arXiv:1412.1360v4 [hep-th] 22 Feb 2015

Biquaternions and ADHM Construction of Non-Compact SL(2,C)

Yang-Mills Instantons

Sheng-Hong Lai,l’H Jen-Chi Lee,l’H and I-Hsun Tsaiz’H

IDepartment of Electrophysics, National Chiao-Tung University and Physics Division,
National Center for Theoretical Sciences, Hsinchu, Taiwan, R.O.C.
2Department of Mathematics, National Taiwan University, Taipei, Taiwan, R.O.C.

(Dated: November 9, 2018)

Abstract

We extend quaternion calculation in the ADHM construction of Sp(1) (= SU(2)) self-dual
Yang-Mills (SDYM) instantons to the case of biquaternion. We use the biconjugate operation
of biquaternion first introduced by Hamilton to construct the non-compact SL(2,C') k-instantons.
The number of moduli for SL(2, C') k-instantons is found to be twice of that of Sp(1), 16k—6. These
new SL(2,C) instanton solutions contain the SL(2,C) (M, N) instanton solutions constructed
previously as a subset. The structures of singularities or jumping lines of the complete SL(2,C)
k =1,2,3 instantons with 10, 26, 42 moduli parameters are particularly investigated. The existence
of singular structures of the SL(2,C) k-instantons is mathematically consistent with recent results
of solutions of complex ADHM equations. It may also help to clearify the long standing global

singularity problems associated with Backlund transformations of SU(2) instantons.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of classical exact solutions of Euclidean SU(2) (anti)self-dual Yang-Mills
(SDYM) equation was one of the most important achievements in the developements of
both quantum field theory and algebraic geometry in 1970’s. The first BPST 1-instanton
solution [1] with 5 moduli parameters was found in 1975. Soon later the CFTW k-instanton
solutions |2] with 5k moduli parameters were constructed, and then the number of moduli
parameters of the solutions for each homotopy class k was extended to 5k + 4 (5,13 for
k = 1,2) |3] based on the consideration of 4D conformal symmetry of massless pure YM
equation. The complete solutions with 8k — 3 moduli parameters for each k-th homotopy
class were finally worked out in 1978 by mathematicians ADHM [4] using method in algebraic
geometry. By using an one to one correspondence between anti-self-dual SU(2)-connections

on S* and certain holomorphic vector bundles of rank two on CP3, ADHM converted the



highly nontrivial system of non-linear partial differential equations of anti-SDYM into a
much more simpler system of quadratic algebraic equations in quaternions. The explicit
closed form of the complete solutions for £ = 2,3 had been worked out [3].

Many interesting further developments, including supersymmetric YM instantons |[6],
Heterotic string instantons [7] and noncommutative YM instantons [8letc., followed since
then. One important application of instantons in algebraic geometry was the classification
of four-manifolds [9]. On the physics side, the non-perturbative instanton effect in QCD
resolved the long standing U(1)4 problem [10]. On the other hand, another important
application of YM instantons in quantum field theory was the introduction of #- vacua
[11] in nonperturbative QCD, which created the strong C'P problem. This unsolved issue

remains a puzzle till even today.

In addition to SU(2), the ADHM construction has been generalized to the cases of SU(N)
SDYM and many other SDYM theories with compact Lie groups |4, 12]. In this paper we are
going to consider the classical solutions of non-compact SL(2,C) SDYM system. SL(2,C)
YM theory was first discussed by some authors in 1970’s [13, [14]. They found out that the
complex SU(2) YM field configurations can be interpreted as the real field configurations in
SL(2,C) YM theory. However, due to the non-compactness of SL(2,C'), the Cartan-Killing
form or group metric of SL(2,C) is not positive definite. Thus the action integral and the
Hamiltonian of non-compact SL(2,C) YM theory may not be positve. Nevertheless, there
are still important motivations to study SL(2,C) SDYM theory. It was shown that the 4D
SL(2,C)SDYM equation can be dimensionally reduced to many important 1+1 dimensional
integrable systems [15], such as the KdV equation and the nonlinear Schrodinger equation.
In 1985 [16], it was even conjectured by Ward that many (and perhaps all?) integrable or
solvable equations may be obtained from the SDYM equations (or its generalizations) by
reduction.

On the other hand, the parametric Backlund transformation (PBT) constructed in terms
of J-matrix formulation [17] of SU(2) Yang-Mills theory takes a real SU(2) gauge field into
the real SU(1,1) gauge field and vice versa [18, 19]. Therefore it would be of interest to
study SL(2,C) gauge group which contains the non-compact subgroup SU(1,1) as well as
the compact subgroup SU(2), and the solutions to the SL(2,C) SDYM can be transformed

into the new ones by any arbitrary numbers of PBT. Moreover, as it will turn out, there



are singularities which can not be gauged away in the field configurations of SL(2,C) YM
instantons. This may help to clearify the long standing issue of global singularity problems
associated with Backlund transformations [18, [19] of SU(2) SDYM instantons. More re-
cently the SL(2,C) SDYM theory including its singular structure was also considered in the
literatures from mathematical point of view [20-22].

In 1984 [23], some exact solutions of SL(2,C) SDYM system were explicitly constructed
in the (R, R)-gauge, which was a direct generalization of R-gauge in Yang’s formulation [24]
of SU(2) SDYM equation. The topological charges of these so-called (M, N) solutions 23]
were calculated by the third homotopy group m3(SL(2,C) = Z. In this paper, we extend
quaternion calculation in the ADHM construction of compact Sp(1) (and SU(N), Sp(N),
O(N) cases) SDYM instantons to the case of biquaternion of Hamilton [25]. We will use
the biconjugate operation of biquaternion first introduced by Hamilton [25] to construct
the SL(2,C) SDYM instantons. These new SL(2,C) instanton solutions contain previous
SL(2,C) (M, N) instanton solutions as a subset constructed in 1984. In addition, we will
obtain many more new SL(2,C) SDYM field configurations. It turns out that the number
of moduli for solutions of the SL(2,C) SDYM for each k-th homotopy class is twice of that
of the case of SU(2) SDYM, namely 16k — 6.

