1205.2894v13 [math.GM] 1 Feb 2015

arXiv

STRONG REACTIONS IN QUANTUM SUPER PDE’S.I:
QUANTUM HYPERCOMPLEX EXOTIC SUPER PDE’S

AGOSTINO PRASTARO

Department SBAI - Mathematics, University of Rome La Sapienza, Via A.Scarpa 16, 00161
Rome, Italy.
E-mail: agostino.prastaro@uniromal.it

This work in three parts is dedicated to Albert Einstein and Max Planck.

ABSTRACT. In order to encode strong reactions of the high energy physics, by
means of nonlinear quantum propagators in the Prastaro’s geometric theory
of quantum super PDE’s, some related geometric structures are further de-
veloped and characterized. In particular super-bundles of geometric objects
in the category Qg of quantum supermanifolds are considered and quantum
Lie derivative of sections of super bundle of geometric objects are calculated.
Quantum supermanifolds with classic limit are classified with respect to the
holonomy groups of these last commutative manifolds. A theorem characteriz-
ing quantum super manifolds with structured classic limit as super bundles of
geometric objects is obtained. A theorem on the characterization of chi-flow
on suitable quantum manifolds is proved. This solves a previous conjecture
too. Quantum instantons and quantum solitons are defined as useful general-
izations of the previous ones, well-known in the literature. Quantum conserva-
tion laws for quantum super PDEs are characterized. Quantum conservation
laws are proved work for evaporating quantum black holes too. Characteri-
zation of observed nonlinear quantum propagators, in the observed quantum
super Yang-Mills PDE, by means of conservation laws and observed energy
is obtained. Some previous results by A. Prdstaro about generalized Poincaré
conjecture and quantum exotic spheres, are extended to the category Qnyper,s
of hypercomplex quantum supermanifolds. (This is the first part of a work di-
vided in three parts. For part II and III see [84, 85].)
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1. Introduction

The algebraic topologic theory of quantum (super) PDE’s formulated by A. Préstaro,

allows to directly encode quantum phenomena in a category of noncommutative

manifolds (quantum (super)manifolds) and to finally solve the problem of unifica-

tion, at quantum level, of gravity with the fundamental forces [61, 64, 65, 66, 67,
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68, 70, 73, 75, 77, 78]. In particular, this theory allowed to recognize the mecha-
nism of mass creation/distruction, as a natural geometric phenomenon related to
the algebraic topologic structure of quantum (super) PDEs encoding the quantum
system under study [78].

Let us emphasize that with the algebraic topology of quantum (super) PDE’s, for-
mulated by A. Préstaro, we can also go beyond the paradozx of the wave-particle
duality, and the probabilistic interpretation (Copenhagen interpretation) of the wave
function, introduced in quantum mechanics by De Broglie [9, 10], that even if ac-
cepted for practical reasons, was conceptually non well convincing. (Let us recall
the Einstein’s slogan, “God does not play dice ...”, claimed in the famous Fifth
Solvay International Conference, 1927.) Really in the geometric formulation of
quantum PDEs, we solve the wave-particle duality and obtain a purely geometric
formulation of quantum phenomena. In a sense the situation is similar to the para-
doxical ether, as the medium of propagation of electromagnetic radiation, wrongly
assumed as a necessary support in the Maxwell’s dynamics of electromagnetism. In
fact, nowadays we can encode quantum particles, and interactions between them,
uniquely as geometric objects (p-chains), solutions of suitable quantum (super)
PDEs, i.e., PDEs in the category Qg of quantum supermanifolds, as introduced by
A. Préstaro. Really it is the same concept of “fundamental particles”, related to
the belief that there are some fundamental bricks building all Universe, in a LEGO
blocks game sort, that the noncommutative and nonlinear theory of quantum super
PDEs proves to be completely unjustified.! From this point of view it is not diffi-
cult to understand that also the concept of confinement reserved to quarks can be
“broken” under suitable energy conditions, by generating, e.g., meson decays into
quarks, antiquarks and gluons, or baryon decays into quarks and gluons.? With this
respect, it is also clear that the Gell-Mann’s standard model for hadrons, cannot be
considered the last frontier in High Energy Physics !

The geometric theory of quantum (super) PDE’s allows us to recover also the posi-
tive aspects of classical instantons. In fact, we can define quantum super-instantons,
singular solutions of the quantum super Yang-Mills equations, that being localized
in the quantum Minkowskian spacetime M, justify their names (similarly to classi-
cal instantons). Furthermore, singular solutions can encode tunneling effects, that,
as it is well known, is a phenomenon that can be associated to classical instan-
tons. Furthermore quantum particles can be seen as quantum super-solitons in the
framework of solutions of quantum super Yang-Mills equations.

Aim of this work, divided in three parts, is to show how nuclear and subnuclear
reactions can be encoded as boundary value problems in the algebraic topology of
quantum (super) PDE’s; as formulated by A. Préstaro. With this respect, nonlin-
ear quantum propagators play a fundamental role, beside to their representations
by means of elementary reactions. This aspect is related to a decomposition the-
orem for nonlinear quantum propagators that we prove for solutions of boundary

1Nowadays we have also experimental evidences that such fundamental bricks do not exist.
What it is considered “fundamental” can be broken, when enough energy is available and suitable
apparatus are arranged for. (See, e.g., electron decay into spinon and orbiton [90], or electrons with
fractional electric charges [21], and LHC experiments producing new quasiparticles by breaking
proton.)

2A quark-gluon plasma state, where quarks and gluons are not more confined, has been recently
observed in some experiments. ("LHC experiments bring new insight into primordial universe”
(Press release). CERN. 26 November 2010.)
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value problems in quantum super PDEs, and that will be developed in the second
and third parts. (Part II and Part III are quoted in [84, 85].)> This first part is
instead devoted to some important preparatory subjects on the geometry of quan-
tum super PDEs that will be utilized in part II and part III to encode quantum
strong reaction dynamics. In particular, we will generalize to the category Qg of
quantum supermanifolds, the structure of super-bundle of geometric objects, first
introduced by A. Prastaro, in the framework of category of commutative manifolds
in [57, 58]. This structure gives a general framework where characterize physical
fields in a fully covariant way. In particular it applies to PDEs defined on some
higher order G-structures.

Another subject that is developed in this first part and that is very important to
encode strong reactions, is the characterization of conservation laws for PDE’s built
in the category Qg. These are functions defined on the integral bordism groups of
such equations and belonging to suitable Hopf algebras (full quantum Hopf alge-
bras). In particular, we specialize our calculations on the quantum super Yang-Mills
equations, quantum black holes as particular solutions there, and the characteri-
zation of observed nonlinear quantum propagators by means of conservation laws
and observed quantum energy.

The last subject considered in this first part, is devoted to PDE’s in the category
Qpyper,s of quantum hypercomplex supermanifolds, as defined in [83], and will focus
our attention on quantum exotic super PDE’s, i.e., quantum super PDE’s where we
can embed quantum exotic super-spheres. For such Cauchy data we will generalize
our previous results on quantum exotic PDE’s [83]. Exotic boundary value problems
are of particular interest in strong reactions encoding quantum processes occurring
in high energy physics, as we will show in the second and third parts of this work.
In the following we show as it is organized the paper and list the main results.
2. The concept of super bundle of geometric objects (see [57, 58]) is generalized to
the category Qg for quantum super manifolds. This is necessary in order to ob-
tain fully covariant structures, as requested in generalized mathematical structures
that aim encode physical structures. Theorem 2.9 that characterizes PDEs as su-
perbundles of geometric objects. Theorem 2.10 classifies quantum supermanifolds,
with classic limit, with respect to the holonomy groups of these last commutative
manifolds. Theorem 2.12 characterizes quantum super manifolds with structured
classic limit as super bundles of geometric objects. Theorem 2.16. Here we define
quantum Q7 any quantum (super)manifold M having as classic limit Mo = Q7.
(This is the spinor bundle Q7 — S2, with C? fibers.) We say quantum x-flow on
M, any quantum flow that projects on the classic limit in a y-flow [4]. Then we
have that a quantum y-flow represents diffeomorphically any homotopy 3-sphere,
¥ C Q7, onto S C Q7. This also solves a previous conjecture formulated in
[4] for commutative manifolds. Definition 2.18 gives useful generalizations, in the
category Qg, of instantons and solitons. 3. Previous Préastaro’s results on the quan-
tum conservation laws of quantum super PDE’s are resumed. These are necessary
in order to obtain the new results on quantum strong reactions given in part II
and part III. Theorem 3.17 characterizes quantum black-hole dynamics by means
of quantum integral characteristic supernumbers: these are conserved through a
non-weak quantum evaporating black-hole. Theorem 3.20 and Corollary 32 give a

3For complementary information on High Energy Physics, related to the subject considered in
this work, see e.g., Refs. [5, 7, 14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 25, 26, 35, 40, 41, 53, 55, 56, 88, 96].
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precise meaning to the phenomenological concept of energy conservation during an
observed quantum process. 4. Here we explicitly extend to the category Qpyper,s of
hypercomplex quantum supermanifolds, previous results, in the category Qpyper of
hypercomplex quantum manifolds, given in [83] and in the category of quantum su-
permanifold [70, 75]. In particular, Theorem 4.6 explicitly extends to the category
Qnyper,s & previous result about the generalized Poincaré conjecture in the cate-
gory Qg. (See [75].) Theorem 4.7 classifies diffeomorphic classes of hypercomplex
quantum homotopy superspheres. Theorem 4.39 classifies integral bordism groups
in quantum hypercomplex exotic super PDEs. Theorem 4.40 characterizes integral
h-cobordism in quantum hypercomplex Ricci flow super PDEs.

2. Super-bundles of geometric objects in the category Qg

The quantum fundamental fields of physics, i.e., electromagnetic, gravitational and
nuclear fields, all must obey the full covariance requirement that can be codified
generalizing to the category Qg the structure of super-bundle of geometric objects,
first introduced by A. Préastaro, in the framework of category of commutative man-
ifolds in [57, 58].%

Remark 2.1 (The concept of full covariance in Qg). Similarly to what happens
in the classical field theory, the concept of full covariance is fundamental in any
quantum field theory. A quantum field is considered a section s of a suitable fiber
bundle m : W — M in the category Qg. To say that s is fully covariant it means
that for any local diffeomorphism ¢ of the base M we can calculate the pull-back
o*s of s by means of ¢:
P*s=B(p)osogp !

where B(¢) is a local application on W, canonically associated to ¢ on M, such
that the following diagram is commutative:

B(¢)
Wiy Wiz
U U
4

If this circumstance is verified, we say that w : W — M is a natural fiber bundle (or
fiber bundle of geometric objects), in the category Qg. We write: (7 : W — M, B).
A generalization of this concept is that of super-fiber bundle of geometric objects
introduced in [57, 58]. A quantum physical field is fully covariant iff it is @ quantum
superfield, that is a section of such a structure.

Definition 2.2. A structure of superbundle of geometric objects in the category
g, is given by two fiber bundles W ™% M %2 B over the same base M and a co-
variant functor B : C(B) — C(W), where C(B), (resp. C(W)) is the category whose
objects are open subbundles of B (respectively, open subbundles of W) and whose

4See also Prastaro’s algebraic topology of PDEs [59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 67, 69, 71, 74, 76, 79, 80, 81,
82] in order to better understand its generalization to the category of quantum supermanifolds.
Interesting applications can be found in [2, 3, 39, 86, 87]. For basic information on the geometry
of PDE’s see [12, 18, 23, 27, 38]. For basic information on algebraic topology see [34, 42, 43, 44,
46, 49, 54, 91, 92, 93, 94, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102].
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TABLE 1. Examples of super fiber bundles of geometric objects in
the category Qg

Fiber bundle of geometric objects
derivated from a fiber bundle of geometric objects (7 : W — M;B)

Name | Definition
Tangent bundle (m:TM — M,B=T)
Cotangent bundle (r:T*M — M,B=T%)
Bundle of tensors (m:TEM — M,B=TY)

Full quantum tangent bundle (m: TM — M,B = f)

Full quantum cotangent bundle | (7 :TtM — M,B=TT)

Dot bundle of tensors (m:TrM — M,B=1TT)

Bundle of derivative of sections | (w1 : JD(W) — M; B())

B = JD(-) = Homg (T (=); TB(-))yp(w)
pull-back of Ds, w1 0 Ds =idy | ¢*Ds = Homp (T (¢); TB(¢~1)) o Dso ¢

Super fiber bundle of geometric objects

derived from a super bundle of geometric objects (75 : B — M <+ W : my; B)

Name ‘ Definition

Quantum bundle of derivative of sections | (75 : B — M + JD(W);71; BM)
BM = JD(=) = Homz (T(=): TB(=))| ; pow)
pull-back of Ds, w1 0 Ds = idps ¢*Ds = Homz(T(¢); TB(¢~1)) o Dso ¢

morphisms are the local fiber bundle authomorphisms between those objects such
that:

i) if Bl € Ob(C(B)) = B(B|y) = 7 tw(U) € Ob(C(W));

ii) if f € Hom(C(B)) with f = (fg, f;) : BlU — B|U’, then B(f) € Hom(C(W))
and satisfies:

111) ﬂ-WOB(f):fMOﬂ-VK; .

iv) if BU € O(C(B)), U € U = B(f)|; (T) = B(f|5lp).

W is called the total bundle and B the base bundle. A section of mw is called a
quantum superfield of geometric objects.

The situation is resumed in the commutative diagram in (1).

B(f)

(1) Bly —*—Bly ., o Wlo

T,

Example 2.3 (G-structures in the category Qg). G-structures in the category Qg
are reductions of principal bundles of (r|s)-frames, on a (m|n)-dimensional quan-
tum supermanifold, natural generalizations of analogous structures on commutative
manifolds [59].

Example 2.4. In Tab. 1 are reported some further distinguished examples of
(super)-bundles of geometric objects in the category Q.

In the physical applications it is important to consider the following.

Theorem 2.5. Let (P,M,7;G) be a principal fiber bundle with structure group
G in the category Qg. Let W = P x F/G be a fiber bundle associated to P with
fibre F'. Then, there exists a canonical covariant functor B such that (P,W;B) is a
superbundle of geometric objects if we restrict the category C(P), where B is defined,
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to the subcategory C(P)e, where Home(p), (P|U, P|U’) is the set of fibered quantum
diffeomorphisms P|U — P|U’, such that the isomorphism on the structure group is
the identity.

Proof. The proof can be copied by the classical case [61].° O

Definition 2.6 (Quantum Lie derivative of section of super bundle of geometric
objects). Let (¢a.x, ®B.A)rer, be a (local) 1-parameter group of (local) fiber bundle
diffeomorphisms in the category Qg. Let (&, () the corresponding couple of quantum
vector fields such that the fiber bundle (2) is commutative.

¢
(2) Bly TBly
WBl/ lT(ﬂB)
U TU
13

We call quantum Lie derivative of a section s of wyy, with respect to (ar x, PB.A)AERs
or (£,C), the infinitesimal variation , 93, of the pull-back 3\ = ¢5s = B(py ') oso
dmx, withs: Rx M — W. (Here, for sake of simplicity we have denoted s globally
define, but in general it is only locally defined.) Therefore we get

. d .
(3) Les=05= 5(8)\”)\:0 : M — s"oTW.
Definition 2.7 (Full quantum Lie derivative of section of super bundle of geometric
objects). Let (dar.x, ¢B.A)rea, be a (local) 1-parameter group of (local) fiber bundle
diffeomorphisms in the category Qg. Let (§,() the corresponding couple of vector
fields such that the fiber bundle (4) is commutative.

C ~
(4) B|U TB|UEHOmz(A;TB|U)
B lf(ﬂB)_HomZ(lA;T(wB))
U : TU = Homz(A; TU)

We call full quantum Lie derivative of a section s of mw, with respect to (par,x, PB.A) rc A,
or (§,¢), the infinitesimal variation , 03, of the pull-back s\ = ¢is = IB%(gb;l) oso
O, withs: Ax M — W. (Here, for sake of simplicity we have denoted s globally
define, but in general it is only locally defined.) Therefore we get

d ~
(5) Les=05= a(%)h:o : M — s*vTW = Homyz(A; s*vTW).

Proposition 2.8. Under the same hypotheses of Definition 5 (resp. Definition
2.7) we get that whether wy : W — M is a vector bundle, then we get L¢s = 05 :

M — W, (resp. Lcs=05: M — W= Homyz(A; W) ).

5Warn ! Do not consider the concept of super bundle of geometric objects as synonym of fiber
bundle in the category €g of supermanifolds. (For a geometric theory of PDEs in €g, see [60].)
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Theorem 2.9. Let B, ¢ JD¥(W), be a quantum super PDE, with (g : B —
M+ W :mw;B) a super bundle of geometric objects. Let us assume that the map
Th,0 : E, — W be surjective, with respect to the natural mapping w0 : JD’“(W) —
W, and let assume also that Ej, is formally integrable and completely integrable.
Then for any r-prolongation (Ek)+r, r >0, we get the structure of super bundle of
geometric objects reported in (6).

(6) (7B : B = M < (Ep) 4y : Tpar; BEY) = JDFH(2),).

where JDF7(=)y = JD*7 (B (— ))|E _, with Be(—) the restriction of C(B)(—)
to the sub-category Co(B) C C(B), such that the correspondmg morphisms f €
(B

Hom(Co(B)) are such that JD*7(Bo(f))e are symmetries of Ej.,. We call (6) a
(k + r)-holonomic super bundle of geometric objects.

Proof. This means that for any section u : M — (E,) 4, we can calculate its quan-
tum Lie derivative, with respect to a 1-group of (local) fiber bundle diffeomorphisms
of mp : B — M, that should be also symmetries of Ek, hence of (Ek)JrT too. In
particular for holonomic sections u = D¥*7s, namely s is a solution of E’k, we get
ODk+7s . M — (DF7s)*oT JDF7 (W) = JDF+7 (s*oTW), such that the diagram
(7) is commutative.

(7) (D*+7 ) T J DR+ (W) = JDMT (s*uTW)
Ejyrls] = (DM78) 0T (Br) 1., JDkT(Els))

Therefore the quantum Lie derivatiye of a solution of Ej can be identified with a
solution of the linearized equation Ej[s] C JD*(E[s]), with E[s] = s*vTW.°
(]

Theorem 2.10 (Classification of quantum supermanifolds with classic limit). We
can classify quantum supermanifolds, having a classic limit, 7c : M — M¢, on the
ground of its classic limit Mc. In other words, we can say M has some property
whether its classic limit has this property. (For example we can say that M is
orientable when M¢ is so.) In Tab. 2 are reported some quantum supermanifolds
classified with respect to the holonomic group of their classic limit.

Proof. This follows from standard properties of classifications of fiber bundles in
algebraic topology, (see e.g., [94]), and taking into account that each fiber over
p € M¢ is contractible to a point. 0

Example 2.11. Quantum (super)manifolds with classic limits having nontrivial
structure can be considered of particular interest whether from the mathematical
point of view or physical one. In particular, recent works investigate on Calaby-
Yau mirror-pairs of submanifolds of Ga-manifolds and Spin(7)-manifolds. (See

6Warn | The set of all solutions of the linearized equation Ey[s] = (D¥s)*vT E}, is larger than
ones obtained as Lie derivative of s, with respect to some l-parameter symmetry group of some
super bundle of geometric objects (75 : B — M «+ W : my; B).
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e.g., [4].)7 These are Riemannian manifolds classified on the ground of their ho-
lonomy groups. Let us recall in Tab. 2 the classification of possible holonomy
groups Hol(Mc, g) for simply connected Riemannian manifolds (Mc, g) which are
not locally a product space and not locally a Riemannian symmetric space (shortly
denote them by INS-SCRM here). (This classification was first obtained by M.
Berger (1955) and further improved by some other mathematicians (D. Alekseevski,
Brown-Gray, Hitchin ...). R.L. Bryant (1987) first proved existence of metrics with
holonomy Go (resp. Spin(7)) on T-dimensional manifolds (resp. 8-dimensional
manifolds) [6, 11, 24, 33].
The group Go can be identified with the group of authomorphisms of octonions Q or
equivalently the subgroup of GL(7,R) that preserves a suitable 3-form ¢y € Q3(R7),
given in (8).
) -
wo = éeijkdxl Adzd A dok e Q3(RT)

=dz* Adxz? Ada® + dat Adat Ada® + dat Ada® A da + da? A dat A daS

—dx® Nda® A da” — da® A dat A da” — dad A dax® A daS.
A smooth T-dimensional manifold Mo has a Ga-structure if its tangent bundle
reduces to a Go bundle, or equivalently if there is a 3-form ¢ € Q3(M¢) such
that at each p € Mc the pair (T,Mc,¢(p)) is isomorphic to (ToR”, o). Then the
3-form ¢ identifies an orientation u € Q7(Mc), and p determines a metric g .
A manifold with Ga-structure (Mc, ), is called a Go manifold if Hol(Mc, g,) C
Ga, or equivalently Vg, o = 0 < {dp = 0, d(xy,¢) = 0}. (Because G is a
connected, simply connected group, a connected 7-dimensional manifold with a G-
structure is orientable and admits a spin structure, i.e., ils first two Stiefel- Whitney
classes vanish. (Gray (1969) and R. Bryant (2005).) Gs manifolds can be also
characterized as critical points of a suitable functional on the 3-forms (N. Hitchin
(2000).).
In [4] it is defined mirror pair a couple of Calabi-Yau manifolds if their com-
plex structures are induced from the same calibration 3-form, ¢, in a G2 mani-
fold. It assigns to a Go manifold (Mc, @, N), with the calibration 3-form ¢ and
a oriented 2-plane field A, a pair of parametrized tangent bundle valued 2- and
3-forms of Mc. These forms can be used to define different complex and sym-
plectic structures on certain 6-dimensional subbundles of TM¢. More precisely,
let (Mc,p) be a G2 manifold. A 4-dimensional submanifold X C Mc is called
coassociative if ¢|x = 0. A 3-dimensional submanifold Y C Mc¢ is called asso-
ciative if ¢|ly = vol(Y). This condition is equivalent to the condition x|y = 0,
where x € Q3 (M, TM) = C*(TM @ AJMc¢) is the T Mc-valued 3-form on Mc
given by < x(u,v,w), z >= *p(u,v,w, z). We can also define a T M -valued 2-form
€ C®(TMc @ AIMc), given by < (u,v),w >= o(u,v,w) =< u x v,w >. To
any 3-dimensional submanifold Y C (Mc, ), x assigns a normal vector field, which
vanishes when Y is associative. For any associative manifold Y C (Mc, ) with a
non-vanishing oriented 2-plane field, x defines a complex structure on its normal

7 Calabi- Yau manifolds are compact, complex Kéahler manifolds that have trivial first Chern
classes (over R). Yau proved (1977-1979) a conjecture by Calabi (1957) that there exists on every
CY-manifold a K&hler metric with vanishing Ricci curvature [102, 13]. One important class of G2
manifold are the ones from CY-manifolds. Let (X,w, Q) be a complex 3-dimensional CY-manifold
with Kahler form w and a nowhere vanishing holomorphic 3-form €2, then X6 x S has holonomy
group SU(3) C Ga, hence is a G manifold. In this case ¢ = RQ +w Adt. Similarly, X6 x R gives
a noncompact G2 manifold.
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bundle. In particular, any coassociative submanifold X C M¢c has an almost com-
plex structure if its normal bundle has a non vanishing section. Two CY-manifolds
are mirror pairs of each other if their complex structures are induced from the same
calibration 3-form in a Go manifold. Furthermore, we call them strong mirror
pairs if their normal vector fields & and £ are homotopic to each other through
non-vanishing vector fields. One can assign to a Go manifold (M, p, A), with the
calibration 3-form ¢ and oriented 2-plane field A, a pair of parametrized tangent
bundle valued 2- and 5-forms of Mc. These forms can be used to define differ-
ential complex and symplectic structures on certain 6-dimensional subbundles of
TMe. When these bundles are integrated they give mirror CY-manifolds. In a
sitmilar way one can recognize mirror dual Go manifolds inside of a Spin(7) mani-
fold (M%,v). In case Mc admits an oriented 3-plane field, by iterating this process
one can obtain Calabi- Yau submanifolds pairs in Mo whose complex and symplec-
tic structures determine each other via the calibration form of the ambient Go (or
Spin(7)) manifold.

TABLE 2. Classification of quantum supermanifolds on the ground
of the Holonomy groups of their classic limit 7¢ : M — M.

| dimg M¢ | Hol(Mc, g) | Manifold’s name | Further characterizations |

n SO(n) Orientable

2n U(n) Kéhler orientable: [U(n) C SO(2n)]

2n SU(n) Calabi-Yau Ricci-flat, Kéhler, orientable:
[SU(n) C U(n) C SO(2n)]

4in Sp(n).Sp(1) | Quaternionic-Kéhler | Einstein

4in Sp(n) Hyperkéahler Ricci-flat, Calabi-Yau, Kéahler, orientable:
[Sp(n) C SU(2n) C U(2n) C SO(4n))

7 Go G2-manifold Ricci-flat, spin, orientable: [G2 C SO(7)]

8 Spin(7) Spin(7)-manifold Ricci-flat

A manifold with G2 structure (M¢, ¢) is called a G2 manifold if Hol(M¢,g,) C Ga,

. (gcp)
or equivalently V ¢ =0.

Theorem 2.12 (Quantum super manifolds with structured classic limit as super
bundles of geometric objects). Let M be a quantum super manifolds with structured
classic limits, 7o : M — Mc. A super bundle of geometric objects on M, (¢ : B —
M + W : mw) identifies a super bundle of geometric objects on M¢ iff Hom(C(B))
and Hom(C(W)) are restricted to (local) fiber bundles morphisms and the functor
B admits such a restriction, such that the diagrams in (9) are commutative.

(9) B i B 1% W
M N M— Ny

ml Lwc e i
Mo ———— Mo Mo ———— M
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Then, when above conditions are satisfied, we say that the super bundle of geometric
objects on M, (mc : B — M «+ W : my), is a classic-regular super bundle of
geometric objects on the quantum supermanifold M .

Proof. In fact any super bundle of geometric object on M, i.e., (7o : B — M +
W : mw; B), one has the natural fiber bundle structures on M¢ reported in (10).

(10)

Therefore for any morphism (f) (fB, fM, fue) must be the diagram in (11)
commutative.

Bt
(11) B—1" .p ., o W o)

TB,C T™™W,C

O

Example 2.13. The (k + r)-holonomic super bundle of geometric objects (7p :
B — M < (E}p) 4y @ Tpyr; BT = JDF+7(2)) s a classic-regular super bundle of
geometric objects on the quantum supermanifold M .

Remark 2.14 (x-flow). In [4] it is considered the spinor bundle Q7 — S* (with
C? fibers). Q is just a G2 manifold where the two 6-dimensional submanifolds
S22 x R* € Q and S? x R® C Q constitute a mirror pair. The zero section
S3 C Q is an associative submanifold, i.e., p|gs = vol(S®). This condition
is equivalent to the condition x|ss = 0, where x € C(TQQAYQ)), is de-
fined by < x(u,v,w),z >= (%g,0)(u,v,w,2). The equivalence of these conditions
follows from @(u,v,w)? + |x(u,v,w)[*/4 = |u A v A w|?. Then x identifies a
flow on a 3-dimensional submanifold f 1Y — (Q,p), called x-flow, described by
(Ot.f) = x(f«vol(Y)). (See also some previous works by R. L. Bryant & M-S. Sala-
mon (1989) and N. Hitchin (2000).) Furthermore, in [4] the following conjecture
is made.

Conjecture. Since one can imbed any homotopy 3-sphere ¥3 into @ (homotopic
to the zero-section), one can conjecture that the y-flow on X3 C @, takes ¥3
diffeomorphically onto the zero section S3.

This conjecture is justified since ¥° = S, as it is nowadays well proved. (See
[79, 80, 82].) In fact, the PDE’s algebraic topology as introduced by A. Prdstaro,
to characterize global solutions of PDE’s, can be used also to solve this conjecture
when applied to the x-flow equation.

More explicitly we have the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.15. The chi-flow equation admits a solution that diffeomorphically re-
lates any 3-dimensional homotopy sphere X3, with S3.

Proof. Let us consider the following fiber bundle 7 : W = R x Q7 — R x S3,
(t,2%)1<k<7 = (t,2%)1<k<3. Here the fiber is C? = R% One has the canonical
embedding of S® into W, for any t € R: (t,2%)1<k<3 — (t,2',22,2%,0,---,0),
identified by the zero section of 7. In (12) are given the local representations of the
geometric objects above introduced.
® = éeijkdwi Adazd A da

=dat Adx® Ada® + dat A dat A da® + dat A daS A da”

+dx® Adat A dx® — da? A da® A da” — da® A det A daT — da® A da® A da®

9o = §;jda’ @ da’
m =dx' A NdaT
(12) *pp = ieijkldﬂ A da? A dx® A dat . ‘ .
= da* Adx® A da® Ada" + da? A da® A dab A daT + da? A dad A det A da®

+dat Ada® A da® A da” — dxt Ada® A dat A da® — dat A da? A da® A da®
—dz' A da® Ada* A daT

Ox; NOz; = €0z}, (cross product).
X = X}, 0z @ dz' Adad A dx¥

2—1461%3’(91:,) @ dx' A dad A da

In (13) is given the x-flow equation in local coordinates.

