ'(n)) H 6y,,(l>,wl
TESy =1
:Kl( ) : Kl xn Z Q?T .CL'1,...,-T7L) Hdl‘hyw(l)’ O
TES, =1

which implies (12).

3.2. Two-dimensional lattice

We will now present a new discrete model of the ACR over a two-dimensional
lattice, Z2. This construction will have more similarities to the continuous case
over the real plane R?. Furthermore, we will be able to construct a much wider
class of representations of the discrete ACR corresponding to a gauge-invariant
quasi-free state.

So, let now X = Z?. We denote x = (z',2%) € X. We again fix a complex
number ¢ of modulus 1 and n € {—1,1}. We define @ : X* — C by

q, ifzt <yl
Q($7y) =44, if zt > yl,
n, if 2t =yt
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With this choice of @, the Q-CR (6)—(8) will be called the discrete ACR over Z>.
Analogously to Subsection 3.1, we then define ¢?(Y') and the operators 8:’ , and

9, (x € X) in FRA(Y)).

Each bounded linear operator L in ¢?(X) can be identified with its matrix
[L(2,y)]yex:

(L)) = > Lz,y)fly), feP(X).
yeX

Furthermore, for each 2 € X, we obviously have L(z,-) € ?(X).

Let K; and K3 be bounded self-adjoint operators in £2(X). We assume that

Ki(z,y) =0 ifa' £y, i=1,2. (29)

This assumption is equivalent to the following requirement: for each bounded func-
tion g : Z — C, we have LM 1 f = My 1 Lf for all f € ¢*(X). Here we defined the
operator M, 1 by

(Mg f)(@) = g(a') f(2), feL(X).

Now, for each € X, we define linear operators

Df :=a (Ki(z,-),0) + a™ (0, Ka(z,-)), (30)
D, :=a*(Ki(z,-),0) +a (0, Ka(z,")). (31)
In view of (29), formulas (30), (31) can be written in the form
Df= > (Ki(z,9)0,; + Ka(z,9)9;,) (32)
yeX:yl=xl
Dy = Y (Kuw,y)d), + Ka(e.)9,,) (33)
yeX:yl=xzl

Proposition 5. Let K; and Ko be bounded positive operators in €*(Z?) satisfying
(29). Assume K3 = 1+nK?2. Then the operators D}, Dy (v € Z*) given by (30),
(31) satisfy the discrete ACR over Z2.

Proof. We will only prove the less trivial commutation relation between D and
D . By (18)-(20), (32) and (33), we have

D;Dy+ = Z <K1 (z, u)ail + Ko(x, u)8;2>

ueX:ul=x!

X Z (Kl(y,v)avfl +K2(y,’0)8::2)

veX:vl=y!

= Y Y Q) (Ki(mv)d,, + Kaly.v)9] )

weX:ul=zt veX:vl=y!

X <K1 (z,u)07 | + Ko(x, y)d:;)

+ (KQ(y,u)Kg(u,m) - nKl(y,u)Kl(u,m))éuw}
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= Q(z,y)D; Dy + Y (Ka(y, u)Ka(u, ) — nK1(y, u)Ky(u, z))

= Q(z,y)D} Dy + 04,y. O

Similarly to Subsection 3.1, we now define the vacuum state 7 on the complex
algebra A generated by the operators D), D (x € Z?) and the identity operator.
We also define the functionals S*™) by (24). Similarly to Proposition 2, we get

Proposition 6. Formula (25) holds for the just constructed state . Furthermore,
define the positive bonded linear operator K = K2 in (*(Z*) with matriz
(K (x,9)]s,yez2. Then

St (,y) = K(x,y)
and for n > 2, formula (27) holds.

Remark 7. It follows from Proposition 6 that the obtained class of representa-
tions of the discrete ACR over Z? is completely determined by the bounded linear
operator K in ¢?(Z?) satisfying K > 0ifn=1and 0 < K <1ifn=—1.

Proof of Proposition 6. Formula (25) follows immediately from (30), (31). Next,
SU (z,y) = (D, Q, D; Q) rae vy
= (Kl(',y),K1<',$))g2(x)
= Z Kl(U,Q)Kl(ZL‘,U)

ueX
= K(z,y),

and for n > 2, similarly to (28) and using (29), we calculate
S(n,n)(xn, e L1, Y1, ,yn)
(Dy, -+ Dy, Dy, - Dy ) ragen(vy)
!(Kl('7y1) ®--® Kl('7yn)a Kl('axl) ®--® Kl('7$n))g2(x)@n
= (n!Pn(K1(~,y1) @@ Ki(yn)), Ki(,21) ® - ® Kl('axn))gz(x)(@n

= Z Z Qﬂ(ula-~'7un)K1(u17y7r(1))"'Kl(unayﬂ(n))

TESn (U1, upn)EX™

x K3 (.1‘1, ul)éu} Lo K (l‘n, u”)éu#@h

Z

= Z Q'n’(xh“wxn) Z Kl(ulayﬂ(l))"'Kl(unayﬂ(n))

TESH (u17~<7un)eXn
X K1<£L'1,U1) o Kl(xnaun)
= Z Q‘n’(xla"'7xn)K($17y7r(1))"'K(le,yTr(n))‘ U

TES,
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4. Continuous setting

Let now X = R? and o(dz) = dz is the Lebesgue measure. Thus, H = L?(R?, dx).
We fix ¢ € C, |g| = 1, and set

q, ifzt <yl
YY) = 34
Q) {q, A (34)
Thus, in the notations of Section 2, we have

X® ={(z,y) € X* | 2" #y'}.
4.1. An ACR algebra

We saw in Section 3 that, in order to construct non-Fock representations of the
ACR, we had to derive from the commutation relation (8), a commutation rela-
tion for 9,f9, . By formal multiplication of (8) by Q(y,z) and swapping = and y
variables, we get

But in the Fock representation of the ACR in the continuous case (Section 2), the
value of Q(xz, ) is arbitrary, since the set {(z,y) € X? | z = y} is of zero Lebesgue
measure dx dy. Hence, it can be chosen arbitrary. Thus, we fix any € R and set
Q(z,z) :==nforall z € X.

Recall (16). By [9, Proposition 2.7], we have

(n + 1)(9 ® h(n))(uaxlv QR 7xn)
= g(u)h(”)(xl, cey )

+ ) Qu, ) Q(w1, w4)Q (w2, k) -+ -
k=1

e Q(xkfhxk)g(xk)h(n) (uaxlv v aj:kv v 7xn)7

where &, denotes the absence of z;. Now, let ga(Z) : X2 — C be a bounded function
with compact support. By (16) and (35), we have

</ @(2) (u’ 0)8;83_ du dv h(n)> (-Tl, ceey xn)
X2
_ / @ (u,u) duh™ (1. .., 2)
X

S @) (u, 24)Q(u, 2x)Q (w1, 1) -+ -
;/X k k 1, Tk

= ~Q(J;k_1,xk)h(”)(u,m1, ey Ty e ey X)) du

(Although the calculations in formula (36) look formal, they can, in fact, be given
a rigorous meaning, see Section 3 in [20].) Note that in (36), we use the values of



Representations of the ACR 321
©?) (u,v) du dv-a.e. and the values of (u,u) du-a.e. Formulas (35) and (36) imply
(/ 0@ (u, )Q (v, u)d; I} dudv h(")) (T1,.. . p)
X2

= 77/ g0(2)(u, u) duh(")(xl, ceeyTp)
X
+ Z/ 90(2) (u7 wk)Q(‘Tla xk) e Q(xkflv xk)h(n) (uv L1y aj:ka ceey xn) du
E=1"X

:77</ 0 (u,u) du)h(")(:cl,...,xn)
X
+ (/ o (u,v)ajauh(n)>(;p1,...,xn). (37)
X2

Thus,
e -9+
and this formula holds for any choice of 7 as the value of Q(z, x).

This suggests us to consider the commutation relations (6)—(8) in the contin-
uous case in the refined form

a;ra;r = Q(y7x)8;8;7 T #y, (39)
0,0, = Qy,2)0,0;, = #vy, (40)
0, 0y = Q(x,y)9,; 0, +d(x,y), (41)
where
q, if 2t <yt
Qz,y) =< q, ifzt >y (42)
n, if z' =yt

To formalize the commutation relations (39)—(41), a rigorous definition of an
ACR algebra was proposed in [20]. Let us briefly recall the main points of this
definition.

Consider a sequence f = (f1,...,4,) € {+,—}". Let
Cy={(i,j) € {1,....n}° | i < j, ti #4;}.

Let Py denote the collection of all subsets A = {(i1,j1), (42, j2), - - -, (ik, i)} C Cy

such that i1, j1, %2, jo, . .., ik, jr are all different numbers. We define a measure my
on R™ by

k
my(dsy---dsyp) = (1+ H(;(sil,sjl))dsludsn.

A={(i1,51),--,(ik,jx) }EPy I=1

For example, if § = {4, +}, my(ds1 ds2) = ds1 dsp and if § = {+, —}, my(ds1 ds2) =
d81 d$2 + 5(81, 82) d51 d$2.
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We now assume that, for each § = (#1,...,8,) € {+,—}", we are given
operator-valued integrals
/ Oz, ) OB Ok day -+ - day, (43)

that are defined in a complex separable Hilbert space § on a dense subspace ® of
& and map D into itself. The function ™ : X — C is supposed to be of the
form

O™ (@1, xn) = hi(z1) - hp ()™ (2}, 2)), (44)
where hi,... h, € H and »(") € L>(R"™, my). (Note that the representation of
©(™ in the form (44) is not unique and we assume that the operator in (43) does
not depend on this representation.) We assume that the product of two operator-
valued integrals is given by

/ ¢<k>(x1,...,xk)3§; 85’; dxy - -dxy,
Xk

X DU (@hp1, o Bhm) OB - OB dagyy - dag
XWL

= / ga(k) (z1,... ,fk)?/)(m)($k+1, ey Thtm) 83011 = 8&’&; dzy - dTppm,
Xkt+tm

and the adjoint of an operator-valued integral is given by

(/Xk Sﬁ(k)(fvhu-,ﬂ?k)agll'“ag’; d:171~~~dxk>

= </ Sﬁ(k)($1,~~.,xk)3ﬁ’“-~-3ﬁl da:1~~~dxk>,
Xk

where

One makes further assumptions that make rigorous sense of the duality of 9; and
0, and the commutation relations (39)—(41) with the function @) given by (42).

Note that, due to our definition of the measures my, we never use the value
of the function @Q on the diagonal {(z,y) € X? | 2' = y'} when we apply the
Q-commutation relations between 9, 5‘; , or between 9,7, 9,”. On the other hand,
the value i appears in calculations when we apply the commutation relations to
0, 0, or 99, . (Note that formula (38) holds now in the smeared form!)

Let A be the complex algebra generated by the identity operator and the
operator-valued integrals of the form (43). We will call A an ACR algebra in the
continuum.

Let 7 be a state on A. Then due to the commutation relations (39)-(41), 7
is completely determined by the values of

T(/Xk+ so(k+")(:c1,~~,1?k+n)3£ 3x+k 3;k+1 ...3;“"’ d$1~'~da?k+n)~

A; = {* == 1
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Thus, for
91,3 9k hla LR hn € H, %(k+7l) €L (Rk—‘rn’m{‘f’}kX{*}n)’
we define

S(km) (gla -5 9k h17 R hna %(k-‘rn))

=r( [, o aaintein) o) s o)

Tr41 Tk4n

X O --0f 9y -0y d1~-~dxk+n).

In particular, if »**t™) =1, we get

S(k’")(gl, ces ks iy hy, 1) = T(a+(gl) —wat(gr)a” (Jhy)---a” (Jhy) )

Here J : H — H is the antiunitary operator of complex conjugation: (Jf)(x)
= f(@).

As easily seen, the Fock representation of the commutation relations (6)—(8)
with @ given by (34) gives a representation of the commutation relations (39)—(41)
with @ given by (42) for any choice of 7. In other words, based on the creation
and annihilation operators in the Q-symmetric Fock space F%(L?(R?,dr)), one
constructs an ACR algebra in which the commutation relations (41), (38) hold for
any choice of 7. For this representation of ACR, we trivially have S(™) = 0 for
all £ and n.

4.2. Non-Fock representations
To construct non-Fock representations of the commutation relations (39)—(41), we
proceed by analogy with Section 3.

We denote by X7, X5 two copies of X = R2. We denote Y := X;UX>, and we
can obviously extend the Lebesgue measure dx to Y. We define a function Q — C
by (17), and we consider the Q-symmetric Fock space FQ(L?(Y, dx)). Note that,
in this construction, we may think of @ as given by (34) as we do not actually use
here the values of ) on the diagonal.

We fix continuous linear operators K; and K5 in H. We assume that these
operators commute with any operator of multiplication by a bounded measurable
function s(x!). The latter condition means that, for i = 1,2 and f € H,

(Kif) (=", a?) = (Ki(2") f (2", ) (2%),

where for dz'-a.a. z! € R, K;(2!) is a bounded linear operator in L?(R, dz?). For
example, K; may be of the form 1® K;, where K; is a bounded linear operator in
L?(R, dx?).

For 2 € X, we denote by 8, and 9, (i € {1,2}) the creation and annihila-
tion operators at the point = bemg 1dent1ﬁed with the corresponding point of X;.
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Thus, for f € H,
a*(f,0) = /X F(2)0; dz, 0™ (,0) = /X f(2) 05, de,
a* (0, f) = /X F(2);  dz, 0 (0, ) = /X f(2) 05 da.

We now define (formal) operators D} and D (z € X) that satisfy, for each f € H:
[ t@p;do= [ @z, o+ [ (e,
X X X
/ F@)D= do = / (T ) (@)0F di + / (JET f) ()0 do
X X X
If we denote
AN ()= [ s}
b's
A™ = D, dz,
()= [ f@) D; da

then

A+(f) ::a+(07K2f) + a_(JK1f7 O)v
A(f) :=a" (0, Kaof) + at (JK1f,0).

Theorem 8. Additionally to the above assumption on the operators K1 and Ko,
assume that these operators are self-adjoint and satisfy

K2 =1+nK%

Then the operators D}, D, satisfy the commutation relations (39)—(41) and gen-

xT

erate an ACR algebra A.

In [20, Theorem 19], Theorem 8 was proved under the assumption that the
operators K; were real, i.e., satisfying JK; = K;J, or equivalently JK;J = K;
(1 = 1,2). The proof of Theorem 8 is similar to that of [20, Theorem 19], so we
omit it. (The proof of Theorem 8 actually extends the proof of Proposition 5 to
the continuous setting.)

The definition of a gauge-invariant quasi-free state on an ACR algebra was
given in [20, Subsection 2.3]. However, it is technically rather difficult. Below we
will present a simplified definition, which will be completely sufficient for our
purposes.

Definition 9. We will say that a state 7 on the ACR algebra A is gauge-invariant
quasi-free if:

o S =0 if k # n;
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e There exists a continuous self-adjoint operator K in H that commutes with
any operator of multiplication by a bounded measurable function s(z!) and

StV (g, h, 52) = / (Kg)(@)h(x)5® (z', 2") dx; (45)
X
e Forn > 2,
S(n’n)(gnv -9 91, hla RN} h ,¢(2n))

K i xl)hﬂ'i ($1)>
<3 He

X w(27l) (.%‘n, e ,.CL'}’ '/I;‘}Tfl(l)’ e ,x}r,l(n))Qﬂ<l‘1, e ,xn) d.rl e dl‘n. (46)
Remark 10. Note that Definition 9 implies that

r(a*(g)a(h)) = / (Kg)(2)h(x) dz = (Kg, )
X
and for n > 2

T(a’+(gn) e a+<gl)a_(h’1) e a_(hn))
-y / n ( (Kgi)(xi)hﬂ(i)(xi)> Qu(@rse s wn) dor - dom. (A7)

TES,

In particular, in the Fermi case, @, = sgnm and so

(@ (gn) -0 (g1)a (hr) -0~ (ha)) = 3 sgnm [[(K i, hugiy)
TESn =1
In the general case, the right-hand side of (47) can be though of as a functional
Q-determinant in the continuuum.

Theorem 11. Let A be the ACR algebra from Theorem 8. We define a state T
on A by

T(A) = (AQ, Q) ro(r2(v,dr)), A€ A.
Then T is a gauge-invariant quasi-free state on A satisfying (45), (46) with K = K?.

Theorem 11 is proved analogously to [20, Theorem 22|, see also the proof of
Proposition 6.

Corollary 12. Let n > 0. Let K be a continuous linear operator in H. Assume K
commutes with any operator of multiplication by a bounded measurable function
s(xt). Let also K > 0. Then there exists a gauge-invariant quasi-free state T on
the ACR algebra A that satisfies (45), (46).

If n < 0, the latter statement remains true if the operator K additionally
satisfies 0 < K < —1/n.

For the proof of Corollary 12, just choose in Theorem 11
K, :=VK, Ky:=+/1+nK.
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Remarks to the Resonance-Decay Problem
in Quantum Mechanics from a
Mathematical Point of View

Hellmut Baumgartel

Abstract. The description of bumps in scattering cross-sections by Breit—
Wigner amplitudes led in the framework of the mathematical Physics to its
formulation as the so-called Resonance-Decay Problem. It consists of a spec-
tral theoretical component and the connection of this component with the
construction of decaying states. First the note quotes a solution for scattering
systems, where the absolutely continuous parts of the Hamiltonians are semi-
bounded and the scattering matrix is holomorphic in the upper half-plane.
This result uses the approach developed by Lax and Phillips, where the en-
ergy scale is extended to the whole real axis. The relationship of the spectral
theoretic part of its solution and corresponding solutions obtained by other
approaches is explained in the case of the Friedrichs model. A No-Go theorem
shows the impossibility of the total solution within the specific framework
of non-relativistic quantum mechanics. This points to the importance of the
Lax—Phillips approach. At last, a solution is presented, where the scattering
matrix is meromorphic in the upper half-plane.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010). 81U20 Scattering Theory.

Keywords. Resonance-decay problem, Lax—Phillips approach, Friedrichs
model.

1. Introduction

The origin of the resonance-decay problem in non-relativistic quantum mechan-
ics is the observation of bumps in scattering cross-sections and their successful
description by the so-called Breit—Wigner formula

1 o

Ra\— 0 R
> (A —c)?2 +a?’ @t een
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where c is the resonance energy Ey. Since

! F N dr =1 (1)

) A=) +a2 "
the Breit—Wigner formula describes, in a more general scope, a probability distri-
bution of a real numerical quantity varying over the whole real axis R. However
in the framework of scattering theory the Breit-Wigner formula is interpreted by
the Breit-Wigner amplitude

= (Dt

- A= (c—ia)’ c—ia=:eC_,

such that Eq. (1) now reads Siooo le(A)|?d\ = 1. This suggests to consider the
function e as a state of a quantum-mechanical quantity, whose states are elements
of the Hilbert space L?(R, d)\), where the energy is “diagonalized”, i.e., the energy
operator is the multiplication operator M in this space and the time-evolution is
given by the unitary operator e *M .

The so-called expectation value for the state e according to the evolution
e M s given by (e,e”"Me) and the corresponding “Born probability” by
|(e,e~*M¢)|2. The calculation of the expectation value gives

(6, efitMe) _ efa\t\fict,
i.e., with ¢ := ¢ — i« one gets
—itM e " s t > 0,
(676 " e) = {e—it( t<0 (2)
and
(e,e ™M) |2 = ¢7201tl e R.

That is, the expectation value forms an exponentially decaying semigroup t —
e "¢ for t > 0, similarly for ¢ < 0. Within this context the Breit-Wigner ampli-
tude — in particular the decay-semigroup property (2) — suggests the idea that e
could be interpreted as an unstable or decaying state, i.e., as an eigenvector of an
exponentially decaying semigroup, where ( is an eigenvalue of its generator. This
interpretation of the Breit—Wigner amplitude leads to the problem to derive such
a semigroup and the spectrum of its generator from properties of the scattering
matrix, in particular from their poles in the lower half-plane. The reason to focus
on the poles is explained in Section 2. The formulation of these ideas within the
framework of the mathematical scattering theory led to the so-called

Resonance-Decay Problem. Let {H, Hy} be an asymptotically complete quan-
tum-mechanical scattering system with scattering operator S. Then one has to
construct a non-selfadjoint operator B, generator of a so-called decay-semigroup,
depending on H via S, whose eigenvalue spectrum coincides with the set of all
poles of the scattering matrix in the lower half-plane, such that the corresponding
eigenstates can be interpreted as the hypothetical decaying states, connected with
the Breit-Wigner amplitudes.
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In other words, the first part of the problem is a spectral theoretical character-
ization of the poles of the scattering matrix in the lower half-plane and the second
step is to connect this characterization with the decay problem. Since the seventies
this problem induced a vast series of various developments (for a selection of ref-
erences see [1, 2]). In the non-relativistic quantum mechanics the focus of interest
is directed to scattering systems, whose Hamiltonians are semi-bounded. However
the mathematical framework of scattering theory also includes scattering systems,
where the generator H of the unitary evolution group R 3¢t — e ** on a Hilbert
space ‘H together with the multiplication operator M =: Hy on the Hilbert space
L*(R,K, d\) form an asymptotic complete scattering system, i.e., the absolutely
continuous spectrum of H and Hj is the whole real axis. The Hilbert space K
represents the multiplicity of the problem.

A scattering theory for such unitary evolutions, which are equipped with
so-called outgoing and incoming subspaces was presented by P.D. Lax and R.S.
Phillips (see [3] and also [6, Chap. 12]), in particular for mutual orthogonal out-
and incoming subspaces. In this case the scattering matrix is holomorphic in C, ,
it satisfies the condition |S(z)|] < 1,z € C4, and Lax and Phillips solved the
resonance-decay problem completely. A decisive concept for their solution is an
invariant subspace of a special decay-semigroup, defined on the so-called Hardy
space H% (R, K, d\) for the upper half-plane, defined by

Rot— Qe M Mi, (3)

where Q4 is the projection from L?(R, K, d)\) onto H?%. In the following this decay-
semigroup is called the characteristic semigroup. At this point it is appropriate to
refer to the property (2) of the Breit-Wigner amplitude and the idea mentioned
there. Remarkably e is an eigenvector of the decay-semigroup (3) with eigenvalue
et T.e., the Breit-Wigner amplitude appears in the Lax-Phillips approach as
an important element of a solution of the resonance-decay problem.