This paper is organized by the following. In section II, we set up the formalism of
SL(2,C) SDYM theory and review the previous (M, N) instanton solutions [23]. Section
I1T is devoted to the general construction of solutions with 16k — 6 parameters by using
biquaternions. Three explicit examples will be given in section IV. These include the (M, N)
instanton solutions, the complete k£ = 2,3 instanton solutions and a detailed discussion of
1-instanton solution and the structure of its singularities depending on its moduli space
with10 parameters. The singular structures of SL(2,C') k-instantons will also be discussed
in section IV. The singularities called ”jumping lines” of 1-instantons are intersections of
zeros of Py(x) and P;(z) polynomials of 4 variables with degrees 2 and 1 respectively. For
singularities of general k-instanton field configurations, one encounters intersections of zeros
of Py () and Py,_1(x) polynomials with degrees 2k and 2k —1 respectively. In particular, the
complete jumping lines of SL(2,C) k = 1,2, 3 instantons with 10, 26,42 moduli parameters
are calculated. The existence of singular structure of the non-compact SL(2,C) SDYM
field configurations discovered in this paper is consistent with the recent use of ”sheaves” by

Frenkel-Jardim [22] for complex ADHM equations, rather than just the restricted notion of



"vector bundles”. Finally, a brief conclusion is given in section V.

II. REVIEW OF SL(2,C) (M,N) INSTANTONS

In this section, we will use the convention p = 1,2,3,4 and €934 = 1 for 4D Euclidean
space. We will first briefly review the SL(2,C') solutions constructed 30 years ago in [23].
Wu and Yang [13] have shown that there are two linearly independent choices of SL(2,C)

group metric

I 0 017
“= 9= (2.1)
0 -1 10
where [ is the 3 x 3 unit matrix. In general, we can choose
g = cos fg® + sin O¢® (2.2)

where 6 = real constant. Note that the metric is not positive definite due to the non-
compactness of SL(2,C). On the other hand, it was shown that SL(2,C) group can be
decomposed such that [23]

SL(2,0) = SU(2)-P,P e H (2.3)

where SU(2) is the maximal compact subgroup of SL(2,C), P € H (not a group) and
H = {P|P is Hermitain, positive definite, and detP = 1}. The parameter space of H is a
noncompact space R3. The third homotopy group is thus [23]

m3[SL(2,C)] = m3[9% x R¥] = m3(S*) m(R) =Z -1 =2 (2.4)

where [ is the identity group, and Z is the integer group.
Wu and Yang [13] have shown that a complex SU(2) gauge field is related to a real SL(2,C)
gauge field. Starting from SU(2) complex gauge field formalism, we can write down all the
SL(2,C) field equations. Let

G, = A, +1iB; (2.5)
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and, for convenience, we set the coupling constant ¢ = 1. The complex field strength is
defined as
Fi,=H, +iMj, a,b,c=1,2,3 (2.6)

p

where

Hi, = 0,A% — 0,A5 + e“bc(AZA,ﬁ — Bj;Bg),
M, = 9,Bg — 0,B% + ¢ (Al By — A By), (2.7)

then Yang-Mills equation can be written as

0, Hy, + (A} Hy,, — By M) = 0,

o v ue
0, M, + eabC(AZM;V — BZH;V) =0. (2.8)

The SL(2,C) SDYM equations are
1

HZV - §€MVQBHO!B7
" 1
ij = 56“,,&5Ma5. (29)

Yang-Mills Equation can be derived from the following Lagrangian

1 7 j 1 a a 1 a a : 1 a a
Ly = Z[FW]Tgij[Fﬁu] = cos Q(ZHWHW -1 oMo + s1n9(§HWMW) (2.10)
where ny =H ﬁy and FF b= M[ju for £ = 1,2,3. Note that Ly is indefinite for any real
value 6. We shall only consider the particular case for # = 0 in this section, i.e.

1 a rra a a
L= E(H/LVH/M/ - MMVMMV)7 (211)

for the action density in discussing the homotopic classifications of our solutions.
In the Yang formulation of SU(2) SDYM theory, one first performs analytic continuation
of x,, to complex space, the self-dual condition Eq.(2.9) is still valid in complex space. We

then perform the following transformations in complex space [24]

V2y = oy +ix9,V/25 = 21 — ixy,

V22 = x5 — 124,V 22 = x5 + i, (2.12)
V2G, = Gy —iGy,V2G; = Gy + Gy,
V2G, = G5 +1iG4,V2G; = G5 — iGy. (2.13)



Note that y and ¢ (similarly z and Z) are independent complex numbers. They are complex
conjugate to each other when we restrict z,, to be real. The self-dual equation then reduces

to

Fy. = Fyz =0, (2.14)

Eq.(214) is now in the pure gauge and can be integrated once. In the so-called R-gauge,
Eq.(2.15) reduces to [24]

¢[¢y§+¢>z2] - ¢y¢§ - ¢z¢2 + pyﬁg + PPz = 07
¢[py§ + pzé] - 2py¢§ - 2pz¢2 = O>
QS[ﬁy?J + pzi] - 2ﬁ§¢y - 2[’2¢z =0, (2-16)

where ¢, p and p are three independent complex valued functions or six real valued functions.
For the case of SU(2), one needs to impose the reality conditions ¢ =real, p = p* so that

2

G, will be a real gauge field. Here ” =" means ” ="

when we restrict x, to be real. For
the case of SL(2,C) considered in this paper, we drop out the reality conditions and the
R-gauge will be called (R, R) gauge. Thus in the SL(2,C) (R, R) gauge, G,, can be complex
and there are three independent complex valued functions or six real valued functions. It is

easily seen that one set of solutions of Eq.(2.16]) is

Py = Gz, P2 = _¢§’ Py = Pz, Pz = _be- (2'17)

For the SL(2, (') case, this is to say that the complex gauge potential G, can be taken as

G, = —1,,0,(In ) (2.18)

where 77, is defined to be [10]
nzy _ nauu — Ea;u/4 + 5au5u4 _ 5au(§u4’ (219&)
oy = 1 = (1) 0o, (2190)

Eq.([218) is the Corrigan-Fairlie-'t Hooft-Wilczek (CFTW) |2] anastz which is used to obtain
SU(2) k-instanton solutions. But for the case of SL(2,C), ¢ is a complex-valued function.