Ey C JD(W) {(8t.fp) — Y e det(axi.fj)eﬁ’%}
(ot.fly=0
(0t.f2)=0
(0t.f3)=0
(Ot.f%) = 25 (det(0m;. f7))1<ij<s 4 < s < T
Since ¥ is diffeomorphic to S3, let us consider ¢ : ¥3 — §3 this diffeomorphism.
Then a solution of equation (13) is written in (14).
fEtat, - 27) = ok (at 2?2 2%) 1 <k < 3.
{ fs(tvxlv"' 7‘T7) = i]((b)t
where j(¢) is the determinant of the jacobian of diffeomorphism ¢. Therefore, the
proof of the lemma is down. O

1<ij<3

(13)

(14)

Theorem 2.16 (Quantum x-flow). We define quantum Q7 any quantum (su-
per)manifold M having as classic limit Mc = Q7. We say quantum y-flow on
M, any quantum flow that projects on the classic limit in a chi-flow. Then we
have that a quantum x-flow represents diffeomorphically any homotopy 3-sphere,
Y3 CQ7, onto S® C Q7.

Proof. This follows directly from above definitions and Lemma 2.15. O
Theorem 2.17. A gauge theory in the category Qg is fully covariant.

Proof. In fact, any gauge theory in the category Qg, can be identified by the
following super bundle of geometric objects on a quantum supermanifold M:

(rp: P — M < Homz(TM;g): m;B(—) = Homz(—; 1)),
where mp : P — M is a G-principal bundle bundle over M, in the category Qg,

and g is the Lie superalgebra corresponding to the quantum Lie supergroup G of
the P. Therefore one has the commutative diagram reported in (15).
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(15) P——8 W =—— Homyz(TM;g)
Y ZW/
M
T™B,C l TW,C
yel
Me

This is a classic-regular super bundle of geometric objects on M. (For details on
gauge theory in the category Qg see Refs. [70, 75, 77, 78].) O

In the following we generalize the definition of instanton and soliton of the classical
field theory.

Definition 2.18 (Quantum super-instantons and quantum super-solitons). A quan-

tum super-instanton is a solution of the quantum super Yang-Mills equation (Y M)
with non-trivial topology.
A quantum super-soliton is a sectional compact quantum super-instanton.

Remark 2.19. Let us emphasize that the classic limits of quantum supermanifolds
considered in Definition 2.18 do not necessarily coincide with usual instantons and
solitons respectively. (Compare with the definitions usually adopted in commutative
differential geometry.® Compare also with their non-commutative extension given

in [8, 50].)
3. Conservation Laws in Quantum Super PDEs

Conservation laws are considered for PDE’s built in the category Qg of quantum
supermanifolds. These are functions defined on the integral bordism groups of such
equations and belonging to suitable Hopf algebras (full quantum Hopf algebras). In
particular, we specialize our calculations on the quantum super Yang-Mills equa-
tions and quantum black holes.

In this section we shall resume some our fundamental definition and result for PDE’s
in the category of quantum supermanifolds, g, where the objects are just quantum
supermanifolds, and the morphisms are maps of class Q% , k € {0,1,2,---,00,w}
[67, 68, 70, 73, 76, 77]. A small subcategory is €g C Qg of supermanifolds as
defined in [60].

Let # : W — M be a fiber bundle, in the category Qg, such that dim W =
(m|n,r|s), over the quantum superalgebra B = A x E and dim M = (m|n) over
A and such that E is a Z-module, with Z = Z(A) C A, the center of A. The
quantum k-jet-derivative space JDk(W) of m: W — M, is the k-jet-derivative
space of sections of 7, belonging to the class QF. The k-jet-derivative Jﬁk(W)

8These represent solutions of the Yang-Mills equation on four-dimensional Euclidean space,
considered as the Wick rotation of Minkowski spacetime. (Let us recall the pioneering result by
A. M. Polyakov [53] proving that instantons effects in 3-dimensional QED, coupled to a scalar field
(i.e., Higgs field) lead to a massive photon.) In a paper, with the title “Super bundle of geometric
objects, Yang-Mills gauge field and SpinC -instantons”, announced in [87], and appeared in Section
4.8 of the book [61], were developed some relations between super bundle of geometric objects
on classical instantons and gravitational instantons. In particular were there applied the fully
covariant theory of classical spinor fields, first previously developed in [57, 58].
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is a quantum supermanifold modeled on the quantum superalgebra, (quantum k-
holonomic superalgebra), reported in (16).

S
BkE H ( H Azlzs(E))
0<s<k i1+ +is€ZL2,irE~L2

(16) iri.(BE)=Homgz(A;j, @z Q7 A F)

(E)=AxE

o~

J(E) = Ay(E) x A1 (E) = Homz(Ao; E) x Homz(Ay; E).

Ry a0 Iy

Each A,,..;. (E) is a quantum superalgebra with Z,-gradiation induced by E. Hence

/Alil...is(E)q = Homyz(Ai, ®z - @z Ais Ep), ir,p,q € Lo, q = i1 + -+ + is + p.
If (24, yP)1<A<mini<B<ris are fibered quantum coordinates on the quantum su-
permanifold W over M, then (z4,yZ y% .- ,yf;lmAk) are fibered quantum coor-
dinates on JD*(W) over M, with the following gradiations: || = |A|, |y®| = | B|,
5 .4l = |Bl + |Ai] +---|As|. Note, also, that there is not symmetry in the
indexes A;. JD¥(W) is an affine bundle over JD* (W) with associated vector
bundle WZ7OH0mz(S§M; vT'W), where S(lfM is the k-times symmetric tensor prod-
uct of TM, considered as a bundle of Z-modules over M, and 7y : JD¥(W) — W
is the canonical surjection. Another important example is J 7’; |n(VV), that is the
k-jet space for quantum supermanifolds of dimension (m|n) (over A) contained in
the quantum supermanifold W. This quantum supermanifold locally looks like
JDF(W). Set JD®(W) = Er%Jﬁk(W), j;;o‘n(W) = }inéj::ﬂn(w) These are
quantum supermanifolds modeled on B =[], By.

A quantum super PDE of order k on the fibre bundle # : W — M, defined
in the category of quantum supermanifolds, Qg, is a subset Ey, C Jf)k(W), or
Ep C jfflln(W) A geometric theory of quantum (super) PDE’s can be formulated

introducing suitable hypotheses of regularity on Ej. (See [70].)
The characterization of global solutions of a PDE Ej C ijlln(W), in the category

g, can be made by means of its integral bordism groups Qf";, pe{0,1,...,m—1},
g€ {0,1,...,n—1}. Let us shortly recall some fundamental definitions and results
about. Let f; : X; — Ej, fi(Xy) = N; C E., i = 1,2, be (p|q)-dimensional
admissible compact closed smooth integral quantum supermanifolds of Ey. The
admissibility requires that N; should be contained into some solution V' C Ek,
identified with a (m, n)-chain, with coefficients in A. Then, we say that they are Ey-
bordant if there exists a (p + 1]|¢ + 1)-dimensional smooth quantum supermanifolds
f:Y — Ey, such that 3Y = X1 UXy, flx, = fi,i=1,2,and V = f(Y) C Ej is an
admissible integral quantum supermanifold of E}, of dimension (p+1]g+1). We say
that N;, i = 1,2, are Ej-quantum-bordant if there exists a (p+ 1|q+ 1)-dimensional

smooth quantum supermanifolds f : Y — jﬁl‘n(W), such that Y = X; U Xo,
flx, = fi,i=1,2,and V = f(Y) C J*
of jfflln(W) of dimension (p + 1|¢ + 1). Let us denote the corresponding bordism
groups by Q7% and Q,1,(E), p € {0,1,....m — 1}, ¢ € {0,1,....n — 1}, called

|n(W) is an admissible integral manifold



14 AGOSTINO PRASTARO

respectively (p|q)-dimensional integral bordism group of Ey and (p|q)-dimensional
quantum bordism group of Ej,. Therefore these bordism groups work, for (p,q) =
(m—1,n—1), in the category of quantum supermanifolds that are solutions of Ey.
Let us emphasize that singular solutions of Ey, are, in general, (piecewise) smooth
quantum supermanifolds into some prolongation (Ej,) s C jz‘m (W), where the set,
X(V), of singular points of a solution V' is a non-where dense subset of V. Here
we consider Thom-Boardman singularities, i.e., ¢ € X(V), if (m,0)«(T4V) 2 T,V.
However, in the case where Ej, is a differential equation of finite type, i.e., the
symbols gri+s = 0, s > 0, then it is useful to include also in %(V'), discontinuity
points, ¢, ¢ € V, with 7 0(¢) = m,0(¢') = a € W, or with 74 (q) = m(¢') = p € M,

where m, = 7o m(k,0) : Jfflln(W) — M. We denote such a set by %(V)g, and,
in such cases we shall talk more precisely of singular boundary of V', like (0V)s =
OV \ 3(V)g. Such singular solutions are also called weak solutions.

Let us define some notation to distinguish between some integral bordisms.
Definition 3.1. Let fo_lln_l, (resp. thk—lln—lﬁ’ resp. Qi’“_l‘n_l)w), be the
integral bordism group for (m — lln — 1)-dimensional smooth admissible reqular
integral quantum supermanifolds contained in By, borded by smooth regular integral
quantum supermanifold-solutions, (resp. piecewise-smooth or singular solutions,

resp. singular-weak solutions), of Ey.

Theorem 3.2. [70] One has the exact commutative diagram (17). Therefore, one
has the canonical isomorphisms:

Ey ~ Bk . OFx By ~ OFk .
Kmfl\nfl,w/(s,w) - Kmfl\nfl,y mel\nfl/Kmflhzfl,s - Q1nfl|nfl,s7
Ey, By, ~ Fk . Bk By, ~ OFk
Q1n—l|n—l,s/‘Kv7n—1\n—l,s,w - Qm—l\n—l,w’ Qm—l\n—l/Km—Hn—l,w - Qm—l\n—l,w'
If By, is formally quantum superintegrable, then one has the following isomorphisms:
By ~ O)Ex ~ () E . OFEk ~ O F
Q7nfl|nfl - Q7nfl|nfl - Q1nfl|nfl,s7 Q77171|nfl,w - Q7nfl|nfl,w'
(17) 0 0 0
E E E
0 Kmkfl\nfl,w/(s,'w) Kmkfl\nfl,w Kmfl\nfl s, 0
0 Kmkfl\nfl,s ka 1|ln—1 Qm}vfl\nfl,s 0
E E
0 ka—1|n71 w Q A—l\nfl,w 0

Theorem 3.3. Let E), C jﬁl‘n(W) be a quantum super PDE that is formally
quantum superintegrable, and completely superintegrable. We shall assume that the
symbols gr+s # 0, s = 0,1. (This escludes the case k = oc.) Then one has the
following isomorphisms: QEF = QFk o~ Qp|q(Ek), with p € {0,...,m — 1} and

plg,s plg,w
qe{0,...,n—1}.
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Proof. In fact, in these cases any weak solution identifies a singular solution, by
connecting its branches by means of suitable pieces of fibres. Furthermore, since
Ej41 is a strong retract of Jffjl;} (W), we can deform any quantum bording V' C

JEL W), dimV = (m|n), with OV C Ejgy,, into a (singular) solution of Ej1,

mln

hence into a solution of Ej. (For details see Refs. [70].) O

Corollary 3.4. Let E}, C jﬁl‘n(W) be a quantum super PDE, that is formally su-
perintegrable and completely superintegrable. One has the following isomorphisms:

By, ~ i\~ OFk+n ~ OB ~ 7 ~
Q1n—1|n—1,'uu - mel‘nfl(Ek) - Qm—l\n—l,w - Q1n—1|n—1,'uu - Qm71|n71,w(Ek+h) -
Qm71|n71(Eoo)'

In order to distinguish between quantum integral supermanifolds V' representing
singular solutions, where 3(V') has no discontinuities, and quantum integral super-
manifolds where (V) contains discontinuities, we can also consider “conservation
laws” valued on quantum integral supermanifolds N representing the integral bor-

. A By,
dism classes [N]z €€ 0.

Definition 3.5. Let us define the space of quantum integral conservation laws of
E, C Jﬁl‘n(W) the Z-module given in (18).
LIPS _ ﬁp\q(Ek)mdfl(C§p+l\q+l(Ek))
(18) { j(Ek) = @p)QZOgﬁi—l\q—l(Ek)ea{cﬁp\q(EAk)mdfl(Cﬁp+l\q+l(EA'k)))}
= @pﬂqzoj(Ek)p‘q.

Here Cﬁp‘q(ﬁ’k) denotes the space of all quantum (p|q)-forms on Ej. Then we
define quantum integral characteristic supernumbers of N, with [N] B, € ﬁf’; , the
numbers i[N] =< [N]g,:lo] >€ B, for all [a] € J(Ey)Pla.

Then, one has the following theorems.

Theorem 3.6. [70] Let us assume that J(E})P19 # 0. One has a natural homomor-
phism: Q5% = Homa(3(E0): A), N1, = . (IN]5), 4., (N1, )(al]) =
[y a=<[Nlg,,la] >. Then, a necessary condition that N' € [N]y, s the follow-
ing: i[N] = i[N'], Vo] € 3(E})Pl9. Furthermore, if the classic limit, Ng, of N is
orientable then above condition is sufficient also in order to say that N’ € [N]p, .

Corollary 3.7. Let Ej, C jﬁl‘n(W) be a quantum super PDE. Let us consider
admissible (p|q)-dimensional, 0 < p < m —1, 0 < ¢ < n — 1, integral quantum
supermanifolds, with orientable classic limits. Let Ny € [Na]g, € Qf";, then there
exists a (p + 1|g + 1)-dimensional admissible integral quantum supermanifold V C
E’k, such that OV = Ny U No, where V is without discontinuities iff the integral

supernumbers of N1 and Na coincide.

Above considerations can be generalized to include more sophisticated quantum
solutions of quantum super PDEs.

Definition 3.8. Let E), C jffﬂn(W) be a quantum super PDE and let B be a
quantum superalgebra. Let us consider the following chain complex (bigraded bar
quantum chain complex of Ej): {C’.‘.(EA;C; B), 0}, induced by the Zs-gradiation of
B on the corresponding bar quantum chain complex of Ey, i.e., {C.(Ek;B),a}.
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(See Refs.[70].) More precisely C,(Ey; B) is the free two-sided B-module of formal
linear combinations with coefficients in B, Y \jc;, where ¢; is a singular p-chain
f: AP — Ey, that extends on a neighborhood U C RPTY, such that f on U is

~ k . R
differentiable and T f(AP) C E,,|,,, where Efn‘n is the Cartan distribution of Ej,.

Theorem 3.9. [70] The homology H.‘.(EAk; B) of the bigraded bar quantum chain
complex of Ey, is isomorphic to (closed) bar integral singular (p|g)-bordism groups,
with coefficients in B, of Ej: BQ;;E@,S = 7q|q(EAk; B) = (QFk @k Bo) B ('t 9k B1),
p € {0,1,....m—1}, ¢ € {0,1,...,n— 1}. (If B = K we omit the apex B). If
£ C Jﬁl‘n(W) is formally quantum superintegrable and completely superintegrable,
and the symbols g5 ;é 0, then one has the following canonical isomorphisms:

AQI?IZ,S = Qg’;w = 5\2,5 = Qp‘q(EAk). Furthermore, the quantum (plq)-bordism
groups Q,,(Ey) is an extension of a subgroup of AQP‘Q)S(W) = Hy)o(W; A), and

Ey,

pla 1 an extension of the quantum (plq)-bordism

the integral (p|q)-bordism group Q
group.

Corollary 3.10. Let By, C jfflln(W) be a quantum super PDE, that is formally su-
perintegrable and completely superintegrable. One has the following isomorphisms:

QFx = Q11 (Ey) = Q20 > F > Q1 jn—1,w(Bkin) =

m71|n71,wA m—1|n—1,w m—1|n—1,w
D 1jn—1(Foo) = AQm71|n71,S(W) > Hyqjn—1 (W5 A).
Definition 3.11. The full space of (p|g)-conservation laws, (or full (p|q)-Hopf
superalgebra), of Ey, is the following one: Hy4(Ey) = B , where B =[], By.
We call full Hopf superalgebra, of E’k, the following: Hm_l‘n_l(fﬁ]m) = Bﬂfffl\%l.

By
rla

Definition 3.12. The space of (differential) conservation laws of Ej, C jffl
is Cons(Ey) = J(Eus)™ -1,

W),

|n

Theorem 3.13. [70] The full (p|q)-Hopf superalgebra of a quantum super PDE
E, C Jﬁl‘n(W) has a natural structure of quantum Hopf superalgebra. Quantum
Hopf algebras are generalizations of such algebras.

Proposition 3.14. The space of conservation laws of Ey, has a canonical repre-
sentation in Hy, 1)1 (Eoo).

Proof. In fact, one has the following homomorphism j : Cons(FEy) — Hm_l‘n_l(Em),
jlal([Ng) =< lal,[N]g_ >= [y, i"a € B, where i : Nc — N is the canonical
injection. 0

Th 3.15. Set: K2 = BR e KE = B
eorem 3.15. Set: K% o ) = ' T B -1, = T

~ E ~ E
Ey. — BE 1w Ey. = K a1 by =
K = BE» e K = Bfotinois Hyy g, 1 (By) =

m—1|n—1,s,w m—1|n—1,s

QFk ~ QFr ~ ok
B M71‘n717 Hm—l\n—l,s(Ek) =B M71‘n71’57 Hm—l\n—l,w(Ek) = B motn-twe. One
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has the following canonical isomorphisms:

E
By KX ns.
Km 1ln— lw/(sw)_K ‘ A”
B
Ey ~ KEm 10/ ) -
Km 1ln— 1w/Kn 1,s,w — K Hn /(o)

Hm71|n71(Ek)/Hmfl\nfl,s(Ek) KE

m—1|n— 157

Hm—l|n—1(Ek)/Hm—l\n—l,w(Ek) KEk

m—1|n—1,w

= Hmfl\nfl,s(Ek)/Hmfl\nfl,w(Ek) KEk

m—1|n—1,s,w"
Proof. The proof is obtained directly by duality of the exact commutative diagram
(17). O
Theorem 3.16. Under the same hypotheses of Theorem 3.3, one has the following
canonical isomorphism: Hy, 1,1 s(Ex) = Hyy_1jp—1,0(Ek). Furthermore, we can
represent differential conservation laws of Ey in Hm_1|n_17w(EAk).

Proof. Let us note that J(Ep)™ "=l < J(E, )" =1 If j : Cons(Ey) —
Hm_l‘n_l(Em), is the canonical representation of the space of the differential con-
servation laws in the full Hopf superalgebra of E’k, (corresponding to the integral
bordism groups for regular smooth solutions), it follows that one has also the follow-
ing canonical representation j|ﬁ(E,c)mfl\nfl : J(Ep)mtnt 5 H, 1n—1 S(E;C) =

Hm,l‘n,lﬁw(EA’k). In fact, for any N’ € [N]Ek’S € 0 >~ O

m—1|n—1,s m—1|n—1,w’

has [y, 6 = [y B, for any [5] € 5(Ey)m—1in-1, -

Theorem 3.17 (Quantum tunnel effects and quantum black holes). The quantum
supergravity equation E, C Jﬁ2(i*6_') admits global solutions having a change of
sectional topology (quantum tunnel effects). In general these solutions are not
globally representable as second derivative of sections of the fiber bundle i*C — N.
Es admits solutions that represent evaporations of quantum black holes.

one

TABLE 3. Dynamic Equation on macroscopic shell: Es[i] C
JD?(i*C) and Bianchi identity.

Fields equations | (8w),.L) — 9, (0w]}’ .L) = 0 (curvature equation)
00%.L) — 8, (003" .L) = 0 (torsion equation)
8wgi. ) — (81&7“ L) = 0 (gravitino equation)
OAY.L) — 8,(0A".L) = 0 (Maxwell’s equation)
dxp, RYY)) + 2w“hRg’;] =0

Oy ng]) + W[ RBw]b +3 ( )M%HPW =0

(E2li])

Bianchi identity

(B[d]) 61‘[7 ng]) +3 (Uab)fjw[fpija] =0
aw['yFBa]) + 3 C(S;J,E'ij pBa -
Fields Rab Oz, w? o] by 4 2w [#wib (curvature)

= (0z(,-05)) +w5[ Gé +1i(Cy ),861/’J[M¢6] (torsion)
phi = (8x[M w N+ (U‘lb)'m [M ww (gravitino)
Fuy = (0z(, ]) + 3 Cﬁ'yfzﬁ/f w’” (electromagnetic field)

Proof. We shall consider, now, the quantum N = 2 superPoincaré group over a
quantum superalgebra A = Ay ® Ay, that is a quantum Lie supergroup G having as
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quantum Lie superalgebra g one identified by the following infinitesimal generators:
{ZkY<kx<19 = {Jap, Par Z,Qpito<a,p<si<a<2, such that Jog = —Jga, Pa,Z €
Homz(Ao;9), Qpi € Homz(Ay;g). The corresponding nonzero Zs-graded brack-
ets are the following: [Jag, Jys] = ngyJas + NasJsy — NavyJIps — NgsJar [Py, Ps] =
—8¢%Jap, [Jap, Po] = 18:Ps — Nar s, [Jap, Quil = (0ap)y Quis  [Qpi Qus] =
(Cy*)pdijPo + Cpueij Z. Here Cop is the antisymmetric charge conjugation ma-
trix, og, = 178,74}, With 4# the Dirac matrices. Z commutes with all the other
ones. One has dim G = (d|N3) = (11]8), and we will consider the following principal
bundle in the category of quantum supermanifolds: P is a quantum supermanifold
of dimension (15|8); M is a quantum supermanifold of dimension (4|N7) = (4/0),
identified, for the sake of simplicity, with a quantum Minkowski space-time. Then a
pseudoconnection can be written by means of the following fullquantum differential
1-forms on P: 1u® = plSdY ™, (1) = (%w%ﬁ, 0% A, %), With respect to a sec-
tion s : M — P we get: (s*1u)" = plfdX7, (nf) = (lwgﬁ, H_fy‘,fl,y,ﬁ)fj‘j), where wgﬂ
is the usual Levi-Civita connection, 9@‘ is the vierbein, flv is the electromagnetic field
and 1/7,‘33 is the usual spin 2 field. The blow up structure: 7*C(P) — Homz(TP;g)

implies that we can identify our fields with sections ju of the fiber bundle 7 : C'=

Homy(TM;g) — M. (C(P) = JD(P)/G is the fiber bundle, over M, of principal
quantum connections on the G-principal fiber bundle 7w : P — M.) The correspond-
ing curvatures can be written in the form: {RE, = (dzsul) + Cfyluh, pa]+. The

local expression of the dynamic equation, Ey [i]cJ D? (i*C), evalued on a macro-
scopic shell, i.e., an embedding i : N — M, of a globally hyperbolic, p-connected
manifold N, 0 < p < 3, is given by the quantum super PDE reported in Tab.3.1,
where L : JD(E) — A is a quantum Lagrangian function. Possible Lagrangian
densities are polynomial in the curvature, (see example below), hence we can as-
sume that they give formally quantum superintegrable, and completely quantum
superintegrable, quantum super PDE’s. Then, assuming that E [i] is formally in-
tegrable and completely superintegrable, the integral bordism groups of E, [i] and
its fullquantum p-Hopf superalgebras, can be calculated. More precisely, we use
the fact that C'(P) — M is a contractible fiber bundle of dimension (4]0, 44|32)
1 1

over the quantum superalgebra A x A = (A x A;) x Ao(A) x A1(A), and that N
is topologically trivial. In fact, we can apply Theorem 3.9 and Corollary 3.10, to
obtain the quantum and integral bordism groups of E [i]: Qgé[l] = Qﬁiﬁz]“" >~ 0,
for p=1,2,3 and Qgi[i] >~ Q(}iij[i]*“’ >~ A. Therefore, we have that 1-dimensional
admissible integral closed quantum submanifolds contained into Fs [i], (admissible
quantum closed strings), can propagate and interact between them by means of
2-dimensional admissible integral quantum manifolds contained into J2(i*C), or
by means of 2-dimensional admissible integral quantum manifolds contained into
Esli], in such a way to generate (quantum) tunnel effects. Finally, as a consequence
of the triviality of the 3-dimensional integral bordism grooups, we get the existence
of global quantum solutions of such equations.

Let us now see that theorem can be proved by using surgery techniques and tak-
ing into account that for the 3-dimensional integral bordism group of Ej one has

Q3E E=0= Qg%)“". In fact a boundary value problem for Ej[i] can be directly
implemented in the manifold Ey[i] ¢ JD%(i*C) c J2(i*C) by requering that a
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3-dimensional compact space-like (for some ¢ = ¢3), admissible integral manifold
B C Eyli] propagates in Ej[i] in such a way that the boundary B describes a
fixed 3-dimensional time-like integral manifold Y C Fj[i]. (We shall require that
the boundary 9B of B is orientable.) Y is not, in general, a closed (smooth) man-
ifold. However, we can solder Y with two other compact 3-dimensional integral
manifolds X;, ¢ = 1,2, in such a way that the result is a closed 3-dimensional
(smooth) integral manifold Z C Ey [i]. More precisely, we can take X7 = B so that
7=X; Upp Y is a 3-dimensional compact integral manifold such that 0Z=Cisa
2-dimensional space-like integral manifold. We can assume that C' is an orientable
manifold. Then, from the triviality of the integral bordism group, it follows that
90X, = C, for some space-like compact 3-dimensional integral manifold X, C Ej, [7].
Set Z = ZUC X5. Therefore, one has Z = X1 (Jy5 Y Uy X2. Then, again from
the triviality of the integral bordism group, it follows also that there exists a 4-
dimensional integral (smooth) manifold V C Ej[i] such that V = Z. Hence the
integral manifold V' is a solution of our boundary value problem between the times
to and t1, where ty and ¢; are the times corresponding to the boundaries where are
soldered X;, © = 1,2 to Y. Now, this process can be extended for any to > t;. So
we are able to find (smooth) solutions for any ¢ > to, hence (smooth) solutions for
any t > to, therefore, global (smooth) solutions. Remark that in order to assure
the smoothness of the global solution so built it is enough to develop such construc-
tion in the infinity prolongation Ej[i];o of Ej[i]. Finally note that in the set of
solutions of E, [i] there are ones that have change of sectional topology. In fact the
3-dimensional integral bordism groups are trivial: QgE)’;[l] =0= Q3E7’;U[l]+°°.

Let us, now, consider the dynamics of a quantum black-hole. In order to obtain
such solutions we must have a Cauchy integral data with a geometric black hole B
embedded in a compact 3-dimensional integral manifold N, B C N, such that its
boundary 0N propagates with a fixed flow. Then a solution, with quantum tunnel
effect of such boundary problem, can describe an evaporation process of such black
hole. Above results assure the existence of such solutions and a way to build them.
In order to represent such results with respect to a quantum relativistic observer,
let us consider the space of observed quantum integral conservation laws.

Definition 3.18.

Rt s _ QU E. iNNd~ Y (CQITY (B Ti
{j(Ek[l]) :@qudﬁqﬂ(Ek v Bl

4011 (B, [i)) & {CQ (B [i)nd—H(CQr+1 (B i)}
= @qZOS(Ek [’L])q

Here CO9(EL[i]) denotes the space of all Cartan quantum q-forms on Eyli]. (See
also [70].) Then we define quantum integral characteristic supernumbers of N,

with [N] € ﬁfk[i], the numbers i[N] =< [N],[a] >€ B, for dll [a] € J(Ey[i])".
One has the following lemma.

Lemma 3.19. [70] Let us assume that J(E}[i])? # 0. One has a natural homomor-
phism: j_: Qg = Homa(3(Byli))%s A), [N] = j_(IN]), j (IN)(a]) = [y a =<
[N],[a] >. Then, a necessary condition that N' € [N] € Qf’“m is the following:

i[N] = i[N"], V[a] € J(Ex[i])9. Furthermore, if N is orientable then above condition
is sufficient also in order to say that N' € [N].
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Therefore a quantum evaporation black-hole process can be described by means of
quantum smooth integral manifolds, and therefore for such a process “conservation
laws” are not destroyed. By the way, as we can have also weak solutions around a
quantum black-hole, we can assume also that interactions with such objects could
be described by means of weak-solutions, like shock-waves. Therefore we shall
more precisely talk of weak quantum black-holes and non-weak quantum black-holes,
according if they are described respectively by means of weak solutions, or non-
weak solutions. As a by-product we get that all the quantum integral characteristic

supernumbers are conserved through a non-weak quantum evaporating black-hole.
O

Let us conclude this section by considering the following theorem that gives some
important quantum conservation laws for what we shall develop in part IT and in
part III. (Some other quantum conservation laws will be considered in Appendix B
and in part IIT too.)