The idea, to use the Lax—Phillips technique also for the resonance-decay
problem on the positive energy half-axis, i.e., for semi-bounded Hamiltonians, is
based on the property that the linear manifold PJH?F is dense in the Hilbert
space L?(Ry, K, d\) of the reference Hamiltonian Hy, where P, is the projection
from L?(R, K, d)) on L*(R4, K, d\). The linear manifold P, H? equipped with the
norm of H2 is H2 itself, since P, is injective on H2. The proof of the following
result for semi-bounded Hamiltonians H, Hy applies the Lax—Phillips technique,
in particular the properties of the characteristic semigroup (see [2, Theorem 3]):

If the scattering matrix of the scattering system {H, Hp} on Ry is holomor-
phic continuable into the upper half-plane C, and satisfies a certain boundedness
condition then an invariant subspace of the characteristic semigroup is constructed
such that its restriction to this subspace is a solution of the resonance-decay prob-
lem. That is, the spectrum of the generator of this restriction consists exactly of
all poles of the scattering matrix and its resolvent set of all points, where the
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scattering matrix is holomorphic. The eigenvectors for the poles { are exactly spe-
cial Breit-Wigner amplitudes k/(\ — ) for certain vectors k, which satisfy the
condition S({)*k = 0, thus solving the multiplicity problem.

So far, this result solves the first part of the resonance-decay problem, the
spectral characterization of the poles, completely. However, the eigenvectors, i.e.,
the decaying states, are vectors from H3 < L*(R,K,d)). This means that the
direct relationship to the positive energy axis and the initial Hilbert space of
states is lost. Even it turns out that these states constructed, i.e., the Breit—Wigner
amplitudes, cannot be transferred unitarily to the Hilbert space L?(R,, K, d\) of
the reference Hamiltonian Hy = M, its multiplication operator, to be decaying
states w.r.t. the evolution e ="M+ (see Section 3).

Nevertheless, in sight of the structural mathematical point of view, the result
can be interpreted within this Hilbert space: in the dense linear manifold PJH%r
one can introduce without ambiguity the H2-norm. Then the decay-semigroup
can be considered as acting on Py H? equipped with this stronger norm.

The real weakness of this result is that its ansatz is an abstract one. Basi-
cally, it takes into consideration only the (canonical) reference Hamiltonian Hy
for the absolutely continuous spectrum and the scattering operator. The right or
justification to use this ansatz goes back to the theorem of Wollenberg (see [5, 6])
together with the fact that the Hamiltonian H, i.e., the interaction, is sometimes
unknown. However, the reason for the appearance of poles in the scattering matrix
of a scattering system H, Hy remains to be seen.

2. Friedrichs model

In so-called Friedrichs models the reason for the appearance of poles in the cor-
responding scattering matrix can be recognized. In these models eigenvalues of
the reference operator Hy, which are embedded in its absolutely continuous spec-
trum are sometimes unstable caused by the interaction of H. They can generate
poles of the scattering matrix. Therefore, the spectral theoretical characteriza-
tion of these poles can be alternatively obtained by the method of “generalized
eigenvalues”, for example by so-called Gelfand triples. In this approach the corre-
sponding eigenantilinear forms are usually of the pure Dirac-type (see, e.g., [4, 7, 9]
and [8]). Interestingly for the Friedrichs model presented in [7] the solution of the
multiplicity problem corresponds exactly to the solution quoted in Section 1 (see
[7, Theorem 4.2]). In this paper the Friedrichs model H := M + I" + I'* on the
full energy axis is considered on the Hilbert state space H := L?(R,K,d\) @ &,
where dim K < c0,dim€ < o0 and M the multiplication operator. The operator
I':E&— L%(R,K,d)) is defined by (Te)(\) := M()\)e, where M()\) € L(E — K).
In this model one obtains for the scattering matrix the expression

Sic(\) = L — 2wiM(\) Lo (A + i0) " M (N)*, (4)

where L (-) denotes the so-called Liv§ic matrix on C,. Now, if one assumes that
M (-) is holomorphic on R and meromorphic continuable, then for a pole ¢ of the
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scattering matrix in C_ one obtains that the multiplicity of the corresponding
Dirac-antilinear form is given by those k € K, such that k = M({)e, e € £, where
L ({)e = 0 and L,(-) denotes the continuation of the Livsic matrix into the
lower half-plane (see [7, Theorem 4.2]). The correspondence to the solution of the
multiplicity problem quoted in Section 1 is expressed by

Lemma. Let ( € C_ and k€ K. Then S({)*k = 0 iff k = M({)e, where e € £ and
Li(Qe = 0.

Proof. (i) Let S(¢)*k = 0. Then, according to Eq. (4), one obtains
k= —2miM (Q)(L+(¢)™1)*M(O)*k

Put
e 1= —2mi(L4 ()Y * M(C)*k = —2mi(L+(C)*) " M(C)*k. (5)

Since ¢ € C_, the Livsic matrix at ¢ reads
L4(0) = ¢~ tipe — [ MOV

)

d.

Further note
Li(Q)* =L-(C),
where L_(-) denotes the Livsic matrix on C_. According to Eq. (5) one has
Ly (Q)*e = —2miM(Q)*k = L_(C)e.

For the continuation of L, (-) into the lower half-plane one obtains

L (Q) = L(Q) + 2miM (()* M (C).
Then one obtains

L4(Q)e = —2miM(C)* (k — M(Q)e).
The definition of e in Eq. (5) implies k = M ({)e. Therefore L. ({)e = 0 follows.
(ii) Let k := M(¢)e, where Lo (¢)e = 0. Then

Lo (Q)*e = L_(Q)e = —2miM (Q)* M(Q)e,

hence
e = —=2mi(L1(¢)*) T M(¢)*M(¢)e
and
k=M(C)e = —2miM(Q)(L+(¢)*) M (¢)*k
follows, i.e., S(¢)*k = 0. |

Similar results one obtains for Friedrichs models on the positive half-axis.

The scattering matrices of Friedrichs models may have poles in the upper half-
plane. Insofar the extension of the result mentioned in Section 1 to these cases is
obvious. For example, if in the Friedrichs model considered one puts dim/C = 1
and Te()\) := 7~ Y2(X\ +i)7!, then ¢ := i is a pole of the scattering matrix.
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3. A no-go-theorem

In Section 1 a solution of the resonance-decay problem for a scattering system
on the positive half-line, proved in [2], is quoted and critically considered. It was
mentioned that the decaying states constructed there cannot be transferred to the
Hilbert space of the reference Hamiltonian. This section contains a proof for this
assertion.

Theorem 1. There is no state ¢ € L*>(Ry, K, dN), ||¢| = 1, such that the Born prob-
ability w.r.t. the unitary time evolution generated by M is exponentially decaying,
i.e., such that

(e M) =7, t>0,

for some constant o > 0.

Proof. Born probabilities are symmetric w.r.t. future and past, i.e., they depend
only on |t|. Assume that there is a state ¢ and a constant o > 0 such that

(g7 Meg)? = e, teR

Then |(¢, e M+ ¢)| = el and

o]
(6.7 ) = [ G = e,
0

where ((+) is real-valued, continuous and one has §(—t) = —3(t). Define
_ [ sk, A>0
g(A) = { 0, A<0

Then g € L*(R,d)\) and
o
J e—it)\g()\)d)\ _ e—(x‘t‘-kiﬂ(t).
-0

The function on the right-hand side is a L2-function, where
o]
J Ol|€_a|t|+i’8(t)‘2dt _ 1’
—00

i.e., there is a function f € L?(R,d\) such that
FU)(E) = (t) = al/2e—eli+i00),
where | f]| 2 = 1 and F denotes the Fourier transform. That is, one obtains
o0 . . o0 .
J e 2ma) T2 F(A\)dA = emlITB = f e " g(N)dA.
—0 —00

Since the Schwartz space S(R) is dense in L'(R) w.r.t. the L'-norm and dense in
L?(R) w.r.t. the L?-norm, according to a standard argument in the theory of the
Fourier transformation it follows that (2ra)~Y2f = g, i.e., one obtains g € L*(R).



Resonance-Decay Problem in Quantum Mechanics 337

Now g has the property g = P, g. This means f is an element of H2 (R), the

Hardy space of the lower half-plane, i.e., one gets f =Q_ f , where Q_ denotes the
projection onto H2 . Because of

P, =F'Q_F

it follows that the inverse Fourier transform F~! f is necessarily from P, L?(R, dx),
i.e., the function

0
xHJ ei:vtefa\t\JriB(t)dt
—0

vanishes for z < 0. However, the function

0
h(z) := f ei#tealtl+ift) gy
—o0
is well defined within the stripe |Imz| < a and a holomorphic function there.
Therefore, since this function vanishes for z = z < 0 it vanishes identically, hence
also for z > 0, i.e., one obtains g = f = 0, a contradiction. O

4. A result for scattering systems with poles of the
scattering matrix in the upper half-plane

An extension of the result mentioned in Section 1 in this direction is suggested
in Section 2. An incomplete version of the following result can be found already
in [2, Theorem 2], incomplete because of a flaw in the proof. Surprisingly it turns
out that not only the poles in the lower half-plane cause decaying states, but also
holomorphic points ¢ there may generate such states, but only in the case that ¢
is a pole (in the upper half-plane) with a special property of its main part.

Theorem 2. Assume that the scattering matriz of the scattering system {H, Hy}
on R satisfies the following conditions:

(I) It is meromorphic in C, with at most finitely many poles,

(II) |S(z)| < K, K >0, z€ C4 |z| > R, where R is sufficiently large,
(IIT) there are no complex-conjugated poles,
(IV) there is at least one pole in C_.

Then the spectrum spec By < C_ of the generator B, of the restriction of the
characteristic semigroup to the subspace T < H?% is described as follows:

(i) ¢ € C_ is an eigenvalue of By iff (a) ¢ is a pole of S(-) or (b) ¢ is a pole
of S(-) and the operator coefficient A of the leading term of the main part of
the pole  is not invertible.

(ii) ¢ € C_ is a point of the resolvent set res By of By iff (a) S(¢) and S(¢) exist,
i.e., C,C are holomorphic points of S(-) or (b) S(C) exists and ¢ is a pole of
S(:) and A is invertible, i.e., A~ exists.
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Proof. Let m1,m2,...,n. be the poles in C; with the multiplicities g1, g2, ..., gr.
Put g := 22:1 gj. Let p(-) be the polynomial of degree g, defined by p(\) :=
H;:1(>‘ —n;)%. Put My := SN, where N is the linear manifold of H3 of all
functions u of the form u(\) := (f(f;%gw()\), where w € H2. Further put 7, :=
H: O M,

Proof of (i): Let ¢ be an eigenvalue of By. Then a corresponding eigenvector has
necessarily the form f(\) = )\kfg for some kg € K and one has

0 0 1
|G sutear= | (Ko, SOVu(N)edA = 0, we A,
—o A= —o A= ¢

First let ¢ be a holomorphic point of S(-). Then one obtains

F o (SO0 o, u() A = 2ri(S(C) o ulC)e = 0

hence S(¢)*ko = 0 follows, since every k € K is possible for u(¢). This means that
S(¢)* is not invertible, i.e., ( is a pole and (a) is true. Therefore, one can assume
that ¢ is a pole. Then one gets

[0k s PN wonear= [ 1 wosoon ") e

_ (A +1)9 —0 A= ¢ Aoy
=0 = 2mi(ko )P o)
= 0= 2milho, (SORNQ) 75,

= 27 c w(C)
= 2mitha. ()4, %)

where (S(-)p())(¢) = ¢(Q)A, ¢(¢) # 0 and A # 0, where A is the leading term of
the main part of the pole (, i.e., one obtains (A*kg, k) = 0 for all k € K, hence
A*ko = 0, i.e., A is not invertible and (b) is true.

For the reversal let ¢ be a pole of S(-) and S({)*ko = 0 or let ¢ be a pole
and A*kqg = 0 for some kg € K, kg # 0. Then all calculations are reversible.

Proof of (ii): Let ¢ € res By. If { is a pole then ( is an eigenvalue, hence it cannot
be a member of res By. If S(() exists and ( is a pole, but A is not invertible then
¢ is again an eigenvalue. Reversal:

(a): In this case S(¢) and S(¢) exist. Then ( is not an eigenvalue, hence
(By —¢1)~t
exists. According to the “closed graph theorem” it is sufficient to show that
ima(B, — (1) = T,
is true, i.e., if g € 71 then one has to construct a function f € dom By such that

(B+ —=C1)f =g.
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In any case f is an element from the domain of the generator of the full char-
acteristic semigroup. Therefore it is sufficient to construct f as an element of
T = H2 © My such that

A—C 7
where kg € K is a suitable vector. Since g1 M, i.e., gLSN, or S*gL N, one has
P()9() | 2
S* 1
(T

i.e., the function

o * p(\)
A= h0) = SO (P00
is an element of H#2 . The corresponding expression for f reads
S(N)*p(N) Al SN
o 0= =07 ) =7 Y k) (6)

Since ¢ € C_, on has p(¢) # 0. In order that the right-hand side of Eq. (6) is from
H?2 | one has to put

_ SO*p(Q), _ S(O)7p(C)
MO= (i T i ™
Hence kg is uniquely determined by
(ST
o(0) (A (<)

(b): In this case S(() exists but ( is a pole of S(-) and A is invertible. The function
h is defined as before. Now the equation (6) is written in the form

(SOOI 1y o ety SOPEFO)
o I =007 e - T Y k)

In this case one has (S(-)p(-))(¢) = cA, where ¢ # 0 because ¢ is one of the poles
n; and A is again the leading term of the main part of the pole (, i.e.,

(SC)p()*(C) = cA*
and one obtains kg uniquely from the equation

c

*
¢—ipg

h(¢) = (

ie.,

ko = (0)7H(¢ = D)9(A*) T h(C). 0
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Dynamical Generation of Graphene

M. Myronova and E. Bourret

Abstract. In recent years, the astonishing physical properties of carbon nanos-
tructures have been discovered and are nowadays being intensively studied.
We introduce how to obtain a graphene sheet using group theoretical methods
and how to construct a graphene layer using the method of dynamical gener-
ation of quasicrystals. Both approaches can be formulated in such a way that
the points of an infinite graphene sheet are generated. The main objective is
to describe how to generate graphene step by step from a single point of R?.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010). Group theory, Mathematical crys-
tallography.

Keywords. Dynamical generation, graphene, nanotubes, congruence classes.

1. Introduction

Graphene is a two-dimensional Euclidean plane tiled by regular hexagons, these
hexagons being all of the same size. The vertices of the hexagons are usually taken
as carbon atoms, but other graphene-like structures were also observed [4, 5].

Although the most promising nanomaterials are graphene and carbon nan-
otubes, their geometrical structures remain so far unexplored. Owing to their ex-
ceptional physical, chemical and mechanical properties, they found an increasing
variety of applications [6].

The mathematical way to obtain a graphene sheet and the related nanotubes
is to use the finite reflection groups. In general, we should use the Lie algebras
As and Gy (or respectively their groups SU(3) and G(2)) to construct a layer of
graphene, because both of them yield triangular lattices. In this paper, we con-
sider two mathematical methods to construct graphene. Both will provide identical
graphene layers.

The first method used to obtain a mathematical model for the graphene is
the construction using the simple Lie group SU(3). It gives us an opportunity to
define the congruence classes for the points of its weight lattice and, as a result, to
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obtain an hexagonal tilling of R? by removing the points of one of the congruence
classes.

The second method we used is inspired by the process of dynamical generation
of quasicrystals [1]. It was shown that, by using the Coxeter groups Ha, Hs and
H,, quasicrystals can be constructed from a single point of C™ (n = 2,3, 4). In our
case, we consider the Lie group SU(3) and we define a step-by-step construction
of the graphene from a single point of the plane R?. Furthermore, the method of
dynamical generation could be used to obtain any crystallographic structure.

2. Root and weigh lattices of A,,

Let ® = {ay,...,a,} be a root system of rank n of the Lie algebra A,, in real
Euclidean space R™ [2]. It is determined by the Coxeter—Dynkin diagram shown
in Figure 1.

ap Qg Qg

an
FIGURE 1. Coxeter-Dynkin diagram of the Lie group SU(n + 1).

The set of simple roots «;, i = 1,...,n of the root system ® of A,, is called an
a-basis. Thus, for the Coxeter-Dynkin diagram, there is the corresponding Cartan
matrix, which gives the geometry of the a-basis:

2<Oé' Ozk> .
Cir = PEN where  j ok =1,2,...,n. 1
ik <Oék,04k> ( )
The set of w, k =1,...,n is called the set of fundamental weights and forms

the w-basis (or the basis of fundamental weights). It is convenient to work mostly
in the w-basis. Therefore, we need to convert the a-basis using the duality relation
of the bases:

2(ayj, wi)
<aj’ aj>
The link between the a- and w-bases is also given by the Cartan matrix C
(1) and its inverse C~1:

= (o), wi) = Gjr, where jke{l,2,...,n}. (2)

n n

o = chkwk and wj = Z(C;}Cl)ak- (3)

k=1 k=1
It is important to introduce the root lattice Q given by the set of all linear
combinations of the simple roots «;:

Q:{iaiai‘aiGZ}E@Zaigzal+.,,+zan. (4)
=1 i



Dynamical Generation of Graphene 343

The positive root lattice Q4 of Q is defined as:
Q+:{Zaiai\ai:Z20}Ea1a1+-~-+anan. (5)
i=1

Likewise, we introduce the weight lattice P and the cone of dominant weight Py :
P=Zw+ 4 Zw, and Py =20+ - +7Z7%,. (6)

In general, the points of the weight lattice P of the Lie group SU(n+ 1) can
be split into (n + 1) congruence classes denoted as Ky, k = Z=° [3]. Each point of
‘P belongs precisely to one congruence class and the splitting is defined as

x:a1w1+a2w2+...+anwn€Kk,
na; + (n—1as + -+ +2ap-1 +a, =k modn+ 1. (7)

3. Construction of the graphene from the Lie algebra A,

The most appropriate way to construct a mathematical model for the graphene
layer is to use the simple Lie algebra As. The root system of A and its Coxeter—
Dynkin diagram are shown in Figure 2.

Qs
% o 3

FIGURE 2. The root system of Lie algebra A, and it’s Coxeter—Dynkin
diagram are shown from left to right, respectively.

The simple roots o and s span a real Euclidean space R?. The geometric

relations between them are:
2T

g
The Cartan matrix of As and its inverse are defined from (1) as follows:

(2 -1 121
CAz(_l 2>7 CA23(1 2)‘ (8)

As we mentioned before, the link between a- and w-bases of Ay is given by
the Cartan matrix (8). Hence, we can write explicitly:
1 1 2
a] =2w; —wo, Qo= —Wwi+2ws, wi=_a1+ _as, woe= _a1+ _«Qs.
1 1 2 2 1 2 1= 01+ g 2= g0t g
For the Aj case, the expressions for the root lattice Q (4) as well as for the

weight lattice P (6) can be simplified:
QA2 = ZOél + ZO{Q, PAz = Zw1 + ZWQ. (9)

From now on, there are two ways to construct a graphene sheet using the Lie
algebra As. The first one is to consider the root lattice Q4, and the second one

(a1,00) = (2, a0) =2, {a1,a0) =—1 and Z(ai,as) =
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is to use the weight lattice Pa,. Both of these lattices are triangular in R%. Root
and weight lattices coincide, but not all the points of Q4, belong to P4, (Fig. 3).

The construction of the graphene using the root lattice Q4, starts from
finding the proximity cells, called Voronoi domains or Brillouin zones, for each of
the lattice points. In this case, the proximity cells are regular hexagons which tile
R? (Fig. 3). We obtain the graphene sheet by removing all the points of the lattice
Q 4, while retaining the hexagons of proximity cells.

However, an interesting case appears when we use Py,. As was defined in the
previous section, the points of P4, can be split into the three mutually congruent
classes K, k = 0,1,2, by applying the rule from Equation (7):

T = aiwy + asws € K, where 2a;1+ay=kmod3 and k=0,1,2.

The result of this splitting is the following: the points of the congruence class
Ko represent the points of Q4,, the points of K; represent the points of Q4, +ws,
and the points of Ky represent the points of Q4, + wo (Fig. 3).

(]

FIGURE 3. On the left, a fragment of the @4, is shown. The shaded
region stands for the Voronoi domain. On the right, a fragment of the
P4, is shown. Points marked by white nodes belong to Q4, and the
congruence class ICy. Points marked by red and blue nodes belong to P4,
and /Cy, ICa, respectively. The shaded region stands for the fundamental
domain of Pa,.

Consequently, removing the points of g, Ky or Kz yields the hexagonal struc-
ture which represents a graphene layer. For example, in Figure 3, we disregarded
the points of Kg.

Note that even though both constructions start with the triangular lattices,
the graphene structure does not form a lattice. A graphene sheet can be refined
and the construction will be based on the refinement of the lattices P4, and Q4,.
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4. Method of dynamical generation

In this section we describe a step-by-step process to build a graphene sheet starting
from a single point of R?. We consider the weight lattice P4,. We will be using
two different steps, namely S and S (Fig. 4):

S1 = (w1, —wi + w2, —w2), So = (w2, w1 — wa, —w1).

The points of S; belong to the K and the points of Sy belong to the Cs.