Substitution of Eq.(2.I8) into Eq.(2Z9) and using [10]

1 _ 1 _
Napr = 56;1,1/04[377(10467 Napw = _§€uyaﬁnaaﬁ, (220&)
5HAnauu + 5nuna)\u + 5Hunay)\ + 77(10/46)\;”/0 = 07 (220b)
eabcnbuuncn)\ = 5unnal/)\ - 5/1)”7(11/& - 5V/i77au)\a (220C)
we obtain
1
—Uo =0 (2.21a)
¢
where O = 0,0, = 2(0,0; + 0,0:). Note that for ¢ = p + ig,
1 1
“Op=0, ~0g=0 (2.22)
p q

(6
p=1+ —30,
; |2y — ail?
g=1+) L0 (2.23)

where «;, 3; are real constants, a;,,b;, are real constant 4-vector. A special case is that
when p =¢q (M = N,o; = 5, a;, = bj,) or ¢ =0,p# 0 or p=0,q # 0, the SU(2) CFTW
k-instanton solutions can be embedded in that of SL(2,C) gauge field. In general, we have
the pure SL(2,C) solutions

1 )
GZ = —’f_]zyﬁ(ln ¢) = _ﬁfwm[ppu + q4qy + Z(pQI/ - qpu)]’ (224>

For the simplest SL(2,C') 1-instanton case (M, N) = (1,0), let’s take

2

M=1,N=0p=1+g=1 (2.25)
y

where y, = z, — a1, y* = y,y,, the gauge potentials can be calculated to be

20242 2

Aﬁzﬁfwyv 2 fl(y ;Lal)2 277

Yyt + (Y2 + of)?
202

B = —i'y, .
T e T af)?

(2.26)



The gauge potential A}, has a singularity at x, = a;, which is a gauge artifact that can be
gauged away by a SL(2,C) gauge transformation. Define

(4 +izj0;)
||

Ul(l’) = = Li’uS“, Ul(l’) c SU(2) C SL(2,C) (227)

where S} 23 = 101 23. After making a large gauge transformation by Ui (x), we have [23]
/ 2(2y? 2
AL = MYy 2 2‘*‘041; 27
yt+ (y? + o)
a 207
= M Yv T2t
y'+ (y? +af)
which are regular SL(2,C) solution. The corresponding field strength can be calculated to
be [23]

la
Bu

(2.28)

2 4 4 2,,2 4
s =~ 0f S,
[y + (y* + af)?]

2 2y4 — 0/11

M'® = —4an® 2.29
o = T T G AP (229
which are self-dual by Eq.(2.20al).
Alternatively, instead of taking Eq.([2.25), let’s take (M, N) = (0, 1)
2
M:O,N:1,p:1,q:1+5—;, (2.30)
Y
where y, = x, — b1, y* = y,y,. Then we have
: i3}
p=1+i+—L 2.31

It can be shown that for SU(2) complex YM equation with a complex source term J,, the
complex gauge potential for (M, N) solution is related to the complex conjugate of (N, M)
solution with J, replaced by J;;. For the present pure YM case without .J,, it can be shown
that Eq.(2.30) leads to a solution which is equivalent to the solution in Eq.(2.26). We will see
this equivalence in section IV where more general 1-instanton solution will be constructed.
In general, one can generalize the 1-instanton solution to the k-instanton cases. For the
multi-instanton solutions, say k = 2 for example, we get
of iB7
[z =y o=yl

In general, the topological charge of the (M, N) solution was found to be Q@ = M + N [23].

d=(1+i+ (2.32)

For the boundary condistions

lim HY, = lim M, =0, (2.33)

r—00 r—00

9



the action integral for the case of # = 0 in Eq.(ZI0) can be calculated to be [23]

1
4 o 4 a a a a
/szd L = /R4d IZ(HMVH/W — MWMW)

= 871Q = 87*(M + N). (2.34)

Note that for the non-compact SL(2,C') case, unlike the SU(2) case, there is no proof that

instanton action is the minimum action in each homotopy class.

IIT. BIQUATERNIONS AND SL(2,C) ADHM YM INSTANTONS

In this section and section IV, in contrast to the last section, we will use the convention
i = 0,1,2,3 and €23 = 1 for 4D Euclidean space. Instead of quaternion in the Sp(1)
(= SU(2)) ADHM construction, we will use biquaternion to construct SL(2,C) SDYM

instantons. A quaternion x can be written as
r=uxue,, T, €R, eg=1e =1i,ea=7e3=k (3.35)
where e, €5 and e3 anticommute and obey

€ €j = —€5 € = €j|Ck; 'é,j, k= 1, 2,3, (336)
ef =—1,e5=—1,e; =—1. (3.37)

The conjugate quarternion is defined to be

LUT = Tp€o — T1€1 — X9€9 — T3€3 (338)
so that the norm square of a quarternion is

|2]* = 2o = af + 23 + 25 + 23. (3.39)
Occasionaly the unit quarternions were expressed as Pauli matrices

10
ey — e, — —io; ;1 =1,2,3. (3.40)
01

A (ordinary) biquaternion (or complex-quaternion) z can be written as
z=zue,, z, €C, (3.41)

10



which will be used in this paper. Occasionally z can be written as
z=x+yi (3.42)

where = and y are quaternions and i = y/—1, not to be confused with e; in Eq.(335).
There are two other types of biquaternions in the literature, the split-biquaternion and the
dual biquaternion. For biquaternion, Hamilton introduced two types of conjugations, the

biconjugation [25]

2% = zueL = Zpey — 2161 — Z9€9 — z3€3 = T + Y1, (3.43)

which will be heavily used in this paper, and the complex conjugation
2" = z,e, = zg€0 + 2161 + 2362 + 2363 = T — Y. (3.44)

In contrast to Eq.(339), the norm square of a biquarternion used in this paper is defined to
be
‘Z|z = Z®Z = (20)2 + (21)2 + (22)2 + (23)2 (345)

which is a complex number in general as a subscript c is used in the norm.