Theorem 3.20 (Observed quantum Hamiltonian and quantum r-momentum as
quantum conservation laws of m[z]) The observed quantum super Yang-Mills
PDE (7\]\4)[2] admits the following important quantum conservation laws:
(19)

wi = (=1 @yl LYy — 4L @ dat A~ Adab A A dat

pr = (—1)P+1[(0yh. L)yr SHL]@dz' A+ Adai A--- Adat,  r=1,2,3.

The corresponding charges HJ[i|t] = f wg € A and P.Jilt] = f pr €A 1=
1,2,3, are called respectively observed phenomenologmal quantum energy and ob-

served quantum r-momentum of the nonlinear quantum propagator V-C (Y M)[i],
OV = NoUPUU N1, OP = ONo|JON1, or of the quantum particle encoded by the
transverse section oy C V.

In general, namely for any admissible nonlinear quantum propagator V- of (Y M)[i],
HJilt] and P.[i|t] do not necessitate to be constant.

Proof. Let ¢ = £*0x, + £%dys be an infinitesimal symmetry of the fiber bundle
E[i] — N, (quantum fibered coordinates (z%,y”), that encodes an infinitesimal

symmetry of (Y M)[i]. Then considered the quantum Lagrangian L : JD(E[i]) — A
of (Y M)[i], we get the following quantum conservation law of (Y M)[i]:
B=Zn:N—= A® AIN, n=dz* Adx® Adad Adx*: N — AN
(20) Z=7Z'®0x,: N - A®TN
Zt = [(0yf-L)yg — 0K LIE” — (9ys.L)E".
More precisely one has:

(21) B = (—1)#+! {[(ay[3 L)y? — o1uL)éo — (8yg.L)§ﬁ)]}®dxl/\- S AdTHA- - Ada?.

This means that d3]y = 0. In particular for time-translations, namely with £ = dxy
and for r-space-translationsm namely with & = dx,, we get the conservation laws

reported in (19). Really these vector fields are infinitesimal symmetries of (Y M)][i],
since these equations do not explicitly depend on the coordinate %, o = 1,2, 3, 4.
One can also directly verify that the conservations laws in (19) satisfy the conditions
wrg|y =0 and p,|y = 0. (For details see Appendix A.)



STRONG REACTIONS IN QUANTUM SUPER PDE’S.I 21

Definition 3.21 (Defect phenomenological quantum energy and defect quantum
r-momentum of an observed nonlinear quantum propagator of (Y M)[i]). Given an
observed nonlinear quantum propagator V- of (Y M)[i], such that OV = NyUPLU Ny,

—

where N;, 1 = 0,1, are 3-dimensional space-like admissible Cauchy data of (Y M)[i],
and P is a suitable time-like 3-dimensional integral manifold with OP = ONogUON,
we call respectively defect phenomenological quantum energy

(22) .V)[V]a:/PwH

and defect quantum r-momentum

(23) mr[v] = ‘/Ppru r=1,2,3.

Despite wy and p, are conservation laws, it is not assured that their charges H[i|t]
and P.[i[t,] are constant for any nonlinear quantum propagator. In fact, we get

0=/ de|V=/ WH|av=/ WH|N0_/ wH|N1+/wH|P-
v P% No N P

We get
(24) Hlilto] — Hlilta] = —/ wilp € A.
P

Therefore, Hlilto] = H[i|t1] iff [, wr|p =0 € A. In general the condition H[V]s =
0 is not verified. In fact, by considering that on P the coordinates () are not more
independent, and taking independent only (x!, 22, x%), in some neighbourhood of
regular points of P, we can write

(25) / whlp = / (23T} — 23T} — 23T 4+ T3] @ da* A da® A da?
P P

where T is the quantum energy-momentum tensor. (See in Appendix.) Thus if
the 3-dimensional manifold P is orientable and smooth one can write

(26) xin + $§T41 + $§T42 = T437

hence wy|p = 0. However, since V is in general a singular manifold, and also P is
so, it follows that we can not use (26) for a generic nonlinear quantum propagator.
Therefore, $H[V]s does not necessitate to be zero. (For more details see Appendix
C.)

A similar conclusion holds for B,.[V]. In fact, we get

(27) / prlp = / [~23T} — 2372 — 23T + T3 @ da' A da® A dat.
P P

Therefore, if P is a 3-dimensional orientable, smooth manifold one can write 237! +
23T? + 23T+ = T3, hence p,|P = and B, = 0, r = 1,2,3. In such a case H[i[t] € A
and P,[i]t] € A are constants. However, since V' and P are in general singular
manifolds in almost all the interesting interactions in particle physics, we cannot
state that the quantum charges HJ[i|t] € A and P,[i]t] € A are conserved in all
quantum interactions. 0
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Corollary 3.22 (Criterion zero defect quantum phenomenological energy). Hi|t]
is constant iff H[V]e = 0. This is surely the case when P is a 3-dimensional
orientable smooth manifold.

Corollary 3.23 (Criterion zero defect quantum r-momentum). P.[i|t], r = 1,2, 3,
is constant iff P.[V] = 0. This is surely the case when P is a 3-dimensional
orientable smooth manifold.

—

Example 3.24 (Steady-state nonlinear quantum propagators). Let V C (Y M)[i] a
nonlinear quantum propagator encoding a steady-state (or, in particular, a station-
ary state). These are solutions where yg = const (or yg =0). From a geometrical
point of view one has the following structure V- = B x AT, namely V it results
into a cylinder where B is a space-like 3-dimensional manifold. Let us assume that
B is a 3-dimensional orientable smooth manifold. Then V is also a 4-dimensional
orientable smooth manifold and OV = OB x I = P. Therefore P is a 3-dimensional
orientable smooth manifold, and as a by product of Corollary 3.22 and Corollary
3.23 we get that Hi|t]s € A and P,[i|t] € A are constants.

Remark 3.25 (Quantum Hamiltonian vs phenomenological quantum hamilton-
ian). Let us emphasize that HJi|t] = far wpg does not represent the full observed
quantum enerqy content of the space-like particle encoded by o¢. In fact HJi|t] #
fat H @ dz' Adz? Adz® € A, where

(28) H=(0y3.L)y’ — L: (YM)[i] — A.

On the other hand in classical field theory the generalization of the classical Hamil-
tonian for particles, namely H = (0i;.L)%"'—L is interpreted just by H = (Oy*.L)y5—
L. Therefore also in quantum field theory we shall consider the full quantum energy
encoded by (28), instead of the observed phenomenological quantum Hamiltonian,
wp only. Really H allows to consider all the collective contributions, caused by the
fact that particles are not point-like objects.

Theorem 3.26 (Observed quantum energy and observed phenomenological quan-
tum energy). The relation between observed quantum energy and observed phe-
nomenological quantum enerqgy is given by the following

(29) H(ill) = [ walo, = Hiltl - Hliltlo

where HJi|t]o = fat H ®dzt Ndz? Ndx?® € A and Hli|t]oo = far[(ayéL)yjﬁ] ®dx' A
dz® A dx® € A.
HJi|t]o does not necessitate to be constant. In fact one has

(30) Hlilto]o — Hlilt1]o = Hlilto]oo — H[i|t1]oo — / wr|p-
P
Therefore, H[i|t0]0 = H[i|t1]0 Zﬁ H[i|t0]00 — H[iltl]OO — fP wH|p =0.
Proof. The proof follows directly from above definitions and results. O

Definition 3.27 (Defect observed quantum energy of an observed nonlinear quan-

—

tum propagator of (Y M)[i]). Given an observed nonlinear quantum propagator V- of
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—

(Y M)[i], such that OV = NoU PU Ny, where N;, i =0, 1, are 3-dimensional space-

—

like admissible Cauchy data of (Y M)[i], and P is a suitable time-like 3-dimensional
integral manifold with OP = ONg U 0Ny, we call defect observed quantum energy

(31) 9[V] = Hlilto]oo — H[i[t1]oo — H[V]o.

Corollary 3.28 (Criterion zero defect observed quantum energy). H]i|t]o is con-
stant iff H]V] = 0.

We can also write
(32) H[ilto]o = H[i|t1]0 mod ﬁ[V] €A

Remark 3.29. Corollary 3.28 gives a precise meaning to the phenomenological
statement that with respect to an observer a quantum process must conserve the
total mass-energy.

—

Example 3.30. If the nonlinear quantum propagator V- C (Y M)[i], is such that it
encodes a stationary-state, then HJi|t]o is constant. In fact in such a case one has
that H[V])s = 0 and Hliltoloo — Hi|t1]oo = 0, hence H[V] =0, and from Corollary
3.28 we can conclude that Hlilt]y is constant.

—

Example 3.31 (Strong reactions with jet quenching in (Y M)[i]). Nonlinear quan-
tum propagators with defect quantum energy can encode strong reactions between
ultra-relativistic heavy-ion collisions, where interactions between the high-momentum
parton and the hot, dense medium produced in the collisions, lead to loss of energy.
This phenomenon is called jet quenching.”

4. Quantum hypercomplex exotic super PDE’s

In this section we consider PDE’s in the category Qpyper,s of quantum hypercom-
plex supermanifolds, as defined in [83], and focus our attention on “quantum exotic
super PDE’s”, i.e., quantum super PDE’s where we can embed “quantum exotic
supersheres”. For such Cauchy data we will generalize our previous results on quan-
tum exotic PDE’s [83]. Such “exotic” boundary value problems are of particular
interest in strong reactions encoding quantum processes occurring in high energy
physics, as we will prove in part II and in part III.

Remark 4.1. Let us remark that in the other sections of this paper we refer to the
category Qg instead that Qpyper,s. This is made for three reasons. The first is for
convenience, since quantum micro-worlds can be encoded in Qg. The second is that
one can directly generalize intrinsic results obtained in the geometry of PDFEs in the
category Qg to similar ones in the category Qnyper,s, as we have proved in [83], and
we will also see in this section. The third reason is that nonassociative algebras,
as arise for example in some quantum hypercomplex algebras, can be considered as
subsets of their enveloping algebras. These last being necessarily associative, give a
general criterion to encode nonassociative algebras in larger associative frameworks.

9IParton model was proposed by R. Feynmann in 1969 for high-energy hadron collisions and
actually usually referred as quark-gluon model. Nowadays there exist experimental evidences for
the quenching phenomenon. (See, e.g., [1] and CERN-Press Releases reported therein.)
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Definition 4.2 (Quantum homotopy (m|n)-supersphere). We call quantum homo-
topy (m|n)-supersphere (with respect to a quantum hypercomplex superalgebra A)
a smooth, compact, closed (m|n)-dimensional quantum supermanifold M = 2”'",
that is homotopy equivalent to the (m|n)-dimensional quantum supersphere Smin
with classic regular structure 7o : M — Mc, where Mo is a homotopy m-sphere,
and such that the homotopy equivalence between M and Smin s realized by a com-
mutative diagram (33).

(33) M —L s gmin —— Amin | J{oo} —— (A" x A7) U{o0}

o e |

MC — = 9m K™ U{OOC*}:Km U{C)Oc}

fe

K =R, C and 7¢ is induced by the canonical mappings ¢: A — K and oo — ococ.

Remark 4.3. Let i;ﬂln and i?'n be two quantum diffeomorphic, quantum ho-

motopy (m|n)-superspheres: 2;”'" = 2?‘” Then the corresponding classic lim-

its i]’lngl and i];ngl are diffeomorphic too: f];nlél = f];nlél This remark is the
natural consequence of the fact that quantum diffeomorphisms here considered re-

spect the fiber bundle structures of quantum homotopy (m|n)-superspheres with

respect their classic limits: wo smin 2?}‘” Therefore quantum diffeomor-
phisms between quantum homotopy (m|n)-superspheres are characterized by a cou-

ple (f, fo) : (E;nln, E;nl(;l) — (Egnln, Z;ngl) of mappings related by the commutative
diagram in (34).

Sm|n f Sm|n
(34) i D
ﬂl,cl \Lﬂ?,c
&Smn &Smn
El,C fo 22,()

There [ is a quantum diffeomorphism between quantum supermanifolds and fc is
a diffeomorphism between manifolds. Note that such diffeomorphisms of quantum

homotopy (m|n)-superspheres allow to recognize that 27171‘” has also 2;”'67 as classic

limit, other than f];ngl (See commutative diagram in (35).)

(35) By
V. f
| oyl |
M| 2 M| n
22 22
o CL }/IC 7& Lﬂ'z,c
sy sy

’ fo 2,C
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This clarifies that the classic limit of a quantum homotopy (m|n)-supersphere is
unique up to diffeomorphisms.

Let us also emphasize that (co)homology properties of quantum homotopy (m|n)-
superspheres are related to the ones of m-spheres, since we here consider classic
regular objects only.

Lemma 4.4. In (36) are reported the cohomology spaces for quantum homotopy
(m|n)-superspheres.

0 p#0,m

p(yymin. ~ P Cmin. ~ gp(Qm. _
(36) mHP(X™™ 7)) =2 HP(S™™,Z) = HP(S ,Z)—{Z p=0. m.

Proof. Let us first calculate the homology groups in integer coefficients Z, of quan-
tum (m|n)-superspheres. In (37) are reported the homology spaces for quantum
m £ 0.

Am‘n. ~ m, _ O p # Oa m
(37) m&mn = sz = { ) 120
Furthermore, for m = 0 we get
. 0 #0
Oln. 7y &~ [ (SO p
HP(S ) ) (S ) { Z@Z p= 0.

Above formulas can be obtained by the reduced Mayer-Vietoris sequence applied to
the triad ($™", D ml" , D™I™) since we can write S™I" = DT‘" UD™", where ﬁfln
and Dfln are respectlvely the north quantum (m|n)-superdisk and south quan-
tum (m|n)-superdisk that cover Smln - Taking into account that ﬁfln ﬂf)T‘n =
Sm=1n=1 e get the long exact sequence (38).

(38) o E(§ T 2) s F(DY2) @ Hy(DZ 2) —————n Hy (571 7)
o
Hyer (8715 2) < Hyos (DY 2) @ Hypor (D™ Z) < Hpa ($7711132)
Hy o(S"112) > Hy (DT 2) @ Hy o (D™ 2) —— H, (871" 2)

1

7 (Sm\n;Z) 0.

|

Ho(§m =114 2) ———— Ho(D!'"; 2) @ Ho(D™'";2)

Taking into account that HO(Dm‘n Z) =0 e get Hy(S™";2) = H, ,(S"1I"=1,7)
and Ho(5™":Z) = 0. Therefore, we get
(39)

H (S0 7) = ZPZ %fm:()
go(gmin.gy ) L ifp=m 0 ifp#0
H;D(S aZ) - : = . _

0 ifp#m H(S’m‘”'Z)* Z ifp=0,m
P T 0 ifp#£0, m.
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Therefore we get formulas (37). To conclude the proof we shall consider that
HP(S™™ 7) = Homg(H,(S™";Z);Z). Furthermore, quantum homotopy (m/|n)-
superspheres have same (co)homology of quantum superspheres since are homotopy
equivalent to these last ones.

O

Lemma 4.5. The quantum Euler characteristic numbers for quantum homotopy
(m|n)-superspheres are reported in (40). These coincide with the corresponding
quantum Euler characteristic numbers of quantum (m|n)-superspheres and with the
Euler characteristic numbers of usual m-spheres. Furthermore they are the same
of the corresponding total quantum Euler characteristic numbers. See in (40).

R(EMIT) = 5(S™IM) = X(S™) = (~1)Bo + (~1)" B = 1+ (~1)"

0 m=odd
(40) _{ 2 m = even.

_ Toty (Em|n) Tot. (Sm|n)

Proof. We have considered that Smin admits the following quantum-supercell de-
composition: §™" = gmn| Je0l0 where ém" = D™I™ is a (m|n)-dimensional quan-
tum supercell, with respect to the quantum superalgebra A, and €0 = D10 is the
(0]0)-dimensional quantum supercell with respect to A. Therefore we can consider

the quantum homological Fuler characteristic )Z(S’m‘”) of §min, given by formulas
(41).

R(S™Im) = (=1)°dimy Ho(S™"; A) 4+ (=1)™ dimy H,, (S™"; A)
=(-1)%dimg A+ (—1)™dim4 A
(41) =14 (=)™
{0 m=odd
o { 2 m = even

So the homological quantum Euler characteristic of the quantum (m/|n)-supersphere
is the same of the homological Euler characteristic of the usual m-sphere. Further-
more, since quantum homotopy (m|n)-superspheres are homotopy equivalent to
quantum (m|n)-superspheres, it follows that the quantum Euler characteristic of a
quantum homotopy (m|n)-supersphere is equal to the one of Smln Moreover, also
the total quantum Euler characteristic numbers for quantum (homotopy) (m|n)-
superspheres coincide with the ones of S™. In fact, we can consider the quantum
total-homological Buler characteristic To'x(S™I™) of ™" given by formulas (42).

Toty(Smin) =3 ,s0(=1)P dim Tt H,, (8717 A)
=2 peo(= )P dima[D, _, Hyys (5™ 4) )
(42) = Y p0(—1)P dima[@, 4, (H(S™1"; Ao) & H (571" Ay)])
= o ()7 dimal@, o (Hr (57175 Z) @2 Ao) @ Hy(S™1" Z) @3 A1)
=Yoo (~1)P dima[@®, ., (H (8™ Z) ®z Ao) & Hy(S™; Z) ©7 A1)))
=15 (.

So also the total homological quantum Euler characteristic of the quantum (m|n)-
supersphere is the same of the homological Euler characteristic of the usual m-
sphere. Furthermore, since quantum homotopy (m|n)-superspheres are homotopy
equivalent to quantum (m|n)-superspheres, it follows that the total quantum Euler
characteristic of a quantum homotopy (m|n)-supersphere is equal to the one of
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Theorem 4.6 (Generalized Poincaré conjecture in the category Qnyper,s). Let A
be a hypercomplex quantum superalgebra with center Z(A) a Noetherian K-algebra,
K=R orK=C. Let M be a classic reqular, closed compact quantum supermanifold
of dimension (m|n), in the category Qnyper,s, homotopy equivalent to Smln (hence
this last is the quantum super CW-substitute of M ). Then we get that M ~ Smin
i.e., M is also homeomorphic to 5"”'", and Mc ~ S™, i.e., the classic limit M¢c of
M is homeomorphic to the classic limit S™ of Smin,

Proof. In [75] we have proved the generalized quantum Poincaré conjecture in the
category Qg of quantum supermanifolds, by considering the quantum Ricci flow
PDE just in the category Qg. Then, by using similar arguments to prove Theo-
rem 3.10 and Theorem 3.11 in [83], we can state that generalized quantum Poincaré
conjecture works also in the category Qpyper,s of quantum hypercomplex superman-
ifolds. Therefore the quantum (m|n)-supersphere Smln considered the quantum
super CW-substitute of any quantum homotopy (m|n)-supersphere smin g just
homeomorphic to this last one: $min  gmin, O

Theorem 4.7. Let (:)m‘n be the set of equivalence classes of quantum diffeomorphic
quantum homotopy (m|n)-superspheres over a quantum (hypercomplex) superalge-
bra A (and with Noetherian center Z(A)).'Y In ©,,, it is defined an additive

commutative and associative composition map such that [S’m‘”] is the zero of the
composition. Then one has the exact commutative diagram reported in (43).

(43) 0

0
where O, is the set of equivalence classes for diffeomorphic homotopy m-spheres
and jc is the canonical mapping jo : [ — [igln] One has the canonical
isomorphisms:
(44) Z ® Z(:)m‘n > 70,,, as right ém‘n—modules.
Tonin

Proof. After above Remark 4.3 we can state that the mapping jo is surjective. In
other words we can write

=21 eo,,

The fiber (6m|n)[im\n
C

feomorphic, hence belong to the same class in ©,,. Furthermore one has ker(jc) =

| is given by all classes [2’”‘”] such their classic limits are dif-

1OQuantum diffeomorphisms are meant in the sense specified in Remark 4.3.
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ict([S™) Topn C ém‘n. Therefore, we can state that (:)m‘n is an extension of
Om by Tp,n- Such extensions are classified by H?(0,,; Tmm).ll

TABLE 4. Homology of finite cyclic group Z; of order i.

r H,(Z:;7)
0 Z
r odd Zi
r > 0 even 0

The composition map in ém|n is defined by quantum fibered connected sum, i.e.,
a connected sum on quantum supermanifolds that respects the connected sum on
their corresponding classic limits. More precisely let M — M¢c and N — N¢ be
connected (m|n)-dimensional classic regular quantum supermanifolds. We define
quantum fibered connected sum of M and N the classic regular (m|n)-dimensional
quantum supermanifold M{N — MciN¢e, where

MEN = (M Brim (Sl x DU YN\ iy
(45)

MciNe = (Mc\ D™)U(S™ ™ x DYHU(Ne \ D™).
Then the additive composition law is + : ém‘n X ém‘n — ém|n, [M]+[N] = [M{N].
[S™I"] is the zero of this addition. In fact, since S™Im \ DI | Jg,, 1,1 (STHP=1x
Dy = pm=tin=1 " we get

Mﬂgmm ~ M \ f)m\n Uémfl\n*l (S’m\n \ f)m\n Ugm—l\n—l (S’m—l|n—l % f)l\l))

= M\ D™InJ g yny D™ 22 M.
Analogous calculus for Mo completes the proof. O

In the following remark we will consider some examples and further results to
better understand some relations between quantum homotopy superspheres and
their classic limits.

Example 4.8 (Quantum homotopy (7|n)-supersphere). Let us calculate the ex-
tension classes for quantum homotopy (7|n)-superspheres in the category Quyper,s,
assumed classic regular, i.e., having the fiber bundle structure mg : £71" — X7,

(46) 0 TS 07 <> 07 0,n>0.

These are given by H?(Or; YA‘ﬂn) &~ H?(Zos; ?7‘,1). We get

(47)

H?(Zas; Yq1,) = Homyz(Ha(Zos; Z); Yry) = Homz (05 Trp,,) @waz(Hl (Zas; Z); o)
We shall prove that Exty(Hy(Zas;Z); YA‘ﬂn) = YA‘7‘n/28 . Y7|n. (We have used the

fact that Ho(Zgg; Z) = 0.) Let us look in some detail to this Z-module. By using
the projective resolution of Zag given in (48),

pn=.28

(48) 0 Z 7 — > Tog 0

HIn Tab. 4 are reported useful formulas to explicitly calculate these groups.
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we get the exact sequence (49).

(49) 0 —— Homg(Zas; Trjn) ——= Homg(Z; To),) ——> Homy(Z; Tr),)

0—— Homz(Zgg; Yﬂn)

l

€x o s :

Tﬂn

Therefore we get

Exty(Zos; Y7|n) = YA’ﬂn/im (1)
In order to see what is im (p.) we can use analogous considerations made in Exam-
ple 5.6 in [83]. We get im (u*) = 28. Tﬂn, hence Exty(Zos; Tﬂ ) = Y70 /28 Trpp.
The particular structure of this module, depends on the particular hypercomplex
quantum superalgebra A considered. For example, take A = C. One has 871" = S7,

hence, since ST — S7, is just the fiber bundleﬁ’14 —>AS7, we can easily copy the
result in Evample 5.6 in [83], to conclude that O, = O7 = Za P Zas, Yn > 0.

Example 4.9 (Quantum homotopy (m|n)-superspheres for the limit case A = R).
In the limit case where the quantum algebra is A = R, for a quantum homotopy
Ergln = Y™ hence g = idym.
S™ € O,,. In particular if m =
0, Yn > 0. (For the smooth case

(m|n)- supersphere S one has just LI

Furthermore @m‘n = 0,, and Tm‘n =0 =

{1 2,3,4,5,6}, we get @m‘n = 0,, Tm|n
=4 see [82] )

Theorem 4.10 (Homotopy groups of quantum (m|n)-supersphere). Quantum ho-
motopy (m|n)-superspheres cannot have, in general, the same homotopy groups of
m-spheres:*2

(50) T (2™™) 2 7 (8™ £ 7 (S™).

Furthermore, S™ can be identified with a contractible subspace, yet denoted S™, of
8™ There exists a mapping S™"™ — S™, but this is not a retraction, and the
inclusion S™ < S™" cannot be a homotopy equivalence.

Proof. Since must necessarily be 7, (™) 2 7 (§™Im) k> 0, it is enough prove
theorem for $™I". We shall first recall some useful definitions and results of Alge-
braic Topology, here codified as lemmas.

Definition 4.11. A pair (X, A) has the homotopy extension property if a homotopy
ft: A=Y, tel, can be extended to homotopy fr : X — Y such that fo: X =Y
1S a given map.

Lemma 4.12. If (X, A) is a CW pair, then it has the homotopy extension property.

Lemma 4.13. If the pair (X, A) satisfies the homotopy extension property and A
is contractible, then the quotient map q : X — X /A is a homotopy equivalence.

121 other words, quantum homotopy (m|n)-superspheres are not homotopy equivalent to the
m-sphere.
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Let us consider that we can represent S™ into Smin by a continuous mapping
5:8™ — §™" defined by means of the commutative diagram in (51).

(51) SN e A" | {00}
TC Ts=(em,0,,idoo)

where €™ : R™ — Aj* C A™ is induced by the canonical ring homomorphism
e:R — A. sis a section of m: wos =1idgm. Let us yet denote by S™ the image of
s. So we can consider the canonical couple (S’m‘”, S™) as a CW pair, hence it has
the homotopy extension property. S™ is not a contractible subcomplex of S’m‘”, SO
in general the quotient map ¢ : Smin _y S’m|n /S™ is not a homotopy equivalence.
We have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.14. The couple (S™,00) can be deformed into (§m|",oo) to the base
point {oo}.

Proof. In fact, let p € S™I" \ S™. Then the inclusion i : S™ < SmIm i nullhomo-
topic since S™™\ {o0} &~ A™™ (homeomorphism). O

Since S™ is contractible into S’m‘”, to the point co € §m|", the quotient map
G : Smin — gmln/gm can be deformed into quotient mapping ¢; over deformed
quotient spaces X; = S™"/S™, with S* = f,(S™) c S™I", for some homotopy
fiIxS™— S™n such that X = S™I"/S™, Xy = S™"™ and G = idgm .. (See
diagram (52).)

q0=4g

(52) gmin L Gminjgm = X,

§min /{oo} = §min = X,

But this does not assure that § is a homotopy equivalence.'® Let us, now, consider
also some further lemmas.

Lemma 4.15. If (X, A) is a CW pair and we have attaching maps f, g : A — Xp
that are homotopic, then Xg Uf X = X Uq X1 rel Xo (homotopy equivalence).

Lemma 4.16. If (X, A) satisfies the homotopy extension property and the inclusion
A — X is a homotopy equivalence, then A is a deformation retract of X.

Lemma 4.17. A map f: X — Y is a homotopy equivalence iff X is a deformation
retract of the mapping cylinder M.

13Rally S™ is contractible in 5'7”‘", but is not a contractible sub-complex of gmlIn - Thig
clarifies the meaning of Lemma 4.13. For example, in the case A = C, one has that S’””/S1 is
not homotopy equivalent to §2 22, $1™. In fact 72(S2) = Z and ma(S2/S1) = me(S2 v §2) =
H2(S?2Vv S%,7) =7 7.
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Let us emphasize that we have a natural continuous mapping 7¢ : S’m|n — S™
e., the surjection between the quantum (m|n)-supersphere and its classic limit,

identified by the commutative diagram (51). The inclusion i : S™ — Smin cannot
be a deformation retract (and neither a strong deformation retract), otherwise i
should be a homotopy equivalence.!* However, ¢ : Smin _y §m cannot be neither
a retraction, otherwise their homotopy groups should be related by the split short
exact sequence (53),

Tx
(53) 0—>7rk(Sm,oo)(_wk(gmm,oo)—>7r;€(5’m‘",5m,oo)—>oo

T
hence we should have the splitting given in (54). (For details on relations between
homotopy groups and retractions see, e.g. [67].)

(54) m(S™I", 00) 22 im (i) @D ker(r.) = m(S™, 00) P ker(r.).

But this cannot work. In fact, in the case A = C, we should have the commutative
diagram (55) with exact horizontal lines.

i*

(55) 0 —— (St 00) ___ m(Sh, 00) —=mi( 51,81 00) — o0

H T* ‘ H

0 0 1(S1, 5%, 00) —= 0

This should imply that 7 (S*, 00) = 0, instead that Z, hence the bottom horizontal
line in (55) cannot be an exact sequence, hence mo : S* = S§? — S cannot be a
retraction ! O

Corollary 4.18. Quantum homotopy superspheres cannot be homotopy equivalent
to S™, except in the case that the quantum algebra A reduces to R.