As the seed point of our construction we can choose any point of Pg4,. If the
chosen point belongs to the congruence class Ky then the first step can be either
Sy or Ss. If it belongs to £ then the next step should be S;. Finally, if it belongs
to o then the next step should be Ss.

wo

—w1 + w2 W

! W) — Wy

—ws
FIGURE 4. The steps of the dynamical generation of the graphene are
shown. The blue and red regions correspond to the steps S; and Ss,
respectively.

By applying this rule to a single point of R?, we dynamically generate the
points of our structure in the following way: three vectors of the starting step
define three points of the plane. If any of these points coincides with an already
existing point of the graphene structure, we disregard it. If it is a new point, it
should be kept. The more steps we do, the bigger the graphene structure gets and
after an infinite number of steps the graphene layer is complete.

For example, from Figure 3 we see that adding a point of K1 to another point
of IC; yields a point of Ky and adding a point of Iy to another point of Iy yields
a point of ;. One should also note that adding a point of K; to a point of ICy
yield a point of Ky which does not belong to the graphene structure. Therefore,
such an addition is not allowed.

However, an interesting situation arises when removing one, two, or even
three vectors from each of the steps S or Ss. For example, consider the following
combinations of the steps:

(a) 81 = (w1, —wi + w2, —wa), Sz = (w2, 0,0);
(b) 81 = (w1,0,~w2), Sz = (w2, 0, —w1);
(C) S = (wl, —w1 + w2, _W2), Sy = (O, 0,0).

This way we can obtain sheets of graphene that will not cover the entire plane
R2. The resulting graphene structures are shown in Figure 5.
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F1GURE 5. The resulting graphene layers are shown for the combina-
tions of steps §; and S; from (a), (b) and (c¢) from left to right, respec-
tively.
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Eight Kinds of Orthogonal Polynomials
of the Weyl Group C> and the Tau Method

Tomasz Czyzycki and Jiti Hrivnak

Abstract. The four kinds of the classical Chebyshev polynomials are gener-
alized to eight kinds of two-variable polynomials of the Weyl group Cs. The
admissible shift of the weight lattice and the four sign homomorphisms of Ca
generate eight types of the underlying hybrid character functions. The con-
struction method of the resulting shifted four kinds of polynomials is detailed.
The tau method for the approximation of solutions of differential equations
using these two-variable polynomials is discussed.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010). 33C52; 42A10; 65N30.

Keywords. Weyl groups, orthogonal polynomials, tau method.

1. Introduction

The set A = {3, as} of simple roots of the root system C5 consists of the simple
short root a1 and the simple long root as, given by coordinates in the standard
orthonormal basis of R? with scalar product (, ) as

o = [1,0], g = [—1, 1].

Four types of lattices are related to the root system A, the root lattice @, the weight
lattice P, the coweight lattice PV and the dual root lattice Q¥ determined by

Q = Zoy + Zas,
Qv = ZO(;/ +ZO{¥, with a\l/ = [2?0}? a; = [_1? 1}a
11
P = Zwy + Zws, with wy = {2,2] , w2 =10,1],
PY = Zw) + Zwy, with wy = [1,1], wy = [0,1].

The Weyl group W of the root system Cj is generated by two reflections r,, @ € A
which are orthogonal to the simple roots and intersect at the origin. The affine
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Weyl group is the semidirect product Wat — Qv x W and the dual affine Weyl
group is the semidirect product Watt = QxW.

Admissible shifts p¥,p € R? are required to preserve the invariance of the
shifted weight and the dual weight lattices,

W(p"+P")=p"+P', W(p+P)=p+P.

For any irreducible crystallographic root system, all admissible shifts are classified
in [3]. For the case Cs, there exist precisely two shifts of the form

1 1 11
— =10 Vo — g . 1
14 2w2 |: ,2:| y P 2w1 |:2?2:| ( )

Any vectors in the w-basis are denoted in round brackets, i.e., p = %wz = (O, é) .
The fundamental domain F of the affine Weyl group W2, which consists of exactly
one point from each W#F-orbit, is the triangle given by its vertices {O, Wy, ws }

The dual fundamental domain 'V of the dual affine Weyl group Waft is the triangle
given by its vertices {O, w1, %wg}. The calculation of the functions ¢ : R? — N and
hY; :R?* = N, M € N defined by the relation

|[W| v T
- hY, tab.. , P
) = ISty (2)| ) = [stabg ( 2)

)

is demonstrated for the Cy case in [3]. The four sign homomorphisms o : W —
{#£1}, introduced in [1], are for Cy denoted by 1, 0¢, 0 and o'. The explicit form of
the eight sets F7(p) C F and eight sets F7¥(p"Y) C F", with p and p" either zero
or given by (1), follows from equations (57) and (61) in [3], i.e., the sets F?(p) C F
are of the explicit form

Fo(p) = {y7"w) +y3"wy |y + 247" +y3” =1},
where

0 1,0 1,0 , i 7
yé ’yll ?yg ZO, y(l)p>0,yipay2lp20?
€0 0%0  0%0 ‘, “p 0"
o oyt Nys U >0, yg P 20,47 Tys 7 >0,
‘0 ‘o ‘o
Yo © =0,y7 7 >0,y5 7 >0, yg oyl P >0,y5 >0,

0 'o Lo L L L
w0 0,070 > 0,570 >0, ¥yl P> 0,45 >0,

and the sets F7V(p¥) C FV are of the explicit form

F"V(pv):{z‘f”’vwl—i—z; w2\zo” +z‘”’ +2z‘”’ :1},
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where

1,0 _1 0 1,0 1,pY 1,pY _1,pY
Z29" 21 >0, 2" > 0,277 L2370 >0,

o®,0 _o°,0 a ,0 o¢,pY o, pY e pY
Zg T, 21 azy >0, 2 >0,27 7,25 > 0,

zgo J0>Oz§ 0>, zg “p >Ozfp >Ozap >0,
L
200 2005029050, 200 0,200 0,257 > 0.

According to [7], defining four vectors p® by p* = (0,0),p' = (0,1),p° =
(1,0), p¢ = (1,1), four types of Weyl-orbit functions Py pe R? — C of Cy are
given by

B (@)= > o(w)e™T p N eR?,
HEO(A+p7)
where O(p) denotes the W-orbit of u € R2.

2. Eight kinds of polynomials of C,

Four kinds of the classical Chebyshev polynomials of one variable are generalized
to the case of the Weyl group Cs. To this aim, eight shifted generalized characters
X5\ of Cy are introduced as ratios

)\+1/” (.’I})
Xp, ( ) gg (.CL') ?
with the symbols v§ determined as vy = p° and for the non-trivial admissible
shift p as v, = ugl = (O, 2) and vy = 1/;)’6 = (1, é) The eight characters X\ are,
as Weyl group invariant exponentlal sums, polynomials T; A (X1, X5) in basic two

C-functions

Xl = (bizl? X2 ¢w2? (3)
i.e., it holds that

TZ,A<X1(x)’X2<$)) = XZ,,\@)-

Expressing the basic two characters x; , and Xg; as polynomials in the basic two
C-functions yields the polynomials C, ) (X1, X2) and S, ) (X1, X2),
(baae+1 b1 ()
Cla(X1(2), Xa(@)) = 0y (), Stan(Xa(w), Xalw)) = 0"
(1,1)
of the first and second kind from [4]. The hybrid characters X&S)\ and ng)\ polyno-
mials S (Xl,Xg) and Sl(a b) (X1, X2),

o8

a+1, €z (ba'; 1
Sl (X1(2), Xo(z)) = (ot b()()), Sl (X1(2), Xa(x)) = (ap41) ()
(L0t ¢(0 1)( )
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studied in connection with cubature rules in [7], form the polynomials of the third
and fourth kinds.

The novel polynomials C% (X, X5) of the fifth kind, which are obtained from
the shifted character function Xp\o

o 1))
(Zs(lo7 ; ) (‘T) ’

satisfy the following two general recursion relations

Of, 1 (X1 (@), Xa(2) =

X1Clup) = Clarry T Cla-rp01) + Clarrpmry T Clamrpy 022

XoCl, ) = Clupiny T Clatzw1y T Claapin) T Clup1yr @=3,0>2
and additional special recursions,

XlC(a )= C(pa+1,1) + C(pa—l,2) + C(pa+1,0) + C(pa—l,l)’ a=2
ch(a 0) = C(pa+1,0) + O(pa71,1) + C(pa,o) + C(pafl,O)’ a=>2
X1Cl1y = Clowy T 200 p41) + Clapor) +2C ), 021
XlO(o b) — O(p1 b) + C(p1,b71)’ b=>1

X2C(a 1) = C(a,Q) + C(pa+2,0) + C(pa—2,2) + C(pa,o)’ a3
XQC(a 0) = C(pa,l) + C(pafl,O) + C(pa+1,0) + C(pa72,1)’ a>3
XQC(Q,b) - C(pZ,b-i-l) + C(p4,b—1) + 2C(po,b+1) + C(p2,b—1)’ b=>2
XQC(pr) = C(p1,b+1) + C(pg,bq) + C(p1,bf1) + C(pl,b)’ b=>1
XoClowy = Cloprny T Clopry T Clop—ry b= 1.

Several initial polynomials, which allow recursive calculation of any polynomial of
the fifth kind, are the following,

Clhoy=1 Clg=X1-2 Cf =X = X141, Cf ) = —X{ + X1 X2 +2,
Clyoy = Xi — X1 —2Xz2 =2, Cf 5y = X3 — X{ — X1 Xo + X1 +3X2 + 1.
The polynomials S§ (X1, X») of the sixth kind, which are obtained from the shifted

. e
character function X a0

% (x)
(a+1, b+ )
S(ab)(Xl( ) X2( )) ((7161)< )

satisfy two general recursion relations

Xls(a b) — S€a+1,b) + S€a71,b+1) + S€a+1,b71) + ngfl,b)’ a,b =2,
XS0, 4y = Slawiy T Slarap—1) T S(aaprr) T Slap_1y @=3,6>2.
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Special recursion relations are similar to relations for C”-polynomials and several
initial polynomials of the sixth kind are

S€070) =1 S€1,0) =X1+1, Sf)o 1y = X1 +Xo+2,
Sl =XT+ X1 Xo + X1 -1, Sl = X{ + X1 — Xo -2,
Slo2) = X3 — XT + X1 Xz +4X2 +3.
The polynomials S}” (X1, X2) of the seventh kind, which are obtained from
the shifted character function XZ,S)\,

((TaJrl b+ )<$)
Sty (@), Xl = LT
(1.3
satisfy two general recursion relations
XlS(a b) — S(a+1 p + S(a 1,641) JrSa+1 b-1) JrSS[zp 1py @b =2,
XoSGy = S0y T80 w1y TS0 apiny T8 -1y, a=3,0>2.

Other recursion relations are similar to relations for C”-polynomials and several
initial polynomials of the seventh kind are

Sy =1 Siy=X1 -1 Sghy = X1+ X2 +2,
Sy =1 X7+ X1 Xo + X1, S35 = X7 — X1 — X2 -2,
S(Séfz)zxg—xf—xlx2+4x2+3.

(0,0)

The polynomials Sg\”’ (X1, X2) of the eighth kind, which are obtained from
the shifted character function ng)\,

AN C)
S (X, Xp) = ()
by (X1, X2) 5 (@)

satisfy two general recursion relations

) L, l, l,
XlS(a p =S ap+1 o TS sy TSy TS0 ©022
) L, l, l,
XaS(0hy = Spany + Slianony + S opany tS(pry @ 23,022,

Other recursion relations are similar to relations for C”-polynomials and several
initial polynomials of the eighth kind are

S((]O) 1, S(10)7X1+2 S —X1+X2+1,
Sty = X7+ X1Xs -2, sé;o) = X2+ X1 —2Xs -2,
Sty = X3 — X+ X1 X5 — X1 43Xz + 1.
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3. Weight functions and discrete orthogonality
Taking any natural number M € N, the sets F7(p) and F7¥(p") induce sixteen
discrete point sets F,(p,p¥) C F,
1
Fii(p") = | 0" + P9 0 P70 @)
and the corresponding sixteen shifted weight sets
AZ1(p,p") = (p+ P MF*Y(p). (5)
The X-transform of C5 is a mapping X : R? — R? given for any = € R? as
X(z) = (X1 (2), Xao(2)),
and induces sixteen discrete point sets
(o, p") = X (Fys(p,p")) -
The sets Q1,(0,0) and Q3,(0, p¥) and are depicted in Figure 1.

FIGURE 1. The left panel depicts the points of the non-shifted set
214(0,0). The right panel depicts the points of the shifted set Q3 (0, p").

The restrictions of the mapping X to the point sets F,(p, p¥) are denoted
by X¢,(p,p¥). Since the mappings X (p,p") are one-to-one, it holds for the
numbers of points that [Q9,(p,p¥)| = |A;(p,pY)], and the discrete function
£:9Q9,(p,pY) = N, given for any y € Q,(p, p") by

2w) == ((XT(p. 0" ) ).

is well defined.
The polynomial weight functions w§ (X1, X2), defined by

wp (X1 (@), Xa(2)) = [67, (2)]%,
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are for the novel four classes of the shifted polynomials of the form
w;(Xl,XQ) =2X1 + X5 + 4,
w (X1, Xp) = 2X7 — X7 Xy — 4X7 — 8X1 X, + 4X3 + 16X,
wg (X1, Xp) = 2X7 + X7 X, + 4X7 — 8X1 X, — 4X3 — 16X,

wg (X1, X2) = —2X; + X + 4.

Thus, the discrete orthogonality of Weyl orbit functions in [3] induces for all
AN € —vy + A9, (p, pY) the discrete orthogonality of all eight classes of shifted
polynomials ']I‘; 5 of the form

> EWw ) ToAW)TS 0 (y) = 16M - hip(A+v5) - 63 xr-
yeQg, (p,p¥)

4. Tau method

The tau method, called also Lanczos approximation method, is the method of
searching for approximate solutions of differential equations in the form of finite
sum of functions from a given family. The main idea is to approximate the solution
of a given differential equation by solving exactly an approximate problem. The
crucial point is including in the solution additional terms with arbitrary coefficient
7. Consider the differential equation
Ugy = U,
with initial conditions u(z,0) = 2% u,(z,0) = 2. The approximate solution is
assumed in the form of sum of C?-polynomials up to degree 3,
F(.CL‘, y) = aOOC(f)070) (.CL', y) +eee a03C(f)073) (.TL', y)

Lanczos approximation method requires rewriting all partial derivatives of F' to
the form of the underlying C'”-polynomials, hence the equation
Foy(w,y) = (a11 — ao2 + 6az1 — 3azo — 11a03)c(po’0)
+ (2&12 — 2&()3)65)071) -+ (20,21 — 6&()3)6570) + 7'10(”171) + -

= F(z,y) = aooc(po’o) + a01C(pO’1) + CLmC(pLO) + o+ a03c(po73)
is obtained. Solving this system of linear equations and requiring the initial con-
ditions, the approximate solution of the form

> 10 35

1
F =2 2?2y —
(z,y) =2y + JTY T =2 -y

is determined.
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Links Between Quantum Chaos
and Counting Problems

Aleksander Yu. Orlov

Abstract. I show that Hurwitz numbers may be generated by certain corre-
lation functions which appear in quantum chaos.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010). 05A15, 14N10, 17B80, 35Q51,
35Q53, 35Q55, 37K20, 37K30.

Keywords. Hurwitz number, Klein surface, products of random matrices.

First, in short we present two different topics: Hurwitz numbers which appear
in counting of branched covers of Riemann and Klein surfaces, and the study of
spectral correlation functions of products of random matrices which belong to
independent (complex) Ginibre ensembles.

There are a lot of studies on extracting information about Hurwitz numbers,
on one side, from integrable systems, as it was done in [21, 51, 52] and further
developed in [6, 7, 15, 18, 23, 27, 43, 44, 48, 49, 66] (see also reviews [29] and
[33]) and from matrix integrals [22, 34, 39] on the other. (Actually the point that
there is a special family of tau functions which were introduced in [35] and in
[55] and studied in [24-26, 53, 56, 58, 59] where links with matrix models were
written down which describe perturbation series in coupling constants of a number
of matrix models, and these very tau functions, called hypergeometric ones, count
also special types of Hurwitz numbers. This article is based on [48, 59] and [54].
In the last paper we put known results in quantum chaos [1-3]. The results of our
work should be compared to ones obtained in [5, 31] and [12].

1. Counting of branched covers

Let us consider a connected compact surface without boundary €2 and a branched
covering f : X — Q by a connected or non-connected surface ¥. We will consider
a covering f of the degree d. It means that the preimage f~!(z) consists of d
points z € € except some finite number of points. This points are called critical
values of f.
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Consider the preimage f~1(z) = {p1,...,pe} of z € Q. Denote by §; the
degree of f at p;. It means that in the neighborhood of p; the function f is home-
omorphic to x + x%. The set A = (d1,...,d;) is the partition of d, that is called
topological type of z.

For a partition A of a number d = |A| denote by ¢(A) the number of the
non-vanishing parts (|JA| and £(A) are called the weight and the length of A,
respectively). We denote a partition and its Young diagram by the same letter.
Denote by (d1,...,0¢) the Young diagram with rows of length 41, ...,d; and cor-
responding partition of d = >_ 4;.

Fix now points z1, . .., z and partitions AM ...  A®) of d. Denote by

Cater.. oy (d; AW AW

the set of all branched covering f : ¥ — Q with critical points z1, ..., zp of topo-
logical types AM) ... A®),

Coverings f1 : X1 — Q and fy : X9 — Q are called isomorphic if there exists
a homeomorphism ¢ : 1 — X9 such that f; = fap. Denote by Aut(f) the group
of automorphisms of the covering f. Isomorphic coverings have isomorphic groups
of automorphisms of degree |Aut(f)|.

Consider now the set Co., ..., ZF)(d;A(l), ..., A1) of isomorphic classes in

ég(zhwzl,)(d; AM | A®) This is a finite set. The sum

.....

1

HY (d; AD . AW = § j , 1

( ) , [Aut(f)] o
FECQ(zy,....zp) (BAM) L LAM)

does not depend on the location of the points z1,...,2r and is called Hurwitz
number. Here F denotes the number of the branch points, and E is the Euler
characteristic of the base surface.

In case it will not produce a confusion we admit ‘trivial’ profiles (1¢) among
A ... A" in (1) keeping the notation H™" though the number of critical points
now is less than F.

In case we count only connected covers ¥ we get the connected Hurwitz
numbers HEE (d; AM . A®),

con

The Hurwitz numbers arise in different fields of mathematics: from algebraic
geometry to integrable systems. They are well studied for orientable €2. In this case
the Hurwitz number coincides with the weighted number of holomorphic branched
coverings of a Riemann surface €2 by other Riemann surfaces, having critical points
21,. ..,z € Q of the topological types A, ...  A®) respectively. The well known
isomorphism between Riemann surfaces and complex algebraic curves gives the
interpretation of the Hurwitz numbers as the numbers of morphisms of complex
algebraic curves.

Similarly, the Hurwitz number for a non-orientable surface Q2 coincides with
the weighted number of the dianalytic branched coverings of the Klein surface
without boundary by another Klein surface and coincides with the weighted num-
ber of morphisms of real algebraic curves without real points [11, 45, 46]. An
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extension of the theory to all Klein surfaces and all real algebraic curves leads to
Hurwitz numbers for surfaces with boundaries may be found in [9, 47].

Riemann—Hurwitz formula related the Euler characteristic of the base surface
E and the Euler characteristic of the d-fold cover E’ as follows:

E =dE+ Z (e(M)) - d) =0 (2)

where the sum ranges over all branch points z;,¢ = 1,2,... with ramification
profiles given by partitions A’ i = 1,2,..., respectively, and £(A()) denotes the
length of the partition A which is equal to the number of the preimages f “z)
of the point z;.

Example 1. Let f : ¥ — CP' be a covering without critical points. Then, each
d-fold cover is the disjoint union of d Riemann spheres: CP* ]_[~~~]_[(CIP’1, then
|Aut f| = d! and H*(d) = ,

Example 2. Let f : ¥ — CP' be a d-fold covering with two critical points with the
proﬁles AN = A®) = (d). (One may think of f = z%.) Then H*2(d; (d), (d)) =

. Let us note that ¥ is connected in this case (therefore H*2(d;(d),(d)) =
H2 2(d; (d), (d))) and its Euler characteristic B’ = 2.

con

Example 3. The generating function for the Hurwitz numbers H?2(d; (d), (d)) from
the previous Example may be written as

1) (2 1 1)
P(h'p ™M, A p®) = 72 Y HER(d: (), (@)py p = h2 Y plp
d>0 d>()
Here p(®) = (p3 (@ ),pgz), ...), 1 =1,2 are two sets of formal parameters. The powers

of the auxiliary parameter ,11 count the Euler characteristic of the cover E' which

is 2 in our example. Then thanks to the known general statement about the link
between generating functions of “connected” and “disconnected” Hurwitz numbers
(see for instance [36]) one can write down the generating function for the Hurwitz
numbers for covers with two critical points, H22(d; AM, A?) as follows:

T(hﬁlp(l) hﬁlp@)) — PPV T

— oh 7 Tuso 42 P =3 Y m2@am, A pl) plh, (3)
d>0 A, A2)

where Px)w = pfs?i)p((;?z)p((s()n -, i = 1,2 and where &' = (A1) + ((A®) in

agreement with (2) where we put F = 2. From (3) it follows that the profiles
of both critical points coincide, otherwise the Hurwitz number vanishes. Let us
denote this profile by A, |A| = d and from the last equality we get

1

H*?(d; A, A) =
ZA
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Here
i=1

where m; denotes the number of parts equal to ¢ of the partition A (then the
partition A is often denoted by (171272 ...)).

Example 4. Let f : ¥ — RP? be a covering without critical points. Then, if ¥ is
connected, then ¥ = RP? deg f =1 or ¥ = 52, deg f = 2. Next, if d = 3, then

¥ =RP*J[RP*J[RP* or £ = RP*][S% Thus H*°(3) = J + J, = Z.