We are now ready to proceed the construction of SL(2,C') instantons. Historically, the
general procedure to construct ADHM Sp(N), SU(N) and O(N) instantons are similar
[5]. The construction strongly relied on the quaternion calculation. In this section, instead
of SU(2), we will extend the Sp(1) quaternion construction to the SL(2,C') biquaternion
construction. We begin by introducing the (k4 1) x k biquarternion matrix A(x) = a + bx

A(x)ab = Qqgp T+ babxu Qgp = af;b@w bap = bgbeu (346)

where o/, and b, are complex numbers, and a4, and by, are biquarternions. The biconjuga-

tion of the A(x) matrix is defined to be
A(2)g, = A@)peel, = Al@)haeo — A@)peer — Ax)jue2 — Al@)pes. (3.47)

In contrast to the of SU(2) instantons, the quadratic condition of SL(2,C') instantons

reads

A(2)®?A(z) = f~! = symmetric, non-singular k x k matrix for = ¢ J, (3.48)

11



from which we can deduce that a®a, b®a, a®b and b®b are all symmetric matrices. We stress
here that it will turn out the choice of biconjugation operation is crucial for the follow-
up discussion in this paper. On the other hand, for z € J, det A(x)®*A(z) = 0. The
set J is called singular locus or ”jumping lines” in the mathematical literatures and will
be discussed in section IV.D. The existence of jumping lines is quite common in complex
ADHM equations. In contrast to the SL(2,C') instantons, there are no jumping lines for the
case of SU(2) instantons. We will assume x ¢ J in the discussion for the rest of this section.

In the Sp(1) quaternion case, the symmetric condition on f~! means f~! is real. For
the SL(2, C) biquaternion case, however, it can be shown that symmetric condition on f~!

implies f~! is complex. Indeed, since

[A(z)*A2)];; = g[ﬁ(fv)@]im[ﬁ(@]m
= 2(%(@]% [A@)])(ehen) = g([ﬁ(x)]%j [A@)]h) (ele,)!
= %{([A(fv)]j”-mei)@([A(fv)]”mieu)}® = [A(x)* Ax)]5;, (3.49)
the symmetric con;ilition implies
[A(z)*A2)];; = [Ax)*A)]5, (3.50)

which means

[A(@)" Al@)]en = [Alz)"Alz)]5e (3.51)

;
e
Thus only [A(z)®A(x)]Y; is nonvanishing, and it is in general a complex number for the case
of biquaternion.

To construct the self-dual gauge field, we introduce a (k+1) x 1 dimensional biquaternion

vector v(x) satisfying the following two conditions
v¥(x)A(x) =0, (3.52)
v¥(z)v(r) = 1. (3.53)
Note that v(x) is fixed up to a SL(2,C) gauge transformation

v(z) — v(z)g(z), g(z) € 1x 1 Biquaternion. (3.54)

12



Note that in general a SL(2, C') matrix can be written in terms of a 1 x 1 biquaternion as

_ Qe by (3.55)

g= = :
vVatqg gl

It is obvious that Eq.([852) and Eq.(353) are invariant under the gauge transformation.

The next step is to define the gauge field

G (x) = v¥(x)d,v(x), (3.56)

which is a 1 x 1 biquaternion. The SL(2,C) gauge transformation of the gauge field is

Gu(r)=— > G'(x) = (9% (x)v" (2))0u(v(2)g(x))
= g% (2)Gu()g(x) + g ()dug(x) (3.57)

where in the calculation Eq.(3.53)) has been used. Note that, unlike the case for Sp(1), G, (x)
needs not to be anti-Hermitian.

We can now define the SL(2, C) field strength
F.=0,G,(x) + Gu(x)G,(x) — [n +— v]. (3.58)
To show that F},, is self-dual, one needs to show that the operator
P=1—v(z)v*(x) (3.59)

is a projection operator P2 = P, and can be written in terms of A as

P = A(z)fA%(x). (3.60)
In fact
P? = (1 —v(x)v®(2))(1 — v(z)v®())
=1—2v(z)v®(z) + v(z)v®(z)v(z)v®(z)
=1—ov(z)v® ) =P, (3.61)
and

13



Pu(z) = (1 —v(z)v®(2))v(z) = v(z) — v(x)v®(z)v(z) = 0. (3.62)

On the other hand
Py = Ax) fA%(x), (3.63)

Py = A(2) fA%(2)A(2) fA" (z) = M) ff 7 fA"(2) = A2) fA" (z) = Py, (3.64)

and
Py(x) = Alz) fA®(z)v(x) = 0. (3.65)

So P, = P. This completes the proof. The self-duality of F},, can now be proved as following

= 0u(v"(2)00(x)) + v* () v (@)™ (2) v (x) — [ — V]
= 0,v" (2)[1 — v(x)v* ()]0, v(x) — [1 — V]
= 0" (2)A(2) A" (2)0pv(x) = [ V]

(Ou
v () (ben) f(efp®)o(x) — [ — V]

“
(
v (@) (0 A (@) f (0.4 (2))v(z) — [1 ¢ V]
)
= 0% (2)b(e,el, — evel) f070() (3.66)

where we have used Eqs.(346),(3.52) and (3:60). Finally the factor (e,ef, —e,el,) above can

be shown to be self-dual

1 1
O = g(euel — el,eL) = S€wap0as, (3.67)
_ 1 1 _
T 4—Z_(eLe,, — eieu) = —5€waslap. (3.68)

This proves the self-duality of F},,. We thus have constructed many SL(2,C) SDYM field
configurations.

To count the number of moduli parameters for the SL(2,C') k-instantons we have con-
structed , we will use transformations which preserve conditions Eq.([3.48]), Eq.([3.52) and
Eq.([3.53), and the definition of G, in Eq.(3.56]) to bring a and b in Eq.(3.46]) into a simple
canonical form. The allowed transformations are similar to the case of Sp(1) except that for

the SL(2,C) case, Q is unitary biquaternionic and K® = KT. That is

14



a— QaK,b— QbK,v — Qu (3.69)

where

Q:(k+1)x(k+1), Q°Q =1, (3.70)

K® = K", (3.71)

One can use K and @) to bring b to the following form

0
b= | * (3.72)
Ikxk

Now the form of b above is preserved by the following transformations

w1 0
Q= Qua K = XT Q1 € SL(2,C), X € O(k). (3.73)
X

0

Then by choosing X appropriately, one can diagonalize a®a and bring a to the following

form

A1x
a=| " (3.74)

~Ykxk
where A\ and y are biquaternion matrices with orders 1 x k and k X k respectively, and y is

symmetric
y=y". (3.75)
Thus the constraints for the moduli parameters are
agacj =0,1# j, and y;; = yji. (3.76)

The forms a and b in Eq.[3.74) and Eq.(3.72) are called the canonical forms of the con-

struction, and Ajxj , Yrxx under the constraints Eq.([376) are the moduli parameters of
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k-instantons. The total number of moduli parameters for k-instanton can be calculated

through Eq.([3.70) to be

# of moduli for SL(2,C') k-instantons = 16k — 6, (3.77)

which is twice of that of the case of Sp(1). Roughly speaking, there are 8k parameters for
instanton ”biquaternion positions” and 8k parameters for instanton ”sizes”. Finally one has
to subtract an overall SL(2,C') gauge group degree of freesom 6. This picture will become
more clear when we give examples of explicit constructions of SL(2,C) instantons in the

next section.