Quantum homotopy groups for quantum supermanifolds are introduced in [75].

Theorem 4.19 (Quantum homotopy groups of quantum (m|n)-supersphere). Quan-
tum homotopy (m|n)-superspheres have quantum homotopy groups isomorphic to
homotopy groups of m-spheres:

(56) T (S = 7 (8717) 22 7 (S™).

Proof. In fact, we can prove for examples that ﬁk(§m|") >~ 0, for k < m, and
frm(S’m‘") & Z. For this it is enough to reproduce the anoalogous proofs for the
commutative spheres, by substituting cells with quantum supercells. For example
we can have the following quantum versions of analogous propositions for commu-
tative CW complexes.

Lemma 4.20. Let X be a quantum CW-complexr admitting a decomposition in
two quantum subcomplezes X = Al B, such that ANB = C # @. If (4,C) is
m-connected and (B, C) is n-connected, m, n > 0, then the mappings 7i(A, C) —
(X, B) induced by inclusion is an isomorphism for k < m +n, and a surjection
fork=m+n.

141¢ is enough to consider the counterexample when A = C and §11" = CJ{oo} = R2 | J{oo} =
S2. Then ST cannot be homotopy equivalent to $11™ = §2 since 71 (S1) = Z and 71 (S?) = 0.
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Lemma 4.21 (Quantum Freudenthal suspension theorem). The quantum suspen-
sion map T (S™™) = 7 (STHHUMHY) ds an isomorphism for k < 2m — 1, and a
surjection for k = 2m — 1.*°

As a by-product we get the isomorphism 7, (S’m‘") =~ 7.
O

Remark 4.22. Let us emphasize that Theorem 4.19 does not allow to state that
S™ is a deformation retract of S™", as one could conclude by a wrong application
of the Whitehead’s theorem, reported in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.23 (Whitehead’s theorem). If a map f : X — Y between connected
CW complezes induces isomorphisms fi : Tm(X) — 7 (Y) for all m, then f is a
homotopy equivalence. Furthermore, if f is the inclusion of a subcomplex f : X —
Y, then X is a deformation retract of Y.

In fact, in the case i : S™ < S™" we are talking about different CW structures.
One for S™ is the usual one, the other, for Smin s the quantum super-CW structure.
In order to easily understand the difference let us refer again to the case A = C.
Here one has m(SY) = Z = 7, (S = §10 = 1) put #,(SY) = [S1, 8] =
(2, 52) = 15(52). Furthermore, w1 (S') = [SY, 5% = 0 # m1(S'). Therefore, S'I",
with respect to the usual CW complex structure, has its first homotopy group zero,
hence different from the first homotopy group of its classic limit S*. In fact S' is
not a deformation retract of S = St (Therefore there is not contradiction with
the Whitehead’s theorem.)

Moreover, it is useful to formulate the quantum version of the Whitehead’s theorem
and some related lemmas. These can be proved by reproducing analogous proofs
by substituting CW complex structure with quantum CW complex structure in
quantum supermanifolds.

Theorem 4.24 (Quantum Whitehead theorem). If a map f : X — Y between
connected quantum CW complezes induces isomorphisms fy : Ttm(X) — 7.(Y) for
all m, then f is a homotopy equivalence. Furthermore, if f is the inclusion of a
quantum subcomplex f : X — Y, then X is a quantum deformation retract of Y.

Lemma 4.25 (Quantum compression lemma). Let (X, A) be a quantum CW pair
and let (Y, B) be any quantum pair with B # @. Let us assume that for each m
Tm (Y, B,yo) = 0, for all yo € B, and X \ A has quantum supercells of dimension
(m|n). Then, every map f : (X, A) — (Y, B) is homotopic rels to a map X — B.'°

Lemma 4.26 (Quantum extension lemma). Let (X, A) be a quantum CW pair
and let f : A =Y be a mapping with Y a path-connected quantum supermanifold.

15 This holds also for quantum suspension 7y (X) — #,41(SX), for an (m — 1)-connected
quantum CW-complex X.

6When m = 0, the condition Tm(Y,B,yo) = 0, for all yo € B, means that (Y, B) is 0-
connected. Let us emphasize that there is not difference between 0-connected and quantum
0-connected. In fact [SO1" V] = #o(Y) = w0 (Y) = [S9,Y], since SO = SO = ({a}, {b}), i.c.,
homotopy equivalent to a set of two points. However, after Theorem 4.19, there is not difference
between the notion of quantum p-connected (i.e., 7, = 0, k < p), quantum (homotopy) (m|n)-
supersphere, and p-connected (i.e., 7, = 0, k < p), (homotopy) (m|n)-supersphere. In other words,
a quantum homotopy (m/|n)-supersphere is quantum (m — 1)-connected as well as its classic limit
is (m — 1)-connected.
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Let us assume that Ttp—1(Y) = 0, for all m, such that X \ A has quantum cells of
dimension m. Then, f can be extended to a map f: X — Y.

Proof. The proof can be done inductively. Let us assume that f has been extended
over the quantum (m — 1|n — 1)-superskeleton. Then, an extension over quantum
(m|n)-supercells exists iff the composition of the quantum supercell’s attaching map
Gm=1in=1 _y Xxm=1n=1 with . Xm=tn=1 ¥ is null homotopic. O
As a by-product of above results we get also the following theorems that relate
quantum homotopy groups and quantum relative homotopy groups.

Theorem 4.27 (Quantum exact long homotopy sequence). One has the exact
sequence (57).

(57) Fm(A, 20) — 7 (X, 20) —2> 7 (X, A, )
lé
ﬁQ(X, (EO) ce 7AT’n,—l(Aw:EO)

where 1, and J, are induced by the inclusions i : (A,xzo) — (X,z0) and j :
(X, 20,20) — (X, A, xo) respectively. Furthermore, O comes from the following
composition (ST U1 s5) s (Dmin Sm=1ln=1 gy _ (X, A, x0), hence d[f] =

[fygmsina].

Theorem 4.28 (Quantum Hurewicz theorem). The ezact commutative diagram in
(58) relates (quantum) homotopy groups and (quantum) homology groups for (quan-
tum) homotopy (m|n)-spheres, m > 2. The morphisms a and b are isomorphisms
for p < m and epimorphisms for p=m + 1.17

(58) 00— 7y (8™) =——= 7, (S™") ——=0

|

0 — H,(S™;Z) =—= H,(5";Z) —=0

l |

0 0

The following propositions are also stated as direct results coming from Theorem
4.19 and analogous propositions for topologic spaces.

Proposition 4.29. The following propositions are equivalent for i < m — 1.

1) S* — S™ is homotopic to a constant map.

2) S* — 8™ extends to a map DL — S,

3) Sili —y gmln g homotopic to a constant map.

4) §ili — §mIn extends to a map DT 5 gmin,

Proof. 1) and 2) follow from the fact that S™ is (m — 1)-connected, and 3) and 4)

from the fact that S™" is quantum (m — 1)-connected. Furthermore, let us recall
the following related result of Algebraic Topology.'®

17Comparo with analogous theorem in [75] for quantum supermanifolds.
18There exists also a relative version of Lemma 4.30, saying that m;(X, A,z9) = 0, for all
xo € A, is equivalent to one of the following propositions. (al) Every map (D%, dD?%) — (X, A) is



34 AGOSTINO PRASTARO

Lemma 4.30. The following propositions are equivalent.
(i) The space X is m-connected.

(ii) Bvery map f : S* — X is homotopic to a constant map.
(ii) Every map f : S* — X extends to a map D1 — X.

O

Let us, now, consider quantum super PDE’s, in the category Qpyper,s, with respect
to quantum homotopy (m|n)-superspheres.

Definition 4.31 (Quantum hypercomplex exotic super PDE’s). Let Ej, C j:;‘n(W)
be a k-order PDE on the fiber bundle = : W — M in the category Qnyper.s, with
dimy M = (m|n) and dimp W = (n|m,r|s), where B = A x E and E is also
a Z(A)-module. We say that Ey is a quantum exotic PDE if it admits Cauchy
integral manifolds N C Ej,, dim N = (m —1|n — 1), such that one of the following
two conditions is verified.

(i) L 2"=2 = ON is a quantum exotic supersphere of dimension (m — 2|n — 2),
i.e. S22 s homeomorphic to S22, (xm2n=2 5'”_2‘"_2) but not
diffeomorphic to SM—2n=2  ($m=2n=2 o gm-2Jn-2)

(i) @ = ON and N =~ S™tn=1 pyt N ¢ §m—1tin—119

Definition 4.32 (Quantum hypercomplex exotic-classic super PDE’s). Let E, C
Jﬁl‘n(W) be a k-order super PDE as in Definition 4.31. We say that Ejy is a
quantum exotic-classic super PDE if it is a quantum exotic super PDE, and the
classic limit of the corresponding Cauchy quantum exotic supermanifolds are also
exotic homotopy spheres.

From above results we get also the following one.

Lemma 4.33. A quantum super PDE Ej C jffﬂn(W), where m is such that
O,—1 = 0, cannot be a quantum ezotic-classic PDE, in the sense of Definition

4.32.
Lemma 4.34. For m € {1,2,3,4,5,6}, one has the isomorphism reported in (59).

In correspondence of such dimensions on m we cannot have quantum exotic-classic
super PDE’s.

Proof. Isomorphisms in (59), follow directly from above lemmas, and the fact that
0,, =0 for m € {1,2,3,4,5,6}. (See Refs. [80, 82].) O

Example 4.35 (The quantum hypercomplex Ricci flow super-equation). As a by-
product of Theorem 4.6 it follows that under the same hypotheses there adopted
on the quantum algebra A, it follows that the quantum Ricci flow equation in the
category Qnyper,s, 15 a quantum exotic super PDE. On the other hand, such a PDE
cannot be quantum exotic-classic for m < 7. (See 79, 80, 82].) (For complementary

homotopic rel D?, to a map D* — A. (a2) Every map (D? dD?) — (X, A) is homotopic through
such maps to a map D! — A. (a3) Every map (D? 0D?) — (X, A) is homotopic through such
maps to a constant map D' — A.

For complementary information see [83].
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information on the Ricci flow equation see also the following Refs. [2, 18, 28, 29,
30, 31, 32, 36, 43, 44, 45, 47, 48, 49, 51, 52, 54, 92, 97, 98].)

Example 4.36 (The quantum hypercomplex Navier-Stokes super-equation). The
quantum Navier-Stokes equation can be encoded on the quantum super-extension of
the affine fiber bundle m: W = M x I x R? — M, (z,3%,p, 0)o<a<si<i<s — (z%).
(See Refs. [61, 63, 82] for the Navier-Stokes equation in the category of commuta-
tive manifolds and [65, 67, 83] for its quantum extension on quantum manifolds.)
Therefore, Cauchy manifolds are (3|3)-dimensional quantum supermanifolds. For
such dimension do mot exist exotic spheres. Therefore, the Navier-Stokes equa-
tion cannot be a quantum exotic-classic super PDE. Similar considerations hold for
PDE’s of the quantum super-extensions of continuum mechanics PDE’s.

Example 4.37 (The quantum hypercomplex (m|n)-d’Alembert super-equation).
The quantum (m|n)-d’Alembert super-equation on A™" cannot be a quantum exotic-
classic super PDE for quantum (m|n)-dimensional Riemannian manifolds, with
m < 7, in the category Qpyper.s. (For complementary information on the geomet-
ric structure of the d’Alembert PDE in the category of commutative manifolds and
quantum manifolds see Refs. [63, 64, 67, 69, 81, 82, 83].)

Example 4.38 (The quantum hypercomplex Einstein super-equation). Consid-
erations similar to ones made in FExample 4.37, hold for the quantum FEinstein
super-equation in the category thper.,s-

Theorem 4.39 (Integral bordism groups in quantum hypercomplex exotic super
PDE’s in the category Qpyper,g and stability). Let E, C jfiln
exotic formally integrable and completely integrable super PDE on the fiber bundle
m: W — M, in the category Qpyper,s, such that g # 0 and Grp+1 # 0.29 Then
there exists a bi-graded topologic spectrum Z;; such that for the singular integral
(p|q)-(co)bordism groups can be expressed by means of suitable bigraded homotopy
groups as reported in (60).

(W) be a quantum

f\’é,s = lim A (B AE)
(60) ‘ (i]5)—(ooo0)
QP = lim [STESE o
FEy (ﬂ])—)(oo\oo)[ k p+ |q+g]

pe{0,1,---,m—1},¢€{0,1,--- ,;n—1}
Furthermore, the singular integral bordism group for admissible smooth closed com-
pact Cauchy manifolds, N C E}, is given in (61).

(61) QB

m—1|n—1,s

= Hm—l\n—l(W; A)

In the quantum homotopy equivalence full admissibility hypothesis, i.e., by consid-
ering admissible only (m — 1|n — 1)-dimensional smooth Cauchy integral superman-
ifolds identified with quantum homotopy superspheres, and assuming that the space

of conservation laws is not trivial, one has Qi"_l‘n_l s = 0. Then E’k becomes
a quantum extended O-crystal super PDE. Therefore, there exists a global singu-
lar attractor, in the sense that all Cauchy supermanifolds, identified with quantum

homotopy (m — 1|n — 1)-superspheres, bound singular manifolds.

20The fiber bundle 7 : W — M is as in Definition 4.31, hence dimg M = (m|n), dimp W =
(n|m,r|s), with E endowed with a Z(A)-module structure too.
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Furthermore, if in W we can embed all the quantum homotopy (m — 1|n — 1)-
superspheres, and all such supermanifolds identify admissible smooth (m—1jn—1)-
dimensional Cauchy supermanifolds of Ey, ), then two of such Cauchy supermani-
folds bound a smooth solution iff they are diffeomorphic and one has the following

E
* A @m—l\n—l'

m—1|n—1
Moreover, if in W we cannot embed all quantum homotopy (m—1|n—1)-superspheres,

bijective mapping: 2

but only Sm=1n=1 then in the quantum supersphere full admissible hypothesis, i.e.,
by considering admissible only quantum (m — 1|n — 1)-dimensional smooth Cauchy

integral supermanifolds identified with Sm=1n=1"then OFx = 0. Therefore

m—1|n—1

By becomes a quantum 0-crystal super PDE and there exists a global smooth attrac-
tor, in the sense that two of such smooth Cauchy supermanifolds, identified with
Sm=1n=1 poynd quantum smooth supermanifolds. Instead, two Cauchy superman-
ifolds identified with quantum exotic (m — 1|n — 1)-superspheres bound by means of
quantum singular solutions only.

All above quantum smooth or quantum singular solutions are unstable. Quantum
smooth solutions can be stabilized.

Proof. The relations (60) and (61) can be proved by a direct extension of analogous
characterizations of integral bordism groups of PDE’s in the category of commu-
tative manifolds and quantum PDEs. (See [63, 64, 82, 83].) Then the rest of the
proof follows directly by using above results in this section, and following a road
similar to the proof of Theorem 5.38 given in [83]. O

Similarly one can prove the following theorem that extends in the category Qnyper,s
an analogous theorem in the category of commutative manifolds and in the category
Qpyper- (See [82, 83].)

Theorem 4.40 (Integral h-cobordism in quantum hypercomplex Ricci flow super
PDE’s). The quantum Ricci flow equation for quantum (m|n)-dimensional Rie-
mannian supermanifolds, admits that starting from a quantum (m|n)-dimensional
supersphere Smin - we can dynamically arrive, into a finite time, to any quan-
tum (m|n)-dimensional homotopy supersphere M. When this is realized with a
smooth solution, i.e., solution with characteristic flow without singular points, then
Smln o~ N The other quantum homotopy spheres 2”'", that are homeomorphic to
Gmin only, are reached by means of singular solutions.

For 1 <m <6, quantum hypercomplex Ricci flow super PDE’s cannot be quantum
exotic-classic ones. In particular, the case m = 4, is related to the proof that the
smooth Poincaré conjecture is true.

Appendices

Appendix A: Quantum energy-momentum tensor and quantum Euler-
Lagrange equation. -

We can explicitly see that dwy|V = 0 and dp,|y = 0 for solutions of (Y M)[i], by
considering that

(A1) dwy = (Bxu.[(ayg.L)yf — Y L)) ® dat A dx? A da® A dat
' dp, = (8x#.[(8yg.L)yf — 6ML) @ dzt A dx® A da® A dxt
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Set T = (Oy4.L)y] — 64 L. This is the quantum energy-momentum tensor. One
can see that (Oz,.T#) = 0 for solutions of the Euler-Lagrange equations, namely
(9yp.L) — Ox,,.(dyjs.L) = 0. In fact, taking into account that

(A.2) { (0x0.L) = (9ys.L)(9z0-y") + (3y}.L)(0x0-y5)
= 9z (9y;(9y4.L))
we get
03 (0.L) = 9z (dy2 (9y}.L)).
Therefore, we have

0. [(Oy}. L)yl — 67L) = 0 = (9z,.T7).

Appendix B: Quantum angular-momentum tensor and quantum Euler-
Lagrange equation.

The observed quantum Yang-Mills super PDEs are also invariant under infinitesi-
mal transformations of the Lorentz group. These generate the following quantum
conservation laws:

B.1 Bu =< (Mj,,@@m),dxl Adx? A dad A dot >

(B-1) = YiaowEDTHMY, @ dat Ada? A - dat - Ada® A dat

where (M}, = %64, T — %60, T, — S, with S5, = (8,)8Y2(9y).L). One has
M ﬁ\u = —le‘u and on any nonlinear quantum propagator V, it results d3,, |V =0,

namely (Ox ,\.Mlj\#) = 0. Therefore we get also
(B.2) (023.93,) = Ty — Ty
M = 8$>\Mﬁ\u @dat ANdx” : N — A® AYN @ TN is called the observed quantum

angular momentum tensor. The quantum charge corresponding to the quantum
conservation law 3, is

B.3 Muliltl = | Buw=— | M* @dx* Ade? Ada®.
Iz H v

Therefore we get for any nonlinear quantum propagator V, oV = Ny |J P Ny,
OP = ONy|JONy,

(B.4) 0= / dp = M, [ilto] — M [i]t1] +/ Buv]-
\%4 P
Let us define defect quantum (pv)-angular-momentum of V
(B.5) M, (V] = / Buslp € A
P

Then we see that M), [i|t] is constant iff M, [V] = 0. If P is an orientable smooth
3-dimensional manifold, we can see that 9, [V] = 0. In fact, we can write

(B.6) M V] = /P M3, — MY — M2, — MY,a%) @ dit A da® A dc?,

Since we assumed P oriented and smooth, in some neighbourhood of any point
of P one has a relation 23 = z3(2',22,2%), hence the following relation MSV =
M jyxzf + M 3,/903 + Mﬁ,j:vi holds everywhere on P: As a by product we get also

M., [V] = 0. However, we can also consider nonlinear quantum propagators, where
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the implicit function theorem does not work on P, namely we can consider sin-
gular nonlinear quantum propagators. We call such propagators exotic nonlinear
quantum propagators. For such propagators 9, [V] # 0, and M, [i|t] is not more
constant.?! Instead M, v [t]t] is surely constant in nonlinear quantum propagators
encoding steady-states of orientable smooth 3-dimensional particles. In fact in such
cases yg = const and V = B x I, where B is a 3-dimensional space-like manifold.
Thus if B is a smooth orientable manifold, one has that also P = 0B x I is an
orientable smooth 3-dimensional manifold, hence 91, [V] = 0.

Appendix C: Proof that for singular solutions defect quantum energy
can be non-zero.

In this appendix we give an explicit proof that for singular solutions of the observed

-

quantum Yang-Mills PDEs (Y M)[i] the defect quantum energy $[V]s, of a nonlin-
ear quantum propagator V C m[z], OV = No|JPJ Ny, 9P = ONyJ N1, does
not necessitate to be zero. In other words we shall assume that P is an integral sin-
gular 3-chain P = )", a’u;, with a; € A and u; : A® — (Y%[z] C J2(E[i]) an inte-
gral 3-simplex, defined in a neighborhood U € R* of A® such that T'(u;)(A%) € E2,
where E2 C Tm[z] is the Cartan distribution of m[z] Then the evaluation
of wy : (?\]\/[)[z] — A ®Ag(Y/]\7)[i] on P is given in (C.1).

(C.1)

<wp, P> =<wy, Y du;>=3,d <wg,u; >=3,a; ng ufwy
=3 i [as[T45(ui) i35 — TH5(uwi)i33 + T35 (wi)133 — 115 (wi)133] © d€* A d€? A dE®.

There {¢*}1<x<3 denotes a coordinate system on A3, and u; : A® — J2(Eli]) is
locally represented by functions resumed in (C.2).

v ou =up(eh)
(C.2) | |
yhou; = (u)j(€),0< |8 <2

Furthermore the jacobian matrix j(u;) is reported in (C.3) to clarify our notation.

(0&1u}) (06 uf) (0&uf) (O&iuf) (9&i-(ui)h)

(C3)  jlw)=| (0&u;) (0&%uf) (0&uf) (06.u7) (982-(ui)p)
(0¢3.uf) (0&.ui) (083.uf) (0€suf) (9&s.(ui)h)

Therefore one has

rows 1, 2, and 3 and the first 1, ---, @, ---, 4, columns. Since for singular P,

G(u;)t 554 are not all different from zero, it follows that the right-term, between
square brackets, in (C.4)

(C-4) wiwn = [T 5(ua) 55 = T35 (ui) 133+ T3 (ui)135 — T (ua)i55] © ' AdE? NdE,

2lExotic nonlinear quantum propagators have also non-zero H[V]g, H[V] and P, [V], r = 1,2, 3.
(For details see in section 3.)



39

can be non-zero.?2 On the other hand, when P is a smooth oriented 3-dimensional
manifold, then we can write, for example,

C.5 4
) w = e.8)
u‘i1 = 53.
Thus we get j(u;)i35 = —(ui)?, j(wi)i3s = (wi)3, j(ui)izs = 1, j(ui)i33 = (us)3 =

uj. Hence we have

(C.6)  wwn =[-Tj(u)} = T ()3 — Ty ()} + T3] @ d&" Ade* AdE® =0

for the tensor properties of the quantum energy-momentum tensor 7'g".
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STRONG REACTIONS IN QUANTUM SUPER PDE’S.II:
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This work in three parts is dedicated to Albert Einstein and Max Planck.

ABSTRACT. In this second part, of a work in three parts, devoted to encode
strong reactions of the high energy physics, in the algebraic topologic theory of
quantum super PDE’s, (previously formulated by A. Préstaro), decomposition
theorems of integral bordisms in quantum super PDEs are obtained. (For part
I and part III see [89, 90].) In particular such theorems allow us to obtain rep-
resentations of nonlinear quantum propagators in quantum super PDE’s, by
means of elementary ones (quantum handle decompositions of nonlinear quan-
tum propagators). These are useful to encode nuclear and subnuclear reactions
in quantum physics. Prastaro’s geometric theory of quantum PDE’s allows us
to obtain constructive and dynamically justified answers to some important
open problems in high energy physics. In fact a Regge-type relation between
reduced quantum mass and quantum phenomenological spin is obtained. A dy-
namical quantum Gell-Mann-Nishijima formula is given. An existence theo-
rem of observed local and global solutions with electric-charge-gap, is obtained

1205.2894v13 [math.GM] 1 Feb 2015

for quantum super Yang-Mills PDE’s, (?-]\7) [7], by identifying a suitable con-
straint, (Y M)[i]w C (Y M)[i], quantum electromagnetic-Higgs PDE, bounded

e

by a quantum super partial differential relation (Goldstone)[ilw C (Y M)[i],
quantum electromagnetic Goldstone-boundary. An electric neutral, connected,
simply connected observed quantum particle, identified with a Cauchy data of

"

(Y M)[i], it is proved do not belong to (Y M)[i]w. Existence of Q-ezxotic non-

linear quantum propagators of (Y M)[i], i.e., nonlinear quantum propagators
that do not respect the quantum electric-charge conservation is obtained.

By using integral bordism groups of quantum super PDE’s, a quantum
crossing symmetry theorem is proved. As a by-product existence of massive
photons and massive neutrinos are obtained. A dynamical proof that quarks
can be broken-down is given too. A quantum time, related to the observa-
tion of any nonlinear quantum propagator, is calculated. Then an apparent
quantum time estimate for any reaction is recognized. A criterion to identify
solutions of the quantum super Yang-Mills PDE encoding (de)confined quan-
tum systems is given. Supersymmetric particles and supersymmetric reactions
are classified on the ground of integral bordism groups of the quantum super

=

Yang-Mills PDE (Y M). Finally, existence of the quantum Majorana neutrino
is proved. As a by-product, the existence of a new quasi-particle, that we call
quantum Majorana neutralino, is recognized made by means of two quantum
Majorana neutrinos, a couple (7, D¢ ), supersymmetric partner of (ve, e ), and
two Higgsinos.
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1. Introduction

The algebraic topologic theory of quantum (super) PDE’s formulated by A. Préstaro,
allows to directly encode quantum phenomena in a category of noncommutative
manifolds (quantum (super)manifolds) and to finally solve the problem of unifica-
tion, at quantum level, of gravity with the fundamental forces [66, 69, 70, 71, 72,
73, 75, 78, 80, 82, 83]. In particular, this theory allowed to recognize the mecha-
nism of mass creation/distruction, as a natural geometric phenomenon related to
the algebraic topologic structure of quantum (super) PDEs encoding the quantum
system under study [83].

Aim of this second part is to explicitly prove that nuclear and subnuclear reactions
can be encoded as boundary value problems in the Prastaro’s algebraic topology
of quantum super PDEs, and can be represented in terms of elementary reactions.
(For part T and part I1T see [89, 90].)

It is important to emphasize that quantum conservation laws do not necessar-
ily produce conservation of quantum charges in quantum reactions. In fact, it is
also important consider the topological structure of the corresponding nonlinear
quantum propagators encoding these reactions. In [89] (Part I), we have shown
this fact for the observed quantum energy. In this second part we characterize
observed nonlinear quantum propagators V' of the observed quantum super Yang-

—

Mills PDE, (Y M)[i], with respect to the total quantum electric-charge. Then we
define Q-exotic nonlinear quantum propagators ones where there is a non-zero de-
fect quantum electric-charge, Q[V] € A, in the corresponding encoded reactions.

(A is the fundamental quantum superalgebra in (Y M)[i].) This important phenom-

enon, that is related to the gauge invariance of (Y M)[i], was non-well previously
understood, since the gauge invariance was wrongly interpreted as a condition that
necessarily produce the conservation of electric-charge in reactions. Really just the
gauge invariance is the main origin of such phenomenon, but beside the structure
of the nonlinear quantum propagator. This fundamental aspect of quantum re-

o

actions in (Y M)[i], gives strong theoretical support to the guess about existence
of quantum reactions where the “electric-charge” is not conserved. The electric-
charge conservation law was quasi a dogma in particle physics. However, there are
in the world many heretical experimental efforts to prove existence of decays like
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the following e~ — v+, i.e. electron decay into a photon and neutrino. In this di-
rection some first weak experimental evidences were recently obtained.® With this
respect, one cannot remark the singular role played, in the history of the science
in these last 120 years, by the electron, a very small and light particle. In fact,
at the beginning of the last century was just the electron to cause break-down in
the Maxwell and Lorentz physical picture of the micro-world, until to produce a
completely new point of view, i.e. the quantum physics. Now, after 120 years the
electron appears to continue do not accept the place that physicists have reserved
to it in the world-puzzle.

In the following we show as it is organized the paper and list the main results.
2. Theorem 2.2: A representation of nonlinear quantum propagators by means
quantum exchangions and quantum virtual particles is given. 3. Theorem 3.2 char-
acterizes nonlinear quantum propagators in quantum super Yang-Mills PDE, on
quantum super Minkowski space-time. 4. Theorem 4.5: The quantum mass is rep-
resented by means of the quantum torsion of the corresponding solution. Corollary
4.7: A direct relation between square reduced quantum mass and phenomenologi-
cal quantum spin is given.> Theorem 4.8 gives a dynamical quantum Gell-Mann-
Nishijima formula. By means of this formula one obtains a dynamical interpre-
tation of quantum hypercharge and quantum 3t" isospin component. An existence
theorem of observed local and global solutions with electric-charge-gap, is obtained

too for observed quantum super Yang-Mills PDE’s, (?TV[)[@] It is identified a

—_

suitable constraint, (Y M)[i], C (Y M)[i], observed quantum electromagnetic-Higgs
PDE, bounded by a quantum super partial differential relation (Goldstone)[i], C

_

(Y M)[i], observed quantum electromagnetic Goldstone-boundary. An observed non-

_

linear quantum propagator V' C (Y M)[i], crossing the observed quantum electro-
magnetic Goldstone-boundary loses (or acquires) the property to have an electric-
charge gap. An electric neutral, connected, simply connected observed quan-

tum particle, identified with a Cauchy data of (Y M)[i], cannot be contained into

-

(Y M)[i]y. Theorem 4.10 proves that the quantum electric charge is not necessarily

a conserved quantum law for any nonlinear quantum propagator of (Y M)[i]. In fact,
it is proved the existence of Q-exotic nonlinear quantum propagators in (Y M)[i],
encoding observed reactions that do not respect the conservation of the quantum
electric-charge. Theorem 4.12: By using integral bordism groups of quantum super
PDE’s, a quantum crossing symmetry theorem is proved. Theorem 4.13: Existence

of solutions of quantum super Yang-Mills PDEs, (Y M), representing productions of
quantum massive photons, is proved.®> Theorem 4.15: Theorem 4.13 is generalized
to other quantum electric-charged particles. Theorem 4.18 states existence of quan-

—_—
tum massive neutrinos, i.e., there exist nonlinear quantum propagators of (Y M)
encoding decays of massive quasi-particles into a couple (neutrino,antineutrino).*

1See [26]. Some other exotic decays were also investigated, as for example the exotic neutron’s
decay: n — p+v + 0. [55].