Example 5. Let f : ¥ — RP? be a covering with a single critical point with
profile A, and ¥ is connected. Note that due to (2) the Euler characteristic of ¥
is B’ = /(A). (One may think of f = 2% defined in the unit disc where we identify
z and —z if |z| = 1.) In case we cover the Riemann sphere by the Riemann sphere
z — 2™ we get two critical points with the same profiles. However we cover RP?
by the Riemann sphere, then we have the composition of the mapping z — 2™
on the Riemann sphere and the factorization by antipodal involution z — —é.
Thus we have the ramification profile (m,m) at the single critical point 0 of RP?.
The automorphism group is the dihedral group of the order 2m which consists of

rotations by -~ 27 and antipodal involution z — —; Thus we get that
1
1,1
HCOII <2m (m m)) Qm'

From (2) we see that 1 = £(A) in this case. Now let us cover RP* by RP? via
z — z%. From (2) we see that £(A) = 1. For even d we have the critical point 0, in
addition each point of the unit circle |z| = 1 is critical (a folding), while from the
beginning we restrict our consideration only on isolated critical points. For odd
d = 2m — 1 there is the single critical point 0, the automorphism group consists
of rotations on the angle 23;;1. Thus in this case

1
2m —1°

Example 6. The generating series of the connected Hurwitz numbers with a single
critical point from the previous Example is

h2 Z pmHC10}1 2m m m Zp2m 1 con 2m 17(27’71— 1))
m>0 m>0

HEL2m—1;,2m—1)) =

con

where H);L describes d-fold covering either by the Riemann sphere (d = 2m) or

by the projective plane (d = 2m — 1). We get the generating function for Hurwitz
numbers with a single critical point

_ 2
T(hilp) _ eF(h 'p) _ ehlz 20 2m Pt b Cmodd mPm

=" > ®paHte(d; A) ()

d>0 A
|A|=d
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where a = 0 and if A = (1), and where a = 1 and otherwise. Then H'!(d; A)
is the Hurwitz number describing d-fold covering of RP? with a single branch
point of type A = (dy,...,d;), |A| = d by a (not necessarily connected) Klein
surface of Euler characteristic E' = ¢(A). For instance, for d = 3, E' = 1 we get
H''(3; A) = 30, (3). For unbranched coverings (that is for a = 0, E' = d) we get
the corresponding formula.

Tau functions. Let us note that the expression presented in (3), namely,

7_12KP (h_lp(l), h—lp(Q)) Zd>0 dp(l) (2) (6)

coincides with the simplest two-component KP tau function with two sets of higher
times A~ p(), i = 1,2, while (5) may be recognized as the simplest non-trivial tau
function of the BKP hierarchy of Kac and van de Leur [30]

1 1 2 1 1
TFKP (hilp) — eh2 Zm,>() Zm,pWLJ’_h, Zm,odd m Pm (7)

written down in [57]. In (3) and in (5) the higher times are rescaled as p,, —
h™'p,, m > 0 as it is common in the study of the integrable dispersionless equa-
tions where only the top power of the ‘Plank constant’ h is taken into account.
For instance, see [50] where the counting of coverings of the Riemann sphere by
Riemann spheres was related to the so-called Laplacian growth problem [42, 64].
About the quasiclassical limit of the DKP hierarchy see [4]. The rescaling is also
common for tau functions used in two-dimensional gravity where the powers of
h™® group contributions of surfaces of FEuler characteristic E to the 2D gravity
partition function [14]. In the context of the links between Hurwitz numbers and
integrable hierarchies the rescaling p — h™!'p was considered in [29] and in [49].
In our case the role similar to h plays N~!, where N is the size of matrices in
matrix integrals.

With the help of these tau functions we shall construct integral over matrices.
To do this we present the variables p(¥), i = 1,2 and p as traces of a matrix we
are interested in. We write p(X) = (p1(X),p2(X),...), where

pm(X) =tr X™ = Zx (8)

and where x1,...,xy are eigenvalues of X.

In this case we use non-bold capital letters for the matrix argument and our
tau functions are tau functions of the matrix argument:

) = N (R(X).P) = D (s (p) = e VNP H R

9)
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where z; are eigenvalues of X, and p = (p1,p2,. .. ) is a semi-infinite set of param-
eters, and

N
(X)) = PP (X)) = Y sa(X) = [[(1 =) [T —@izp)™" (10)
A i=1 i<j
Here sy denotes the Schur function, see Appendix A. We recall the fact [38], which
we shall need: if X is N x N matrix, then

sx(X)=0, if () >N (11)

where £()) is the length of a partition A = (Ag,...,\¢), Ag > 0.
For further purposes we need the following spectral invariants of a matrix X:

0
Pa(X) = Hpai (X) (12)

where A = (d1,...,d¢) is a partition and each ps, is defined by (8)
In our notation one can write

AP Y) = P (p(X),p(V) = 3 | Pa(X)PaA(Y). (13)
A

Combinatorial approach. The study of the homomorphisms between the funda-
mental group of the base Riemann surface of genus g (the Euler characteristic is
respectively E = 2 — 2¢) with ¥ marked points and the symmetric group in the
context of the counting of the non-equivalent d-fold covering with given profiles
A' i =1,...,F results in the following equation (for instance, for the details, see
Appendix A written by Zagier for the Russian edition of [36] or works [20, 40])

g
[ aibia; o7 X0 X =1, (14)
j=1
where a;,b;, X; € Sg and where each X; belongs to the cycle class Cai. Then
the Hurwitz number H2729%(d; A, ... AF) is equal to the number of solutions
of equation (14) divided by the order of symmetric group Sy (to exclude the
equivalent solutions obtained by the conjugation of all factors in (14) by elements of
the group. In the geometrical approach each conjugation means the re-enumeration
of d sheets of the cover).

For instance Example 3 considered above counts non-equivalent solutions of
the equation X; X, = 1 with given cycle classes Ca1 and Caz. Solutions of this
equation consist of all elements of class Ca1 and inverse elements, so A? = Al =:
A. The number of elements of any class Ca (the cardinality of |Cal) divided by
|A|! is zlA as we got in Example 3.

For Klein surfaces (see [20, 41]) instead of (14) we get

g
H RIXy - X, =1, (15)
Jj=1
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where R;, X; € Sq and where each X; belongs to the cycle class Cai. In (15),
g is the so-called genus of non-orientable surface which is related to its Euler
characteristic E as E = 1 — g. For the projective plane (E = 1) we have g = 0, for
the Klein bottle (E=1) g = 1.

Consider unbranched covers of the torus (equation (14)), projective plane
and the Klein bottle (15)). In this we put each X; =1 in (14)) and (15)). Here we
present three pictures, for the torus (E = 0), the real projective plane (E = 1) and
Klein bottle (E = 0) which may be obtained by the identification of square’s edges.
We get aba~'b~! = 1 for torus, abab = 1 for the projective plane and abab™' =1
for the Klein bottle.

Consider unbranched coverings (F = 0). For the real projective plane we have
g = 11in (15) only one Ry = ab. If we treat the projective plane as the unit disk
with identified opposite points of the boarder |z| = 1, then R is related to the
path from z to —z. For the Klein bottle (¢ = 2 in (15)) there are Ry = ab and
Ry = b—1t.

To avoid confusion in what follows we will use the notion of genus and the
notations g only for Riemann surfaces, while the notion of the Euler characteristic
E we shall use both for orientable and non-orientable surfaces.

2. Random matrices. Complex Ginibre ensemble

On this subject there is an extensive literature, for instance see [1-3, 61, 62].
We will consider integrals over complex matrices Z1, ..., Z, where the mea-
sure is defined as

A2y, ..., Zn) = [ di(Za _cH H AR(Za)ijdS(Ze)ize~ | Z)idl”  (16)
a=1

a=114,5=1

where the integration range is CV * x ---x CN? and where c is the normalization
constant defined via [dQ(Z1,...,Z,) =1.

We treat this measure as the probability measure. The related ensemble is
called the ensemble of n independent complex Ginibre ensembles. The expectation
of a quantity f which depends on entries of the matrices 71, ..., Z, is defined by

/fZl,..., VAU Z1, ..y Zy).
Let us introduce the following products
X = (Z1C1) - (Z,Ch) (17)
= (énzlxén—lzjz—l) T (C’t+1Zj+1)(C~'12I)(C~'2Z;r) o (éth), 0<t<n,

(18)

where Z,,,C4, C, are complex N x N matrices and where Zl is the Hermitian
conjugate of Z,. We consider each matrix Z,, a = 1,...,n as the random matrix
which belongs to the complex Ginibre ensemble numbered by « while the given
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matrices C,, and C’a are treated as sources. We are interested in correlation func-
tions of spectral invariants of matrices X and Y;. Actually all answers we shall
obtain depend on pairwise products C,,C,, therefore in what follows we put each
C’a equal to the unity matrix I.

We denote by x1,...,xnx and by y1,...,ynN the eigenvalues of the matrices X
and Yz, respectively. Given partitions A = (A,..., \), p= (p1, -+, i), I,k < N,
let us introduce the following spectral invariants

Pu(X) =pa(X) - (X)), Pu(Ye) = pu, (Vo) -+ ppu (V1) (19)
where each p,,(X) is defined via (8).
For a given partition A, such that d := |A] < N, let us consider the spectral
invariant Py of the matrix XY; (see (12)). We have
Theorem 1. X and Y; are defined by (17)—~(18). Denote E = 2 — 2g.
(A) Letn>t=2g>0. Then

E(Pr(XYz)) = 2x > HP720mH2720 (g X AL AT

IX=|Ad|=d, j<n—2g+1

(20)
n—2g
X Ppn-2g01(C'C") [] Pat(Cagrs)
i=1
where
C'=Cy---Cyyy, C" =CyCy---Cyy (21)
(B) Letn>t=2g+1>1. Then
E (Px(XYag11)) = 2 > H2729m+2729 (g \ AL AnT29HY)
Al . An—2g+1
IA=IAd|=d, j<n—2g+1
n—2g—1
X Ppn2g(C')Pan—2001(C")  [[ Pai(Cagrsi), (22)
i=1
where
C'=C1Cs---Cogy1,  C" =CoCy--- Cyy (23)

Corollary 1. Let |\| = d < N as before, and let each C; = In (N x N unity
matriz). Then
1 1 -
E(PA(XVa)) = | E(PA(XYay1)) = N3 TNIST () (24)
N Zx —

where E = 2 — 2g and where

SEN = > HEMEGA AL LAY L= — (A +nd+E (25)

sl At =1

is the sum of Hurwitz numbers counting all d-fold coverings with the following
properties:
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(i) the Euler characteristic of the base surface is E
(ii) the Euler characteristic of the cover is E'
(iii) there are at most F =n + E critical points

The item (ii) in the corollary follows from the equality Pa(Iy) = N2
(see (12) and (8)) and from the Riemann-Hurwitz relation which relates Euler
characteristics of a base and a cover via branch points profile’s lengths (see (2)):

n+eE—1
> UAY) = —L(\) + (F—E)d+E

In our case F — E = n.

Theorem 2. X and Y; are defined by (17)—(18).

(A) If[A] # [ul then E (P (X)P,(Y)) = 0.

(B) Let |A\|=|pl=dandn—1>t=2g+1>1. Then

E(PAXPu(Yagn)) = 2azu S HE20m2-20(g ) AL AP

IA=|Ad|=d, j<n—2g

n—2g—2

X Ppn2g-1(C")Pan-20(CoC")  T[  Pas(Cagirra),
i=1
(26)
where C' and C" are given by (21).
(C) Let |\ =|p| n>t=2g9>0. Then
E (P)\ (X)PIL (}/29)) = Z\%pu Z H2*29,n+2729 (d7 )‘7 My Ala SERE) An72g)
Al AN—29
[Al=|Ad|=d, j<n—2g
n—2g
X Ppn-2y1 (C'CLC") T] Pai(Cagyi), (27)
i=1
where C" and C" are given by (23).
Corollary 2. Let |\| =d < N as before, and let each C; = In. Then
1 1
E(PA(X)Px(Y)) = E (PA(X)Pa(Yzg11))
ZX\Zu ZA\Zp (28)
1

— | B(PA(XYa)) = | E(PA(X¥a11).
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Theorem 3. X and Y; are defined by (17)—(18).
(A) Letn—1>t=2g+1>0. Then

E (PA(X)77" " (Yag1)) = 2 Z H'72on =20 (g N AL AT

A=|Ad|=d, j<n—2g
n—2g—2
X PAn72g71(Cl)PAn72g (CnC”) H PAi(CQg_H_H)
i=1
(29)
where C' and C" are given by (21).
(B) Letn>t=2g>0. Then

E (PA(X)7P5F (Yag)) = 2224 3 HI1720m+1=20 (g AL ATT29)

[Al=|Ad|=d, j<n—2g
n—2g
X Ppni1-20(C'ChC") T] Pas(Cagsi) (30)
i=1
where C' and C" are given by (23).

The sketch of proof. The characteristic Frobenius-type formula by Mednykh—-Poz-
dnyakova—Jones [20, 41]

HE’k(d;Al""’Ak) = Z <di§!1)\> JwA(Al)"'SO)KAk) (31)

IAl=d
where dim A is the dimension of the irreducible representation of Sy, and
. (4)
P (AD) = |Crw) Xagi)\ ),
Xx(A) is the character of the symmetric group Sy evaluated at a cycle type A,
and x, ranges over the irreducible complex characters of Sy (they are labeled
by partitions A = (A1,...,A¢) of a given weight d = |)\|). It is supposed that
d= |\ =|Al| =--- = |AF|. |Ca| is the cardinality of the cycle class Ca in Sy.
Then we use the characteristic map relation [38]:

dim A == x ((1%)) (32)

dimA [ 4
sap)=" |pit EA: Px(A)pa (33)
|A]=d
where pa = pa, -+ -pa, and where A = (Aq,...,Ay) is a partition whose weight
coincides with the weight of A: |A| = |A|. Here
dim A = d!s)(peo), P = (1,0,0,...) (34)

is the dimension of the irreducible representation of the symmetric group Sy. We
imply that o) (A) = 0if |A] # |A].
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Then we know how to evaluate the integral with the Schur function via
Lemma used in [59] and [48, 49] (for instance see [38] for the derivation).

Lemma 1. Let A and B be normal matrices (i.e., matrices diagonalizable by unitary
transformations). Then below ps = (1,0,0,...).

_ - A)sx(B)
s\(AZBZ*)e 77" [ d*2 = 2\ 35
| sazBz?) o 53(poc) (3)
and
“ AB)
s, (AZ)sx(ZTB)e 22" 2z = HAB) 36
[ suazyss(z5) [1#z="0"5 (30

ij=1

To prove Theorem 1 we use the property that we can equate the integral over
E(r?XP(XY,)) using this lemma and (6) and then compare it to the same inte-
gral where now we use (9). To prove Theorem 2 in the similar way we equate
E(T?XP(X)72KP(Y,))). To prove Theorem 3 we similarly E(72XF (X)72KP(Y,)) in
the same way taking into account also (10).

Appendix A. Partitions and Schur functions

Let us recall that the characters of the unitary group U(IV) are labeled by partitions
and coincide with the so-called Schur functions [38]. A partition A = (A1,..., )
is a set of nonnegative integers A; which are called parts of A and which are ordered
as A\; > Aiy1. The number of non-vanishing parts of A is called the length of the
partition A, and will be denoted by £(\). The number [A| = ) . \; is called the
weight of A\. The set of all partitions will be denoted by P.

The Schur function labeled by A may be defined as the following function in
variables © = (z1,...,2N) :

det {x]&—wﬂv}m -

det [IIHN] i

sa(z) =

in case £(\) < N and vanishes otherwise. One can see that sy(z) is a symmetric
homogeneous polynomial of degree |A| in the variables z1,...,zy, and degz; =
1,i=1,...,N.

Remark. In case the set = is the set of eigenvalues of a matrix X, we also write
sA(X) instead of sy(x).

There is a different definition of the Schur function as quasi-homogeneous
non-symmetric polynomial of degree |A| in other variables, the so-called power
sums, p = (p1,p2, ... ), where deg p,,, = m.

For this purpose let us introduce

siny(p) = det[s(n,4—n)(P)i g
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where {h} is any set of N integers, and where the Schur functions s(;) are defined
by eXm>0 mPm=" = > m>05() (p)zt. If we put h; = \; —i+ N, where N is not less
than the length of the partition A, then

sx(P) = siny(P)- (38)

The Schur functions defined by (37) and by (38) are equal, sx(p) = sx(x),
provided the variables p and x are related by the power sums relation

P = Z . (39)

In case the argument of sy is written as a non-capital bold letter one uses
definition (38), and we imply definition (37) in case the argument is not bold
and non-capital letter, and in case the argument is capital letter which denotes
a matrix, then it implies the definition (37) with # = (z1,...,2y) being the
eigenvalues.

It may be easily checked that

sa(p) = (—=1)Msyu (—p) (40)

where A" is the partition conjugated to A (in [38] it is denoted by A*). The Young
diagram of the conjugated partition is obtained by the transposition of the Young
diagram of \ with respect to its main diagonal. One gets A\; = £(A™).

Appendix B. Matrix integrals as generating functions of
Hurwitz numbers from [48, 49]

In case the base surface is CP' the set of examples of matrix integrals generating
Hurwitz numbers were studied in works [7, 12, 13, 34, 36, 39, 66]. One can show
that the perturbation series in coupling constants of these integrals (Feynman
graphs) may be related to TL (KP and two-component KP) hypergeometric tau
functions. It actually means that these series generate Hurwitz numbers with at
most two arbitrary profiles. (An arbitrary profile corresponds to a certain term in
the perturbation series in the coupling constants which are higher times. The TL
and 2-KP hierarchies there are two independent sets of higher times which yields
two critical points for Hurwitz numbers.)

Here, very briefly, we will write down few generating series for the RP? Hur-
witz numbers. These series may be not tau functions themselves but may be pre-
sented as integrals of tau functions of matrix argument. (The matrix argument,
which we denote by a capital letter, say X, means that the power sum variables
p are specified as p; = tr X%, i > 0. Then instead of s)(p), 7(p) we write s)(X)
and 7(X)). If a matrix integral in examples below is a BKP tau function then it
generates Hurwitz numbers with a single arbitrary profile and all other are sub-
jects of restrictions identical to those in CP' case mentioned above. In all examples
V(z,p) = 0 éx’”pm. We also recall the notation po, = (1,0,0,...) and that



Links Between Quantum Chaos and Counting Problems 367

numbers H®F(d;...) are Hurwitz numbers only in case d < N, N is the size of
matrices.

For more details of the RP? case see [48]. New development in [48] with
respect to the consideration in [59] is the usage of products of matrices. Here we
shall consider a few examples. All examples include the simplest BKP tau function,
of matrix argument X, [57] defined by

TP(X) = Z SA(X) — eé Zm>0 Til(ter/)2+Zm,>0,odd 111 tr X
A
det? }fﬁ (41)
det? (Iy ® Iy — X ® X)

as the part of the integration measure. Other integrands are the simplest KP tau
functions 72XF (X, p) := e'r V(X:P) where the parameters p may be called coupling
constants. The perturbation series in coupling constants are expressed as sums of
products of the Schur functions over partitions and are similar to the series we

considered in the previous sections.

Example B1l. The projective analog of Okounkov’s generating series for double
Hurwitz series as a model of normal matrices. From the equality

(27TC1_1) ; e (nécg()1>2 econc+;<1(;2 _ / exing()«‘r(criféx?)gl d.Ti,
R
in a similar way as was done in [58] using pA(I') = 3_; ;e\ (J — ), one can derive

en\)\\goe(upx(r)(s%u - K /SA(M)SH(MT) det (MMT)"&) e,;gl tr(log(M]\{f))2dM’

where K is unimportant multiplier, M is a normal matrix with eigenvalues
Z1, ..., 2N, log|z;| = z; and

N
dM = d.U ]|z — z* [ ] d°=.
i<j i=1
Then the RP? analogue of Okounkov’s generating series may be presented as the
following integral ([51]) may be written

Z enP\ICo-l-Clw(F)S)\(p)
e(A;gw (42)
=K / oV (M:p) lom tr log(MM) =3 Cu (tx1oa(MM'))" B nrty gy

Recall that in the work [51] there were studied Hurwitz numbers with an arbitrary
number of simple branch points and two arbitrary profiles. In our analog, describ-
ing the coverings of the projective plane, an arbitrary profile only one, because,
unlike the Toda lattice, the hierarchy of BKP has only one set of (continuous)
higher times.

A similar representation of the Okounkov CP* was earlier presented in [8].
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Below we use the following notations

e d.U is the normalized Haar measure on U(N d. U =1.

ftU(N)

e / is a complex matrix

N
(2, ZT) _ on® o te(227) H AR Z:,d3 7.
ij=1
e Let M be a Hermitian matrix the measure is defined
dM = J[drM;; [[dSm.
1<j 1<j
It is known [38]

[ 521521 42, 21) = (V). (43)

where (N)x = [[; jye(V +j — i) is the Pochhammer symbol related to A. A
similar relation was used in [7, 26, 53, 58, 59], for models of Hermitian, complex
and normal matrices.
By In we shall denote the N x N unit matrix. We recall that
dim A

saIv) = (Nasa(Poo) s salpoc) = s

d =\

Example B2. Three branch points. The generating function for RP? Hurwitz num-
bers with three ramification points, having three arbitrary profiles:

> A oa o) / P (2i0Zy) T V%2 a2, 7).
A LON<N (sx(Poo)) i=1,2
(44)
If p® = p(q,t) with any given parameters q,t, and A = Iy then (44) is the
hypergeometric BKP tau function.

Example B3. ‘Projective’ Hermitian two-matrix model. The following integral
/ TP (eMy)e! V(MR G, g1, = Z P (N)rsa(p),

where My, M5 are Hermitian matrices is an example of the hypergeometric BKP

tau function.