IV. EXAMPLES OF SL(2,C) ADHM INSTANTONS

In this section, we will explicitly construct three examples of SL(2,C') YM instantons to
illustrate our prescription given in the last section. More importantly, we will also discuss
the singular structures of SL(2,C') k-instantons and compare our results with those in the

mathematical literatures.

A. The SL(2,C) (M, N) Instantons in ADHM Construction

In this first example, we will reproduce from the ADHM construction the SL(2,C) (M, N)
instanton solutions [23] discussed in section II. We choose the biquaternion \; in Eq.(3.74)
to be A\jep with \; a complex number, and choose y;; = y;0;; to be a diagonal matrix with

Y; = Yju€u @ quaternion. That is

A1 Ao o A
z—y: 0 ... 0
Alz)=| 0 z—yp ... 0 |, (4.78)
L 0 0 S(Z—yk_
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which satisfies the constraint in Eq.(3.76). Let

1
1 —_
v = ﬁ N y (479)
|~k
then
Ai(x Yin)€u .
45 = ](|;_y]|g) u?]:172a“'7k7 (480)
j
and
_ . _
1 _Al('r#_ylrg)eu
V= — T (4.81)
Vo
_ Ae@u—yrulen
ol |~’f/‘—yk|2 -
with
A2 A2
=14+t 44—k 4.82
L PN A PRAE (482)

We have used )\j>\]® = )\3 where )\3 a complex number in the above calculation. For the
case of Sp(1), A; is a real number and >\j)\j— = )\? is a real number. So ¢ in Eq.([£82) is a

complex-valued function in general. One can calculate the gauge potential as

1 A A
G :v®8v:—eTey—ele OyIn(l4+ ——L— .+ "k _
n wo = 7 le u 0 In( Iz — y]? Ix—yk\2>
1
= i[eLe,, —ele, )0, In(¢). (4.83)
If we choose k = 1 and define \? = f‘—ji, then
of
=1+ 4.84
¢ PR (4.84)
The gauge potential is
062 2
1 s 1 o
_ t T 141 o 1 1 1 .
G, = i[eue’/ —ele, )0, In(1 + m) = Z[eue,, —ele,]0, In(1 + m +1)
1 —a2(x —yy) |z —yi]* + a2 .
— T T 1 v 1
= —lele, — e, e —1 4.85
P i e Ee e 5
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which reproduces the SL(2,C) (M, N) = (1,0) solution calculated in Eq.([2:26)). If we choose

k =1 and consider \? = Bt then

1427
i32
=14 1 4.86
¢ P (4.86)
The gauge potential is
1 s 1 iB2
G, =~lele, —ele o, In(1 + ——) = —[ele, —ele, )0, In[(1 +i + ——)], (4.87
K 4 [6“6 eueﬂ] Il( + |l’ o y1|2) 4[6;16 eueu] 1'1[( +ti+ |Zl§' _ y1|2)]7 ( )

which reproduces the SL(2,C) (M, N) = (0, 1) solution calculated in Eq.(231]). If we choose
k=2and \? = of A\ = 5 we get

1447 1447
=14+ —— 4 4.88
O PR E P E 459
G,=-[ele, — ele 9, In(1 + —F 4 I+ 4.89
H 4[# H] ( |x—y1|2 \x—ng) ( )
1 af i67

_ et f :
= —lele, —ele,]0, In(1+ i+
4[ 17 M] ( |$_yl |l'—y2

which reproduces the SL(2,C) (1, 1) solution calculated in Eq.([232]). It is easy to general-
ize the above calculations to the general (M, N) cases. The SL(2,C) ADHM k-instanton

B |2), (4.90)

solutions we proposed in section III thus include the SL(2,C') (M, N) k-instanton solutions
calculated previously in [23] as a subset.

B. The SL(2,C) k = 2,3 Instanton Solutions

For the case of 2-instantons, we begin with the following A(x) matrix with y1o = ya;

A Ao
—Y21 T — Y2
A8 2® _ ® @
A®(z) = | o T (4.92)
NS~y x¥ =gy

The condition on A®(x)A(x)

AP+ (2% —yP) (2 — y1) + yiayiz AT A2 — (2% — yP)yae — v (x — y)

AN = yta(@ — 1) — (2% — y5)yi2 A5 A + Yoy + (2% —y3) (x — y2)
(403)

A*(z)A(x) =
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in Eq.(343) is

M= A =y (v2 — 1) + (vF — vs) iz, (4.94)

which is linear in the biquaternion y5 instead of a quadratic equation, and 3,5 can be easily

solved to be
1 (y1 —y2)

2|y — yal?
So the four biquaternions ¥, y2, Ay and Ay gives 4 x 8 = 32 real parameters. After subtracting

Y12 = (A5 A1 = AT A2). (4.95)

SL(2,C) gauge group degree of freesom 6, the number of moduli for SL(2,C) 2-instanton
is 26 as expected. The result in Eq.([@95]) is the same with the case of Sp(1) except with
quaternions replaced by biquaternions [3]. However, for the SL(2,C) 2-instantons in con-
strast to the SU(2) case, there are so-called jumping lines in zeros of determinant of Eq.(4.93))
which correspond to singularities of SL(2,C') 2-instanton field configurations. This will be
calculated in section IV. D.