2In particular this result shows how the phenomenological Regge-type trajectories emerge from
the geometric theory of quantum (super) PDE’s formulated by A. Prastaro.

3These can be identified with quantum neutral massive vector bosons. The annihilation
electron-positron must necessarily produce an intermediate quantum virtual massive photon.

4Quantum massive photons, quantum massive neutrinos and a-quantum massive photons could
interpret the so-called “dark matter” that nowadays is a spellbinding object of active research.
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Theorem 4.20: It is proved that quarks cannot be considered fundamental particles,
i.e., they can be broken-down. Theorem 4.23: Existence of massive quasi-particles,
with masses that apparently contradict the conservation of mass-energy, is proved.
This is related to the new concept of quantum time (see Definition 4.21) that comes
from the interaction between quantum relativistic frame (i.e., an observer) and the
quantum system, (hence also to the topological structure of nonlinear quantum

propagators). Theorem 4.27: A criterion to identify solutions of (37]\\/[), encoding
confined quantum systems, is proved. Lemma 4.31 and Lemma 4.32 state existence
of supersymmetric particles and supersymmetric reactions by means of integral bor-

dism groups of (Y M). Theorem 4.29: Existence of quantum Majorana neutrino and
a new quasi-particle, that we call quantum Majorana neutralino, for its similarity
with the so-called neutralino, are obtained, by using algebraic topologic properties

—

of (YM).

2. Surgery in Quantum Super PDEs

Let us assume as a prerequisite of this section the knowledge of some previous works
by A. Préstaro on quantum (super) PDEs. However, to fix more directly ideas we
recall also some fundamental definitions and results that are soon related to the
subject here considered.

Let A = Ay x Ay be a quantum superalgebra in the sense of Préstaro.

Definition 2.1. An (m|n)-dimensional bordism in the category Qs of quantum
supermanifolds, consists of the following (W My, fo; M1, f1), where W is a compact
quantum supermanifold of dimension (m|n) and closed (m — 1|n — 1)-dimensional
quantum supermanifolds My and My, such that OW = Ny U Ny, and quantum
diffeomorphisms f; : M, — N;, i = 0,1. An (m|n)-dimensional h-bordism, (resp.
s-bordism) is a (m|n)-dimensional bordism as above, such that the inclusions N; —
W, i = 0,1, are homotopy equivalences, (resp. simply homotopy equivalences).
We will simply denote also by (W; My, M) an (m|n)-dimensional bordism in the
category Qg.”

Theorem 2.2 (Quantum handle decomposition of nonlinear quantum propagator
in quantum super PDEs). Let Ej C JrliH-l\n—i-l(W) be a quantum super PDE in the

category Qg and let V C Ey bea compact solution of a boundary value problem, i.e.,
OV = No LI N1.5 Let us assume that Ey is formally integrable and completely inte-
grable. Then there exists a quantum-super-handle-presentation (1) of the nonlinear

—

This exotic matter is related to the geometric structure of (Y M) that identifies the subequa-
tion (m) A global solution V' C (7]\7), crossing the quantum Goldstone-boundary of
(Iﬁ—g;s), acquires (or loses) mass. (See [83], Example 4.19 and footnote at page 31, concernig
7+ -photoproduction.)

5Tn this paper we will consider also more general bordisms, i.e., (m|n)-dimensional compact
quantum supermanifolds V' such that 8V = Ng |J P|J N1, where Ng, P and N; are (m —1|n—1)-
dimensional quantum super manifolds such that 9P = ONg|JON1. If ONg = ON1 = &, then
P = @. Then considerations similar to the ones made in this sections can be extended to these
more general cases. See [75, 80], Fig. 3 and the next section.

6Let us recall that V such that 8V = NolUI Ny, is called quantum non-linear propagator between
the two Cauchy data Np and Nj. This is the non-linear extension of the concepts of quantum
propagator, usually used to quantize a classical field theory. For more details see Refs. [80, 82, 83].
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quantum propagator V.

(1) nJwl--Uvnrv

where (Vj; M;_1, M;) is an adjoint elementary cobordism with index p;|q;, such that
00 <pilgr <p2lg2 <+ < pslgs <m+1n+1
and My = Ny, My = Ny. In (1), the symbol = denotes homeomorphism.
Proof. Let M be a quantum supermanifold of dimension (m|n) and let us consider
an embedding
¢ 8Pla x pm=rin=a _ \f
Let us consider the following (m|n)-dimensional quantum supermanifold

M7= (MA\Int(@(8717 x D™ Pm=0)) Uy gytargmop-aina sy (DPFHIIFL x §mop=tin-a-t),

We say that M’ is obtained from M by a (p|q)-surgery, i.e., cutting out int(S?? x
Dm=PIn=4q) and gluing in DPtUatl x §m=p=lin=a=1 " The process of surgery is
related to cobordism and handle attaching ones. Let (X,0X) be a (m + 1|n + 1)-
dimensional quantum supermanifold with boundary 90X, and let
¢: 8Pl x DmPInma L 9xX = M
be an embedding. Set
X=x U (590 prwenasr).
¢(Sp—1tla—1x Dm—p+iln—q+tl)
We call X’ obtained from X by attaching a (m + 1|n + 1)-dimensional quantum
superhandle of index p|q. One has
M =0X = (aX \ int(g(SP— a1 x Dm*ﬁll"fﬁl))) Uss(gr a1 xgm—sin-a) (DPW x S“mfpln*q).

We say that M’ is obtained from M by a quantum (p—1|g—1)-surgery. The surgery
allows us to obtain a cobordism

W= (% D) U (D71 x m-rriin=a+1)
H(Sp—1lla—1x Dm—p+iin—a+lx(1,1))
with OW = M LU M'."
We shall use the following lemma.
Lemma 2.3. 1) Every bordism (W; M, M') in the category Qg, with dimW =

(m+1n+1), dim M = dim M’ = m|n, has a quantum superhandle decomposition
as the union of a finite sequence

(W3 M, M'") = (Wy; Mo, My) |_J(Was My, M) | -+ (Wi My, My)
of adjoint elementary conditions (Wj; M;_1, M;) with index p;|q;, such that
00 <pilgr < p2lge < -+ < pslgs <m+1jn+1

In order to fix ideas we report in Fig. 2 some examples in dimension (m|n) = (1]1), (2]2),
showing the relation between attaching quantum superhandles and cobordism. In Fig. 1 is repre-
sented the case of a (2|2)-dimensional quantum supermanifold X with boundary 0X. Let us recall
that S™I" = A™I" | J{oo} is the (m|n)-dimensional quantum supersphere and D™™ ¢ §™I" guch
that D™ = §m=1In=1 is the quantum supermanifold called quantum (m/|n)-dimensional su-
perdisk. One has A%10 = A% = {0} and 8DI* 2 §010 = {0} J{oo}. (For more information about
see [80].)



6 AGOSTINO PRASTARO

A N
pliix ptit

oX

Fia. 1. Relation between attaching quantum superhandles and
cobordisms on non-closed quantum supermanifold. The picture is
made taking a (2]2)-dimensional quantum supermanifold X with
boundary X. Then X’ = X (Jgopo, pijn A/ is obtained from X by
attaching on the boundary M = 90X, a (2|2)-dimensional quantum
superhandle of index 1|1, A1 = D' x D, For the boundary
M’ = 0X' one has M' = (9X \ int(S°° x D) Jgojo, goro D' x
SO0 This is a disjoint union of two of quantum supercircles.
Then the (2]2)-dimensional quantum supermanifold W = (M x
ﬁ1|1)U30\0Xﬁ1\1X{00} DYt x D' s the bordism obtained by at-
taching to M x D' the (2]2)-dimensional quantum superhandle
of index 1|1: At = DU x DI In fact, one has OW = M L M.

Fia. 2. Relation between attaching quantum superhandles and
cobordisms. In the figure on the left, dim M = 1|1 = dim M', M =
S and M/ = MUSO\O;{O,OO}(IA)M x 5919). The (2]2)-dimensional
quantum supermanifold blue colored is M x D, W is the (2|2)-
dimensional quantum supermanifold (blue-grey colored) bording
M and M’, OW = M U M’'. In the figure on the right, dim M =
(22) = dim M’, M = 5?2 and M’ = M Ugopo, g1 (D' x SUT) =
MU(?M X Silll)' W = (M x Dl\l) USO\Oxb2\2x{oo} DL p2l2 —
(M x DY) [ J h'I" is the (3|3)-dimensional quantum manifold, (grey
colored), bording M and M’', OW = M U M’, where R s the
(3|3)-dimensional quantum superhandle of index 1|1.

and Mo = M, My = M’.
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2) Closed (m|n)-dimensional quantum super manifolds M, M’ are cobordant iff M’
can be obtained from M by a sequence of surgeries.

3) Every closed (m|n)-dimensional quantum supermanifold can be obtained from &
by attaching quantum superhandles.

Proof. See Theorem 2.19 in [80].% O

Let us remark that the proof of Lemma 2.3 is related to the quantum CW substitute
structure of nonlinear quantum propagators, hence the relations considered in this
lemma are to consider homeomorphisms. On the other hand the handle decompo-
sition of the nonlinear quantum propagator V, is related also to the quantum cell
composition that always holds for a (m+ 1|n+ 1)-dimensional quantum supermani-
fold, according to its quantum CW-structure. But the relation between a quantum
superdisk D" and a (r|s)-dimensional quantum superhandle hPle of index plg, is
in general an homeomorphism hela ~ Drla x D’”’p‘sf‘l, that cannot be reduced to a
diffeomorphism in the category Qg.° In Tab. 1 are reported some useful examples
of quantum superhandle decompositions of quantum supermanifolds.

TaB. 1. Examples of quantum superhandle decompositions of
quantum supermanifolds.

| Name Symbol ‘ Handle-decomposition ‘ Figures |
Quantum (m|n)-supersphere gmin Rhol0 U pmin i ‘
Quantum (m + 1|n + 1)-supercobordism | (D™ t1n+1, g gmln) holo .
Quantum (2|2)-supertorus T = 11 g1t ROIO Y RME Y R 212 (@
Quantum punctured Mébius band (]\7101, \ D22, 5‘1‘1,5'1‘1) Sl % piit U Al eo

Since V is a (m+1|n+1)-dimensional bordism between (m|n)-dimensional quantum
supermanifolds Ny and Ni, we can determine its handle decomposition (1), that
identifies intermediate final Cauchy quantum supermanifolds M; that are obtained
from the previous one M;_; by means of an integral surgery. Let us emphasize that
each M; must necessarily be an integral quantum supermanifold having the same
dimension of Ny since it belongs to the same bordism class [Ny]. Furthermore,
since each quantum supermanifold M; is contained into V, it follows that M;

can be identified with a Cauchy (m|n)-dimensional quantum supermanifold of Ej,
i.e. an admissible (m|n)-dimensional quantum integral supermanifold of Ej C

8Handle decomposition of bordism for manifolds has been introduced by Stephen Smale [97].
Lemma 2.3 generalizes to quantum supermanifolds an analogous result for commutative manifolds.
However, the proof of Lemma 2.3 is not found on the Morse function, (see, e.g., [49]), but on the
quantum CW-substitutes for quantum supermanifolds.

9For example, let us consider the category of complex manifolds, say €. There the quantum
algebra is the R algebra of complex numbers C, and the morphisms are holomorphic mappings,
hence differentiable mappings, having C-linear derivatives. Diffeomorphisms in € are usually called
biholomorphic mappings. In fact, it is well known that do not exist biholomorphic mappings
between an unit ball in €, (here identified with a quantum m-disk, [A)m)7 and the complex m-disk,
D™, (generalized Poincaré’s theorem [41]).
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Jﬁm+1\n+1(W)' Therefore M; belongs to the same bordism class [Ny] € Qi’fﬂ of Ny
in Fj. The situation is pictured in Fig. 3. 0

FiG. 3. Representation of quantum superhandle decomposition
of nonlinear quantum propagator V. = Vi ay Ve avV =
NOUPUNh 8‘/1 = MOUP1UM17 8‘/2 = M1UM2, with MO =
No = a, My = Ny. Furthermore M; = b|Jc and Ny =dJelU f.
OPy = OMyJOM; and 0Py = OMy|JOM,. Vi is (up to homeo-
morphisms) Ny with attached the handle hy, and V4 is obtained
by attaching the handle he to Mj, in such a way that Hs it re-
sults attached to ¢ only. (Therefore d is diffeomorphic to b.) One
has P = P U a, Po (For graphic reasons P, P; and P> do not
explicitly appear in the picture.)

Definition 2.4 (Quantum exchangions and quantum virtual particles). Let Ej, C

jﬁm+1\n+1(W) be a quantum super PDE in the category Qg and let V. C Ej be

a compact solution of a boundary value problem, i.e., OV = Ny U Ni. We call
quantum exchangions the quantum integral superhandle that are attached to obtain
intermediate Cauchy manifolds Nj ; defined in the proof of Theorem 2.2. We call
quantum virtual particles the intermediate quantum supermanifolds M; appearing
there. (See, also Fig. 3.)

Remark 2.5. Note the structural difference between quantum exchangions and
virtual particles. In fact, the first are quantum (m + 1|n + 1)-chains, hence having
the same dimension of solutions of Ey. Instead, the second ones are quantum
(m|n)-chains, hence having the same dimension of the initial and final Cauchy
data.'°

Proposition 2.6. A quantum exchangion does not change the integral bordism
class of N; with respect to No one.

101t is useful to emphasize that quantum exchangions and quantum virtual particles, well in-
terpret the meaning of “exchange particles” introduced in Feynman diagrams (1949) to represent
particle interactions, like photons (electro-magnetic interactions), W and Z particles (weak inter-
actions), gluons and gravitons (strong interactions). (See, e.g., Refs. [24, 39].) Furthermore, in
the framework of Theorem 2.2 we understand also that Regge trajectories and Regge resonances
(1959), introduced in the phenomenological theory of strong reactions by the pioneering works of
T. Regge [93] (and principally developed also by R. Blanckebecker and M. L. Goldberger [7], G. F.
Chew and S. C. Fraustschi [15], V. N. Gribov [29] and G. Veneziano [101]), find their interpretation
as quantum exchangions and quantum virtual particles.
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Proof. In fact Ny and M; must necessarily belong to the same quantum integral

bordism class in Q% since OV, = Ny L Mo and 9Vs = M L M3, and so on. O

mln
Proposition 2.7. Whether Ny is the disjoint union of two (or more) components,

e.g., No = aUb, then a quantum exchangion can change the quantum numbers of
a and b, even if the total quantum number of a Ub does not change.

Proof. This follows directly from Proposition 2.6. O

Definition 2.8 (Fundamental quantum particles). For a quantum system, encoded
by a quantum PDE Ej C J§@+1\n+1(W)7 we define quantum (m|n)-particles, ad-

missible quantum integral (m|n)-chains N C Ey C jfle'nH.

We call fundamental quantum (m/|n)-particles for the quantum PDE Ey., ones that
cannot be decomposed into other quantum particles.

Proposition 2.9. The fundamental quantum (m|n)-particles of quantum PDE
£, C JZ; (W), are identified with the bordism classes of the weak integral
X 5y

E,
m|n,w’ m|n,s’

+1|n+1

bordism group 2 (resp. singular integral bordism group € resp. integral

bordism group Qfﬁn ). Then we will distinguish into weak-fundamental quantum
(m|n)-particles, singular-fundamental quantum (m/|n)-particles, resp. fundamental
+1\n+1(W)'
Furthermore the exact commutative diagram (2) shows how such fundamental quan-
tum particles are related.

quantum (m|n)-particles respectively, for the quantum PDE E, C jjfl

0 0 0

\ 4 \
0 = Ko K¢ - Kiw = 0
(2) 0o — Kfl’il‘nfl,s — Qfﬁl‘n,l — QvE:Lk—l\nfl,s - 0
0 — Q,E;lk,l\nfl,w — Qka—l\nfl,w — 0

1 1

0 0

Proof. The proof follows directly from Definition 2.8, Theorem 2.2 and Proposition
3.3 in [75]. O

Remark 2.10. Let us emphasize that the concept of fundamental quantum parti-
cles, is strictly related to the quantum (super) PDE E’k, or in other words, to the
quantum theory encoded by Ey. Whether we aim to forget the framework defined
by Ey., and to discuss about Sfundamental quantum particles in general, we see that
the unique fundamental one is &. In fact, according to Lemma 2.3(3), we can
build any quantum particles just starting from &, and adding quantum handles or
quantum-cells.*!

HFrom this geometric structural point of view, we clearly understand that also some particles,
that are usually considered fundamental, cannot be considered so. For example electrons and
quarks are not quantum fundamental particles whether considered as geometric objects. This
agrees with experimental evidences that so-called “quasiparticles” with fractional charges, or with
separated quantum numbers (e.g., decay e~ — spinon + orbiton), were detected. (See, e.g.
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Example 2.11 (Two-body high energy reactions). Let us consider the following
typical two-body strong reactions: 7~ +p — 104n, 7t +p = 7t 4p, 7t +p = pat.
The first reaction can be considered obtained with a nonlinear quantum propagator
having an intermediate virtual neutral p meson, with charge exchange. In the sec-
ond reaction the nonlinear quantum propagator has an intermediate virtual double
electric charged particle and a neutral quantum pomeron poy,, quantum exchangion
iLl‘l, representing an elastic scattering. In the third reaction can be considered the
nonlinear quantum propagator has an intermediate virtual neutron n, in backward
scattering. In other words, in all these reactions the final Cauchy data can be ob-
tained from the initial one by means of two adjoint elementary bordisms.*?

Example 2.12 (Proton-proton chain reactions). In the following we shall see that
solutions, representing proton-proton chain reactions, typical in the Sun for the
production of $He, can be encoded with nonlinear quantum propagators, admitting
handle decompositions. In general one can classify such reactions into five basic
groups.t

(I) Production of 4 He with intermediate particles {e*, ve, v, 2H = 2D, $He}. 4

1H+1H et +ve +2H + 042 MeV
(3) D+1H — 3He+ v +5.49 MeV
SH+3He —2{H +3He+ 12.86 MeV

(IT) Production of 3 He with intermediate particles {v., 7, ;Be, $Li}. '°

SHe+3He — [Be + v
(4) iBe+e” — iLi+v. + 0.383 —0.861 MeV
TLi+1H — 23He

(ITT) Production of 3 He with intermediate particles {e*, v, 7, ;Be, §Be, §B}. 1°

SHe+4He — +[Be+~
(5) Be+1H -8B+~

8B = 8Be+et + v,

8Be — 24He

[25, 95].) Furthermore, it is important to distinguish the concept of quantum fundamental particle,
from the one of quantum stable particle. Without any quantum theory, i.e., without any quantum
(super) PDE, for the first the unique one is &, and for the second, it is a no sense. On the other
hand, with respect to a quantum (super) PDE E‘k we can understand that the concept of stability
is just related to the integral bordism groups of Ek, hence from this point of view the concept of
“fundamental particle” and “stable particle” become related each other one.

12The quantum virtual particles there involved can be considered generalizations in the geomet-
ric theory of quantum (super)PDEs, of objects called reggeons in analogous reactions considered
in the framework of the phenomenological theory of strong reactions developed in the first two
decades of the second half of the last century. (See, e.g., [23].) However, let us emphasize that
pomeron is better represented as quantum exchangion than a quantum virtual particle. In fact,
pomeron, as usually considered in the phenomenological theory of strong reactions, does not carry
charge [23]. On the other hand in the elastic scattering 7+ +p — 7t + p it is impossible that
the quantum virtual particle should be neutral one, whether the nonlinear quantum propagator
is not exotic. (See [90].)

131t us recall the nucleus-notation éX, where X denotes the chemical symbol, A =7+ N is
the mass number, with Z the atomic number=number of protons and N the number of neutrons.

11y the Sun this chain reaction is dominant in the temperature range 10— 14 M K. In presence
of electrons, on has also the secondary reaction et + e~ — 2y + 1.02Mwv.

1511 the Sun this chain reaction is dominant in the temperature range 14 — 23 M K.

161y the Sun this chain reaction is dominant in the temperatures that exceeds 23 M K.
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IV) Production of §He from the 3He interaction with proton.
6) SHe+1H — 3He+e" + v, + 18.8 MeV.

(
(
(V) Production of deuterium from the electron capture by two protons.
(7) 1H+e +1H — 1D +v..

In Fig. 4 we represent some solutions corresponding to reactions in (1). By using
the definition introduced in [83], we can say that in both reactions there represented,
the nonlinear quantum propagator V', is a quantum matter-solution. Furthermore,
in the second reaction, the handle decomposition of V', identifies a Goldstone piece

Vo = Vﬂ(Go@ne). This is the part arriving to .

V=V, UV,UV; V=V,UV,UV;

Fia. 4. Representation of some solutions of p 4 p reaction chain.
From left to right. 1H +1H — e™ + v, + H. Here the non-
linear quantum propagator V has a three step decomposition:
V1 U Ve V3. Furthermore there is a virtual quantum particle M;
with a double electric charge. One has Vi = My x DI, Vi = 1t
and V3 = b1 (A1, The final Cauchy data is represented by three
disjoint supermanifolds. In the reaction 2D + }H — 3He + v, the
nonlinear quantum propagator V' has a three step decomposition
too: Vi JValUVs, but Vi = My x DU, Vo = bt and Vs = hllL
There is a double electric charged virtual quantum particle Ms,
and the final Cauchy data is represented by two disjoint quantum
supermanifolds.

3. Surgery in Quantum Super Yang-Mills PDEs

Let us emphasize, now, that in the reactions considered in the above section, we
have not really specified the contribution of a specific quantum PDE, i.e., we have
not considered some specific integral bordism group. On the other hand, without
the introduction of these fundamental structures, what we can do is reproduce some
phenomenological theory like dispersion relations and Regge models that cannot be
but predictive dynamical theories. Therefore to dynamically encode, for example,
proton-proton reactions we shall use the quantum super Yang-Mills PDE, and to
solve suitable boundary value problems. We have formulated this general theory in
some our previous works [82, 83]. In the following we shall consider some particular
applications.



12 AGOSTINO PRASTARO

—

Definition 3.1 (Quantum scattering processes in (Y M)). We call quantum scat-

o —

tering process in (Y M) any boundary value problem where are fived two disjoint

7

Cauchy data Ny, N1 € (YM). The first is called initial Cauchy data and the sec-

—

ond the final Cauchy data. A solution of a quantum scattering process in (Y M)

o —

is any nonlinear quantum propagator V. C (Y M), such that OV = Ny U Ny, if

—

ONy = ON1 = &, otherwise OV = NoU P U Ny, with P C (Y M), integral manifold
such that 0P = ONy U ON7.

—

Theorem 3.2 (Quantum scattering processes in (Y M) on 4-dimensional quan-
tum super Minkowskian manifold). Let us assume that the base manifold M of

— —

(Y M) is a (4]4)-dimensional quantum super Minkowski manifold. Then (Y M) is a
quantum extended crystal PDE. Furthermore, if we consider admissible only inte-
gral boundary manifolds, with orientable classic limit, and with zero characteristic

(Y/AY):O and

quantum supernumbers, (full admissibility hypothesis), one has: leg

—

(Y M) becomes a quantum 0-crystal super PDE. Hence we get existence of global
QW solutions for any boundary condition of class Q3.

Elementary nonlinear quantum propagators V' are (4|4)-dimensional quantum su-
permanifolds with boundary OV = No|J P N1, such that V is homeomorphic to
D4 One can classify V' on the ground of its boundary OV . This can be diffeo-

morphic to a quantum exotic supersphere 2318 or to a quantum supersphere S313 17

Proof. In D = 4, the usual N-supersymmetric extension g of the Poincaré algebra
p = s0(1,3) & t, is a Zo-graded vector space g = go © g1, with a graded Lie
bracket, such that go = p @ b, where b is a reductive Lie algebra, such that its
self-adjoint part is the tangent space to a real compact Lie group.'® Furthermore
g1 = (3,0) @5 & (0,3) ®s*, where (1,0) and (0, 3) are specific representations
of the Poincaré algebra. Both components are conjugate to each other under the
x conjugation. s is a N-dimensional complex representation of b and s* its dual
representation.'® Note also that the Lie bracket for the odd part is usually denoted

by {,} in theoretical physics. Then with such a notation one has
(8) {Q4, Q}) = 89 (4 C)apPu + U (Clap + VI (Cs)ap

where UY = —UJ Vil = —VJ? are the (N — 1)N central charges, C' is the (an-
tisymmetric) charge conjugation matrix, (Q%)i=1,.. n, are the N Majorana spinor
supersymmetry charge generators. The dynamical components i, i = 1,..., N,
of the quantum fundamental field, corresponding to the generators Q°, are called
quantum gravitinos. So in a quantum N-SG-Yang-Mills PDE, one distinguishes N
quantum gravitino types, (and (N — 1)N central charges).

Then a quantum superextension of g is A ®g g, where A is a quantum superalge-
bra. This can be taken A C L(H), where H is a super-Hilbert space. (See also
Refs.[75].) In Tab. 2 are reported supersymmetric semi-simple tensor extensions of

BN general nonlinear quantum propagators are not elementary ones, but can be decomposed
in elementary ones.

I8A reductive Lie algebra is the sum of a semisimple and an abelian Lie algebra. Since a
semisimple Lie algebra is the direct sum of simple algebras, i.e., non-abelian Lie algebras, [;, where
the only ideals are {0} and {l;}, it follows that b can be represented in the form b =a® 3, ;.

191f p : g — L(V) is a representation of Lie algebra, its dual p : g — L(V), working on the
dual space V, is defined by p(u) = —p(u), Vu € g.
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TABLE 2. Supersymmetric semi-simple tensor extension Poincaré
algebra in D = 4.

[Japgs Jvs] = ngyJas + NasI gy — NayJps — MgsJavy, [PasPgl = cZap

[Jap: Py] =1y Pa — nayPs,  [Jap, Z~s) = NasZpy + Mgy Zas — NavZps — NpsZa~y

(Zag, Py = #(nﬁ'ypa —NavPp)s  [Zaps Zs5) = 4‘22 (NasZa~ + Mgy Zas — NayZps — NasLa~)
ap @) = —(0asQr:  [Pay @] = 6(1aQ)y,  [Zapr @) = — 12 (005Q4)

[Qa,Qp] = —b[22(v°C)apPs + (070 C)ap Zys)

Poincaré algebra in D = 4 too. There a, b and ¢ are constants. This algebra ad-
mits the following splitting: so(3,1) @ osp(1,4), where s0(3, 1) is the 4-dimensional
Lorentz algebra and osp(1,4) is the orthosymplectic algebra. Then, by considering
the quantum superextension A @g [50(3,1) @ osp(1,4)], where A is a quantum su-
peralgebra, and with respect to the splitting i = @i+ @t + %t of the fundamental
field fi, we get:
ol = Pa0odz
9) of= Ja,@@;‘Bd:ﬂ
%ﬂ = [ZaﬁA?;ﬁ + Qai(bgl]dx'y-
The dynamic equation are resumed in Tab. 3.
TABLE 3. Local expression of (Y/J\Y) C JD?*(W) and Bianchi iden-
tity (B) C JD*(W).

| (Field equations) Eg = —(QB.REA) + [éﬁRﬂg,RB?c]}Jr =0 | (YM) |
R 4, = [(0Xa, 555 + 3CK 1], i), )+ (Fields)
(Bianchi identities) B§A1A2 = (aXH.ng] a,)t %Cﬁ[ﬁ%’Ri]Azh =0 (B)
L :

3 3
RE 4 Q1 CIDW) = A BE, , :Q2CJDXW) = A Ef:QyCIDAW)— A.