Example B4. Unitary matrices. Generating series for projective Hurwitz numbers
with arbitrary profiles in n branch points and restricted profiles in other points:

/““U T (ﬁn ™ (U) )(HT Ui, p¢ dU)

1=n+1
. n S (45
=S et@y Y dim A sx(Iv)’ s P
' d! dim \ 11 dim )
d>0 A, [Al=d i=1

L(NEN
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Here p(" are parameters. This series generate certain linear combination of Hur-
witz numbers for base surfaces with Euler characteristic 2 — m, m > 0. In case
n = 1 this BKP tau function may be viewed as an analogue of the generating
function of the so-called non-connected Bousquet—Melou-Schaeffer numbers (see
Example 2.16 in [33]). In case n = m = 1 we obtain the following BKP tau function

/TF(U2)etrV(Ul,p)+tr(chU§)d*Uld*U2: Z Cl/\?;\\gi\)‘
A

LN

Example B5. Integrals over complex matrices. A pair of examples. An analogue
of Belyi curves generating function [13, 66] is as follows:

N n
Z Nl Z cdHE,n—i-l(d; A(l), s A(7a+1)) H p(Al)(Z)
=1 i=1

A Alnt1)
cantly=
(d)™2(N)x 1o sx(p?)
\)\| A 2P 46
Z (dim \)™—2 g $x(Poo) (46)
. ¢ n+m
:/etr<cZ Zntm) ( H T2(Z;)d ZL,ZT> (H (Z;, p)dQ(Z;, Z) ))
i=n+1

where E = 2 — m is the Euler characteristic of the base surface.

The series in the following example generates the projective Hurwitz numbers
themselves where to get rid of the factor (N), in the sum over partitions we use
mixed integration over U(N) and over complex matrices:

d rrl,ngg. A (1) (n) (i) |)\‘d1m/\ S)\<p )
A HY (AN, A )Hpm_ Z c Hs
A A 1=1 X L(ANSN i=1
n—1

= /TlKP(cUTZI- p ") 7B(U)d. UHT (Zi, pD)dNZ;, Z)).  (47)

Here Z,Z;,i = 1,...,n — 1 are complex N x N matrices and U € U(N). As in
the previous examples one can specify all sets p(!) = p(g;,t:), i =1,...,n except
a single one which in this case has the meaning of the BKP higher times.
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1. Introduction

There are several ways how hydrodynamics of ideal fluid may be treated geomet-
rically. In particular, it may be viewed as an application of the theory of integral
invariants due to Poincaré and Cartan (see Refs. [1, 2], or, in modern presenta-
tion, Refs. [3, 4]). Then, the original Poincaré version of the theory refers to the
stationary (time-independent) flow, described by the stationary Euler equation,
whereas Cartan’s extension embodies the full, possibly time-dependent, situation.
Although the approach via integral invariants is far from being the best
known, it has some nice features which, hopefully, make it worth spending some
time. Namely, the form in which the Euler equation is expressed in this approach,
turns out to be ideally suited for extracting important (and useful) classical conse-
quences of the equations remarkably easily (see more details in Ref. [4]). This refers,
in particular, to the behavior of vortex lines, discovered long ago by Helmholtz.

2. Poincaré integral invariants
Consider a manifold M endowed with dynamics given by a vector field v

Y=w it =v'(2). (1)

The field v generates the dynamics (time evolution) via its flow ®; <> v. We will
call the structure phase space

(M, ®; <> v) phase space. (2)
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In this situation, let us have a k-form « and consider its integrals over various
k-chains (k-dimensional surfaces) ¢ on M. Due to the flow ®; corresponding to v,
the k-chains flow away, ¢ — ®;(c). Compare the value of the integral of « over the
original ¢ and integral over ®;(c). If, for any chain c, the two integrals are equal,
it reflects a remarkable property of the form « with respect to the field v. We call
it (absolute) integral invariant:

/ a= / a & / o s integral invariant. (3)
P (c) c c

For infinitesimal t = € we have

/ a:/a—i—e/ﬁva (4)
@ (c) c c

(here L, is the Lie derivative along v). If (3) is to be true for each ¢, we get
from (4)
Lya = 0. (5)

Sometimes, however, it may be enough that the integral only behaves invariantly
when restricted to k-cycles (i.e., chains whose boundary vanish, d¢ = 0). We speak
of relative integral invariants. Then the condition (5) can be weakened to

Lo =dB (6)

for some B (So, « is to be Lie-invariant modulo exact form.) Using Cartan’s
formula i,d + di, = L,,, the condition (6) may also be rewritten as

ipdo = dp. (7)

Therefore, the main statement on relative (Poincaré) invariants reads:

iyda = df ‘ & ?{a = relative invariant w.r.t. ®; <> v. (8)
c

2.1. Stationary Euler equation

The Stationary Euler equation for the ideal (inviscid) fluid reads (see, e.g., Ref. [5])
(v-V)v=-Vp/p— V2. (9)

Here the mass density p, the velocity field v, the pressure p and the potential ®
of the volume force field (gz for the usual gravitational field) are functions of r.

It turns out (see Ref. [4]) that for barotropic fluid (when Vp/p = V P, where
P is the enthalpy (heat function) per unit mass) it may be rewritten in the form
of Eq. (7) with a particular choice of o and :

ipd0 = —dB ‘ Euler equation (10)

where
U:=v-dr (=g(v, -) =bgyv) (11)
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is the velocity 1-form standardly associated with the velocity vector field v = v*0;
in terms of “lowering of index” (= b, procedure) and

B:=v?/24+ P+ Bernoulli function. (12)

2.2. Vortex lines equation

Vortex lines, v(A) < r(\), are field lines of the wvorticity vector field w, which is
the curl of the velocity field v. So, they satisfy w x r’ = 0 (the prime symbolizes
tangent vector).

Now we have (see the machinery explained in §8.5 of Ref. [6])

U =v-dr (13)
dv = (curlv) -dS = w-dS (14)
idt = (wxr')-dr (15)

The vorticity 2-form dov, present in Eq. (10), is of crucial importance. It encodes
complete information about the vorticity vector field w and, as we see from (15),

‘iﬂ,/dﬂ =0 ‘ vortez line equation (16)
expresses the fact that v()\) is a vortex line.
2.3. Why the form of Eq. (10) is so convenient

For several reasons:

1. Application of i,, on both sides gives
vB=0 Bernoulli equation (17)

(saying that B is constant along streamlines).
2. Application of i, on both sides (where 7' is from (16)) gives

VB =0 (18)

(saying that B is constant along vortez-lines).
3. Setting do = 0 (when the flow is irrotational) leads to

B = const. (19)

(a version of Bernoulli equation; B is, then, constant in bulk of the fluid).
4. Just looking at (8), (10) and (11) we get

7{V - dr = const. Kelvin’s theorem (20)

(velocity circulation is conserved w.r.t. the flow).
5. Just looking at (8), (16) and using the Stokes theorem gives

/ w - dS = const. Helmholtz theorem (21)
s

(the strength of the vortex tube is constant along the tube).
6. Application of d on both sides gives very quickly... see Section 2.4.
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2.4. Helmholtz theorem on frozen vortex lines — stationary case

Application of d on both sides of (10) results in
L,(dv) =0, ie., O (dv) = do D . (22)

So, the vorticity 2-form dv is invariant w.r.t. the flow of the fluid.
Let us define a distribution D in terms of dv:

D := {vectors w such that i,do =0 holds}. (23)

Due to the Frobenius criterion the distribution is integrable (see Refs. [4], [6]).
From (15) and (16) we see that the distribution is one-dimensional (at those points
where w # 0) and that its integral surfaces coincide with vortex lines. Since the
distribution D is invariant w.r.t. ®; <> v, its integral surfaces (i.e., vortex lines)
are invariant w.r.t. ®; <> v, too. But this means that (another) Helmholtz theorem
is true: vortex lines move with the fluid (are frozen into the fluid; see Refs.[7-9]).

3. Cartan integral invariants

Cartan proposed, as a first step, to study the dynamics given in (1) and (2) on
M x R (the extended phase space; the time coordinate is added) rather than on
M. Using the natural projection

T:MxR—=M (mt)—m (2t)— 2’ (24)
the forms « and § (from the Poincaré theory) may be pulled-back from M onto
M x R and then combined into a single k-form

c=a+dtApB. (25)
(Here, we denote & = 7*« and B = B.) In a similar way, define a vector field
£=0+v. (26)

Its flow clearly consists of the flow ®; <+ v on the M factor combined with the
trivial lapsing of time in the R factor (so, it is “the same flow”). A simple check
(see Ref. [4]) reveals that the equation

iedo =0 (27)

is equivalent to (7). And the main statement (8) takes the form
‘igda =0 ‘ & ?{J = relative invariant. (28)

The first new result by Cartan (w.r.t. Poincaré) is the following observation: Take
any two cycles in M x R which encircle the common tube of solutions (here “so-
lutions” mean integral curves of &, i.e., solutions of the dynamics as seen from
M x R). Then, still, integrals of o over ¢; and ¢y give the same number (a simple
proof see in Ref. [4]).

The further Cartan generalization is stronger and much more interesting for
us. Namely, (25) might also be regarded as a decomposition of the most general
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k-form o on M xR. In this case, & and B need not be obtained by the pull-back from
M. Rather, they are the most general spatial forms on M x R. In comparison with
just pull-backs, they may be time-dependent, i.e., it may happen that Lo & # 0
and/or Ly, B # 0. (In coordinate presentation, their components may depend on
time.)

It turns out that the proof of (28) does not use any details of the decompo-
sition. The structure of the equation (27) is all one needs. Notice, however, that
the equivalence of (27) and (7) is no longer true, now. Instead, one can check that

iedo =0 & Lo +iyda=dp (29)

(the term Lp,é is new). Here d denotes the spatial exterior derivative. (In coor-
dinate presentation — as if the variable ¢ in components was constant.) So, the
equation

Lo, G+ iyda = df (30)
is the equation that time-dependent forms & and ,/3’ are to satisfy in order that the

integral of o is to be relative integral invariant (in the new, more general, sense of
encircling the common tube of solutions).

3.1. Non-stationary Euler equation

Retell Cartan’s results in the context of hydrodynamics, i.e., for

o=10—Bdt (31)
where, in usual coordinates (r,t) on E? x R,
0:=v-dr =v(r,t)-dr (32)
From (29) we get
iedo =0 & Lo0+i,dd = —dB. (33)

One easily checks that the r.h.s. of (33) is nothing but the complete, time-depen-
dent, Euler equation. Therefore the time-dependent Euler equation may also be
written in remarkably succinct form

‘ iedo =0 ‘ Euler equation. (34)

Just looking at (28), (34), (31) and (32) shows that Kelvin’s theorem is still true
(the two loops ¢; and ¢ are usually in constant-time hyper-planes ¢ = ¢; and
t = to, so that the Bdt term does not contribute).

3.2. Helmholtz theorem on frozen vortex lines — non-stationary case
Application of d on (34) results in
Le(do) =0, ie., O (do) = do O, & (35)

So, do is invariant w.r.t. the flow of the fluid.
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Define the distribution D in terms of annihilation of as many as two exact
forms:

D & ipdo =0 =iydt. (36)
The new distribution D is integrable as well. It is, however, also invariant w.r.t.
the flow of the fluid. (Because of (35) and the trivial fact that L¢(dt) = 0.) So,
integral submanifolds (surfaces) move with the fluid.

What do they look like? Although it is not visible at first sight, they are
nothing but vortex lines (see Ref. [10] or, in more detail, Ref. [4]). So, the Helmholtz
theorem is also true in the non-stationary case: vortex lines move with the fluid
(are frozen into the fluid).
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1. Introduction

Hilbert C*-modules play a fundamental role in modern theory of operator algebras
and related fields. From the present perspective, one could distinguish the follow-
ing main areas of application, which were initiated respectively by Rieffel (1973),
Kasparov (1981), Woronowicz (1991) and Pimsner (1997): (I) Induced representa-
tions and Morita equivalence; (IT) K K-theory; (III) C*-algebraic quantum groups;
and (IV) Universal C*-algebras.

Topics (I)—(IIT) are well established and thoroughly discussed in monographs:
see [5] for (I), [2] for (II) and [3] for (III). The present notes form an extended
abstract from a series of lectures, whose main aim was to introduce elements of
the theory of Hilbert C*-modules in a form suitable for further studies on modern
approach to noncommutative dynamics and universal C*-algebras (IV).

2. Hilbert C*-modules and adjointable maps

Hilbert C*-modules over commutative C*-algebras appeared first in the work of
Kaplansky (1953). The rudiments of the theory for general C*-algebras were elab-
orated in the PhD thesis of Paschke (1972). The idea behind the notion is sim-
ple: “generalize Hilbert spaces by replacing complex numbers with a general C*-
algebra”.
Namely, let A be a C*-algebra. A (right) pre-Hilbert A-module is a (right)

A-module X equipped with a map (-,-)4 : X x X — A such that:

(1) (z,ya+ 2bys = (x,y)aa+ (z,z)a b for any z,y,z € X and a,b € A4;

(2) (z,y)a = (y,2)a for any z,y € X;

(3) (z,xz)a >0 for any x € X (positivity in A);

(4) (x,x)a = 0 implies = = 0 for any = € X.
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The map (x,y) 4 is called an A-valued inner-product. Generalizing standard argu-
ments one can show that defining

lzll = VIl 2)all,  zeX,

the function d(z,y) = || —y|| is a metric on X. We say that X is a (right) Hilbert
A-module if it is complete with respect to d.! Then using an approximate unit {z}
in A one can show that the formula Az := limy z(Auyx), A € C, = € X, defines
scalar multiplication on X. In this way X becomes a complex Banach space and
(,4 : X x X — A a sesqui-linear form.

Example (Hilbert spaces). Hilbert C-modules are Hilbert spaces.

Example (C*-algebras). A C*-algebra A may be treated as a Hilbert A-module
equipped with the following natural right multiplication and A-valued inner prod-
uct:

T-a:=zxa, (x,y)a := x"y, for z,y,a € A.
Hilbert A-submodules of A correspond to closed right ideals in A.

Example (Concrete Hilbert A-modules). Let H be a Hilbert space. Let A C B(H)
be a C*-subalgebra and X C B(H) a closed subspace such that XA C X and
X*X C A. Then X with operations inherited from B(H) is a Hilbert A-module.
Every Hilbert A-module can be represented in this form.

Example (Hilbert C' (M )-modules = Vector bundles). Let H = ({H;}ienm, IT'(H))
be a continuous field of Hilbert spaces over a compact Hausdorfl space M (i.e.,
{H:}tenm is a family of Hilbert spaces, I'(H) is a linear subspace of sections M >
t — x(t) € H; such that M >t — ||z(t)]| is continuous, elements of T'(H) exhaust
each space Hy, and I'(H) is maximal with these properties). Then I'(H) is a (right)
Hilbert C(M)-module with the module action and a C(M)-valued sesqui-linear
form given by:

(za)(t) :=a®)x(t),  (z,y)con(t) = (x),y(1)),

x€(H), a € C(M), t € M.Every Hilbert C(M )-module is of the form described
above.

Let X and Y be Hilbert A-modules. We say that a map T : X — Y is an
adjointable operator if there exists a map T : Y — X such that

(Tx,y)a = (x,T"y)a, forallze X, yeY.

It follows then that both T" and T™ are bounded C-linear and A-linear operators.
Moreover, T' determines uniquely 7" and vice versa. In general, not every bounded
(or even isometric) A-linear map is adjointable even when A is commutative. The
set L(X,Y) of all adjointable operators from X to Y is a Banach space with
respect to the operator norm. The space £(X) := £(X, X) is a unital C*-algebra

L Analogously one defines left Hilbert modules, as a left A-module equipped with an A-valued
inner product which is A-linear with respect to the first variable.
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with involution given by adjoint of an adjointable operator. Foreachx € X,y €Y,
the map ©,, : Y — X defined by

Ouy(2) = 2(y, 2)a
is an adjointable operator with ©; , =©, .. The elements of K(Y,X):=span{©,, ,:

2eXYeY}CL(Y,X) are called (generahzed) compact operators from Y to X.
The set K£(Y, X) is a Banach space and (X)) := (X, X) is an ideal in £(X).

Example (Hilbert spaces). If A = C, then X and Y are Hilbert spaces and
L(X,Y) = B(X,Y) are bounded operators and (X,Y) = K(X,Y) are usual
compact operators.

Example (C*-algebras). If we treat a C*-algebra A as a Hilbert A-module, then
K(A) =2 A where O, , — zy*, z,y € A. In particular, if A = B(H) then K(A) =
B(H). This shows that, in general, compact operators in the sense of Hilbert
modules are not compact as operators between Banach spaces.

Example (Multiplier C*-algebras). The multiplier algebra M (A) of a C*-algebra
A is as a maximal essential unitization of A. For any Hilbert C*-module X we
have M (K(X)) = L(X). In particular, £(A) = M (A).

3. C*-correspondences

Let A, B be C*-algebras. A C*-correspondence from A to B is a (right) Hilbert
B-module X equipped with a homomorphism ¢x : A — L(X) — left action of
A on X. We write b -z := ¢x(b)x. We will treat C*-correspondences as “gen-
eralized morphisms” between C*-algebras. In particular, to denote that X is a

C*-correspondence from A to B we write A X, B. We also say that X is non-
degenerate if px(A)X = X.

Example (Representations). Representations 7 : A — B(H) of a C*-algebra A
may be identified with C*-correspondences A % € from A to C.

Example (Homomorphisms). If o : A — B is a *-homomorphism we may treat it

as a non-degenerate C*-correspondence A Koo B where Xo = a(A)B is equipped
with operations a -z := «a(a)z, x - b := zb, (z,y)p := x*y for all z,y € X, a €
A beB.

Example (Concrete C*-correspondences). Let X C B(H) be a closed linear space
and A, B C B(H) be C*-subalgebras such that XB C X, X*X C B, AX C X.
Then X is naturally a C*-correspondence from A to B. Every C*-correspondence
can be represented in this form.

Example (C*-correspondences vs. graphs). Let V, W be sets (spaces with discrete
topology). Let G = (E,s,r) be a graph from V to W, ie., F is a set of edges
and s : £ — V and r : E — W are source and range maps. We define C*-
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correspondence X¢g from A = Co(W) to B := Cy(V) by putting X¢ := {z €
Co(E) 1 V30— 3" cim1(y |z(e)|? € Cis in Cy(V)}, and

<SC,y>A(U) = Z x(e)y(e),
ecs—1(v)
(a-2)(e) = a(r(e)a(e),  (z-b)(e) = 2(e)b(s(e)).

Every C*-correspondence from Cy(W) to Cy(V) is of this form.

IfA S Band B - C are C*-correspondences then there is a C*-

correspondence A C' defined as follows. The space X ®p Y = span{z ® y :
x € X,y € Y} is the Hausdorff completion of the algebraic tensor product of X
and Y with respect to the seminorm defined by the C-valued sesqui-linear form
given by the formula

X®pY

(1 @Y1, 22 @ Y2)c = (Y1, (T1,22)B - Y2)C-
The left and right action on X ® 5 Y is defined in an obvious way: a- (z ®y) - ¢ :=
(a-2)®@(y-c)forxe X,yeY,ae A, ceC. The C*-correspondence X ®@pY is
usually called the (inner) tensor product of X and Y. We encourage to think of it
as a “composition” of C*-correspondences X and Y.

Example (Induced representations). If A X, Bisa C*-correspondence and B LN

. . X@pHnr - - .
C is a representation of B, then A 22l Cisa representation of A.

The latter representation is called the induced representation from 7 by X.

Example (Composition of homomorphisms). If « : A — B and 8 : B — C are
*-homomorphisms, then the C*-correspondence X, ®p Xg is naturally isomorphic
to the C*-correspondence X g, associated to the *-homomorphism foa : A — C.

Example (Concrete tensor products). Let A, B,C C B(H) and X,Y C B(H) be
concrete C*-correspondences A X Band B C. Then XY = span{zy : © €
X,y € Y} C B(H) is a concrete C*-correspondence A 2%, € which is naturally
isomorphic to the C*-correspondence X ®p Y.

Example (Composition of graphs). Let G = (E,s,r) a graph from V to W and
H = (F,s,r) a graph from W to U. We define the composite graph H o G :=
(F o E,s,r), where F o E := {(f,e) € F x E : s(f) = r(e)}, s(f,e) = s(e)
and r(f,e) = r(f). Then we have a natural isomorphism of C*-correspondences
Xn ®p Xa = XnHog-

Let us consider a “category” whose objects are C*-algebras and morphisms
are non-degenerate C*-correspondences. Strictly speaking such a structure is not
a category, but a bicategory because the associativity holds only up to a natural
isomorphism. More specifically, if A X B, B Yy 0 and ¢ 2L D are C*-
categories, we have a natural isomorphism:

XY ®c2)2(X®pY)R®c Z.
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C*-algebras treated as Hilbert modules act as “identity morphisms”: we have
X®pB = X and (A®4 X) = X (here is where we use non-degeneracy of

X). In particular, a C*-correspondence A X, B is “invertible” if there is a C*-

correspondence B X A such that
X "®4X =B, X®p X*=A.

A C*-correspondence is “invertible” in the above sense if and only if it is a Morita—
Rieffel equivalence bimodule — an object that we describe below.

4. The Morita—Rieffel equivalence

Let A, B be C*-algebras. A Hilbert A-B-bimodule is a space X which is both a
right Hilbert B-module and a left Hilbert A-module such that the respective inner
products satisfy
A<$7y>2:$<y7z>Bv Il?,y,ZGX.

Then (X, X)p := span{(x,y)p : x,y € X} is an ideal in B and 4(X,X) :=
span{a(z,y) : x,y € X} is an ideal in A. We say that X is a (Morita—Rieffel)
equivalence bimodule if in addition (X, X)p = B and 4(X,X) = A. If X is a
Hilbert A-B-bimodule, and X* is the adjoint Hilbert B-A-bimodule?, then X ®p
X* 2 (X, X)p and (X*®4 X) = 4(X, X). Thus X is an equivalence bimodule if
and only if it is “invertible”. Two C*-algebras A and B are Morita equivalent if
there exists an equivalence Hilbert A-B-bimodule.