For the case of 3-instantons, we begin with the following A(z) matrix with vy;; = y;;

A A2 A3

A(z) = r—Y1 —Y2 —Yi3 . (4.96)

—Yo1 T —Y2 —Y23

| —Ysr  —Ys2 T Y3
In order to get the general solutions for k£ = 3 SL(2,C') instanton, similar to [3], we make
the choices A\; = A ® ey (A} = A2 = A3 = 0) and y?, = y{; = 395 = 0. Then the remaining
parameters are the positions 1, 92, y3 and the imaginary part of w12, ¥13, y23. So there are
8x3+6x3 =42 = 16k—6(k = 3) parameters. Other parameters can be fixed by constraints
to be

M=\ ®eg (4.97)

0 |W |W2WXXWW| — (4.98)
W3 SAUAR W3 W) 1

Ay = FARTE +i7 - WAL (4.99)

W?,XW @XWQ .
Ay = AR —17-)\—1 ) (4.100)
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%
where the vectors Wy, are defined by

. 3
Wi = Seantr (F 1 — 1) v + Y wiwn))- (4101
=1

Here we have presented the biquaternions A; as 2 x 2 matrices. The result in the above
equations are the same with the case of Sp(1) [5] except with quaternions replaced by
biquaternions. However, for the SL(2,C') 3-instantons in constrast to the SU(2) case, there
are jumping lines of 3-instantons corresponding to Eq.([@9€). This will be discussed in
section IV. D.

C. The SL(2,C) 1-Instanton Solution and its Singularities

In the third example, we calculate the complete SL(2,C') 10 parameters 1-instanton solu-
tion and study structure of its singularities. The singular structures of a subset of SL(2,C)
k-instantons will be discussed in the next subsection. We will see that the singularities for
SL(2,C) l-instanton is much more complicated that that of SU(2) 1-instanton. All 10 pa-
rameters are closely related to the structure of the singularities. We first build A(z) matrix

and choose a, b as

A 0
0= b= 1, (4.102)
—y 1
A
Alx) =a+br = (4.103)
r—y

where z is a quaternion, A = Aeg (with A a complex number) and y is a biquaternion. It can
be checked that, for these choices, the constraints in Eq.(3.76) are satisfied. By Eq.(3.52))
and Eq.([3.53), we easily obtain

1 1

v(z) = (4.104)
_ (z—y)A®
Vo [ —y|?
with
AN\®
p=1+ PPy (4.105)
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Note that A\® = A\? is a complex number and |z — y|> = |z — (p + ¢7)|? is also a complex
number. Here p and g are quaternions. The total number of moduli parameters is thus 10.

The gauge field G, can be calculated to be

G, =v"0,v(x)

<

2

= [eLe,, — eleu]&, In(1+

o | =

TP
[z — (p+ qi)],\?
[z — (p+ i) 2(lx — (p+ qi) 2 + A2)

-1
= —-lelew —ele,

2

(4.106)

By solving |z — (p+¢i)|*> = 0 in the denominator of Eq.([dI06), we can get some singularities
of G),. We see that

|z — (p+ qi)|2 = [(xo — po)* + (x1 — p1)* + (x2 — p2)* + (w3 — p3)*) — (¢ + a1 + @3 + 43)]

— 2i[(zo — po)go + (z1 — p1)q1 + (z2 — p2)ga + (23 — p3)gz] = 0 (4.107)

implies

(o —po) + (11 —p1)* + (22 — p2)* + (23 —p3)°] = (@G + ¢ + & + 43, (4.108)

(o — po)go + (1 — p1)@1 + (22 — p2)q2 + (23 — p3)gs = 0. (4.109)

Generically for ¢ # 0, Eq.(@I08) and Eq.([@I09) describe in R* a S? and an hyper-plane R3
passing through the center of the S? respectively. Thus the intersection of these S* and R®
is a S2. This means that the singularities is a S? in R*. It is clear geometrically that p,
is the center of the S? and ¢, gives radius and orientation of the S? in R*. In fact, these
singularities can be gauged away just like in the SU(2) case. If we define
o — i)k
Ure(2) = o = £ —p qz), “ (4.110)
|2 |z —p — qile
where Uj.(z) is a 1 x 1 biquaternion corresponding to a SL(2,C) matrix, which is to be

compared with Eq.(227) for the case of SU(2). Then

0

z 0 2% 1
OzH

U—l — - __ T T
lc (Z) ‘Z|c 82” |Z‘c 2[€u€ € €

Ure(2) ]2 (4.111)
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0 2% 0 =z 1 z
U (2)5=Uie(2) = - = —=ele, — el e ] 5. 4.112
le (Z) Ozt 1 (Z) ‘Z|c Ozh |Z‘c 2[6u6 61/6M] |Z‘2 ( )
It’s easy to see that G, can be written as
1 —(z — (p+ qi)),\?
G, = =lele, —ele , ,
H B R — o+ e+ )
0 A2
= U (2)=—"Uhe : 4.113
g e o R+ ) )
We can now do the SL(2,C) gauge transformation
G =U(2)G U 2) + U (z)iU_l(z)
p— Yl rY1c 1le O le
-1 [z — (p+ qi)],
= 7[eﬂei —eyel] (4.114)

(lz = (p + qi)Z + A%)
to gauge away the singularities caused by |z—(p+qi)|> = 0. But there are still non-removable
singularities remained, which come from (|z — (p + ¢i)|* + A?) = 0 in the denominator of

Eq.([#I06). To study these singularities, let the real part of A be ¢ and imaginary part of
A2 be d, we see that

(lz = (p+ @) |2 + X*) = Pa(x) +iPy(x)
= [(wo—po)* + (m1 —p1)* + (22 —p2)? + (w3 —p3)* — (G + T+ G + )] + ¢

) d
— 2i[(x0 — po)qo + (1 — p1)q1 + (22 — p2)@2 + (23 — p3)qs — 5] =0 (4.115)

implies

(o —po)*+ (21 —p1)> + (22 —p2)> + (w3 —p3)> = (g + a1 + &3 +¢3) — ¢, (4.116)
d
(o — po)qo + (1 — p1)1 + (22 — P2)@2 + (23 — p3)g3 = 5

(4.117)
where P,(z) and P;(z) are polynomials of 4 variables with degree 2 and 1 respectively.
For a subset of k-instanton field configurations, one chooses \; = A\;eq (with \; a complex

number) and y; to be a biquaternion in Eq.(478]). It is important to note that for these
choices, the constraints in Eq.([3.76) are still satisfied without turning on the off-diagonal
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elements y;; in Eq.([374). To get non-removable singularities, one needs to calculate zeros

of

ALY AA?
=14+— 4+ ...+ —F— 4.118
S ey T -l L 118)
or
|£L’ — ’y1|3|l’ — y2|g s |£E — yk|g¢ = ng(l’) + ipgk_l(l’) =0. (4119)

For the k-instanton case, one encounters intersections of zeros of Py, (z) and Pa,_1(x) poly-

nomials with degrees 2k and 2k — 1 respectively
ng(l') = O, PQk_l(l’) = 0. (4120)

We will discuss the singular structures of these k-instanton field configurations in the next
subsection.