—

We call quantum graviton a quantum metric g obtained by a solution fi of (Y M),
via the corresponding quantum vierbein.
Since H3(M;K) = 0, we get

—_—

(YM) ~ o(YM)
Q3|3,w :Q3|3,s

(10) =~ Ap Qg Hs(W;K) @ A1 @y Ha(W;K)
= Ao Qx Hs(M;K) @ Ay Qy Hs(M;K) =0

— —

So (Y M) is a quantum extended crystal super PDE. However, in general, (Y M)
is not a quantum O-crystal super PDE. In fat one has the following short exact
sequence

0 ker(5) af), I oM ——o

—

hence Q?I;)M) = ker(j) # 0. Note that ker(j) is made by [N] € QS‘EM) such that

N = 0V, where V is some (4|4)-dimensional quantum supermanifolfd identified
with a submanifold of jf| 4+(W). However, if we consider admissible only integral
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boundary manifolds, with orientable classic limit, and with zero characteristic quan—

tum supernumbers, (full admissibility hypothesis), one has: Q?I;)M) =0, and ( M)
becomes a quantum O-crystal super PDE. Hence we get existence of global Qg
solutions for any boundary condition of class Q5°.

Then we get the exact commutative diagram (11). (For notation see [82, 83].)

(YM Y M)
(11) 0—>K§|32)—>Q3|3 : Q( ' ——0
0 Kl Q) Qs 0

Taking into account the result by Thom on the unoriented cobordism groups [100],
we can calculate Q¢ = Zo @ Zo @ Zz. Then, we can represent {2 as a subgroup
of a 3-dimensional crystallographic group type [G(3)]. In fact, we can consider the
amalgamated subgroup Da X Zsxp, D4, and monomorphism Qg — Da X Zo*p, Day,
given by (a,b,c) — (a,b,b,c). Alternatively we can consider also Qg — Dy *p, Dy.
(See Appendix C in [81] for amalgamated subgroups of [G(3)].) In any case the
crystallographic dimension of (Y/ﬁ) is 3 and the crystallographic space group type
are Dog or Dy, belonging to the tetragonal syngony.

o If the initial and final Cauchy data are non-closed compact bounded 3|3-dimensional
quantum supermanifolcls, we can consider the exact commutative diagram reported
n (12) There B.‘.(Ek;A) = ker(8|é.‘.(Ek;A)), Z.‘ (Ek,A) = im (8|C’.‘.(EA';C;A))7

fl.‘.(EA’k;A) = Z.|.(Ek;A)/B.|.(Ek;A). Furthermore,

bela] € Bor.|.(E’k;A) =a—b=0c, ce€ C’.‘.(EA’;C;A),
belal € C’yc.‘.(EAk;A) = J(a—b) =0,

~ 0a=0b=0
A A
beld e c...,swk);»{ Ol e Cuntn ) }

It follows the canonical isomorphism: AQ,‘,_’S(EA;C) = fl.‘.(EA’k; A). As C'.|.(E’k; A)
is a free two-sided projective A-module, one has the unnatural isomorphism:

Bor.|.(Ek; A) = AQ.‘.)S(Ek) @ C’yc.‘.(EAk; A).

Then a = Nyo|J P and b = Ny belong to the same bordism group. More precisely
one has
bE[]EBor3‘3, Sa—-b=0c, c=V,

such that, OV = Ny P U Ni. In general one has the following relation with the
(closed) bordism group QgE"g

BorEk ~ QE’“

_ Ek
3)3 = 3|3 @ Cyc3|3

where the cyclism group Cycglg, is defined by the condition b € [a] € Cyc?)‘3 iff

d(a—b) = 0. Since, under the full admissibility hypothesis, one has Qs\ 5 =0, we get

Ek ~
Borg‘3 = Oy03‘3

are identified with (3|3)-dimensional bounded compact quantum supermanifolds,

Therefore, we can say that inequivalent quantum particles in Ek,

Cauchy data in Ek, that are in correspondence one-to-one with bordism classes in



STRONG REACTIONS IN QUANTUM SUPER PDE’S.II 15

Borf"g = C’ycgg. Therefore, we get that the group of such fundamental particles

are identified with
Ciy3(Er; A)/ By (Ex; A) = Cap3(Er; A) Zays(Ei; A).

(12) 0 0

0 —>B.‘.(Ek,A) —— _Q|O(EkyA) —— _Q|O(EkyA) —0

Cajo(Er; A) === C4js(E1; A)

00— AQ-\.,S

(Bp) —= Bor.‘.(EA‘k; A) —— C'y(:.‘,(Ek; A)—0

0 0

e Above results mean that all (3]3)-dimensional closed integral quantum superman-
ifolds X C Ej are boundary of some 4|4-dimensional integral quantum supermani-
fold V C Ek, i.e., X = V. In other words, fixing two Cauchy data Ny and Nj in
E}., we can consider a quantum non-linear propagator V between them, identified
by means of a (3]3)-dimennsional closed compact integral quantum supermanifold
X C Ey, such that X = Ny U P U N;. Therefore a quantum non-linear propagator
between Ny and Np can be identified with a connected (3]3)-dimennsional closed
compact integral quantum supermanifold X C Ey, homeomorphic to Ny |J P J N;.
Since Q33 = 0, it follows that we can represent such quantum non-linear propa-
gators, with a (3|3)-dimensional quantum supersphere $313. Taking into account
results contained in [88], we can also distinguish between them (3|3)-dimensional
quantum exotic superspheres 3313, These last are classified with respect to the
equivalence relation induced by quantum diffeomorphisms.

X=N, UP U N,
s
~ b}
5 o'
P
= D)
'S )
2 I,
2

F1G. 5. Representation of an elementary quantum non-linear prop-
agator V', identified by means of a (3|3)-dimensional quantum su-
persphere X = Ny |J P N1, such that 0V = X.

In Fig. 5 is represented the boundary X = 0V, of an elementary quantum non-
linear propagator V, represented as a (3|3)-dimensional quantum supersphere 313,
Therefore, such quantum non-linear propagators are homeomorphic to a (4]4)-
dimensional quantum superdisk D**. Fixing a (3|3)-dimensional quantum (exotic)
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supersphere X ~ 3313 ¢ Ej, we can embed there (3|3)-dimensional quantum su-
perdisks a;, ¢ =1,--- ,pand b;, j =1,--- ,q, and consider the (4|4)-dimennsional
quantum integral submanifold V' C Ek, identified by a fixed boundary X. Then we
can consider V' the quantum non-linear propagator between Ny = J; -, <p Qi and
N1 = U, <<, by, such that OV = NoJ P N1, with P = X\ (No U N1).

e [t is important to remark that above quantum non-linear propagators, V', cannot

— 2

be considered regular solutions in the equation (YM) C JD (W), but are nec-
essarily singular solutions there. However, by considering the natural embedding

JD2(W) < j42‘4(W) we can consider V' as regular solution of (Y/]\T) C jf|4(W).
But, whether Ny is not diffeomorphic to N1, we cannot say that V is diffeomorphic
to No x D', Hence, the integrable full-quantum vector field ¢ : V — TV, relating

Ny to N7, must necessarily be singular one.

—

e For any quantum conservation law « of (Y M) we have < a, X >= 0, if X = 9V,
where V' is a nonlinear quantum propagator between Ny and N;. Therefore we get
the relation (13) between quantum numbers induced by the quantum conservation

laws:20

(13) <a,Ng>—<a, N, >=—<a,P>€B.

Therefore, identifying nonlinear quantum propagators, for Ny and Ny, with (4]4)-
dimensional quantum integral superdisks D** C Ej., we get that the relation (13)
between the corresponding quantum conservation supernumbers, gives

P S\ (No| M),

O

Similar considerations hold for the observed quantum non-linear propagators. (See
also [82, 83].)

Theorem 3.3. The observed dynamic equation m[z], by means of a quantum
relativistic frame, is a quantum extended crystal super PDE. Moreover, under the
full admissibility hypothesis, it becomes a quantum 0-crystal super PDE.

—

Proof. The evaluation of (Y M) on a macroscopic shell i(M¢) C M is given by the
equations reported in Tab. 4.

TABLE 4. Local expression of (Y/J\Y)M C JD?(i*W) and Bianchi

idenity (B)[i] C JD?(i*W).

(Observed Field Equations) (Do .REPY 4 [aﬁﬂé, R7eB], =0 (Y M)[i]
RE oy = (0810, -BK) + 305t Ei 1 (Observed Fields)
(Observed Bianchi Identities) (85[7.}%51&2]) + %Cﬁﬂ[{yRilaQ] =0 (B)[7]

This equation is also formally integrable and completely integrable. Furthermore,
the 3-dimensional integral bordism group of (Y M)[é] and its infinity prolongation

20 1 the particular case that P = &, i.e., 9Ng = ON; = &, then < a, Ng >=< «, N1 >.
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—

(Y M)[i]+ o0 are trivial, under the full admissibility hypothesis:

QgYM)[i] ~ QgYM)[iHoo &~ ().

So equation m[z] C JD2(i*W) becomes a quantum 0-crystal super PDE and
it admits global (smooth) solutions for any fixed time-like 3-dimensional (smooth)
boundary conditions. Whether Ny 22 Np, has as a consequence that, considering

the analog boundary value problem in the observed PDE (?-\]\/[)[Z] C J2W, cannot
exist an observed smooth solution V', representing an observed quantum non-linear
propagator between Ny and N;. The corresponding observed nonlinear quantum
propagator must necessarily be singular one. 0

4. Some open problems in high energy physics solved

In this section we will use the geometric mathematical architecture of the algebraic
topology of quantum super PDEs previously developed to answer to some important
open problems in High Energy Physics.

e Let us, first, consider the following question: “Does exist a linear dependence be-

o —

tween square mass and spin in a solution of the quantum PDE (Y M) 2721 We shall
see that in general such simple dependence for quantum solutions is not assured,
but there is a very more complex relation between quantum mass and quantum
spin.

Let us recall our some previous results about quantum torsion.

The quantum vierbein curvature ®f{ identifies, by means of the quantum vierbein
6 a quantum field S : M — HomZ(AgM;TM), that we call quantum torsion,
associated to fi. In quantum coordinates one can write

(14) S = zc © SSpda? ANdx®, 895 = 0% RE .

Furthermore, with respect to a quantum relativistic frame ¢ : N — M, the quantum
torsion S identifies a A-valued (1, 2)-tensor field on N, S=i*S: N - A®g AIN @r
TN, that we call quantum torsion of the observed solution.

We say that an observed solution has a quantum spin, if the observed solution has
an observed torsion

(15)

S=i*8=0z,® Y Slydz*Ada’: N — AReN@pAS(N) = AQpAS(N)@aTN
0<a<pB<3

21This question arises from some semiclassical approaches that suggest to consider the following
relation J ~ o/ M2, between angular momentum J and mass M, for a spherical rotating object.
This is just the philosophy of so-called Regge trajectories. Such linear trajectories are used to
interpret scattering amplitudes strong reactions and are usually seen as gluonic strings attached
to quarks at the end points. However there are also more exotic points of view where instead are
considered pion excitations of light hadrons. (See, e.g., [17].)
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with 536(1)) = —§ga(p) € A, p € N, that satisfies the following conditions,
(quantum-spin-conditions):
S=3®1

5= 0<acp<s Sapdr® N dzP i N — A®gr AIN,
Lo gaﬁ(p) = _gﬁa(p) € Au pe Nu
(16) Y]S=0
I

S)\ﬁ = Saﬁw
Sagt® =0 [

where 1) is the velocity field on N of the time-like foliation representing the quan-
tum relativistic frame on N. When conditions (16) are satisfied, we say that the
solution considered admits a quantum spin-structure, with respect to the quantum
relativistic frame. We call s the quantum 2-form spin of the observed solution. Let
{€*}o<a<s be coordinates on N, adapted to the quantum relativistic frame. Then
one has the following local representations:

(17) { s = gijdfi N dfj } .
We define quantum spin-vector-field of the observed solution
(18) 3=< 6,5 >= [ 0"3dEP = 5,dEP = Gpdac® = 5 = 06;5,9" = 96,3

where €0, = /|9 52}1/2}\3{) is the completely antisymmetric tensor density on N. One
has s”(p) € A, p € N. The classification of the observed solution on the ground
of the spectrum of [3]> = 573, and its (quantum helicity), i.e., component s, is

reported in Tab. 5.

TABLE 5. Local quantum spectral-spin-classification of m[z] solutions.

| Definition | Name |
Sp(|3(p)[?) C b= {h%s(s+1)]s e N={0,1,2,...}}, Sp(5:(p)) C¢ bosonic-polarized
SP(‘ 5(p)?) C§={r*s(s+1)|s = 2n+1 nmeN={0,1,2,...}}, Sp(5:(p)) C ¢ | fermionic-polarized
Sp(I3@)*) N = Sp(|3(p)|>) Nf=o unpolarized
Sp(|5(p)|?) Nb # @,and/or Sp(|s(p)|?>) N|# @ mixt-polarized

[3(p)|?2 =37 (p)3,(p) € A, peN. c={hms|ms = —s,—s+1,--- ,s— 1,s}. 5. quantum helicity.

s= spin quantum number; ms= spin orientation quantum number.

(?\]\/[) is a functional stable quantum super PDE since it is completely integrable
and formally integrable. (See Theorem 2.34 in [83]). For the same reason it ad-

mits (YM),  C J D>(W) like stable quantum extended crystal PDE. Further-
more, since its symbol ¢y is not trivial, any global solution V' C (Y/ﬁ) can be
unstable, and the corresponding observed solution, can appear unstable in finite
times. However, global smooth solution, result stable in finite times in (Y M),
Finally the asymptotic stability study of global solutions of (Y M), with respect
to a quantum relativistic frame, can be performed by means of Theorem 2.46 in
[83], since, for any section s : M — W, on the fibers of FE[s] — M there exists
a non-degenerate scalar product. In fact, E[s] & W, as W is a vector bundle
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over M. Furthermore, for any section s, we can identify on M a non degener-
ate metric g,%? that beside the rigid metric g on g, identifies a non-degenerate

metric on each fiber E[s], = W, = Homyz(T,M;g), ¥p € M. In fact we get
&) &) = 9, , 9P (D)EX (p) @ E'B(p) € A

—=L

Solutions of (Y M) that encode nuclear-charged plasmas, or nuclides, dynamics.
These are described by solutions that, when observed by means of a quantum
relativistic frame have at any ¢ € T, i.e., frame-proper time, compact sectional
support B, C N. The global mass at the time ¢, i.e. the evaluation

me = [ m(t, &)\ /det(gi;)dEr A dE* A dg?
By
of such mass on the space-like section Bi, gives the global mass-contents of the
nuclear-plasmas or nuclides, in their ground-eigen-states, at the proper time ¢.
Whether such solutions are asymptotically stable, then they interpret the meaning
of stable nuclear-plasmas or nuclides.

Lemma 4.1. If a solution admits spin structure, then we get |S|? = |3|2. Further-
more in a frame-adapted coordinates we can write
317 =3ap 3247 4y
(19) — 5053 ,
= fij @ RE; @ RY B = |52,

Proof. Let us first recall that the quantum torsion S : M — Homyz(AZM; T M)
and its dual S : M — HomZ(TM;A%M) are defined, for any p € M, by the
compositions reported in (20).

(20)
o P S o V8 S A L ¥ 10 YY)
S(p) S(p)

Then, by taking the pull-back with respect to the embedding i : N — M, identified
by the quantum relativistic frame, we get

|2 =i*(58) = 57,59 = Ik @Rls @ Ry 1L

Therefore, taking into account that in the case of solution with spin structure, one

has §$ﬁ =), 3% and §g5 = )7 5,5, we get (19). O
e The following shows how thermodynamic functions can be associated to solutions
of (YM).

Let H be the Hamiltonian corresponding to an observed solution of (7\J\/[) Let us
recall that H is a A-valued function on the 4-dimensional space-time IV, considered
in the quantum relativistic frame. Let us denote by E € Sp(H). If N(E) =
tro(E — H ) denotes the degeneracy of E, let us define local partition function of

221¢ should be more precise to denote g with the symbol g[s], since it is identified by means of
the section s.
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the observed solution the Laplace transform of the degeneracy N(FE), with respect
the spectrum Sp(H) of H. We get

_ —BE

Z(B) = fsp(ﬁ) e PEN(E)IE N

(21) = Jspin ¢ PEtr 6(E - H)dE

=tre PH,
So we get the following formula
(22) Z(B) = tre PH
where  is the Laplace transform variable and it does not necessitate to be inter-
preted as the “inverse temperature”, i.e., § = ﬁ, where kp is the Boltzmann’s
constant. If 8 = %BG then the system encoded by the observed solution of m,
is in equilibrium with a heat bath (canonical system). Note that all above objects

are local functions on the space-time N. The same holds for 8. We can interpret
Z () as a normalization factor for the local probability density

1
(23) P(E) = EN(E)@"’E
that the system, encoded by the observed solution, should assume the local energy
E, with degeneration N(F). In fact we have:
1 Z

(24) 1= / P(E)dE = — N(E)e PPdE = Z.

Sp(H) Z Jspim) Z
As a by-product we get that the local average energy < E >= e can be written, by
means of the partition function, in the following way:

(25) e=—(08InZ).

In fact, one has

¢ = [sym EP(E)AE = 7 [5,) EN(E)e PPdE
(26) =1 Jspcimy Etr6(E — H)e PEJE
= Ltr(He Py = —1(98.2) = —(98.n Z).
When we can interpret 5 = ﬁ, then one can write
(27) e =rph*(00.In Z).

Then we get also that the local energy fluctuation is expressed by means of the
variance of e:

(28) < (AE)? >=< (FE —e)? >= (0p0B.1n 2).

Furthermore, we get for the local heat capacity C, the following formula:

(29) C, = (90.¢) = ——

2
D < (AE)” >.

We can define the local entropy by means of the following formula:
(30) s = —AB/ _ P(E)lnP(E)dE.
Sp(H)

In fact one can prove that one has the usual relation by means of the energy. Really
we get:
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s =—kp [o 1) P(E)In P(E)dE
(31) { = IQB(IH% (f)ﬁe) = (00.(kp0In 2)).

Then from the relation s = kp(InZ + fe) we get e = 0s — kplnZ, hence also
(0s.e) = 0. This justifies the definition of entropy given in (30). Furthermore, from
(81) we get also % InZ =e—0s = f, where fis the Helmoltz free energy. It follows
the following expression of the local Helmoltz free energy, by means of the local
partition function Z:

(32) f=e—0s=—kpllnZ.

Conversely, from (32) it follows that the partition function can be expressed by
means of the local Helmoltz free energy

(33) Z=ePt

So we see that the local thermodynamic functions, can be expressed as scalar-valued
differential operators on the fiber bundle Wi] x y TON — N.
The concept of quantum states can be also related to a proof for existence of solu-

tions with mass-gap. In fact, we have proved that equation (Y M) admits local and
global solutions with mass-gap. These are contained into a sub-equation, (Higgs-

—

quantum super PDE), (Iﬁg;s) C (Y M), that is formally integrable and completely
integrable, and also a stable quantum super PDE. If H3(M;K) = 0, (Higgs) is also

a quantum extended crystal super PDE. In general solutions contained in (Higgs)
are not stable in finite times. However there exists an associated stabilized quantum
super PDE, (resp. quantum extended crystal super PDE), where all global smooth
solutions are stable in finite times. Furthermore, there exists a quantum super

_—

partial differential relation, (quantum Goldstone-boundary), (Go@ne) C (YM),
bounding (Higgs), such that any global solution of (Y M), loses/acquires mass, by

crossing (Goldstone).

Example 4.2. Now, let us answer to the question: “Do pictures in Fig. 4 repre-

sent possible smooth integral manifolds, i.e., solutions, of (Y M), or (Y M)[i], with
respect to a quantum relativistic frame ¢ 7”

—

Taking into account above results on (Y M) and (Y M)[i], we can answer, “yes”,
accepted that the initial and final Cauchy data have the same quantum numbers,

-

identified by the quantum conservation laws of (Y M) and (Y M)[i] respectively.
Furthermore, we can state that such solutions must necessarily be singular ones,
since in order that should be smooth, it is necessary that V' should be diffeomorphic
to Ny X D op No x I. Then in such a case we should also have Ny = Ny. There-
fore we can conclude that nonlinear quantum propagators representing reactions
considered i Example 2.11 cannot be smooth solutions, but singular ones.

Lemma 4.3. The quantum mass of a solution of (Y M) can be written, in coordi-
nates adapted to a quantum relativistic frame, in the form reported in (34).

1~ 1.
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Proof. The quantum Hamiltonian can be written in the form reported in (35).
(35) H=gH+ gH + xH.

This follows directly, by considering the expression for the quantum Hamiltonian,
by using the splitting induced by the quantum superalgebra g, and by taking into
account the condition that the solution admits a spin structure. The corresponding
calculus is reported in (36) and following ones.

H =1(RK R%—NBEQ)
(®R ®RK ®ua3 ®RK )
(36) +1(o R;“f ©R @w ©R ’)
+3 (xR w R — iy w RYY)
= ®H +oH + xH.

ol

In coordinates adapted to the quantum relativistic frame, we get that z/})‘ = 53‘, and
since

®lik @ Ras = Sap = ap 9
we get @ik ®I~E§ﬁ = §}lﬁ =0 and gu% ®I~E§ﬁ = §25 = Sap8. Therefore we have
ISP = |~|2 = ®MK olihs o Ry ohf
(37) = hx ®Hb ®Raﬁ ®R ap +A

—5K ®Raﬁ®R —|—A
_®Raﬁ®R —|—A

with

(38) A = ofi% [REs. ot |o RY + olik @ REsl0 Ry, ot |-
So, in general, we can write

(39) olleRy =157 -

and by using equation (36) we get the expression (40) for the quantum Hamiltonian
in terms of quantum torsion.

(40) H:%@F—%A+©H+%H

As a by-product, we get that the quantum mass of an observed solution by means of

a quantum relativistic frame i : N — M, of (Y M)[i], the alternative representation
(34) in terms of quantum torsion. O

Definition 4.4. Let us define reduced quantum mass of an observed solution by
means of a quantum relativistic frame i : N — M, of (Y M)[i]:

14
M5m+§A—m©—m.p.

Theorem 4.5. There is the following direct relation between reduced quantum mass
and quantum torsion:

1 ~
M = Z|SP.
515
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Definition 4.6. Let us define phenomenological quantum spin of an observed so-

lution by means of a quantum relativistic framei: N — M, of (Y M)[i], a A-valued
quantum scalar J such that:*
Vi =192

Corollary 4.7 (Quantum Regge-type trajectories). There is the following direct
relation between reduced quantum mass and phenomenological quantum spin:

1
2 _ —
(41) M? = 2.

We call quantum Regge-type trajectories the relation (41) between quantum square
mass M? and the phenomenological quantum spin J.

oV=(aub)uPuc oV’'=buUP’U(a’Uc)
d V ’
a
C
C

b
oP=(0auodb)uodc oP’=0buU(0a’ o)

Fi1G. 6. Representation of a nonlinear quantum propagator V', for
a reaction a + b — ¢, and its quantum nonlinear anti-propagator
V', corresponding to the reaction b — a’+ ¢, obtained for quantum
crossing symmetry.

e Another question, in a sense related to the previous problem, is the dynamical
justification of the Gell-Mann-Nishijima formula. This actually has not yet found
a dynamical derivation.?® Really dynamical characterizations of hypercharge and
3" isospin component, can be obtained by means of electric charge, by giving the
dynamical expression of this last quantity with respect to a quantum relativistic
frame. This is obtained in the following theorem.

Theorem 4.8 (Quantum Gell-Mann-Nishijima formula and electric-charge-gap-so-
lutions). We define square-fundamental electric charge of an observed solution V

23The natural meaning of V/J is the A-valued function on N, such that: VINI = J.
24The more interesting effort in this direction was an heuristic semiclassical justification given
in [16].
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of (Y%[z], the littlest value in the spectrum Sp(w) of the observed quantum elec-
tromagnetic energy W, and denote it by ¢>. We say that V has an electric-charge
gap if ¢> > 0. (In general ¢*> > 0.) The quantum electric charge, Q(t), of an
observed solution V' of (Y M)[i], at the proper time t, is expressed by the formula
(42).

(42) Qz(t) f [@R ©ROK + %Rm 'Z‘ROK + ®BOz ®BOK + ©BK©BOK + %Bm ’I‘BOK} @neA

where n = \/gTjdﬁl A dE? A dE3 is the canonical space-like volume form on oy C V.
This last is the 3-dimensional space-like sub-manifold of V' at the time t. Further-
more, we call quantum hypercharge, Y(t), (resp. quantum 3*-isospin component,
fg(t)), at the proper time t, the elements of the quantum (super)algebra A, such
that holds the formula (43) (quantum Gell-Mann-Nishijima formula).

(43) Q*(t) = (s(t) + Y())za\ﬁEA

—

where A is the definition time-set of the considered solution of (Y M)[i].

o The spectral content of Q(t) is given by Sp( :l:\/

o There exists an open sub-equation (YM )] w (YM )[ ] quantum electromagnetic-
Higgs PDE, that is formally integrable and completely integrable, where live all solu-
tions with electric-charge gap. The boundary 8(?\]\/[)[2']11, = (?\]\/[)[z]w \ (Y%[z]w C
(?\]\4)[1], is a partial differential relation that we call quantum electromagnetic-
Goldstone boundary and denote by (Gomne)[i]w. An electrically neutral con-
nected, simply connected, 3-dimensional Cauchy data N C (?\]\/[)[z], cannot be
contained into (Y%[z]w Let V' be a nonlinear gquantum propagator, such that
0V = NoU P U Ny, with Ny C m[z]w and N1 ¢ m[z]w Let us assume that

N, r = 0,1, are connected, simply connected particles, hence Ny has an electric-
charge gap. The particle Ny, instead cannot have electric-charge gap. Thus, V', by

crossing (Goldstone)[ily, loses its electric-charge gap, passing from No to Ny, and
vice Versa.

Pmof The solution V' identifies a quantum-electric-charge field E= 1/)JR ®E +
@E + F and a quantum-magnetic-charge field B = wj (*R) = ®B + @B + xB.
Assuming that the solution V has a quantum spin, one has gF = 0. (See [83].)

Then the quantum electro-magnetic-charge energy of the solution of (Y M)[i] is
given by equation (44).

(44)

W = e+ = ©Ro; @ Rox + xR xRk +oBo; @ Box +©Bo; @ Bix + B x Bl
Therefore the quantum electromagnetic energy of the space-like set oy is given by the
expression on the right in (42). We define quantum electric charge contained, at the
proper time ¢, into a space-like set oy C V', Q(t) € A, such that Q2 f W) 2
Then equation (43) gives a dynamical definition for ¥ and Is.

25This is justified taking into account that the electric charge contained into a 3-dimensional

set having the electromagnetic energy W, is ¢2 = 2C' W, with C the capacity of this set. Therefore
2

Q? = g—c. i.e., the formula (42) is normalized with respect to a factor form Keiectric—charge(t) =

1
3C) "
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To prove the last part of the theorem it is enough to consider the continuous
mapping w : (YM)[i] — A, defined by means of equation (44). Set (Y M)[i], =

()" H(G(A)) (Y%[z] Then m[z]w is an open quantum PDE of m[z],
hence retains the same formal properties of this last equation. The rest of the
proof follows the same line of the ones of Theorem 3.28 in [83] about solutions

o —

with mass-gap. Let us only emphasize that a neutral particles Ny C (Y M)[i], with

trivial topology, i.e., connected and simply connected, cannot admit 0 € Sp(Q(t)),

_—

whether Ny C (Y M)[i]w, since in (Y M)[i],, one has A > 0, for any A € Sp(w).
Furthermore, if the nonlinear quantum propagator V' is such 9V = Ny U P LI Ny,

assuming that N; ¢ (7\]\/[)[z]w and that it has trivial topology, then N; cannot
have electric-charge gap, hence V' crossing (Goldstone)[i],, must necessarily lose
electric-charge gap. (]
Remark 4.9. Theorem 4.8 does not necessarily contradict the conservation of the

7

quantum electric charge. In fact, we can have two Cauchy data a, b C (Y M)[i]qw

and another one ¢ ¢ (?\]\/[)[i]w, such that < §,a >= — < ¢,b ># 0, where <
g,a >= 1/faf®77 = —\/fbf®77, with f the function under integral in (42).
Furthermore, let < §,c >= 0. Then in the integral bordism classes [a Ub = Ny]
and [N1], one has < ¢,[aUb] >=0=< ¢,c >. Therefore, for a nonlinear quantum

—

propagator V', such that OV = No U P U Ny of (YM)[i] one has < a,a > + <
a,b>=—<a, P>, fora=q, since < q,P >=0. This is surely down since P is
a time-like manifold having 2-dimensional space-like sections oy, hence < ¢, P >=

Voo 7 ® a5 det ndg? ndg? = 0.

From Theorem 4.8 and Remarks 4.9 it follows the following important theorem.

Theorem 4.10 (Q-exotic nonlinear quantum propagators of (Y M)[i]). For any
observed nonlinear quantum propagator V- of (Y M)[i], such that OV = NoUPLU Ny,
where N;, 1 = 0,1, are 3-dimensional space-like admissible Cauchy data of (Y M)[i],

and P is a suitable time-like 3-dimensional integral manifold with OP = ONogUON,
equation (45) holds.