Remark. Every Hilbert A-B-bimodule X restricts to an equivalence 4(X, X)-
(X, X ) p-bimodule. Every Hilbert A-B-bimodule X is a C*-correspondence from
A to B (the left action of A on X is necessarily given by adjointable operators).

A C*-correspondence A X, B is a Hilbert A-B-bimodule if and only if the left
action ¢x restricts to an isomorphism from an ideal J in A onto K(X) (then we
necessarily have (z,y)5 = ¢x |7 (Osy)).

Example (Compact operators). Every right Hilbert B-module is an equivalence
K(X)-(X, X)p-bimodule where x(x)(z,y) := Oy, x,y € X. In particular, every
Hilbert space H gives Morita equivalence between C and K (H).

Example (Hereditary subalgebras and ideals). Let p be an element of a C*-algebra
C. The right ideal X := pC is an equivalence bimodule establishing Morita equiv-
alence between A := pCp and B := CpC.

Example (Ternary rings of operators). A closed linear space X C B(H) satisfying
XX*X C X is called a (concrete) ternary ring of operators. Any such X is an
equivalence bimodule from A := XX* to B := X*X. Every equivalence A-B-
bimodule can be represented in this form.

21t arises by exchanging the left and right structures.
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Suppose that C*-algebras A and B are embedded as corners into a C*-algebra
C, i.e., we have the decomposition C' = ()‘(4* )é ) Then the space X with operations
inherited from C' is a Hilbert A-B-bimodule. It is an equivalence bimodule if
and only if A and B are full C*-subalgebras of C (i.e., we have CAC' = C and
CBC = C). In fact, any two C*-algebras A and B are Morita equivalent if and
only if they can be embedded into a C*-algebra C as full and complementary
corners, see [1]. The celebrated theorem of Brown, Green and Rieffel [1] states the

following:

Theorem 1. If A and B have countable approximate units then A and B are Morita
equivalent if and only if A and B are stably isomorphic, i.e., AQK(H) = BQK (H)
where H is a Hilbert space.

Morita equivalent C*-algebras A and B share a vast list of properties, cf.
[5]. For instance, they have: isomorphic lattices of ideals Ideal(A) = Ideal(B);
homeomorphic spectra A~ B (equivalence classes of irreducible representations
equipped with Jacobson topology); isomorphic K-groups K;(A) = K;(B), i =0, 1.
Moreover, A is nuclear (resp., liminal or postliminal) if and only if B is nuclear
(resp., liminal or postliminal).

Comments on actions of C*-correspondences: Group actions of Hilbert bimod-
ules on C*-algebras correspond to Fell bundles over groups. They generalize group
actions by automorphisms and the associated crossed products model all group
graded C*-algebras. Inverse semigroup actions by Hilbert bimodules can be viewed
as noncommutative groupoids. They model all regular C*-inclusions and in par-
ticular noncommutative Cartan pairs. Semigroup actions of C*-correspondences
correspond to product systems. They model various variants and generalizations
of Cuntz-Pimsner algebras [4].
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After Plancherel Formula

Yury Neretin

Abstract. We discuss two topics related to Fourier transforms on Lie groups
and on homogeneous spaces: the operational calculus and the Gelfand—Gindi-
kin problem (program) about separation of non-uniform spectra. Our purpose
is to indicate some non-solved problems of noncommutative harmonic analysis
that definitely are solvable.
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1. Abstract Plancherel theorem for groups

See, e.g., [2]. Let G be a type I locally compact group with a two-side invariant
Haar measure dg. Denote by G the set of all irreducible unitary representations
of G (defined up to a unitary equivalence'). For p € G denote by H, the space of
the representation p. For p € G and f € LY(G) we define the following operator

in Hp:
o) == /G £(9) plg) dg.

This determines a representation of the convolution algebra L*(G) in H 0>

p(f1)p(f2) = p(f1 * f2).

Consider a Borel measure v on G and the direct integral of Hilbert spaces H, with
respect to the measure v. Consider the space L(G,v) of measurable functions ®

Supported by the grant FWF, P28421.

LFor a formal definition of type I groups see, e.g., [2, Sect. 7.2]. Connected semisimple Lie groups,
connected nilpotent Lie groups, classical p-adic groups have type I. This condition implies a
presence of the standard Borel structure on G and a uniqueness of a decomposition of any
unitary representation of G into a direct integral of irreducible representations.
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on G sending any p € G to a Hilbert-Schmidt operator in H, and satisfying the
condition

/étf(‘b(ﬂ)*‘b(ﬂ)) dv(p) < .

There exists a unique measure [ On G (the Plancherel measure), such that
for any f1, fo € L* N L?(G) we have

i o) oo = /atr(p(fz)*p(fl)) dyu(p)

and the map f — p(f) extends to a unitary operator from L*(G) to the space
L%(G, ) (F.I Mautner, I. Segal (1950), see, e.g., [2]).

2. An example. The group GL(2, R)

Let GL(2,R) be the group of invertible real matrices of order 2. Let u € C and
£ € Zy. We define the function 2#/¢ on R\ 0 by

a2 = |z|* sgn(z)®.

Denote A := C X Zg x C X Zg. For each element (pu1,e1; 2, 2) of A we define
a representation T), . of GL2(R) in the space of functions on R by

a b
T#1,€1§/J2,€2 <C d) @(t)

_ (b+d i pfer e 1 (@ DYV
<p<a+tc>~(a+tc) det e d .

This formula determines the principal series of representations of GL(2,R). If
w1 — po ¢ Z, then representations T}, c:ps.eo a0d Ty iy e, are irreducible and
equivalent (on representations of SL(2,R), see, e.g., [4, 39]).

If py = im, po = i € iR, then a representation T}, ¢ u,,e, 1S unitary in
L?(R) (they are called representations the unitary principal series).

Next, we define representations of the discrete series. Let n = 1,2,3,...
Consider the Hilbert space H,, of holomorphic functions ¢ on C\ R satisfying

/ lo(2)]?|Tm 2| "' dRe zdIm z < 0.
C\R

In fact, ¢ is a pair of holomorphic functions determined on half-planes Imz > 0
and Imz < 0. For 7 € R, § € Zy we define the unitary representation D,, ;s of
GL3(R) in H,, by

a b (bt =zd 1en a b
Dy.rs (c d> o(z) = go(a . ZC)(a+ zc) det (c d

There exists also the complementary series of unitary representations, which
does not participate in the Plancherel formula.

>1/2+n/2+i7’//5



After Plancherel Formula 391

Remark. The expression for D, ;s is contained in the family 7}, ¢, 4., but we
change the space of the representations.

The Plancherel measure for SL(2,R) was explicitly evaluated in 1952 by
Harish-Chandra, it is supported by the principal and discrete series. On the prin-
cipal series the density is given by the formula (see, e.g., [39])

1

dP = 1673 (11 — 2) tanh (1 — 72)/2d71 d7o, ifeg —e0=0;
1 .
dP = 1673 (7'1 - TQ)COth’/T(Tl — TQ)/Q dr dro ifeg —eg = 1.

On nth piece of the discrete series the measure is given by

n
dP = g3 dr.

3. Homogeneous spaces, etc.

The Plancherel formula for complex classical groups was obtained by I.M. Gelfand
and M.A. Naimark [5] in 1948-50, for real semisimple groups by Harish-Chandra in
1965 (see, e.g., [11, 13]), there is also a formula for nilpotent groups (A.A. Kirillov
[12], L. Pukanszky [37]).

During 1950—early 2000s there was obtained a big zoo of explicit spectral
decompositions of L? on homogeneous spaces, of tensor products of unitary repre-
sentations, of restrictions of unitary representations to subgroups. We present some
references, which can be useful for our purposes [1, 5, 9, 11, 16, 23, 27, 38, 41].
Unfortunately, texts about groups of rank > 1 are written for experts and are
heavy for exterior readers. See also the paper [29] on some spectral problems (de-
formations of L? on pseudo-Riemannian symmetric spaces), which apparently are
solvable but are not solved.

However, a development of the last decades seems strange. The Plancherel
formula for Riemannain symmetric spaces [7] (see, e.g., [10]) and Bruhat-Tits
buildings [14] had a general mathematical influence (for instance to theory of
special functions and to theory of integrable systems). Usually, Plancherel formulas
are heavy results (with impressive explicit formulas) without further continuation
even inside representation theory and noncommutative harmonic analysis.

4. Operational calculus for GL(2,R), see [33], 2017

Denote by Gri the Grassmannian of all two-dimensional linear subspaces in R%.
The natural action of the group GL(4, R) in R* induces the action on Gri, therefore
we have a unitary representation of the group GL(4,R) in L? on Gr} (this is an
irreducible representation of a degenerate principal series) and the corresponding
action of the Lie algebra gl(4).
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For g € GL(2,R) its graph is a linear subspace in R? @ R? = R*. In this way
we get an embedding
GL(2,R) — Gr}.

The image of the embedding is an open dense subset in Gr?. Thus we have an
identification of Hilbert spaces

L?(GL(2,R)) ~ L?(Gr})

(since natural measures on GL(2,R) and Gr] are different, we must multiply func-
tions by an appropriate density to obtain a unitary operator). Therefore we get a
canonical action of the group GL(4,R) in L?(GL(2,R)). It is easy to see that the
block diagonal subgroup GL(2,R) x GL(2,R) C GL(4,R) acts by left and right
shifts on GL(2,R).

We wish to evaluate the action of the Lie algebra gl(4) in the Fourier-image.

Consider the space C§°(GL(2,R)) of smooth compactly supported functions
on GL(2,R). For any F € C§°(GL(2,R)) consider the operator-valued function
Ty erspo,es (F) depending on (p1,€1; p2,€2) € A. We write these operators in the
form

Tul,sl;uz;EQ(F)SD(t) :/ K<ta8|ﬂla51;u2?€2) (p(S) ds.

The kernel K is smooth in ¢, s and holomorphic in w1, ue.

On the other hand we have the Hilbert space £2 (GﬂZ,\R), dP). The norm
in this Hilbert space is given by

=/ [ Z / Z«K(t,sml,a;m,sz)ﬁdtdsww N

+ {summands corresponding to the discrete series}.

We must write the action of the Lie algebra gl(4). Denote by ey, the standard
generators of gl(4) acting in smooth compactly supported functions on GL(2,R)
and by Ej; the same generators acting in the space of functions of variables t, s,
1, €1, p2, €2. The action of the subalgebra gl(2) @ gl(2) is clear from the definition
of the Fourier transform, this Lie algebra acts by first-order differential operators.
For instance

0 0 0
elZiib@aidab’ EIZ*ata
0 0 5 0
e43768a+d80’ B3 = —s 88+(717u1+u2)s.

Define shift operators V,;©, V;7, V;©, V,~ by

VIEK (L, s|p1, 15 p2,e2) = K(t, slpun £ 1,61 + 15 o, 2); (2)
Vs K (t, s|p, €15 iz, €2) = K(t, s, €1 2 £ 1,80 + 1). (3)
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To be definite, we present formulas for two nontrivial generators ey; and their
Fourier images F¥;:

0 n c
ob  ad—bc’
—-1/2+ o . _ —-1/2 + o
By — /24 Vo4 /2 + 2 v,
1 — p2 0s p1 — pp Ot

€33 = — aca+ada+028+cda —c
2 da ob " dc od ’
1/24+p1 0 + 1/2+pe 0 +

VT + V.
py—pp Ot ! p1—pg Os °

€14 =

B3y =

There is also a correspondence for operators of multiplication by functions. For
instance, the operator of multiplication by ¢ in C§° (GL(?, R)) corresponds to

1 0 0
vt I/
B — p2 (315 v s 2)
in the Fourier-image. There are similar formulas for multiplications by a, b, d. The
operator of multiplication by (ad—bc) ™! corresponds to V;~V, (the last statement

is trivial). The operator gb corresponds to

po 0 pe 0
Vi + V.
p—po Os 1 —pp Ot 2
There are similar formulas for other partial derivatives.
We emphasize that our formulas contain shifts in imaginary directions (the
shifts in (2)—(3) are transversal to the contour of integration in (1)).

5. Difference operators in imaginary direction and
classical integral transforms

The operators i Ey; are symmetric in the sense of the spectral theory. The question
about domains of self-adjointness is open.

There exist elements of spectral theory of self-adjoint difference operators in
L?(R) of the type

Lf(s)=ua(s)f(s+1i)+b(s)f(s)+c(s)f(s—1), i?=-1, (4)

see [8, 30]. Recall that several systems of classical hypergeometric orthogonal poly-
nomials (Meixner—Polaszek, continuous Hahn, continuous dual Hahn, Wilson) are
eigenfunctions of operators of this type. In the polynomial cases the problems are
algebraic. The simplest nontrivial analytic example is the operator

Mi(s)= " (f(s+1) — f(s — )

18
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in L2 (R4, |T'(is)| ~2ds). We define M on the space of functions f holomorphic in
a strip [Im s| < 14 ¢ and satisfying the condition

|f(s)| < exp{—m|Res|} Re 8‘73/275

in this strip. The spectral decomposition of M is given by the inverse Konto-
rovich-Lebedev integral transform. Recall that the direct Kontorovich-Lebedev
transform

> dx
Kf(s)= [ Kis(x)f(z)
0 T
where K, is the Macdonald—Bessel function, gives the spectral decomposition of
a second-order differential operator, namely

d\2
D = (a: ) —x2, z > 0.
dx

The transform K is a unitary operator L?(Ry,dz/x) — L*(Ry,|['(is)|~2ds). It
sends D to the multiplication by s2, and K~! sends M to the multiplication by
2/x. So we get so-called bispectral problem.

Now there is a zoo of explicit spectral decompositions of operators (4). The
similar bispectrality appears for some other integral transforms: the index hyperge-
ometric transform (another names of this transform are: the Olevsky transform, the
Jacobi transform, the generalized Mehler—Fock transform) [25], the Wimp trans-
form with Whittaker kernel [30], for a continuous analog of expansion in Wilson
polynomials proposed by W. Groenevelt [8], etc.

This subject is now a list of examples (which certainly can be extended), but
there are no a priori theorems.

6. A general problem about overalgebras

Let G be a Lie group, g the Lie algebra. Let H C G be a subgroup. Let o be an
irreducible unitary representation of G. Assume that we know an explicit spectral
decomposition of restriction of p to a subgroup H. To write the action of the
overalgebra g in the spectral decomposition.

Remarks.

1) Above we have G = GL(4, R), its representation o in L? on the Grassmannian
Grj, and H = GL(2,R) x GL(2,R). The restriction problem is equivalent
to the decomposition of regular representation of GL(2,R) x GL(2,R) in
L? (GL(Q,R)). The Fourier transform is the spectral decomposition of the
regular representation.
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2) It is important that similar overgroups exist for all 10 series of classical real
Lie groups?®. Moreover, a decomposition of L? on any classical symmetric
space® G/M can be regarded as a certain restriction problem, see [24].

3) Next, consider a tensor product p; ® p2 of two unitary representations of a
group G. Then we have the action of G X G in the tensor product, so the
problem of decomposition of tensor products can be regarded as a problem
of a restriction from the group G x G to the diagonal subgroup G.

The question under the discussion was formulated in [30]. Several problems
of this kind were solved [18-20, 30, 31, 33]. In all the cases we get differential-
difference operators including shifts in imaginary direction. Expressions also in-
clude differential operators of high order, even for SL(2, R)-problems we usually
get operators of order 2.

Conjecture. All problems of this kind are solvable (if we are able to write a spectral
decomposition).

7. The Gelfand-Gindikin problem, [3], 1977

The set H of unitary representations of a semisimple group H naturally splits into
different types (series).

Let H be a semisimple group, M a subgroup. Consider the space L*>(H/M).
Usually its H -spectrum contains different series. To write explicitly decomposition
of L? into pieces with uniform spectrum.

A variant of the problem: let G be a Lie group, H C G a semisimple subgroup,
p is a unitary representation of G. Answer to the same question.

8. Example: separation of series for the one-sheet hyperboloid
Consider the space R? equipped with an indefinite inner product
(u,v) = —uv1 + uzvs + ugzvs.

Consider the pseudo-orthogonal group preserving the form (-,-), denote by
SOp(2,1) its connected component. Recall that SOg(2,1) is isomorphic to the
quotient PSL(2,R) of SL(2,R) by the center {£1}.

Consider a one-sheet hyperboloid H defined by z? — 23 — 23 = 1. It is an
SO¢(2, 1)-homogeneous space admitting a unique (up to a scalar factor) invariant
measure. Decomposition of L?(H) into irreducible representations of SOg(2,1) is
well known. The spectrum is a sum of all representations of the discrete series

2More precisely, an overgroup G exists for G = GL(n,R), GL(n,C), GL(n,H), O(p,q), U(p, q),
Sp(p, q), Sp(2n,R), Sp(2n,C), O(n,C), SO*(2n) (and not for SL(n,-), SU(p,q)). For instance,
for g € Sp(2n,R) its graph is a Lagrangian subspace in R?" @ R?", this determines a map from
Sp(2n, R) to the Lagrangian Grassmannian with an open dense image. We set G = Sp(4n, R).
3The groups G, M must be from the list of the previous footnote, M must be a symmetric
subgroup in G.



396 Yu. Neretin

of PSL(2,R) and the integral over the whole principal series with multiplicity 2.
The separation of series was proposed by V.F. Molchanov [15] in 1980 (we use a
modification from [22]).

Denote by C = C U co the Riemann sphere, by R = R U co denote the real
projective line, R C C. Consider the diagonal action of SL(2,R) on C x C,

(.%‘1 .%‘2) . (b—l—dl‘l b+d.’L’2)

a+cx1’ a4+ cro
Consider the subset H' in R x R consisting of points x1, x2 such that x1 # x5. It
is easy to verify that H' is an orbit of SL(2,R), it is equivalent to the hyperboloid
H as a homogeneous space?. It is easy to verify that the invariant measure on H’
is given by the formula

dv(zy,22) = |21 — x2|_2 dxq dxs.

We identify the space L*(H’,dv) with the standard L*(R x R) by the unitary
operator

Jf(x1,22) = f(x1,22)(x1 — 20) L.
Now our representation in L?(H) transforms to the following unitary representa-
tion in the standard L?(R?):

Q(Z Z) f(wl,xg):f<b+dx1 b+dx2>(a+cx1)1(a+cx2)1. (5)

a+cx1’ a4+ cro

Next, consider a unitary representation of SL(2,R) in L?(R) given by

T (‘CL Z) f@) = f (Z:i‘i) (a +zc)~L.

Obviously, we have @ = T'® T The representation T is contained in the unitary

principal series and it is a unique reducible element of this series (see, e.g., [4]).
Denote by I1 the upper and lower half-planes in C. The Hardy space H?(I1y)

consists of functions Fy holomorphic in II; that can be represented in the form

Fi(z) = /0 o(t)e'™ dt, where p(t) € L*(R4).

Obviously, F is well defined also on R and is contained in L?. The space H?(II_)
consists of functions F_ holomorphic in IT_ of the form

F_ (z)= / o(t)e'™™ dt, where p(—t) € L*(Ry).

Evidently,

L2(R) = HA(IL,) & H2(I1,).
It can be shown that the subspaces H2(Il+) C L?(R) are invariant with respect to
operators T'(-), and therefore T splits into two summands T @ T (one of them

4Two families of lines on the hyperboloid correspond to two families of lines 1 = const and
x9 = const on R x R.
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has a highest weight, another a lowest weight). Hence Q = (T4 @ T_) @ (T4 & T-)
splits into 4 summands. It can be shown that this is the desired decomposition:

e the space H2(IL,) ® H?(I1,) consists of functions in L?(R?) continued holo-
morphically to the domain I, x IT, ; the representation Ty @ T’y in H?(Il1) C
L?(R) is a direct sum of all highest weight representations of representation
of PSL(2,R);

o T ®T_ is a direct sum of all lowest weight representations;

e in 7T} & T_ we have the direct integral of all representations of the principal
series (and the same integral in T_ ® T%).

Remark. S.G. Gindikin [6] used a similar argument (restriction from a reducible
representation of an overgroup) for multi-dimensional hyperboloids.

9. Splitting off the complementary series, see [35]

Consider the pseudo-orthogonal group O(1,q) consisting of operators preserving
the following indefinite inner product in R!'*49,

(x,y) = —woyo + T1y1 + - + TqYq.

We write elements of this group as block (1 + ¢) x (1 + ¢) matrices g = <CCL Z)

Denote by SOg(1, ¢) its connected component, it consists of matrices satisfying two
additional conditions det g = +1, a > 0. Denote by S9! the unit sphere in R™. The
group O(1,q) acts on S9~1 by conformal transformations = + (a + xc)~ (b + zd)
(they preserve the sphere), the coefficient of a dilation equals to (a + z¢) 1.

For A € C we define a representation T\ = Ty of SOg(1,q) in a space of
functions on S9! by

7 ( Z) f(@) = (a+ 20) "D f (0 + w0) 7 b+ 2d)).

If A\ = io € iR, then our representation is unitary in L?(S971), in this case T,
is called a representation of the unitary spherical principal series, representations
T;o and T_,, are equivalent (on these representations see, e.g., [40]). If 0 < s <
(¢ —1)/2, then T is unitary in the Hilbert space H with the inner product

(1, f2)s /s 1/5 y fi(z fz(a?z)darldxz-

Hxl—x2‘(q 1)/2—s

More precisely, {,-,-) determines a positive definite Hermitian form on the space
C°°(89~1) (this is not obvious), we get a pre-Hilbert space and consider its com-
pletion Hg. Such representations form the spherical complementary series. The

spaces H, are Sobolev spaces®.