The structure of singularities of SL(2,C') 1-instanton can be classified into the following
four cases:

(1) For ¢ = 0, Eq.(EI17) implies d = 0. If ¢ < 0, one gets S? singularities. If ¢ = 0, one

gets a singular point at p.
The following three cases are for g # 0.
(2) If the 6 parameters satisfy
&2

2 2 2 2 4
@+ +g) —c< , 4.121
o+ i+ ) (g6 + af + a3 + 43) oz

then there are no singularities.

(3) If the 6 parameters satisfy
&
(@ +@+d+3d)—c= 4 , (4.122)
R (@3 + a7 + ¢ +a3)

then there is only one singular point which is located at

N

(930,551,932,933) = (po,pbPz,P?,) + ( )(QO>Q1><]2,Q3)- (4-123)

g +ai + a5+ 43
(4) If the 6 parameters satisfy

d2

2 2 2 2 4
CHE+E+¢)—c> :
(0 + a0+ >+ 45) (B+E+E+ )

(4.124)
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then the singularities are the intersection of a R? and a S3, or a S? surface, similar to the
previous discussion in Eq.([@I08) and Eq.(ZI09). We can see that if |g| is big enough, the
S? singularities will be turned on in the R* space. Unlike singularities which can be gauged
away, it seems that these singularities can not be gauged away.

Finally the real parts and imaginary parts of the gauge field and the field strength of

SL(2,C) 1-instanton solution with 10 moduli parameters can be calculated to be

Y S S N ol Ve 0]
G = gl = Sl G
_ 2l enlle— P -t d—p), —d =2 —p) da.}
2 “h lz = pl> = ¢+ +[d = 2(x — p) - ¢
il ndzlle=plP =+ ey — [d = 2(z = p) - g)(x = p)u}
2[ H-v v N] [|x—p|2—q2—|—c]2—i— [d—Q(x—p) Q]2 (4125)

and

(c+ di)
|z = (p+qi)|2 + (c + di)]?

F/il/ = [61161]; - 6V€L]

lepel, — evel[{cllz — pI* — ¢* + c* — c[d — 2(x — p) - ¢]
+2d[Jz = p|* = ¢* + dJ[d - 2(x — p) - q]}
{lle =pP =+ *+[d—2(x—p)-¢?}?
lepel — evel[{d]|x — p|* — ¢* + ¢]* — d[d — 2(z — p) - ¢
—2c[lz —p|* — ¢ + J[d = 2(x — p) - g]}

T e @ P =2 —p) (4.126)

which is a self-dual field configuration by Eq.([3.67). If we take ¢ =0, ¢ = %% = —d, we can

easily get the following special solutions

1

i 2|z — p* + af +iai)(z — p),

G = ——[e,el —eye 4.127
R P e P
and
o ool — ee)le — ol + 4z — pPod + o
n 2z = p|* + 2]z — p[*af + of]?
—a?(e el — e ef)2]lx — p|* — ol
—ai(euel w21z — pl 1 (4.128)

2|z — pl* + 2]z — p*of + af]?
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which can be written as

/ 1 2(2y% + a?)
A, =—= - v f v L
m 4[6#61/ eveyly At (2 +ad)?
1 202
B = ——[e,el —e,el]y, 1 , 4.129
Tl R TETHE (129
and
2yt + 4a2y? + of
H! = (eyel —eyel)a? ! L
2 e e
2 4 4
M, = (epel, — eyelya?——2 1 (4.130)

Tyt (2 + ad)?P?
where y = x — p, y* = |z — p|?. The forms of profiles in Eqs.[#129) and (£I30) are exactly
the same with the (M, N) = (1,0) instanton solution [23] obtained in Eqgs.(2:28)) and (2:29).

D. The Jumping lines of SL(2,C) k-Instantons

For the subset of SL(2,C) k-instantons in Eq.(ZI18), the connections are calculable
and one encounters much more complicated singular structures of the field configurations in
Eq.(4120). These new singularities can not be gauged away and do not show up in the field
configurations of SU(2) k-instantons. Mathematically, the existence of singular structures
of the non-compact SL(2,C) SDYM field configurations is consistent with the inclusion of
”sheaves” by Frenkel-Jardim [22] recently, rather than just the restricted notion of ”vector
bundles”, in the one to one correspondence between ASDYM and certain algebraic geometric
objects.

In fact, one notices that Eq.([@II9) can be written as

det A(z)*A(z) = o —yulele —ald -+ |2 — yelod = Po(@) +iPua(w) =0 (4.131)

where ) _
A Ao A
r—y: O 0
A= 0 z—yp ... 0 |. (4.132)
L 0 0 o T — yk_
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In Eq.(@I32) \; = \ieg (with A; a complex number) and y; is a biquaternion in contrast to
those in Eq.(LT8) where y; was chosen to be a quaternion. The solutions x € J of

det A(z)*A(z) = 0 (4.133)

mentioned in Eq.([348) are called ”jumping lines” of k-instantons in the mathematical lit-
eratures [22].

The complete jumping lines of the SL(2,C) 1-instanton are given in Eq.(ZIT5). The
jumping lines for the SL(2,C) k-instantons given in Eq.(dI31) with £ > 2 are just partial
subsets of the jumping lines. For the complete jumping lines of 2-instantons, for example,
A1, Ao and yy, yo are biquaternions and one needs to turn on yio and yo1 (= y12) in Eq.(£91)
which are also biquaternions. We can calculate the determinant of Eq.([@93]) in section IV.