(45) Qlilto] = Qlilt1) mod Q[V] € A

where Q[z|tT] € A is the quantum electric charge on N,., r =0,1, and Q[V] € A, is
a term that in general is not zero and that we call defect quantum electric-charge.
We call @Q-exotic nonlinear quantum propagators, nonlinear quantum propagators

such that Q[V] #0¢€ A%

Proof. The proof follows the same strategy of one considered to prove Theorem

_—

3.20 in part I [89]. In fact the gauge invariance of equation (Y M)[i] produces a
quantum integral characteristic 3-form, in the sense of Lemma 3.19 in part I, that
has a structure similar to wy. Let us denote such a conservation law by
wy = (wg)o ® dE* N2 NdE> + Y (wy)i @ dE® A de! Ao AdED A dER,
1<i<3

26This agrees with the conservation of the observed quantum Hamiltonian. See Theorem 3.20
in [89]. In fact, the observed quantum electromagnetic energy is a form of quantum energy, even
if, in general, it does not coincide with the observed quantum Hamiltonian.
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with dz/i, absent, ¢ = 1,2,3, and (wg)a(p) € A, for p € V. The quantum electric
charge, on a space-like section o; of V, is given by means of wy, by the following
equation

Qlilt] = / (Wq)olo, ® dE* A dE* N dEP.
Therefore we have

Olilto] — Qlilta] = — /P (wo)p = V]

In general Q[V] # 0, hence we get Q[ilto] = Q[i|t1] mod Q[V]. We call Q[V] € A
defect quantum electric-charge of the observed nonlinear quantum propagator V' of
(Y M)[i]. In other words, in general one has %Q(t) #0e A O

Remark 4.11. In the Part III we will further characterize Q-exotic nonlinear
quantum propagators as nonlinear effects of exotic quantum supergravity.

e In the following we shall prove that the phenomenological crossing symmetry in
particle reactions is well justified in the Prastaro’s algebraic topology theory of
quantum super PDE.

—

Theorem 4.12 (Quantum crossing symmetry). If (Y M) admits a nonlinear quan-
tum propagator V. such that OV = No|J P N1, with No = aUb and N1 =
cU d U e, then there exists also a monlinear quantum propagator V' such that
oV = NyUP'UN;y, with N{ = a’ Ub and N} = ¢ Ud Ue', where the primed
symbols denote antiparticles. This property is called quantum crossing symmetry.
Similarly there exist nonlinear quantum propagators between allblUc and dle or
between b and o' U cldd U e.?”

Proof. This follows from the general relation between quantum integral bordism
groups and quantum integral characteristic conservation laws. (See [75].) In fact if
there exists a nonlinear quantum propagator V' such that 9V = Ny |J P J N1, with

Ny = aldb and Ny = cldUe, then this means that Ny € [Ng|J P] € BorgT;M), hence

—

NoUPUN: €]0] € Bor{"™) Since antiparticles reverse quantum integral char-

313
acteristic numbers, it follows that for any quantum integral characteristic conserva-
tion law « of (Y M), one has < [a], [No P U N ] >=0=<[a],[N; U P UNj] >.

Therefore, (N7 JP’) € [N{] € BOT;T;)ZW), hence there exists a nonlinear quantum

propagator V' such that 0V’ = N/ |J P’ |J Ni. Note also, that as by-product, we get
that there exist a (3|3)-dimensional quantum integral supermanifold P’, such that
0P’ = ONj U ON{, similarly to what happens for P, namely 0P = 9Ny U N;. This

—

means that one has ON] € [ON]] € Q5" and ONy € [ONo] € Q4. Similarly

one proves existence of the other reactions obtained from crossing symmetry. For
example to the nonlinear quantum propagator V, such that 0V = (a U b)|JP e,
corresponds for quantum crossing symmetry, the following nonlinear quantum prop-
agator V', such that 9V’ = b|J P’ |J(a’ Uc), where P’ is the anti-P. (See Fig. 6 for

27The crossing symmetry is a well-known property in the reaction particles phenomenology.
These, besides a set of other symmetries and phenomenological conservation laws constitue the
Holy Bible for particle-reaction physicists. (See Tab. 7.) In Tab. 7 are reported also two quantum
reactions related by means of crossing symmetry. These are the meutron decay and neutrino
detection.)
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Fia. 7. In the figure on the left it is represented a couple of zero-
mass photons (¢ € (m)) and massive photons (¢ C (m))
The quantum non-linear propagator V bording a couple of mass-
less photons (yellow particles) with electron-positron (a LI b) has
a Goldstone piece (black quantum virtual particle). This is iden-
tified with a massive photon. In other words the annihilation of
electron-positron generates a virtual massive photon before to pro-
duce a couple of massless photons. The quantum non-linear propa-
gator V' bording the massive photon (black) with electron-positron
(a/ Ub') has not a Goldstone piece, since it is completely inside

(m) C (Y/J\T) This is a massive photon decay. In the figure
on the right, it is represented a nonlinear quantum propagator,
Vv, borﬂr& massive couple of antiparticles, and having a part out-
side (Higgs) (the grey region). In this case we can talk of two
Goldstone pieces in V| i.e., there are two massive photons (black
particles) related by V.

a representation of P and its anti-P.) There are cases where can exist more than
only one anti-P.
O

e The following theorem answers to the question: “Do exist massive photons ?”.

Theorem 4.13 (Existence of quantum massive photons). The quantum super

Yang-Mills equation (?\]\/I) admits solutions that starting from a Cauchy data Ny =
allb, where a represents a quantum electron and b a quantum positron, bords Ni,
representing a quantum massive particle. Any annihilation e™ + e~ — v+, must
necessarily generate a quantum virtual massive photon, say V.., before to produce a
couple of massless photons . Conversely a quantum massive photon decays giving
Ym — €T +e.

Proof. Let us first identify a quantum massive photon with a quantum massive
particle v, with decay into an electron-positron couple. We know that from The-
orem 3.28 in [83] can exist a quantum propagator V' bording o’ Ub" with ¢/, where
a' b is a Coupl/ee\lectron—positron and ¢’ is a massive particle, hence all contained
in (m) C (YM). On the other hand, from the standard Compton scattering
Y4+ e~ — e~ + v we say, for crossing symmetry, that holds the following reaction
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(annihilation electron-positron): et 4+ e~ — v+ . Theorem 3.28 in [83] assures
the existence of a nonlinear quantum propagator V' such that 0V = Ny U P U Ny,

where Ny, is contained in the sub-equation (Iﬁg;s) C (}//]\7), and Ny ¢ (m)

Therefore V', should cross the Goldstone boundary (Gomne) C (Y M), hence
V should contain a Goldstone piece. This proves that the annihilation electron-
positron implies to pass across a quantum massive photon: (Note that whether it is
permitted the reaction et +e~ — 7,,,, for crossing symmetry it is also permitted the
decay 7y, — e~ +e1.)?® In Fig. 7 are represented productions of quantum massless

photons and quantum massive photons with respect to the constraints (f_ﬁg;s) and

(Goﬁst\one) in m Whether e™ and e~ collide at high energy, their annihilation
can be reversed into a massive couple of mesons DT LI D~. In other words there
exists a nonlinear quantum propagator V', bording e™ Lle™ with DT 1D, such that
OV = (et Ue ) UPU(DT UD™), where P is an integral quantum supermanifold,

=

partially outside (E\W), but yet contained into (Y M). (See Fig. 7.) O

From above considerations, we see that the concept of massive photons can be
generalized to more large set of particles.

Definition 4.14 (Quantum anti-particles and quantum massive photons). We say

that two quantum, massive, electric charged particles a lla’ C (Y/]\Y) are quantum
anti-particles, if they have the same mass and opposite quantum numbers.

We call a-quantum massive photon a quantum massive uncharged particle, having
a decay into a couple (a,a’) of quantum massive, electric charged anti-particles. We
denote such a quantum massive photon with the symbol ~2,, or simply v, if no
confusion can arise. Therefore, we can write v%, — a + a’.

Theorem 4.15 (Existence of a-quantum massive photons). For any couple (a,a’)
of quantum massive, electric charged anti-particles, there exists a a-quantum mas-
sive photon v% .

Proof. The proof can be obtained by analogy of the one for Theorem 4.13. O

Example 4.16 (Existence of p-quantum massive photon). Since it is permitted the
Compton scattering p + ny — p + nvy, for suitable n € N, it is also permitted for
quantum crossing symmetry the following one p +p — 2ny. Therefore, a virtual
p-quantum massive photon 2 mnecessarily exists.?”

28Actually there are attempts to give experimental evidence to the existence of massive pho-
tons. (Visit (Thomas Jefferson National Accelerator Facility, Newport News, Virginia, USA), and
[5].) Massive photons can be identified with neutral massive bosonic particles. In the particle-
zoo these could be identified with so-called vector bosons, like neutral p-meson and ¢-meson and
Z9-boson, all having spin 1.

29From some experimental results it is well-known that the annihilation p+p produces photons
v, through intermediate reactions and decays coming from massive particles. (For example: p +
=310 p+p— 210 +n p+p— 70 +2n 70 = 2y, n— 2y, Z°0 = et + e~ — 27.) Therefore,
the virtual p-quantum massive photon 5, has a very complex structure, made by a collection of
massive particles, like mesons m and 7, bosons like Z° and leptons e®, all inside (fﬁg?s) Note
that in the virtual massive photon %, enters also the vector boson Z° that is more massive than
proton. (mp = 0.938 GeV/c?, mz = 91 GeV/c? and my = 80 GeV/c?.) This means that virtual
massive photons can have very large masses. (See Remark 4.23.) Massive intermediate vector
bosons W+ and Z9, were predicted from Steven Weinberg, Abdus Salam and Sheldon Glashow
in 1979 (Nobel award 1979) and experimental discovered by Carlo Rubbia in 1983 (Nobel award
1984).
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Definition 4.17 (Quantum massive neutrinos). We say that a quantum, massive,
quasi-particle with zero electric charge is a quantum massive neutrino, if it admits
a decay into a couple (neutrino,anti-neutrino) of the same type.

Theorem 4.18 (Existence of quantum massive neutrinos). The quantum super

Yang-Mills equation (Y M) admits solutions that represent decays of quantum mas-
s1ve neutrinos.

Proof. In fact, we can find a nonlinear quantum propagator V' C (}//]\7), such that
AV = NolUPU Ny, where No = aUb C (Y M), with (a,b) = (ve,7) ¢ (Higgs),
and Ny = cUd C (I@), with (¢,d) a couple of antiparticles in the sense of
Definition 4.14. Then, necessarilylinust Cross (Go@ne), hence identifies a

massive quasi-particle, say v, C (Higgs). Then, applying the quantum crossing
symmetry to the reaction v, + 7, — v, — ¢+ d, we get also the reaction d + ¢ —

—

Vm — Ue + Ve, 1.e., there exists a nonlinear quantum propagator of (Y M) that
encodes such a reaction. This proves that the massive, neutral particle v,,, decays
into the couple (v, 7.), therefore v, is a massive neutrino.

Let us emphasize that neutrinos are of three different type: v., v, and v,, called e-
neutrino, p-neutrino and 7-neutrino respectively. They differ for the type of decay
that produce them. For example see (46).

(46)
7T+—>(’++l/e
/7&
at— Wt no — =W~ T —>W\
\V‘L o o ...Ay:\\Ad

et+e =525 v, + 7,

In 46) the dot-arrows and dash-arrows starting from W~ are alternative to the
full-arrows and between them. In all these cases there is an intermediate produc-
tion of a quasi particle Z° or W*. Such quasi-particles can be usually produced

when a massive solution cross (Goldstone). Therefore from this point of view we
should have a further argument to consider the usual neutrinos massless particles,
according to the Gell-Mann’s standard model. However, the quasi-particles W+
cannot be considered massive neutrinos, since they do not decay into a massless
couple (neutrino,anti-neutrino). Instead Z° has all the properties to be considered
a massive neutrino !

Let us also emphasize that any massless particle produced in some reaction from
massive particles are encoded by some nonlinear quantuwopagators that neces-

sarily must cross the Goldstone boundary to go outside (Higgs), hence they identify
massive particles. For example this happens for neutrinos and also for boson gauge
particles that should be massless, but in interactions with massive particles appear
to have big masses.?" O

30This phenomenon is usually called gauge symmetry breaking. Inside the Préstaro’s Algebraic
Topology of quantum super PDEs one can understand that such particles acquire masses by means
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Example 4.19 (What dark matter is 7). Theorem 4.18 agrees with the experimen-
tal fact that the annihilation of the couple (ve,v.) produces a Z° massive boson.
This last can again decay in the couple (ve,Ve), or in a couple lepton-antilepton, or
quark-antiquark, according to energy level considered. For example:

(47) Ve + 7

7
Ve

s
-

b
Ve + Vg —= 70 ——=eT + e~

a
q+q

In (47) dot-arrow and dash-arrow starting from Z° are alternative to the full-arrow
and each other one. Then the Z boson can be considered a massive neutrino when
decay into the couple (ve,D.). The quantum crossed symmetry reaction ve + U —

Z°, is an example showing how massless particles can cross (Glodstone), producing

massive particles inside (Higgs). The reaction, e +e~ — Z9 — v, + ., obtained,
by quantum cross symmetry, from the reaction in the middle line of (47), shows
that the annihilation of the couple (e, e™), when it is enough energetic, produces

a massive quasi-particle Z°, before to destroy its mass, crossing (Glodstone), and
producing the couple of massless particles (ve,D.). This clarifies that the energetic
level of an electric-charged, massive couple (particle,antiparticle) decides whether
in a scattering will produce a massive photons or a massive neutrino.>!

Let us also emphasize that the so-called “dark matter” can be interpreted as mas-
sive virtual particles codified in Theorem /.13, Theorem /.15 and Theorem 4.18.
In other words “dark matter” can be considered a generic term to identify wvir-
tual massiie\particles produced when a solution of the quantum super Yang-Mills

equation (Y M), crosses the Goldstone boundary, coming inside the Higgs quantum

— —

super PDE, (Iﬁ-\ggs) C (YM) contained into (Y M). This interpretation for “dark
matter” could theoretically support some recent experimental observations where
positron fraction is stably increasing at high energy levels, that are just necessary
to produce massive photons, massive neutrinos and a-quantum massive photons,
according to the above quoted theorems. See [3] for recent experiments that should
suggest existence of “dark matter” in the sense here specified.>>

of geometrodynamic processes related to the structure of quantum Yang-Mills PDEs and nonlinear
quantum propagators encoding reactions where they are involved.

31p guess by B. M. Pontecorvo and V. N. Gribov [30, 60], in order to explain the so-called
mystery of the missing solar neutrinos, assumed that neutrinos have some oscillations that charac-
terize their different types. But such oscillations require massive neutrinos at least for 7-neutrinos
and p-neutrinos. This fact does not agree with the standard model. On the other hand, from
Theorem 4.18 we can understand that massive neutrinos can be identified with some energetic
levels of the quasi-particle Z°, and that non-electron neutrinos can retain their usual property
to be massless particles. It is important to emphasize that recent experimental results, made
by an international collaboration called Borexino-Collaboration [8], have been able to detect just
the so-called missing solar neutrinos. With this respect one can understand that nonlinear quan-
tum propagators allow us to reconcile massless neutrinos, according to Standard Model, with the
observed massive neutrinos.

32Pproduction of virtual m+ decaying into positrons and neutrinos, can be obtained by means
massive photons identified with virtual states into y-nucleons interactions. This is a new point of
view looking to long-studied 7t-photoproduction. (For general information on pions photopro-
duction see, e.g., [19, 21, 22] and references quoted therein.)
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e The following theorem answers to the question: “Do quarks are fundamental
particles 7’

Theorem 4.20 (Quarks break-down). Quarks are not fundamental particles.

Proof. The proof can be obtained easily by considering Theorem 4.13. In fact for
any quark ¢, we can associate an anti-quark g, so that (¢,q) is a couple of mas-
sive, electric-charged anti-particles in the sense of Definition 4.14, hence there exist
massive g-photons ;. In other words there exist nonlinear quantum propagators
allowing reactions ¢ + ¢ — n~y, n € N. In these reaction quarks are transformed
in particles that do not contain quarks, hence quarks are broken-down ! To similar
conclusions one arrives by considering Theorem 4.18. In fact, by considering the
quantum reaction § + ¢ — Z° — 7. + v., obtained by means of quantum cross
symmetry of the reaction in the bottom in (47), we see that the mass of the couple
(¢,q) completely desappears and appear particles that are not made by quarks. In
other words quarks break-down. (Il

e In the following we give a precise meaning to the concept of observed quantum
time and to the so-called time-energy uncertainty principle. This is possible thanks
to our geometric theory of quantum (super) PDE’s.33

—

Definition 4.21 (Quantum relativistic observed time). Let V C (Y M) be a so-

—

lution of (Y M) and let § : M — Homy(TZM;A) be the quantum metric in-
duced by the quantum graviton, identified by the solution V. Then a quantum
relativistic frame ¢ = {i : N — M, g}, where (N,g) is a pseudo-Riemannian 4-
dimensional manifold, endowed with o time-like flow, identifies on N a A-valued
metrici*g: N — AQ SIN. We define quantum relativistic observed time, between
two points p1, po € N, belonging to a same flow line of ¥, the A-valued quantum
length t[p1,p2] € A, calculated with respect to i*g. (For more details see [80].)
We call spectral content of the quantum relativistic observed time the spectrum

Sp(f[pl ) p2]) Of f[pl ) p2] :

Proposition 4.22. The quantum relativistic observed time cannot, in general, co-
incide with the proper time of the quantum relativistic frame.

Proof. In fact the length of the arc considered in above proposition differs whether
measured with respect to g or to i*g, even if one has the case A = R ! This can
be seen by a direct calculus, by using coordinates {£*}o<a<3, with £ = ¢ the
proper time of the relativistic quantum frame 1. Then the arc length between the

33The exact interpretation of the time-energy uncertainty principle was remained an open
problem, and not even universally accepted, (see, e.g., L. Landau). Really in order to directly
apply the Heisenberg uncertainty principle to the (time,energy) couple, it is necessary to define the
meaning of the time as a noncommutative variable, with respect to the energy. But the proper time
of a quantum relativistic frame is a commutative variable ! (See [80].) (See also some attempts to
solve this problem by Dirac [18] and L. I. Mandelshtam and I. E. Tamm [45].) Actually the time-
energy uncertainty principle is justified by means adopting the Mandelshtam-Tamm’s point of
view. But that approach is not satisfactory, since it refers to a generic auxiliary non-commutative
variable, say B, that has nothing to do with energy and time. Furthermore, in that description
time remains a commutative variable, and one identifies the velocity % with a finite ratio, i.e.,
dB _ AB

“% = X7 In fact one uses the following modified uncertainty relation: AB % > h. Then by

using the approximation % = %, one obtains AB % ~ AtAE > h. But AtAE > his a no
dt

sense, since t is a commutative variable !
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points pi, p2 belonging to the same flow line ¢, , passing for p; and p, is given

by S[p17p2] = f[phpﬂ ds = f[tlytﬂ \/ ga,ﬁjgagﬂ dt = f[tl,t2] 1/ 400 dt = to — ty, assuming
goo = 1. On the other hand we have t[p1, ps| = f[phm] ds = f[tl,tz] VI gy dt € A,
where v = ¢, oi. (For more details see [80].) In the particular case that A =R, we

have that [p;, po] € R, as well as s[p1, po], but 7*9(s) is different from gb;lg.g‘l O

Theorem 4.23 (Quantum virtual anomaly-massive particles). A quantum virtual
massive quasi-particle can have an observed mass, in the reaction where it appears,
larger than the observed energy of incoming particles entering into the reaction.>
However this does not really contradict the Einstein’s conservation mass-energy
equation.

Proof. The justification of this fact, that should appear contradict the Einstein’s
equation of mass-energy conservation E = mc?, is partially to ascribe to the Heisen-
berg’s uncertainty principle. (This is, really, not more a “principle”, but a “theo-
rem”. See, [66].) In fact, adopting notation used in [66], the uncertainty relation for
the commutator [quantum — time, quantum — energyl, can be written as reported
in equation (48).

(48) o2 (H) 02(i) > £| <[4 >

Thus in quantum processes, localized in very short “observed quantum-time”, as
could happen in the case of virtual particles creation, one could have large masses,
independently from the initial energy-mass content. However, this argument does
not contradict the Einstein’s conservation mass-energy equation ! In fact, the
concept of “quantum-time” is only an apparent time, different from the proper
time of the quantum relativistic frame, and existing with respect to the interac-
tion quantum-system-quantum-relativistic-frame. Instead the proper time of the
observer, belongs to R, hence commutes with the hamiltonian. In other words with
respect to this proper-time, the Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle does not apply.
However a complete precise mathematical justification of such phenomena, can be
obtained in the framework of nonlinear quantum propagators. Really only these
structures can support the real interpretation of energy conservation in quantum
reactions. (See Theorem 3.20(I), Corollary 3.22(T) and Corollary 3.23(1).) O

Let take this occasion to revise the concept of Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle in
the framework of Algebraic Topology of quantum super PDEs.

Definition 4.24 (Apparent quantum observed time in quantum reaction). We
call (observed) apparent quantum time in a quantum reaction, o>(t) entering in
equation (48).

Example 4.25 (Quantum time and strengths of the fundamental interactions). An
experimental way to use the concept of quantum time and apparent quantum time,

3476t us also add that observed solutions, namely solutions of the observed quantum super

—

Yang-Mills PDEs, (Y M)[i], encoding reactions, are singular solutions. Therefore, internal times
separating two space-like Cauchy data Ny, and N, to < t1, do not equal the intervals t1 — to.
Therefore, also from this point of view the apparent time of a reaction, (with respect to a quantum
relativistic frame), does not give an exact valuation of the internal laps of time in which reaction
occurred.

35Gee, e.g., Example 4.16.
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is to estimate the type of interaction present in. In fact, by using the Heisenberg
uncertainty relation ANt AE > h, applied to the quantum time and the strengths
of the interactions, it is possible to guess the type of interaction from the observed
interaction time. In Tab. 6 such a correlation is reported. There are also reported
Planck’s constants and quarks masses for any related convenience.

e For example, if one observes a decay into an apparent quantum time o>(t) =~
10723 s, one can state that it is a strong decay (or quantum-gravity decay) there.

TABLE 6. Quantum time and strengths of the fundamental interactions.

| Apparent interaction time | Interaction type |
107105 Weak
10~16 5 Electromagnetic
10723 5 Strong (quantum-gravity)

h=6.584 x 1072° GeV s.

Comparison with Planck’s constants, electron, proton and quark mass-energies

Planck length lpt = /2§ =1.616 x 10735 m Quarks | Mass-energy | charge | ' | ¢’ | B | T
Planck mass mp =/ =2.176 x 107° Kg up (u) 0.3 +2 ol o|o/|o
Planck energy By =mypy ¢ =c? /e =1.22 x 10" GeV down (d) 0.3 —% 0 0 0 0
Planck time t =P = I’; o=/§ =5.391x 1074 charm (c) 1.25 +2 041|010
Planck charge qp = VAmeghe = 1.875 x 10718 C strange (s) 0.5 —% —11 0 0 0
z ; .

Planck temperature O = ﬁ =,/ C”,:é =1.416 x 10°8 K top (t) 91.00 +2 0| 0| 0 |+1
me =051 x 1073 GeV | my = 0.938 GeV/ bottom (b) 18 L JoJo]-1]0
Baryon number quarks B = % Baryon number antiquarks B = —%. {S’,C’,B', T'} = {strangeness,charm,bottomness,topness}.
Mass-energy in GeV. me = electron mass-energy. my = proton mass-energy.

e An annihilation quark-antiquark, should be observed into an apparent quantum
time o%(t) =~ 3.61 x 10727, 1.097 x 10~?*s. (Look the quark masses reported in
Tab. 6. The first refers to t +t and the last to u + u.)

e Similarly an annihilation electro-positron, should be observed into an apparent
quantum time o?(t) ~ 6.4549 x 10722 s. (Look the electron mass reported in Tab.

6.)
e In the following we characterize the concept of confinement for quantum systems.

Definition 4.26 ((De)confined quantum system). o A solution V' of (37]\\/[) encodes
a confined system if the spectrum Sp(H(q)) of the corresponding quantum Hamil-
tonian, has non-empty point spectrum: Sp(H(q))p, # @, for all ¢ € V.. Then we
say also that V' is a confined quantum solution.

o When a solution V' of (}7]\\4) has non-empty point spectrum only in some subsets
N of V, then we say that V' encodes a partially confined system and that N encodes
the deconfined subsystem. Then we say also that N is the quantum deconfined part
of the solution V.

e Whether a solution V of (}7]\\/[) is such that the following two conditions are
satisfied:

() Sp(H(q)), # &, for all g € V;

(ii) Sp(H(q))c # @, for all g € V;

then we say that V' encodes a confined system that can be deconfined.

Theorem 4.27 ((De)confinement criterion ). Let us define the following set-mapping:

(49) {kerA:E—oA
kera (a) = Uyesp(a) ker(a — Ae).
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TABLE 7. Phenomenological conservation laws in quantum reac-
tions and symmetric reactions.

Name | Symbol ‘ Conserved | Remark ‘
Baryon number B yes B= %(nq —ng) = éAnq
(nq = number of quarks, ng = number of antiquarks).
Electric charge Q yes % =13+ % (e = electron’s elecetric charge) (See Theorem 4.10.)
(Gell-Mann-Nishijima formula). (See Theorem 4.8.)
Color charge yes
Energy-mass E=mc? yes (See Theorem 4.23.)
Isospin I yes in strong int.
3-Isospin I3 yes in strong int.
Lepton number L=Le+Ly+ Ly yes L=mn;—nj
(n; = number of leptons, nj = number of antileptons).
Electronic lepton number Le yes Le=n¢—yy, =Nt ip,
(ne-4,, = number of electrons+electron-neutrinos)
(ne+ 4y, = number of positrons+electron-antineutrinos).
Muonic lepton number Ly yes L, = My, — Nato,
(TL;FH,‘L = number of muons+muon-neutrinos)
(TL}L‘FI/“ = number of antimuons+muon-antineutrinos).
Tauonic lepton number L+ yes Ly =MNrqv, —Niti,
(nr4v, = number of tauons+tau-neutrinos)
(nr+4p, = number of antitauons+tau-antineutrinos).
Strangeness number S’ yes in strong int. | AS’ =1 in week int.
Hypercharge Y yes in strong int. | no in week int.
Crossing symmetry yes n—+pte +ve & Vetp—n+ et
(neutron decay)<>(neutrino dedection).
CPT symmetry CPT yes C'PT =(charge-conjugation)(parity)(time-reversal)

Hypercharge: Y = B+ S’ + C' + B’ + T, flavour = (I3,5',C’, B, T") = (3-isospin,strangeness,charm,bottomness,topness).
I3 = %(Anu — Ang) = 3-Isospin is the 3!"-component of isospin I. S’ = —Ang. C' = Ane. B' = —Any,. T' = Angy.
Y = %[Anu + Ang — 2(Ans + Ang) + 4(Ane + Ant)], Ang = ng — ng.

For complementary information see Wikipedia - List of particles.

Then a solution V' of (37]\\/[) encodes a confined system (or a confined system that
can be deconfined), iff kera(H(q)) D {0} € A, Vg e V.

Furthermore, there exists a quantum deconfined part N C 'V of V, iff there exist
points q € V, such that kera (H(q)) = {0} € A.

Proof. Let us note that if A1 # Ao € Sp(a),, then (a— A;e), i = 1,2, is not injective
and ker(a — A e)[ker(d — A2e) = 0 € A. Instead, if A € Sp(a).J Sp(a),, then
(a — Ae) is injective, hence ker(a — Ae) = {0} C A. Therefore, in the points ¢ € V
where V' encodes a confined quantum system, or a confined quantum system that
can be deconfined, then necessarily kera (H(q)) D {0} € A. Instead, in the points
q € V, where V encodes a deconfined quantum system, then necessarily must be
kera(H(q)) = {0} € A. O

e Let us conclude this paper by answering to the following question: “Does quantum
Majorana neutrino exist ¢ ”.36

Definition 4.28 (Quantum Majorana neutrino). We define quantum Majorana
neutrino a quantum massive, electrically neutral fermionic particle, its own an-
tiparticle, identified with a Cauchy data of the quantum super Yang-Mills PDE

(Y M).

36T hig question arises from the paper Symmetrical theory of electron and positron, published
by E. Majorana [44], about a solution of the Dirac equation, where he first showed existence of
a massive, electric-neutral, spin %, solution, that coincides with its anti-particle. This solution is
now usually called Majorana neutrino. Existence of this particle should allow the so-called neutri-
noless double beta decay of some nuclei. (See, e.g., this beautiful link http://thy.phy.bnl.gov/ vo-
gelsan/GGS /Wilkerson.pdf.)
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Theorem 4.29 (Existence of quantum Majorana neutrino). The quantum super
Yang-Mills PDE (?\]\1) admits nonlinear quantum propagators VC (?\]\1) such that
oV = ]\Nfol_llsl_lﬁl, where Nl can be identified with Majorana neutrino. Furthermore,
the following propositions hold.