5In the standard notation, Hs is the Sobolev space H~%2(S971). Notice that Sobolev spaces
H72(.) are Hilbert spaces but inner product are defined not canonically. In our case the inner
products are uniquely determined from the SOgq(1, ¢)-invariance. For semisimple groups of rank
> 1 complementary series are realized in functional Hilbert spaces that are not Sobolev spaces.
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Counsider a restrictions of T;, to the subgroup SOg(1,q — 1). The group
SO¢(1,q — 1) has the following orbits on S97!: the equator Eq = S972 defined
by the equation x, = 0, the upper hemisphere H, and the lower hemisphere
H_. The equator has zero measure and can be forgotten. Therefore L?(S7~ 1) =
L?(Hy) @ L*(H-). On the other hand, hemispheres as homogeneous spaces are
equivalent to SOg(1,¢—1)/SO(g¢—1), i.e., to the (¢ — 1)-dimensional Lobachevsky
space. The decomposition of L? is a classical problem, in each summand L?(Hy)
we get a multiplicity-free direct integral over the whole spherical principal series.

The restriction of a representation Ty of the complementary series is more
interesting, it contains several summands of the complementary series and is equiv-

alent to
®k:sfk>1/2 s— k @ L2 HJF @ L2 (6)

This spectrum was obtained by Ch. Boyer (1973), our purpose is to visualize
summands of the complementary series.

According to the trace theorems Sobolev spaces of negative order can contain
distributions supported by submanifolds. Denote by dg, the delta-function of the
equator, dgq == d(x4). Let ¢ be a smooth function on Eq.

yz)dyl dy>
H‘P(SE’qH (P0Eq, POEq)s /Sq 2 /Sq 2 ||y1 —(g—1)/2+s"

If s > 1/2 the integral converges and ¢dg, € Hs. The representation of SO¢ (1, q)
in the space of such functions is 7971,

Denote by 2 g, = &'(2,) the derivative of g, in the normal direction.
Similar arguments show that for s > 3/2 and smooth 1) we have %i 0pq € Hs.
The space of functions of the form

0
Popq + wanéE

again is invariant. It contains the subspace 797! and we get the representation
T +1 in the quotient. Since our representation is unitary, Tf_:ll must be direct
summand, etc. .

Next, we consider the operator J : Hy — L?(S971) given by

Tf(x) = |zg| /25 f ().

It intertwines restrictions of Ty and Ty, the kernel of J consists of distributions
supported by Eq and the image is denseS. This gives us (6).

6More precisely, we consider this operator as an operator on smooth functions compactly sup-
ported outside Eq, take the closure I' of its graph in Hs @ L2, and examine projection operators
I' - Hs, I — L2,
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10. The modern status of the problem

We mention the following works:

a) G.I. Olshanski [36] (1990) proposed a way to split off highest weight and
lowest weight representations.

b) The author in [21] (1986) proposed a way to split off complementary series
(see proofs and further examples in [35], the paper [28] contains an example
with separation of direct integrals of different complementary series).

¢) S.G. Gindikin [6] (1993) and V.F. Molchanov [17] (1998) obtained a separa-
tion of spectra for multi-dimensional hyperboloids.

These old works had continuations, in particular there were many further
works with splitting off highest weight representations (for more references, see
[32)).

The recent paper [32] (2017) contains formulas for projection operators sep-
arating spectrum for L? on pseudo-unitary groups U(p,q). In this case we can
consider separation into series (if we fix the number r of continuous parameters
of a representation, r < min(p, q)), subsubseries (if we fix all discrete parameters
of a representation) and intermediate subseries. All these question are solvable.
The solution was obtained by a summation of all characters corresponding to a
given type of spectrum, certainly this way must be available for all semisimple Lie
groups.

In [34] the problem was solved for L? on pseudo-Riemannian symmetric
spaces GL(n,C)/GL(n,R). The calculation is based on an explicit summation of
spherical distributions. Apparently, this can be extended to all symmetric spaces
of the form G¢/GR, where G¢ is a complex semisimple Lie group and Gy is a real
form of G¢ (on Plancherel formulas for such spaces, see [1, 9, 38]).

For arbitrary semisimple symmetric spaces the problem does not seem to be
well formulated, see a discussion of multi-dimensional hyperboloids in [17].
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1. Introduction

We present a short introduction to noncommutative geometry and spectral triples.
We start the journey with C* algebras and noncommutative differential, briefly
mentioning K-theory, K-homology and cyclic (co)homology to finish with the no-
tion of spectral triples, their benefits and examples.

2. What is noncommutative geometry?

The story of noncommutative geometry begins with the classical (differential) ge-
ometry and extends into the realm of abstract algebras and operators using the
language Hilbert spaces and operators on them. One may, of course, say that non-
commutative geometry studies the geometry of quantum spaces — or, to be more
explicit — the geometry of noncommutative algebras. Clearly, the word quantum,
although at first only superficially related to quantum mechanics or quantum field
theory might be the right one — both physics and mathematics are involved in
many examples and there is a huge interplay between them. However, the no-
tion of quantum spaces is a delicate one since the objects that noncommutative
geometry attempts to study are (usually) not spaces — they cannot be visualized.

Why study noncommutative geometry and why have an interest in it? First
of all, it seems to be a natural and rich extension of the concept of spaces, one that
can admit the notion of geometry in its various aspects. Moreover, within noncom-
mutative geometry one can have on the same footing various objects, which, at
first sight, are completely different. Last not least one should mention that many
basic examples do arise from physics: the phase space in quantum mechanics, the
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Brillouin zone in the Quantum Hall Effect, the geometry of finite spaces in the
noncommutative description of the Standard Model, quantum groups in integrable
models or the quantized target space of string theory.

Let us attempt to place the subject matter of noncommutative geometry
in relation to some other subjects in physics and mathematics. It certainly lies
situated between operator algebra and functional analysis and differential geome-
try, with many links to abstract algebra, rings and modules, homological algebra,
topology, probability, measure theory and algebraic geometry. In physics, it has
most of the applications in classical field theory, gauge theories, but with a view
on quantum field theory, renormalization, quantum mechanics as well as gravity,
cosmology and even string theory. In this short review, which is based on three
lectures, we can only present a very basic and superficial overview of the mathe-
matical ideas behind Noncommutative Geometry.

3. From spaces to algebras (and back)

The space is nothing but a collection of points, however, when in mathematics
we start to think about a space the first and basic idea that arises is that of a
topological space — that is a space, which allows us to distinguish (in a very basic
way) whether two points are “close” to each other, without being specific about
actually measuring it with some numbers.

The fundamental idea that might have been the origin of noncommutative
geometry is already present in the following two theorems from the last century:

Theorem 1 (Gelfand—Naimark). Every commutative unital C*-algebra is an alge-
bra of continuous functions on a compact Hausdorff space.

Theorem 2 (Gelfand—Naimark—Segal). Fvery C*-algebra is isomorphic to a com-
plex, involutive, normed-closed algebra of bounded operators on a Hilbert space.

Skipping details of the precise formulation of the above statements and their
proofs let us concentrate on their significance. First, thanks to the Gelfand—
Naimark’s theorem, we can use noncommutative C* algebras as the definition
of noncommutative Hausdorff compact spaces and then, the GNS construction al-
lows us to make a precise recipe to construct a C* algebra, which became then
very concrete — subalgebras of the operators on a Hilbert space.

The Gelfand-Naimark theorem is just a good starting point for noncommu-
tative topology and towards many other notions like measurable functions, for
instance. To summarize this section let us quote the dictionary, which establishes
parallel notions between standard and noncommutative topology:
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TOPOLOGY ALGEBRA
(locally compact) topological space commutative C*-algebra
homeomorphism automorphism
continuous proper map morphism
compact space unital C*-algebra
open (dense) subset (essential) ideal
compactification unitization
Stone-Cech compactification multiplier algebra
Cartesian product tensor product

4. From topology to geometry (noncommutative way)

Having started with topology we have established a good point for the discussion of
noncommutative spaces. However, we are still very far from geometry as topology
does not distinguish between a ball and a cube!

We shall skip all constructions and theorems that extend the notions of vector
bundles, connections, homology and cohomology — just to name the most impor-
tant ones. Instead, we shall carry out the parallels built up for C*-algebras, while
concentrating on the differential calculi.

4.1. Differential Calculi

In the course of differential geometry one begins with the notion of a smooth
manifold, C'* functions and vector fields. This is, however, reserved for a purely
commutative world, as some simple algebras, like M,,(C), do not admit any outer
derivations, which is the algebraic characterisation of a vector field. Can this be
cured? Not directly, however, a good answer is that one should rather pass to
differential forms and differential algebras.

Definition 3. A differential graded algebra (DGA) over an algebra A is an N-graded
algebra, not necessarily finite, such that the Oth grade is isomorphic with A and
that is equipped with a degree 1 linear map (grade increasing), which obeys the
graded Leibniz rule:

d(pw) = dpw + (—=1)"'p dw,

for any elements w, p, where |p| denotes the degree of the form p.

There is, unfortunately, no unique way to construct the DGAs in noncom-
mutative world and we can have too many of them even in the commutative case.
The canonical one, the universal differential algebra is completely uninteresting,
as it carries no cohomological information and is infinite-dimensional even in the
simplest case.
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4.2. How to represent differential algebras?

As with the C*-algebras came the natural representation on the Hilbert space, let
us consider a specific way of obtaining differential graded algebras — connected
with representations and commutators. Let A be an algebra and let m be its
representation on a vector space (not necessarily finite-dimensional). Let F be
an endomorphism (a linear operator, in other words) of this vector space.

Lemma 4. If 7 is a representation of the algebra A, then for each linear operator
F the following gives a representation of the universal differential algebra Q,(A):

s (a(] dCLl dCLQ, .. .,dan) = 7'('((1(]) [F,’/T(al)HF,’IT(az)} . [F,’/T(an)}.

Of course, if we do not assume anything about F' we have just a representation
of the algebra, and neither grading nor the external derivative could be represented.
While dealing with infinite-dimensional representations on a Hilbert space we need
to be careful as the commutators might be (in principle) unbounded. Therefore,
it is natural to assume that all operators 7(a) and the commutators [F, 7w (a)] are
bounded for all a € A.

There exists a canonical way to obtain a differential graded algebra through
mp: we have to take J = kermp + d(kerwp). This is a differential ideal within
Q,(A) and then Q“(A)/J will be a differential algebra. However, it might not
have a representation on the Hilbert space.

A very particular situation happens if we assume more about F, for example
if we take F? = 1, which means that (as seen on a Hilbert space) F is a sign
operator with eigenvalues being +1 and —1. We then have:

Lemma 5. Let and F? =1 be an operator on the Hilbert space H and let ™ be the
representation of A as bounded operators on H. Then mp defined in Lemma 3.2 is
a representation of the differential algebra, with:

mr(dw) = Frp(w) — (—1)"lrp(w)F,
for any universal form w of degree |w|.

The above construction is not just another way of obtaining differential
graded algebras but has a deep geometric meaning and some equivalence classes of
such constructions (called Fredholm modules) over an algebra are building blocks
of K-homology.

5. Spectral triples and how to use them

In this last part of these notes we use (and probably overuse) the word spectral.
Its sense will be described in the definition of properties of spectral triples — a
concise proposition for noncommutative spin manifolds. The clue is that (almost)
everything is set by the Dirac operator and it, in turn, is defined through its set
of discrete eigenvalues with multiplicities. We very briefly describe the idea which
links the theory with physics: the construction of gauge theories and the spectral
action principle.
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5.1. What the Dirac operator is good for

The Laplace operator on a Riemannian compact manifolds encodes a lot of infor-
mation about the geometry. The same is true for its nontrivial square root, the
Dirac operator (in case we have a spin manifold). The Dirac operator on a compact
spin manifolds is indeed a very elegant object: an unbounded, self-adjoint oper-
ator, with a discrete spectrum and with the growth of eigenvalues governed by
the dimension of the manifold. It encodes also the topological and geometrical in-
formation about the manifold, in particular about the differential algebra and the
metric. Spectral triples just mimic this construction in the noncommutative world,
assuming that it is the basic data that makes the noncommutative approach the
geometry.

Definition 6. Let us have an algebra A, its faithful representation = on a Hilbert
space H, a selfadjoint unbounded operator D with compact resolvent, such that

Va € A, [D,n(a)] € B(H),
then we call (A, , D) a spectral triple.

Since the definition is very basic, we shall need (in most cases) some additional
structures. We say that the spectral triple is even if there exists an operator v such
that v = 41, ym(a) = 7(a)y and vD + Dy = 0. We say that the spectral triple is
finitely summable if the operator |D|~! has eigenvalues growing like n® for some
s > 0. If the growth of eigenvalues of |D| ™! is exactly of the order n11>, we say that
the spectral triple is of metric dimension p.

Spectral triples allow for more “decorations” and conditions like reality struc-
ture, which we omit here. Instead, let us quote the most important result, which
establishes (precisely) the relation of spectral triples to classical differential geom-
etry.

Theorem 7. If A = C®°(M), M is a spin Riemannian compact manifold, S is
a spinor bundle over M, H = L?(S) (summable sections of spinor bundle) and
D is the Dirac operator on M then to (A, H, D) is a spectral triple (with a real
structure) and metric dimension dim(M).

Even more interesting is the reconstruction theorem, which roughly states the
inverse and (with several additional assumption) was demonstrated by Connes.

5.2. Differential forms and fluctuations

Since [D, 7(a)] is bounded we can easily apply what we have learned about differen-
tial algebras — and we can call all elements of the type ), 7w(a;)[D, 7(b;)] first-order
differential forms. Since both the algebra and the forms ale embedded in B(H) the
one forms have naturally the structure of a bimodule over A and generate the
algebra corresponding to the sections of the Clifford bundle. The one forms play
an important role as possible bounded perturbations of the Dirac operator. For
every A =Y. m(a;)[D,m(b;)], which is selfadjoint, we consider D4 = D+ A, which
satisfies all conditions for the Dirac operator thus giving us a family of fluctuations
of the original Dirac operator.
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5.3. Integration for spectral triples

Cutting a very long story short let us recall that for the finitely summable spectral
triples one make a nice use of the Dirac operator. Using the (-function regularisa-
tion of the trace we can define a noncommutative integral:

][T = Res,—o Tr (T|D|7Z) )

This exists for all operators T', which are products of 7(a), powers of D and their
commutators with D and |D| (assuming regularity of the spectral triple).

If the spectral triple has metric dimension p then it could be shown that
Fm(a)|D|7P defines a trace on the algebra A. In particular, for a compact,
p-dimensional spin manifold M with a true Dirac operator  |D|™? ~ vol(M).

5.4. Measuring spectral geometries

Using the integration defined above we can measure the volume, however, there is
much more that could be extracted. In the classical case a simple formula allows
us to recover distances on the manifold:

d(z,y) = sup |z(a) —y(a)],  x,y€MacC*(M).
[I[D,a]l[<1
As in the noncommutative situation there may be no points, we need to extend
it, replacing the points with the states on the algebra, thus making the space of
states equipped with a metric. If this metrizes the weak-* topology then we are
dealing with quantum metric spaces, which then allows us to study convergence
of spaces in the Rieffel-Gromov—Hausdorff distance.

5.5. Towards (noncommutative) physics

Suppose we accept that spectral triples do describe noncommutative manifolds. Is
there any physical contents in them? Can we use them to describe some noncom-
mutative physics? The answer is yes and, indeed, we shall be able to provide — at
least — some partial answers.

Again, assume that we have a spectral triple, that is (A, w, D), and consider
the family of all allowed Dirac operators as the physical degrees of freedom. That
includes not only some possible rescaling, changes of the metric but also the fluc-
tuations of the gauge type as described before. Next, we define a functional on the
space of all admissible Dirac operators:

S(D) = Tr f(D?),

where f is a suitable cut-off function, which, for instance, vanishes for arguments
bigger than a certain number A. This idea appeared for the first time (in a similar
phrasing) in the work of Sakharov in 1965 to describe the gravity action and
possible corrections.
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5.6. The Standard Model and gravity

The story of spectral action becomes interesting when we apply it to geometries of
the type M x F', where M is a Riemannian manifold and F' is a discrete geometry.
It is like a Kaluza—Klein model but with the extra dimensions being in fact of (clas-
sical dimension) zero. In fact, if the discrete geometry is F=C @& H@ M;3(C) then,
in addition to classical gravity and the Einstein—Hilbert term, the spectral action
yields all Yang—Mills action terms together with the Higgs field (as a doublet) and
the correct Higgs potential.

5.7. Where can you learn more?

In these very short note we have tried to give a glimpse of noncommutative geome-
try — a theory, which, motivated by examples, extends the notion of geometry into
the algebraic world. What we still need to supply is a word about prospects: first
of learning (where to learn more) but also the prospects of the field (why learn
it). Interested student should go to http://bit.ly/2zfCB7v where the author
maintains a basic list of recommended material for further reading.
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1. Motivations

H*-Diffeomorphisms groups of the circle. For s > 3/2, the group Diff*(S') of
Sobolev class H® diffeomorphisms of the circle is a C°°-manifold modeled on the
space of H*-section of the tangent bundle T'S* ([1]), or equivalently on the space of
real H°-function on S*'. It is a topological group in the sense that the multiplication
(f,g) v fogis well defined and continuous, the inverse f + f~! is continuous,
the left translation L. by v € Diff*(S!) applying f to no f is continuous, and the
right translation R, by v € Diff*(S') applying f to f on is smooth. These results
are consequences of the Sobolev Lemma which states that for a compact manifold
of dimension n, the space of H?*-sections of a vector bundle E over M is contained,
for s > k+n/2, in the space of C*-sections, and that the injection H*(E) — C*(E)
is continuous. In particular, for s > 3/2, Diff*(S!) is the intersection of the space
of C*-diffeomorphisms of the circle with the space H*(S*, S') of H® maps from S*
into itself. Hence Diff*(S') is an open set of H*(S!, S1).

For the same reasons, the subgroup of Diff*(S') preserving three points in
St say —1,—i and 1, is, for s > 3/2, a C* manifold and a topological group
modeled on the space of H?-vector fields which vanish on —1, —¢ and 1.

One may ask what happens for the critical value s = 3/2 and look for a group
with some regularity and a manifold structure such that the tangent space at the
identity is isomorphic to the space of H 3 -vector fields vanishing at —1, —7 and 1
(or equivalently on any codimension 3 subspace of H 5 ). The universal Teichmiiller
space Tp(1) defined below will verify these conditions.


http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1007/978-3-030-01156-7_42&domain=pdf
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Diff *(S') as a group of symplectomorphisms. Consider the Hilbert space V =
H2(S',R)/R of real-valued H2 functions with mean-value zero. Each element
u € V can be written as

u(z) = Zunei”w with uo =0, u_p, =u, and Z | |[un|? < oo.
ne”Z nez

Endow V with the symplectic form

1
Qu,v) = o /S1 u(x)0pv(z)de = —iZnunvn,

neZ

The group of orientation preserving C*°-diffeomorphisms of the circle acts on V by
1
of=top=, [ fou
™ Jst1

preserving the symplectic form 2. Note that the previous action is well defined for
any orientation preserving homeomorphism of S'. Therefore one may ask what is
the biggest subgroup of the orientation preserving homeomorphisms of the circle
which preserves V and ). The answer is the group of quasisymmetric homeomor-
phisms of the circle defined below (Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 4.1 in [3]).
Teichmiiller spaces of compact Riemann surfaces. Consider a compact Riemann
surface 3. The Teichmiiller space T(X) of X is defined as the space of complex
structures on Y modulo the action by pull-back of the group of diffeomorphisms
which are homotopic to the identity. It can be endowed with a Riemannian metric,
called the Weil-Petersson metric, which is not complete. A point beyond which
a geodesic cannot be continued corresponds to the collapsing of a handle of the
Riemann surface ([6]), hence yields to a Riemann surface with lower genus. One
can ask for a Riemannian manifold in which all the Teichmiiller spaces of compact
Riemann surfaces with arbitrary genus inject isometrically. The answer will be the
universal Teichmiiller space endowed with a Hilbert manifold structure and its
Weil-Petersson metric ([5]).

2. The universal Teichmiiller space

Quasiconformal and quasisymmetric mappings. Let us give some definitions and
basic facts on quasiconformal and quasisymmetric mappings.

Definition 1. An orientation preserving homeomorphism f of an open subset A in

C is called quasiconformal if the following conditions are satisfied.
e [ admits distributional derivatives 9. f, 9: f € L{ (4,C) ;

e there exists 0 < k < 1 such that |0z f(2)| < k|0, f(2)| for every z € A.

Such an homeomorphism is said to be K-quasiconformal, where K = ifi

Example 1. For example, f(z) = az + Zz with || < |« is ‘zlj‘g’ﬁl’l—quasiconformal.
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Denote by L*(A,C) the complex Banach space of bounded complex-valued
functions on an open subset A C C.

Theorem 2 ([2]). An orientation preserving homeomorphism f defined on an open
set A C C is quasiconformal if and only if it admits distributional derivatives 0, f,
0:f € LL (A, C) which satisfy

loc
0:f(2) =w(2)0:f(z), z€A
for some p € L*(A,C) with ||yl < 1.

The function p appearing in the previous theorem is called the Beltrami
coefficient or the complex dilatation of f. Let D denote the open unit disc in C.

Theorem 3 (Ahlfors—Bers). Given p € L°(D,C) with ||p]lo < 1, there exists a
unique quasiconformal mapping w,, : D — D with Beltrami coefficient 1, extending
continuously to D, and fixing 1, —1,1.

Definition 2. An orientation preserving homeomorphism 7 of the circle S* is called
quasisymmetric if there is a constant M > 0 such that for every x € R and every
<73

LMt )y

M = ij(z) — iz —t)
where 77 is the increasing homeomorphism on R uniquely determined by 0 < 7(0) <
1, n(z + 1) = 7(x) + 1, and the condition that it projects onto 7.

Theorem 4 (Beurling—Ahlfors extension Theorem). Let 1 be an orientation pre-
serving homeomorphism of S'. Then n is quasisymmetric if and only if it extends
to a quasiconformal homeomorphism of the open unit disc D into itself.