B to get

det Agins (1) Agins(2) = |2 =y 2|7 = yal 2 + [Nal2] — a2 + [N 2]z — w22
+yia(r — y)yia( — v2) + (2 — ¥2) yi2(z — y1) Y1
—yia(x — Y1) AT A2 — AT A (z — 1) P2
— (2 = y2) " Y12A7 A2 — A My (@ — w2)
+ yr2l2 (a2 + [M2) + [y1a]:
—0 (4.134)

where y5 is given by Eq.(4.95). In calculating the determinant, one notices that A(z)®A(x)
in Eq.(493)) is a symmetric matrix with complex number entries. So there is no ambiguity
in the determinant calculation. The result of the determinant in Eq.(d.I34]) corresponds to
a polynomial of degree 2k = 4 in the variable x, which is consistent with results obtained in
the mathematical literature [22]. Here we have given the singularity locus or jumping lines in
a much more detailed form accessible for most physicists. For the special case of y15 = 0, \;
reduces to a complex number \; = \;ep (with A\; a complex number) and Eq.(4.134]) reduces
to Eq.(I3T). It is interesting to see that although the complete SL(2,C) 2-instanton
connections with 26 parameters are not available, their jumping lines can be identified by
Eq.([@I34).

Similar results can be obtained for the jumping lines of the complete 3-instantons by
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using Eq.(490) although the calculation is more involved
det Az_ins(2)* Az _ins(T)
= (M2 + |z = ]2 + lyaal? + |913]7]
X [ Nal2 + |2 = yol + |yral? + |yas?]
X [IXsl2 + |2 = ysl2 + |yisl2 + |yes]?]
+ AT A2 = (@ — 1) "y — yis (2 — y2) + Yi3yas]
X A5 A3 + yiayis — (2 — y2) Y23 — sz (T — y3)]
X A5A = yis(x — y1) + Yosyiz — (2 — y3) yi3)
+ATAs = (2 — 41) Y13 + yiayas — yiz(r — y3)]
X (A5 A2 + yisyiz — yas(@ — y2) — (@ — y3) " yos]
X MM = yia(r — y1) — (7 — y2) "Y1z + Yosvi3)
=[N+ [z =il + [yral2 + [ys]2]
X A3 + yiayis — (2 — y2) Y23 — sz (T — y3)]
X A5A = yis(x — 91) + Yssyiz — (2 — y3) y13)
— AP = (& = y1)"y12 — ¥ia(@ — v2) + Y13y
X MM = yia(r — y1) — (7 — y2) "Y1z + Yozvi3)
X [IXsl2 + |2 = ysl? + |yasl2 + |yas]?]
— AP = (2 — 91)"y13 + Yoy — yis(@ — y3)]
X (a2 + |2 = yal? + |y1a2 + |yas]?]
X (A3 A = yis(x — 1) + yssyie — (2 — y3) 'y
=0. (4.135)

The result of the determinant in Eq.(£I35]) corresponds to a polynomial of degree 2k = 6 in
the variable x. The number of parameters in Eq.([#I35]) can be reduced to 42 by making the

choices of parameters in the paragraph after Eq.([£90) and using Eq.([€97) to Eq.(ZI0T]).

For the special case of y;; = 0 (i # j), A; reduces to a complex number \; = \;ep (with A; a

complex number) and Eq.(dI35) reduces to Eq.(d.I31)).

For x € J in the jumping lines of SL(2,C') k-instantons, the non-singular property in
the quadratic condition of ADHM construction in Eq.([348)) is violated. Moreover, the
projection operator P in Eq.(3.60) and the self-dual field strength F,, in Eq.(3.60) diverge
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there. For some cases of these singularities, the holomorphic vector bundle description of the
original ADHM construction for SU(2) instantons fails and one is led to include sheaf in the
construction of the non-compact SL(2,C) k-instantons. It can be shown mathematically
that [22] there are solutions of complex SL(2,C') ADHM equations [26] which admit jumping
lines. In this paper we have given explicit concrete examples to describe jumping lines of
SL(2,C) k-instantons from physicist point of view. More examples of SL(2,C') instanton
connections corresponding to sheaves with jumping lines instead of vector bundles on C'P3

are under investigation [27].

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have extended the ADHM construction of Sp(1) self-dual Yang-Mills
(SDYM) instantons to the case of SL(2,C) instanton solutions. In constrast to the quater-
nion calculation heavily used in the compact groups Sp(N), SU(N) and O(N) constructions
in the literature 3], we discover that instead the use of biquaternion with the biconjugation
operation 23] is very powerful in the construction of the non-compact SL(2, C') instanton so-
lutions. The new SL(2, C') instanton solutions constructed by this SL(2,C') ADHM method
contain those SL(2,C) (M, N) instanton solutions [23] obtained previously as a subset. We
found that the number of moduli for SL(2,C') k-instantons is twice of that of Sp(1), 16k —6.

In addition, we investigate the structure of singularities or jumping lines [22] of the
complete SL(2,C) l-instanton solution with 10 moduli parameters. The singularities are
intersections of zeros of Py(x) and P;(z) polynomials of 4 variables with degrees 2 and 1
respectively. For singularities of subsets of k-instanton field cofigurations, one encounters
intersections of zeros of Por(x) and Poy_1(z) polynomials with degrees 2k and 2k — 1 re-
spectively. We found that not all singularities can be gauged away as in the case of SU(2)
1-instanton field confuguration. The singularities for SL(2,C') 1-instanton field configura-
tion is much more complicated than the removable singularity of SU(2) l-instanton field
configuration. Moreover, the values of all 10 parameters are closely related to the structure
of the singularities.

The jumping lines of the complete SL(2, C') k = 2, 3 instantons with 26, 42 moduli param-
eters are also calculated in this paper. Mathematically, the existence of singular structures

of the non-compact SL(2,C) k-instanton field configurations discovered in this paper is
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consistent with the inclusion of ”"sheaves” by Frenkel-Jardim [22], rather than just the re-
stricted notion of ”vector bundles”, in the one to one correspondence between ASDYM and
certain algebraic geometric objects. In this paper we have given explicit concrete examples
to describe ”jumping lines” of SL(2, ') k-instantons from physicist point of view.

The existence of non-removable singular structures of SL(2, C) instanton field configura-
tions may help to clearify the long standing issue of global singularity problems associated
with Backlund transformations [18, [19] of SU(2) SDYM instantons. Further investigation
of the structure of singularities for general SL(2,C) k-instanton field configurations maybe

important for the understanding of the geometrical structures of non-compact SDYM theory.
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