(i) A complex quantum quasi-particle exists that is a quasi neutralino, and that we
call quantum Majorana neutralino. This contains two Majorana neutrinos other
than two Higgsinos and two supersymmetric partner of the couple (ve, V).

(i) V is homeomorphic to a quantum (4]4)-superdisk with two attached super-

handles.

Fia. 8. Rapresentation of the relation between a propagator V
and its supersymmetric partner V: V =~ X, Yo UV UX: UV,
such that 0X; = B; |JQ; UB:, 0Y; = F;|JR;UF;, i =,0, 1, and
oV = NO L_JPLJ]\/H7 with NO == (B()UF()) and N1 == (Bl UFl). Here
B; and F; are respectively bosonic and fermionic Cauchy data, and
OP = (0By U 0Fy) U (0B1 UJF). Furthermore 0Q; = QE L IdB;
and OR; = OF; U OF;.

o — —

Proof. Let V C (Y M) be a nonlinear quantum propagator in (Y’ M) such that
(50) OV =NoUPUN;

with Ng = WH U W~ and N; = Z° U Z°. This is possible since V represents the
reaction W+ 4+W— — Z°4 Z0 that splits in the intermediate decays W+ — v +et,
W~ — D, + e~ and reactions et + e~ — Z° v, + 7. — Z°. A representation by
means of elementary bordisms is given in Fig. 9. Let us, now, consider the following
lemmas.

Lemma 4.30 (Boson and Fermion quantum super PDEs). In the quantum super
Yang-Mills PDE, (Y/Zm there exist two disjoint, open PDEs (B/OSEO - (?\]W)
and (FWOTI) C (7\]\1), that we call respectively Boson-PDE and Fermion-PDE,
tha%formally integrable and completely integrable. Solutions of (@), (resp.

(Fermion), are boson-polarized, (resp. fermion-polarized).
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Proof. With respect to the definitions in Tab. 5, we can write A=0buU fUn,
where n = A \ b3 We 1dent1fy such disjoint subsets as equivalence classes of an
equivalence relation R in A and endow the quotient A / ‘R with the quotient topology,
by means of the projection 7z : A — A/R. Then the mapping [H] = 7z o H :

(YM) — A/R is continuous. Let us emphasize that A/R = {[b], [f], [n]} is a discrete
topologic space, since b, § and n are disjoint subsets of A. Therefore [b] and [f] are
open subsets of A/R. As a by-product we get that (mz) = [H]~Y([o]) C m
and (FWon) = [H]74([f)) c (Y/M, are open PDEs contained in m, hence
retain the formal geometric properties of the quantum super Yang-Mills PDE. [

Lemma 4.31 (Supersymmetric partners of particles). Cauchy data Ny C (Boson),
(resp. Ny C (Fermion)), are called bosonic particles, (resp. fermionic particles).
All the bosonic particles (resp. fermionic particles), belonging to the same inte-
gral bordism class in (Boson), (resp. (Fermion)), are considered dynamically
equivalent. If there exists a quantum nonlinear bordism V of (Y M), such that
0V = Ny U P U Ny, where Ny is a bosonic particle and Ny is a fermionic par-
ticle, and P is an integral quantum supermanifold, such that OP = 0Ny U 0Ny,
then we say that (No, N1) is a couple of supersymmetric partners. The following
propositions are equivalent.

(i) (No, N1) is a couple of supersymmetric partners.

(ii) < a,Ng > + < o, Ny >= — < «, P >, for any quantum conservation law « of

(?\]\4)'38

Proof. The equivalence of propositions (i) and (ii) follows from Theorem 3.6 in part
I and Theorem 4.10 in [80](IT). O
Lemma 4.32 (Supersymmetric partners nonlinear quantum propagators). Let Ny
and N1 be Tespectively initial and ﬁnal Cauchy data in a_quantum reaction in (Y]W_),
such that N()Ebl |_|b |_|f1 |_|f5 and N1 ibl |_|b |_|f1 |_|f5,
with b, i = 1,---,r, and b;, i = 1,---,7, bosonic, andfj,]—l -8, fJ,
j=1,---,5, fermionic. Let V be a nonlinear quantum propagator of (YM) such
that 8V No U P U Nl, and OP = ONy U 8N1 Then there exists a nonlinear
quantum propagator 1% of (YM) such that OV = NOI_IPI_INl, and OP = (?NOI_I(?Nl,
where (NO,NO) and (Nl,Nl) are couples of supersymmetric partners. We call 1%
(resp. P) the quantum supersymmetric partner of V' (resp. P). Therefore to any
quantum reaction there corresponds a quantum supersymmetric partner reaction.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 4.31 and from the commutative diagram (51),

holding for any quantum conservation law a of (Y M).

(51) <a,Ng>+<a,Ny >———<a, P>

<aN0>+<aN1>——<aP>

3TLet us emphasize that b is not empty since & = hi? s(s +1)ida, s =n € {0, 1,2,---}, belong
to b. Similarly f is not empty since @ = h? s(s + 1)ida, s = 2"+1 n € {0,1,2,---}, belong to f.
381n the following we shall denote by (N, N) a couple of suporsymmotrlc partners.
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In Fig. 8is rapresented the relation between a propagator V' and its supersymmetric
partner V: V = XoYoUVUX1UYi, such that 9X;, = B;JQ; B;, 9Y; =
ﬁZURluF‘“ 7 :,O, 1, and 8‘/ = NOUPUNh with NO = (BO L F()) and Nl =
(B1UFY). Here B; and F; are respectively bosonic and fermionic Cauchy data, and
oP = (6Bo [ 8F0) U(631 [ 8F1) O

Now from Lemma 4.32 apphed to nonlinear quantum propagator (50) we see that
its supersymmetric partner V represents the following reaction W+ + W= —
Z9 4+ Z9. Here Z° is just a massive neutral fermionic particle, its own antipar-
ticle. Thus Z° can be identified with a Majorana neutrino.>® Therefore, we can
conclude that Maj% neutrinos can be identified with possible products of quan-
tum reactions in (Y M), and the proof of the first part of the theorem is down.
In order to prove (i), let us emphasize that the nonlinear quantum propagator \7,
identifies also a complex quasi-particle, that we call quantum Majorana-neutralino,
VUMaj—neutralino = (g, 1, 4,1, m,n). Here i and m, are the supersymmetric partners
of massive neutrinos, v,, Up,, identified in Theorem 4.18, and m and n, are super-
symmetric partners of Higgs quasi particles, (say Higgsinos), according to Theorem
4.13 and Theorem 4.15. In other words the quantum super-Majorana-neutrino is
a quasi neutralino. This last has two photinos (the supersymmetric partner of
photons) instead of the couple (7, 7). So it appears that the name is justified !

In order to complete the proof, i.e., to prove proposition (ii), let us remark that ov
belongs to the same singular integral bordism class of a quantum exotic homotopy

¥ _
313,s

DY but to a (4|4)-superdisk with two attached super-handles. This means that
the corresponding observed solution by means of : of a quantum relativistic frame 4 :

(3|3)-supersphere, 233, since Q = 0. However, V is not homeomorphic to

N — M, is necessarily a singular solution of (YM )[4].4° O

REFERENCES

(1] R. P. Agarwal and A. Prastaro, Geometry of PDE’s.III(I): Webs on PDE’s and integral
bordism groups. The general theory. Adv. Math. Sci. Appl. 17(1)(2007), 239-266; Geometry
of PDE’s.III(II): Webs on PDE’s and integral bordism groups. Applications to Riemannian
geometry PDE’s, Adv. Math. Sci. Appl. 17(1)(2007), 267-281.

(2] R. P. Agarwal and A. Préstaro, Singular PDE’s geometry and boundary value problems.
J. Nonlinear Conv. Anal. 9(3)(2008), 417-460; On singular PDE’s geometry and boundary
value problems. Appl. Anal. 88(8)(2009), 1115-1131.

[3] M. Aguilar et al. (AMS Collaboration), First Result from the Alpha Magnetic Spectrometer
on the International Space Station: Precision Measurement of the Positron Fraction in
Primary Cosmic Rays of 0.5350 GeV, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110(14)(2013), 141102-121112.
DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.141102

[4] S. Akbulut and S. Salur, Mirror duality via G2 and Spin(7) manifolds, Arithmetic and
Geometry Around Quantization, O. Ceyhan et. al. (eds.) Progress in Mathematics, Springer
Science + Business Media LLC (2010), 279. DOI: 10.1007/978-0-8176-4831-2-1.

[5] N. Arkani-Hamed, D. P. Finkbeiner, T. S. Slatyer and N. Weiner, A theory of dark matter.
Phys. Rev. D 79(2009), 015014-015020.

3911 the particle-zoo this is usually called zino.
40 et us emphasize that the nonlinear quantum propagators V' and V, considered in this proof

are not elementary ones in the sense of Theorem 3.2. In fact V' and V are not homeomorphic to
D44,



38

(6]

[7

8

[9]

(10]

(11]

(12]

13]
14]

(15]

[16]

AGOSTINO PRASTARO

Fia. 9. Nonlinear quantum propagator representing a reaction
generating Majorana neutrinos, identified with supersymmetric
partners of the vector boson ZO.NIn the figure one has put:
a=W+,b=W‘,c:ﬁe,d=e+,e:e_,f:5€,h=%,
g = %. Furthermore, i, [, m, n are the massive quasi-particles
identified by means of the intersection of the nonlinear quantum
propagatoif/\ with the Goldstone quantum partial differential re-

lation (Golstone), (represented by a red-circle in the picture). The
nonlinear quantum propagator V', source supersymmetric partner
of V, can be similarly pictured.

M. Berger, Classification des espaces homogénés symmétriques irréducibles. C. R. acad.
Sci., Paris 240(1955), 2370-2372; Sur les groupes d’holonomie homogénes des variétés
riemanniennes. Bull. Soc. Math. Fr. 83(1955), 279-330.

R. Blankenbecler and M. L. Goldberger, Behavior of scattering amplitudes at high energies,
bound states, and resonances. Phys. Rev. 126(2)(1962), 766-786.
Borexino-Collaboration, Neutrinos from the primary proton-proton fusion process in the
Sum, Corresponding Author: O. Smirnov. Nature 512(2014), 383-386.

H. W. Braden and N. A. Nekrasov, Space-time foam from mnon-commutative instantons.
Commun. Math. Phys. 249(3)(2004), 431-448.

L. Broglie de, Recherches sur la théorie des quanta. Annales de Physique 10(3)(1925),
22-128.

L. Broglie de, The wave nature of electron. Nobel lecture, 12 December 1929. In Nobel
Lectures in Physics (1901-1995). CD-Rom edn. Singapore: World Scientific.

R. L. Bryant A survey of Riemannian metrics with special holonomy groups, Prog. Int.
Cong. Mth., Berkeley/Calif. 1986; Holonomy and special geometries, Bourginon, J-P. (ed.),
Dirac operators: yesterday and today. Proceedings of the summer school and workshop,
Beirut, Lebanon, August 27-September 7, 2001. Someville, MA: International Press, 71-
90(2005).

R. L. Bryant, S. S. Chern, R. B. Gardner, H. L. Goldshmidt and P. A. Griffiths, Exterior
Differential Systems, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1991.

E. Calabi, On Kdhler manifolds with vanishing canonical class. Princeton Math. Ser.
12(1957), 78-89.

G. F. Chew and S. C. Frautschi, Principle of equivalence for all strongly interacting parti-
cles within the S-matriz framework, Phys. Rev. Lett. 7(1961), 394-397; Regge trajectories
and the principle of mazimum strenth for strong interactions. Phys. Rev. Lett. 8(1962),
41-44.

H-Y. Cui, Deriation of Gell-Mann-Nishijima formula from the electromagnetic field
modes of a hadron. arXiv:1001.0226v2[physics-gen-ph].



(17)
(18]

(19]

20]

(21]
(22]
23]
[24]
[25]
[26]
27]
28]

[29]

(30]

31]
(32]

(33]

(34]
(35]

(36]
(37]
(38]
(39]
[40]
[41]
[42]
[43]
[44]
[45]

[46]

STRONG REACTIONS IN QUANTUM SUPER PDE’S.II 39

D. Diakonov and V. Petrov, A heretical view on linear Regge trajectories.
arXiv:hep-ph/0312144

P. A. M. Dirac, Relativistic wave equation, Proc. Royal Soc. London, Serie A, Math. Phys.
Sci. 155(886)(1936), 447-459.

D. Drechsel and L. Tiator, Threshold pion photoproduction on nucleons, J. Phys. G. Nucl.
Part. Phys. 18(1992), 449-497.
http://wwwkph.kph.uni-mainz.de/MAID//JPhysG18/JPhysG18.pdf

B. A. Dubrovin, A. T. Fomenko and S. P. Novikov, Modern Geometry-Methods and Ap-
plications. Part I; Part II; Part III., Springer-Verlag, New York 1990. (Original Russian
edition: Sovremennaja Geometrie: Metody i Prilozenia. Moskva: Nauka, 1979.)

D. Dutta, Ezclusive Pion Photoproduction at 12 GeV. Massachusetts Institute of Technol-
ogy. http://www.jlab.org/Hall-C/talks/04-09-02/Dutta.pdf

D. Dutta, H. Gao and T.-S. H. Lee, Study of nucleon resonances with double polarization
observables of pion photoproduction, arXiv:nucl-th/0111005

R. J. Eden, Regge poles and elementary particles, Rep. Prog. Phys. 34(1971), 995-1053.
R. P. Feynman, The theory of positrons, Phys. Rev. 76(1949), 749-759; Space-time ap-
proach to quantum electrodynamics, Phys. Rev. 76(6)(1949), 769-789; QED: Strange The-
ory of Light and Matter. Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, NJ, 1985.

E. Fradkin, Quantum physics: Debut of the quarter electron, Nature. 452(2008), 822-823.
M. G. Giammarchi et al., Search for electron decay mode e — ~ + v with prototype of
Borexino detector, Physics Letters B. 525(2002), 29-40.

H. Goldshmidt, Integrability criteria for systems of non-linear partial differential equa-
tions. J. Differ. Geom. 1(1967), 269-307.

A. Gray, A note on manifolds whose holonomy group is a subgroup of Spin(n)Sp(1). Mich.
Math. J. 16(1969), 125-128.

V. N. Gribov, The theory of complex angular momenta, Gribov lectures on theoretical
physics. With a foreword by Yuri Dokshitzer and an introduction by Yuri Dokshitzer and
Leonid Frankfurt. Cambridge University Press. Xii, 297 pp. ISBN D-521-81834-6/pbk.

V. N. Gribov and B. M. Pontecorvo, Neutrino astronomy and lepton charge, Phys. Lett.
B 28(1969), 493-496.

M. Gromov, Partial Differential Relations. Springer-Verlag, Berlin 1986.

R. S. Hamilton, Three-manifolds with positive Ricci curvature. J. Differ. Geom. 17(1982),
255-306.

R. S. Hamilton, Four-manifolds with positive Ricci curvature operator. J. Differ. Geom.
24(1986), 153-179.

R. S. Hamilton, Eternal solutions to the Ricci flow. J. Differ. Geom. 38(1993), 1-11.

R. S. Hamilton, The formation of singularities in the Ricci flow. Surveys in Differential
Geometry, International Press, 1995, 2(1995), 7-136.

R. S. Hamilton, A compactness property for solutions of the Ricci flow on three-manifolds.
Comm. Anal. Geom. 7(1999), 695-729.

N. Hitchin The moduli space of complex Lagrangian manifolds, Suppl. J. Differential Geom.
7(2000), 327-345.

M. Hirsch Differential Topology, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1976.

D. Kaiser Physics and Feynman Diagrams, American Scientists 93(2005), 156-165.

M. A. Kervaire and J. W. Milnor, Groups of homotopy spheres: I, Ann. of Math.
77(3)(1963), 504-537.

S. G. Krantz Complex Analysis: The Geometric Viewpoint, The Carus Mathematical
Monographs, Second Edition, USA, 23(2004).

I. S. Krasilshchik, V. V. Lychagin and A. M. Vinogradov, Jet Spaces and Nonlinear Partial
Differential Equations, Gordon & Breach, N. Y. 1986.

V. Lychagin and A. Préstaro, Singularities of Cauchy data, characteristics, cocharacteris-
tics and integral cobordism, Diff. Geom. Appls. 4(1994), 283-300.

E. Majorana, Teoria simmetrica dell’elettrone e del positrone. Nuovo Cimento 14(1937),
171-184.

L. I. Mandelshtam and I. E. Tamm, The uncertainty relation between energy and time in
nonrelativistic quantum mechanics. J. Physics. 9(4)(1945), 249-254.

J. McCleary, User’s guide to spectral sequences. Publish or Perish Inc., Delaware, 1985.



40

[47)

(48]
[49]

[50]
[51]
[52]
(53]
[54]
[55]
[56]

[57)
(58]

[59]
[60]

[61]
[62]

[63]

[64]
[65]

[66]
[67)

[68]
[69]

[70]

[71]

[72]

[73]

[74]

AGOSTINO PRASTARO

J. Milnor, On manifolds homeomorphic to the T-sphere. Ann. of Math. 64(2)(1956), 399
405.

J. Milnor, The Steenrod algebra and its dual. Ann. of Math. 67(2)(1958), 150-171.

J. Milnor, Morse theory. Ann. of Math. Studies. Princeton University Press, Princeton N.J,
1963.

J. Milnor and J. Moore, On the structure of Hopf algebras. Ann. of Math. 81(2)(1965),
211-264.

E. Moise, Affine structures in 3-manifolds. V. The triangulation theorem and Hauptver-
muntung. Ann. of Math. Sec. Ser. 56(1952), 96-114.

E. Moise, Geometric topology in dimension 2 and 3. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1977.

J. Nash, Real algebraic manifolds. Ann. of Math. 56(2)(1952), 405-421.

N. A. Nekrasov, Instantons and the 11th dimension. Phil. Trans. R. Soc. London A
359(2001), 1405-1412.

E. B. Norman, J. N. Bachall and M. Goldhaber, Improved limit on charge conservation
derived from 7Ga solar neutrino ezperiments. Phys. Rev. D 53(1996), 4086-4088.

G. Perelman, The entropy formula for the Ricci flow and its geometry applications,
arXiv:math/0211159.

G. Perelman, Ricci flow with surgery on three-manifolds, arXiv:math/0303109.

A. M. Polyakov, Quark confinement and topology of gauge groups. Nucl. Phys. B
120(1977), 429-458.

L. S. Pontrjagin, Smooth manifolds and their applications homotopy theory. Amer. Math.
Soc. Transl. 11(1959), 1-114.

B. M. Pontecorvo, Neutrino experiments and the problem of conservation of leptonic
charge. Zh. Exp. Teor. Fiz. 53(1967), 1717-1725.

T. Pradhan, Electron decay. arXiv:hep-th/0312325v1.

A. Prastaro, Spinor super bundles of geometric objects on spin
Boll. Unione Mat. Ital. (6)1-B(1982), 1015-1028.

A. Préastaro, Gauge geometrodynamics, Riv. Nuovo Cimento 5(4) (1982), 1-122.

A. Préstaro, Cobordism of PDE’s, Boll. Unione Mat. Ital. (7)5-B(1991), 977-1001.

A. Préstaro, Quantum geometry of PDE’s, Rep. Math. Phys. 30(3)(1991), 273-354; Geom-
etry of super PDE’s, in: Geometry of Partial Differential Equations, A. Prastaro & Th. M.
Rassias (eds.), World Scientific Publishing, River Edge, NJ, (1994), 259-315; Geometry of
quantized super PDE’s, in: The Interplay Between Differential Geometry and Differential
Equations, V. Lychagin (ed.), Amer. Math. Soc. Transl. 2/167(1995), 165-192; Quantum
geometry of super PDE’s, Rep. Math. Phys. 37(1)(1996), 23-140; (Co)bordism in PDEs
and quantum PDEs, Rep. Math. Phys. 38(3)(1996), 443-455.

A. Préastaro, Geometry of PDE’s and Mechanics. World Scientific Publ., Denvers, USA,
1996.

A. Prastaro, Quantum and integral (co)bordisms in partial differential equations. Acta
Appl. Math. 51(1998), 243-302.

A. Préstaro, (Co)bordism groups in PDE’s. Acta Appl. Math. 59(2)(1999), 111-202.

A. Préstaro, (Co)bordism groups in quantum PDE’s. Acta Appl. Math. 64(2/3)(2000),
111-217.

A. Préastaro, Quantum manifolds and integral (co)bordism groups in quantum partial dif-
ferential equations, Nonlinear Anal. Theory Methods Appl. 47/4(2001), 2609-2620.

A. Préastaro, Quantum super Yang-Mills equations: Global existence and mass-gap, Dy-
namic Syst. Appl. 4(2004), 227-232. (Eds. G. S. Ladde, N. G. Madhin and M. Samband-
ham), Dynamic Publishers, Inc., Atlanta, USA. ISBN:1-890888-00-1.

A. Prastaro, Quantized Partial Differential Equations, World Scientific Publ., Singapore,
2004.

A. Prastaro, Conservation laws in quantum super PDE'’s, Proceedings of the Conference
on Differential & Difference Equations and Applications (eds. R. P. Agarwal & K. Perera),
Hindawi Publishing Corporation, New York (2006), 943-952.

A. Préstaro, Geometry of PDE’s. I: Integral bordism groups in PDE’s. J. Math. Anal.
Appl. 319(2006), 547-566; Geometry of PDE’s. II: Variational PDE’s and integral bordism
groups. J. Math. Anal. Appl. 321(2006), 930-948; (Co)bordism groups in quantum super
PDE’s.I: Quantum supermanifolds, Nonlinear Anal. Real World Appl. 8(2)(2007), 505—
538.

G space-time structures,



[75]

[76]
[77]

[78]

[79]

(80]

(81]
(82]

(83]
(84]

(85]

(86]

(87)
(88]

(89]
[90]
[91]
[92]

(93]
[94]

[95]
[96]
[97]

(98]

STRONG REACTIONS IN QUANTUM SUPER PDE’S.II 41

A. Préstaro, (Co)bordism groups in quantum super PDE’s.I: Quantum supermanifolds,
Nonlinear Anal. Real World Appl. 8(2)(2007), 505-538; (Co)bordism groups in quantum
super PDE’s.II: Quantum super PDE’s, Nonlinear Anal. Real World Appl. 8(2)(2007),
480-504; (Co)bordism groups in quantum super PDE’s.III: Quantum super Yang-Mills
equations, Nonlinear Anal. Real World Appl. 8(2)(2007), 447-479.

A. Préstaro, (Un)stability and bordism groups in PDE’s. Banach J. Math. Anal.
1(1)(2007), 139-147.

A. Prastaro, Geometry of PDE’s. IV: Navier-Stokes equation and integral bordism groups.
J. Math. Anal. Appl. 338(2)(2008), 1140-1151.

A. Prastaro, On quantum black-hole solutions of quantum super Yang-Mills equations,
Dynamic Syst. Appl. 5(2008), 407-414. (Eds. G. S. Ladde, N. G. Madhin C. Peng & M.
Sambandham), Dynamic Publishers, Inc., Atlanta, USA. ISBN: 1-890888-01-6.

A. Prastaro, Extended crystal PDE’s stability.l: The general theory. Math. Comput. Mod-
elling 49(9-10)(2009), 1759-1780; Extended crystal PDE’s stability.Il: The extended crys-
tal MHD-PDE’s. Math. Comput. Modelling 49(9-10)(2009), 1781-1801; On the extended
crystal PDE’s stability.I: The n-d’Alembert extended crystal PDE’s. Appl. Math. Comput.
204(1)(2008), 63-69; On the extended crystal PDE’s stability.I1: Entropy-regular-solutions
in MHD-PDE’s. Appl. Math. Comput. 204(1)(2008), 82-89.

A. Prastaro, Surgery and bordism groups in quantum partial differential equations.I: The
quantum Poincaré conjecture. Nonlinear Anal. Theory Methods Appl. 71(12)(2009), 502—
525; Surgery and bordism groups in quantum partial differential equations.Il: Variational
quantum PDE’s. Nonlinear Anal. Theory Methods Appl. 71(12)(2009), 526-549.

A. Préastaro, Extended crystal PDE’s, arXiv:0811.3693 [math.AT] .

A. Préstaro, Quantum extended crystal PDE’s, Nonlinear Studies 18(3)(2011), 447-485.
arXiv:1105.0166 [math.AT].

A. Prastaro, Quantum extended crystal super PDE’s, Nonlinear Analysis. Real World Appl.
13(6)(2012), 2491-2529. DOI: 10.1016/j.nonrwa.2012.02.014. arXiv:0906.1363 [math.AT] .
A. Prastaro, FEzotic heat PDE’s, Commun. Math. Anal. 10(1)(2011), 64-81.
arXiv:1006.4483[math.GT] .

A. Préastaro, Exotic heat PDE’s.II, Essays in Mathematics and its Applications. (Dedicated
to Stephen Smale for his 80** birthday.) (Eds. P. M. Pardalos and Th.M. Rassias). Springer,
New York, (2012), 369-419. arXiv:1009.1176 [math.AT].

A. Prastaro, Exotic n-D’Alembert PDE’s, Stability, Approximation and Inequalities. (Ded-
icated to Themistocles M. Rassias for his 60*" birthday.) (Eds. G. Georgiev (USA), P.
Pardalos (USA) and H. M. Srivastava (Canada)), Springer, New York, (2012), 571-586.
arXiv:1011.0081 [math.AT].

A. Préastaro, Ezotic PDE’s. arXiv:1101.0283 [math.AT].

A. Prastaro, Quantum exotic PDE’s. Nonlinear Anal. Real World Appl. 14(2)(2013), 893—
928. DOI: 10.1016/j.nonrwa.2012.04.001.. arXiv:1106.0862[math.AT].

A. Préstaro, Strong reactions in quantum super PDE’s.I: Quantum hypercomplex exotic
super PDE’s. arXiv:1205.2894 [math.AT].

A. Prastaro, Strong reactions in quantum super PDE’s.III: Exotic quantum supergravity.
arXiv:1206.4856 [math.AT].

A. Prastaro and Th. M. Rassias, Ulam stability in geometry of PDE’s. Nonlinear Funct.
Anal. Appl. 8(2)(2003), 259-278.

A. Prastaro & T. Regge, The group structure of supergravity, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Phys.
Théor. 44(1)(1986), 39-89.

T. Regge, Introduction to complex orbital moments. Nuovo Cimento 14(1959), 951-976.
R. D. Schafer, An Introduction to Nonassociative Algebras. Academic Press, New York
(1966). New edition, Dover Publications, New York (1995).

J. Schlappa, T. Schmitt et al., Spin-orbital separation in the quasi-one-dimensional Mott
insulator SroCuO3, Nature 18.04(2012). doi: 101038/naturel0974.

R. S. Schoen and S. T. Yau, Conformally flat manifolds, Kleinian groups and scalar cur-
vature, Invent. Math. 92(1)(1988), 47-71.

S. Smale, Generalized Poincaré conjecture in dimension greater than four. Ann. of Math.
74(2)(1961), 391-406.

R. E. Stong, Notes on Bordism Theories. Amer. Math. Studies. Princeton Univ. Press,
Princeton, 1968.



42

[99]
[100]

[101]
[102]
[103]
[104]

[105]
[106]

[107]

AGOSTINO PRASTARO

A. S. Switzer, Algebraic Topology-Homotopy and Homology, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1976.
R. Thom, Quelques propriété globales des wariétés différentieles, Comm. Math. Helv.
28(1954), 17-86.

G. Veneziano, Construction of a crossing-symmetric, Regge-behaved amplitude for linearly
trajectories. Nuovo Cim. 57A(1968), 190-197.

C. T. C. Wall, Determination of the cobordism ring. Ann. of Math. 72(1960), 292-311.
C. T. C. Wall, Surgery on Compact Manifolds, London Math. Soc. Monographs 1, Aca-
demic Press, New York, 1970; 2nd edition (ed. A. A. Ranicki), Amer. Math. Soc. Surveys
and Monographs 69, Amer. Math. Soc., 1999.

F. W. Warner, Foundations of Differentiable Manifolds and Lie Groups, Scott, Foresman
and C., Glenview, Illinois, USA, 1971.

H. Whitney, Differentiable manifolds. Ann. of Maths. 37(1936), 647-680.

H. Whitney, The general type of singularity of a set of 2n — 1 smooth functions of n
variables. Duke Math. J. 10(1943), 161-173.

S. T. Yau, Calabi’s conjecture and some new results in algebraic geometry. Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. USA 74(1977), 1798-1799.