T'(1) as a Banach manifold. One way to construct the universal Teichmiiller space
is the following. Denote by L>°(ID); the unit ball in L>°(D,C). By Ahlfors-Bers
theorem, for any p € L°°(ID);, one can consider the unique quasiconformal map-
ping w, : I — D which fixes —1, -7 and 1 and satisfies the Beltrami equation
on D

0 0

9, = Hg
Therefore one can define the following equivalence relation on L>°(D);. For g,
v € L>®(D)y, set p ~ v if w,|S' = w,|S'. The universal Teichmiiller space is
defined by the quotient space

T(1) = L®(D)1/ ~ .

Theorem 5 ([2]). The space T(1) has a unique structure of complex Banach man-
ifold such that the projection map ® : L*>°(D); — T(1) is a holomorphic submer-
ston.
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The differential of ® at the origin Dy® : L>(D,C) — Tjp)T(1) is a complex
linear surjection and induces a splitting of L>*(ID, C) into ([5]) :

L%®(D,C) = Ker Do & Quc (D),
where Q°°(D) is the Banach space defined by
Qoo (D) := {,u € L>®(D,C) | u(z) = (1 —|2*)%¢(2), ¢ holomorphic on D } .

T(1) as a group. By the Beurling—Ahlfors extension theorem, a quasiconformal
mapping on D extends to a quasisymmetric homeomorphism on the unit circle.
Therefore the following map is a well-defined bijection
T(1) — QS(SY)/PSU(1,1)
W e s,

The coset QS(S1)/PSU(1,1) inherits from its identification with 7°(1) a Banach
manifold structure. Moreover the coset QS(S')/PSU(1,1) can be identified with
the subgroup of quasisymmetric homeomorphisms fixing —1,¢ and 1. This identi-
fication allows to endow the universal Teichmiiller space with a group structure.
With respect to this differential structure, the right translations in 7°(1) are bi-
holomorphic mappings, whereas the left translations are not even continuous in
general. Consequently T'(1) is not a topological group.

The WP-metric and the Hilbert manifold structure on 7T'(1). The Banach mani-
fold T'(1) carries a Weil-Petersson metric, which is defined only on a distribution
of the tangent bundle ([4]). In order to resolve this problem the idea in [5] is to
change the differentiable structure of T'(1).

Theorem 6 ([5]). The universal Teichmiiller space T(1) admits a structure of
Hilbert manifold on which the Weil-Petersson metric is a right-invariant strong
hermitian metric.

For this Hilbert manifold structure, the tangent space at [0] in T'(1) is iso-
morphic to

(D) i= {u(2) = (1 = |[%)*(2), ¢ holomorphic on D, ufl2 < v },

where ||u||3 = [ [, |#?p(2)d?z is the L*-norm of p with respect to the hyperbolic
metric of the Poincaré disc p(z)d?*z = 4(1 |z| )~2d?z. The Weil-Petersson metric
on T'(1) is given at the tangent space at | T(1) by

(1, v)wp —// pvp(z

With respect to this Hilbert manifold structure, T'(1) admits uncountably many
connected components. For this Hilbert manifold structure, the identity component
To(1) of T'(1) is a topological group. Moreover the pull-back of the Weil-Petersson
metric on the quotient space Diff { (S*)/PSU(1,1) is given at [Id] by

hw p([1d]) ([u =or Z 1)tn v
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Hence the identity component Tp(1) of T'(1) can be seen as the completion of
Diff, (S)/PSU(1,1) for the H?/?-norm. This metric make 7'(1) into a strong
Kahler—Einstein—Hilbert manifold, with respect to the complex structure given
at [Id] by the Hilbert transform (see below where the definition of the Hilbert
transform is recalled). The tangent space at [Id] consists of Sobolev class H?/?
vector fields modulo psu(1,1). The associated Riemannian metric is given by

gwp(ld)([u,[) =7 Y [nl(n® = Dugon,
n#—1,0,1
and the imaginary part of the Hermitian metric is the two-form
wwp () ([, b)) = —ir Y n(n® = Dugv,.
n#—1,0,1

Note that wy p coincides with the Kirillov—Kostant—Souriau symplectic form ob-
tained on Diff ; (S')/PSU(1, 1) when considered as a coadjoint orbit of the Bott—
Virasoro group.

3. The restricted Siegel disc

The Siegel disc. Let V = H2(S',R)/R be the Hilbert space of real-valued H 2
functions with mean-value zero. The Hilbert inner product on V is given by

(w,v)y =Y |nfunvn.
nez

Endow the real Hilbert space V with the following complex structure (called the
Hilbert transform)

E Up e :ig sgn(n)u,e™".

n#0 n#0

Now (-, -}y and J are compatible in the sense that J is orthogonal with respect to
(-, -)y. The associated symplectic form is defined by

Qu,v) = (u, J(v))p = 217r /S1 u(x)0pv(z)de = —iZnunvn.

nez

Let us consider the complexified Hilbert space H := H'/2(S*,C)/C and the com-
plex linear extensions of J and € still denoted by the same letters. Each element
u € ‘H can be written as

x) = Zunei”w with uo=0 and Z In|[un|? < oco.
ne”Z nez
The eigenspaces H4 and H_ of the operator J are the following subspaces

Zu e"w}and?-[_z{ue?l Zune x}7

n=-—oo

H+={UEH
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and one has the Hilbert decomposition H = H, & H_ into the sum of closed
orthogonal subspaces. The Siegel disc associated with H is defined by

D(H)={Zec L(H_,H) | AZu,v) = QU Zv,u),Vu,v € H_ and [ — ZZ > 0},

where, for A € L(Hy,H,), the notation A > 0 means (A(u),u)y > 0, for all
u € Hy,u# 0 and where for B € L(H_,H. ), define

B(u) := B(a), BT .= (B)*.
It follows easily that ©(#) can be written as
DOH)={ZcL(H_H) | Z" =Z Yu,veH_ and I-ZZ>0}.
The restricted Siegel disc associated with H is by definition
Dies(H) :={Z € D(H) | Z € L*(H_,H.)},

where L?(H_,H ) denotes the space of Hilbert—Schmidt operators from H_ to H.

The restricted Siegel disc as an homogeneous space. Consider the symplectic

group Sp(V, ) of bounded linear maps on V which preserve the symplectic form 2
Sp(V, Q) = {a € GL(V) | Q(au, av) = Q(u,v), for all u,v € V}.

The restricted symplectic group Sp,..(V, §2) is by definition the intersection of the
symplectic group with the restricted general linear group defined by

GLyes(H, H4) = {g € GL(H) | [d,g] € L*(H)},

where d := i(p; — p-) and py is the orthogonal projection onto Hy. Using the
block decomposition with respect to the decomposition H = H @ H_, one gets

SPres(V: Q) 1= {(% g) € GL(H)' heL*(H_,Hy), 99" —hh* =1,gh" = hgT} :
Proposition 7. The restricted symplectic group acts transitively on the restricted
Siegel disc by

SPres(V, Q) X Dyes(H) — Dres(H), ((z Z) ,z) — (gZ + h)(hZ +g)~".

The isotropy group of 0 € Dyes(H) is the unitary group U(H4) of Hy, and the
restricted Siegel disc is diffeomorphic as Hilbert manifold to the homogeneous space

Spres(va Q)/U(%Jr)

On the space {A € L2(H_,H,) | AT = A} consider the following Hermitian
inner product

Tr(V*U) = Te(VU).

Since it is invariant under the isotropy group of 0 € D,(H), it extends to an
SPres(V, Q)-invariant Hermitian metric hp.
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Remark 8. In the construction above, replace V by R? endowed with its natural
symplectic structure. The corresponding Siegel disc is nothing but the open unit
disc D. The action of Sp(2,R) = SL(2,R) is the standard action of SU(1,1) on D
given by

az+b

ze€D— " €D, |af*-p*=1,
bz +a
and the Hermitian metric obtained on D is given by the hyperbolic metric
1 _
ho(2)(u,v) = (1- ‘2‘2)2uv.

Therefore, D,es(H) can be seen as an infinite-dimensional generalization of the
Poincaré disc.

4. The period mapping

The following theorems answer the second question addressed in the first section.

Theorem 9 (Theorem 3.1 in [3]). For ¢ a orientation preserving homeomorphism
and any f €V, set by Vo f = fop — 217r fsl fow. Then Vi maps V into itself iff
¢ 1S quasisymmetric.

Theorem 10 (Proposition 4.1 in [3]). The group QS(S) of quasisymmetric home-
omorphisms of the circle acts on the right by symplectomorphisms on

H = HY?($', C)/C
by
1
Vel =too=, [ foe
peQS(Sh), feH.

Consequently this action defines a map II : QS(S!) — Sp(V, Q). Note that
the operator II(p) preserves the subspaces Hy and H_ iff ¢ belongs to PSU(1,1).
The resulting map (Theorem 7.1 in [3]) is an injective equivariant holomorphic
immersion

I :7(1) = QS(S')/PSU(1,1) — Sp(V,Q)/ U(Hy) ~ D(H)

called the period mapping of 7'(1). The Hilbert version of the period mapping is
given by the following

Theorem 11 ([5]). For [u] € T(1), II([u]) belongs to the restricted Siegel disc if and
only if [u] € To(1). Moreover the pull-back of the natural Kihler metric on Dyes(H)
coincides, up to a constant factor, with the Weil-Petersson metric on Tp(1).
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1. Introduction

Differential operators on varieties with singularities were studied in a great number
of papers. General theory of such operators is rather complicated and the majority
of general results are rather implicit because singularities can have very compli-
cated structure. However, certain spaces with simplest singularities can demon-
strate clear behavior of differential equations and formulas for their solutions as
well as for spectral characteristics of corresponding operators can be much more
explicit then in general situation. From the other hand, such spaces appear in
different applications, so the properties mentioned above seem to be interesting.
Further we discuss two examples of spaces with singularities — hybrid spaces and
polyhedral surfaces. In particular, we study spectral properties of Laplacians on
hybrid spaces and polyhedral 2D surfaces as well as behavior of localized solutions
of Schrodinger equations. One of the main tools for studying differential operators
on such spaces is the theory of extensions of symmetric operators. The proofs of
some of the results can be found in [1-3] (see also [4]); the proofs of the remaining
results will be published in a separate paper.

1.1. Hybrid spaces

Let My,..., M} be smooth compact geodesically complete oriented Riemannian
manifolds of dimension at most 3 and let 71,...,7s be segments endowed with
parameterization. The hybrid space M is a topological space obtained by gluing

The work was supported by the Russian Scientific Foundation (grant 16-11-10069).
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the endpoints of the segments to certain points qi,...,g2s on the manifolds; we
assume that different endpoints are glued to different points g;. Such spaces appear
as models for nanostructures, electronic devices and even for transport motion.

1.2. Polyhedral surfaces

We will also consider polyhedral surfaces — compact 2D oriented surfaces M, glued
from a finite number of flat polygons in a usual manner. The surfaces will be
not necessary embedded in R3; the total angles f1,..., 3y at the vertices can
be less or greater than 27 — the unique condition is the Gauss-Bonnet relation
Zj]\/il(l - gj) = x(M), where x denotes Euler characteristics.

s

Remark 1. Each polyhedron admits a natural complex structure. Namely, if P is a
point of a face, then the natural complex coordinate is z = x1 + ixo, where (21, z2)
are standard Euclidean coordinate on R2. The same states for the points, lying on
edges — one can unfold the vicinity of such a point to the plane and then introduce
the same coordinate. If P is a vertex with total angle 5 then the vicinity of P can
be unfolded to the plane angle of volume (; the natural coordinate on M near P is
¢ = 22"/B_where z = x1 +ixs is a standard coordinate on the plane. This complex
structure, in particular induces the smooth structure of each polyhedral surface.

Remark 2. The natural metric on a polyhedral surface has the form ds? = dzdz
outside the vertices; near the vertex it has the form ds? = (zﬁ;)QK\Q(ﬁr_1)dCd§T
and has singularities at vertices. In particular, the wave equation in coordinates
(y1,y2), ¢ = y1 + iy has the form

OPu 2w, n1-F (9%u  9*u

= + o + :

o B (v + 2) Oy: Oy

The velocity of waves vanishes (if § < 27) or becomes infinite (if 8 > 27) at ver-

tices; such a situation appear, in particular, when long waves meet small obstacles
(islands or narrow hollows).

2. Definitions of Laplacians

Further we discuss properties of Laplacians and Schréodinger equations on hybrid
spaces and polyhedral surfaces; in order to define the corresponding operators one
has to state boundary conditions in singular points (points of gluing for hybrid
spaces or vertices for polyhedra). These conditions can be defined by the following
natural arguments. 1. The Laplacian must be self-adjoint. 2. On the “regular” part
of the space the Laplacian must coincide with the usual one. The formal definitions
have the following forms.

2.1. Hybrid spaces

Consider the direct sum @;A; ®; dd; , where A; are Laplace-Beltrami operators on
1

2 . . . . .
M; and ddz2 are second derivatives on 7; with Neumann boundary conditions. Let
l
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us restrict this operator to the set of functions, vanishing at the points of gluing
(note that, as dimAM; < 3, the domain of the direct sum consists of continuous
functions); we will denote this restriction by Ag. Evidently, Ag is a symmetric but
not self-adjoint operator in L?(M).

Definition 3. Laplace operator on a hybrid space M is a self-adjoint extension
of A().

Remark 4. The Laplacian is not unique; different operators are defined by different
boundary conditions at the points of gluing. Namely, the explicit description of
the corresponding domains has the following form. For each point of gluing ¢
consider the pair (u',u), where u is the limit at ¢ of a function on the segment,
and v’ is the limit of the derivative in the direction entering ¢. For the function
on the manifold consider its asymptotics at the point ¢; this asymptotics has the
form u(z) = aF(x,q) + b+ o(1), where a,b are constants and F' = —1/(4nd) if
dimMj, = 3 and F = logd/2x, if dimMj, = 2 (here d is the geodesic distance from
x to q). Let us collect the constants (u, u’, a, ) for all points of gluing and consider
a vector v = (U}, ay,. .., ubg, s, U1, b1, ..., Uss, bag) € C** @ C*. Let us fix in the
latter space a plane L, Lagrangian with respect to the standard skew-Hermitian
form. The boundary conditions have the form v € L; they can be written explicitly
in terms of the unitary matrix, defining L. Further we consider only local boundary
conditions — this means that the plane L supposed to be a direct sum of 2D planes,
corresponding to different points of gluing.

2.2. Polyhedral surfaces

Consider the non-compact smooth Riemannian manifold My = M\{P,..., Pu},
where P; are vertices. Consider the usual Laplace-Beltrami operator A on C§° (M)
and let Ay denote the closure of this operator with respect to the graph norm ||o||a:
|ul|X = [|ul|?+ ||Aul|?, where || o|| denotes the L*norm. Clearly, Ag is a symmetric
operator in L?(M).

Definition 5. The Laplace operator on a polyhedral surface M is a self-adjoint

extension of Ag.

Remark 6. The boundary conditions for Laplacians on polyhedral surfaces can be
formulated analogous to those on hybrid spaces; the vector, defining the asymp-
totics of the corresponding function in vertices, must lie in a fixed Lagrangian
plane.

3. Spaces of harmonic functions

Now we describe the kernel of the Laplacian A, corresponding to the Lagrangian
plane L. Formulation of the result is similar for hybrid spaces and polyhedra.

Theorem 7. The kernel of the operator AT is isomorphic to the intersection LN Ly
where Lagrangian plane Lq is defined by the singular space itself.
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Remark 8. In general position the intersection is zero, so there are no nontrivial
harmonic functions. However, for hybrid spaces A.A. Tolchennikov ((1]) introduced
special Laplacians with natural boundary conditions of “continuous type”; for
these Laplacians he proved the estimates by < dimKerAL < by + by, where by, by
are Betti numbers of the graph, obtained from M by contracting all manifolds M
to points.

For polyhedral surfaces, the plane Ly can be expressed in terms of the Mittag-
Leffler problem, corresponding to the Riemannian surface M. The kernel of the
Friedrichs extension is one-dimensional and contains constants; for spherical poly-
hedra and Laplacians with local boundary conditions harmonic functions can be
described explicitly.

4. Time-dependent Schrodinger equations on hybrid spaces.
Propagation of quasi-particles

Consider the following Cauchy problem for the time-dependent Schrodinger equa-
tion on a hybrid space M

oY
ot
where zg is a point of a segment v, h — 0 is a semi-classical small parameter,
q € C, Sqo > 0, Ag € C§° () is a smooth cut-off function. The initial function
has the form of a narrow peak, concentrated in a small vicinity of a point zg.
Asymptotics as h — 0 of this problem was considered in [2, 3]; the behaviour of
solution on segments is following. Consider the geodesic on 7, starting from zo with
the fixed unit velocity. At some instant of time the geodesic meets one of the points
of gluing ¢. At this instant consider all geodesics on the corresponding manifold,
starting from this point with unit velocities as well as the geodesic on the initial
segment, starting from ¢ in the direction, opposite to the direction of the initial
geodesic. At certain instants the geodesics meet points of gluing; we consider all
geodesics (on manifolds and on segments), starting from all these points with unit
velocities. Clearly, for arbitrary instant of time we will have a set of points on the
segments, propagating along the geodesics, and certain surfaces on the manifolds
(union of geodesic spheres), moving along the geodesics. The asymptotic solution of
the Cauchy problem has the form of a number of narrow peaks, concentrated near
these sets. We suppose that for arbitrary time ¢ the number of points, appearing
on the segments, is finite and denote this number by N(¢).

ih o = A, Pl = Ao(z)eli((Z—ZO)'HIO(Z—Zo)Z)’

Definition 9. The number N (¢) is called the number of quasi-particles on the edges
of M.

Our aim is to describe the asymptotics of N(t) as ¢t — oo.

4.1. The counting function for geodesics

The behavior of the function N(t) depends essentially on the properties of the
geodesic flow on M. Namely, for each pair (g;,q;) of the points of gluing, lying on
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the same manifold M, consider the number m;;(¢) of different lengths of geodesics
on M;, connecting g; and ¢; and such that these lengths are at most ¢ (let us
remind, that we assume that this number is finite for arbitrary t). Note that the
points ¢; and ¢; can coincide. Let us denote by m(t) the sum of m;;(¢) for all pairs
of points, lying on the same manifolds. The asymptotics of N(¢) is defined by the
asymptotics of m(t); the latter is defined by the properties of the geodesic flows
on the manifolds M;. We will consider three different situations.

5. The finite number of geodesic lengths

The simplest situation takes place if the total number of times of geodesics is finite
(such situation appears, for example, if all M; are Euclidean or hyperbolic spaces
or spheres). We denote by L1, ..., L, these lengths and by {1, ..., the lengths of
the segments.

Theorem 10. Let the set Ly, ..., Ly, l1,...,ls be linearly independent over the field
Q. Then the number of quasi-particles N (t) has the following asymptotics ast — oo

_ Zj:l ls
2252+ 5 — )Ly by [Ty L
Remark 11. The main step in the proof of this theorem is following: the problem

of the computation of N(¢) can be reduced to the problem of computation of the
number of lattice points in certain growing polyhedra.

N(t) = CtPts=1 ot C (1)

6. Case of the polynomial growth of m(t)

Suppose that the number of geodesics m(t) grows polynomially as ¢ — oo. Such
a situation takes place for the manifolds with not very complicated geodesic flow.
Note that there are popular classes of such manifolds; in particular, so-called uni-
formly secure ones (the manifold is called uniformly secure, if there exists an integer
R, such that for arbitrary pair of points all geodesics, connecting these points, can
be blocked by an R-point obstacle). In this case the number of quasi-particles
grows in a sub-exponential way.

Theorem 12. Let m(t) = cot?(1 + O(t~°)), v > 0,e > 0. Let the set of lengths
L;,1; be linearly independent over Q (i.e., any finite subset of lengths is linearly
independent). Then

log N(t) = (y+1) (COF(7 +713C(7 i 1)> T o) (2)

Here T'(z) and ((x) are the T'-function and the Riemann (-function.
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7. Exponential growth of m

Finally we suppose that the function m(t) grows exponentially. Note that this case
is typical for geodesic flows with positive topological entropy: if M is a compact
Riemannian manifold, then the topological entropy H of the geodesic flow equals

1
H = lim log/ My (t)dxdy,
t MxM

t—o0
where my ,,(t) denotes the number of geodesics with the lengths at most ¢, con-
necting the points « and y. Moreover, if M does not have conjugate points (this is
the case, for example, for compact surfaces of constant negative curvature), then
for arbitrary pair of points z,y H = lim;_, 1 log my 4 (2).

Theorem 13. Let logm(t) = Ht(14+t7¢), € > 0. Let the set of lengths Lj,[; be lin-
early independent over Q (i.e., any finite subset of lengths in linearly independent).
Then

log N(t) = Ht(1 + o(1)). (3)

8. Abstract prime numbers distributions

The main steps in the proofs of the theorems of Sections 6, 7 are following: the
problem of the computation of N(¢) can be reduced to certain problem of the
analytic number theory. Namely, consider an arithmetic semigroup G = ®;esZ,
where J is a countable set, and a homomorphism p : G — R, such that for
arbitrary t € R the set of elements g € G with p(g) < t is finite. We can identify
elements j € J with the corresponding generators of Z . Consider two functions
m(t) = t{j € Jlp(j) < t}, N() = t{g € G,p(g) < t}. The direct (inverse)
problem of abstract primes distribution is the following question. If one knows the
asymptotics of N (m), how to compute the asymptotics of m (N)?

Remark 14. If .J is the set of primes and p(j)=log j, then m(logt) is the distribution
function of primes and N(t) is the integral part of ¢.

If J is the set of integers and p(j) = j then N(¢) is the number of partitions
of integer ¢ and m(t) = t.

The result of the previous sections follow from the results which give the
solution of the inverse problem of abstract primes distribution for the cases of
polynomial and exponential growths of m(¢).
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