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Abstract

An intrinsic description of the Hamilton—Cartan formalism for first-order
Berezinian variational problems determined by a submersion of superman-
ifolds is given. This is achieved by studying the associated higher-order
graded variational problem through the Poincaré—Cartan form. Noether
theorem and examples from superfield theory and supermechanics are also
discussed.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we generalize some of the results already presented in [33] [35],
where supermechanics (that is, variational problems defined for supercurves
o: RUT = R x (M, A) with (M, A) a supermanifold and R*! the parameter
superspace), is considered from the viewpoint of Poincaré—Cartan theory. Now,
we intend to deal with superfield theory; that is, with first order variational
problems defined for superfields o: (M, A) — (N, B) (here (M, A), (N, B) are
supermanifolds).

The basic object in our study is the Poincaré—Cartan form, for which we
present an intrinsic construction in the context of Berezinian variational prob-
lems (intrinsic up to a volume form on the base manifold, as we will see).

Let us recall that there are two kind of integration theories defined on super-
manifolds: the one associated to the Berezin integral and the other associated to
what is called the graded integral. The first one is more suitable to state physical
problems in the supermanifold setting, but it lacks from an associated theory of
Berezinian superdifferential forms. So, it is not possible to work directly with a
Poincaré—Cartan form and to develop a Hamilton—Cartan formalism from it.

The second theory of integration does not have a good physical interpreta-
tion but, conversely, a consistent theory of differential forms is available and
therefore, it is possible to define a Poincaré—Cartan form and to develop the
corresponding Hamilton—Cartan formalism.

Accordingly to these two possibilities, variational problems can be stated
using either the Berezin integral or the graded integral; we call them Berezinian
or graded variational problems, respectively. However, there is a deep connec-
tion between both problems. In brief, the relationship is based on the fact that
to each first—order Berezinian variational problem over a graded submersion
p: (N,B) — (M, A) we can associate a graded variational problem of order
n + 1 over p, where (m|n) is the dimension of (M, .A) (see Section 4l below);
we refer the reader to Theorem E.T] for formal definitions and statement of this
result, known as the Comparison Theorem.

With the help of the Comparison Theorem the way to build a Poincaré—Car-
tan form and to develop a Hamilton—Cartan formalism for a first— order Berezinian
variational problem is clear: Firstly, we define the graded Poincaré—Cartan form
for the associated graded variational problem, now of order n+ 1, and secondly
we translate, with the hint offered by the Comparison Theorem, this form to
an object which will play the role of Berezinian Poincaré—Cartan form for the
Berezinian variational problem. From this object it is possible to obtain the
Euler—Lagrange superequations and a Noether Theorem.

A question arises at this point. In the classical case it is well known that
a canonical Poincaré—Cartan form of higher order does mnot exist. Of course,
objects which can be called higher-order Poincaré—Cartan forms can be defined,
but the problem is that they depend on some additional parameters (such as a
connection, see [12] [I5]). Nevertheless, here we give a canonical formulation of
the graded Poincaré—Cartan form for higher-order graded variational problems;
the key to understand how this is achieved is to note that we deal with a special



subclass of these problems: those coming from first—order Berezinian variational
ones through the Comparison Theorem. Actually, our purpose is to solve these
first order Berezinian problems, so we could consider this feature as a byproduct.

Another very important consequence of this formalism in the classical case,
is the existence of a Noether Theorem, which is a basic tool in the study of the
symmetries of a variational problem. We present here a generalization to the
graded setting.

In order to make the paper relatively self—contained, the first sections con-
tain a review of previous results on jet bundles and calculus of variations on
supermanifolds.

Finally, there are some worked out examples (the (m|2) field theory) and we
analyze a particular case of interest in Physics (supermechanics) showing the
coincidence with the results obtained by other methods (|33} B3]).

2 Basics of supermanifold theory

2.1 General definitions

For general references, we refer the reader to [43], [10, Chapters 2 and 3], [27],
28], [B], [29], and [45]. The basic idea underlying the definition of a graded
manifold is the substitution of the commutative sheaf of algebras of differentiable
functions on a smooth manifold by another sheaf in which we can accommodate
some objects with a Zs—grading (in what follows, all the gradings considered
are assumed to be Zs—gradings, unless otherwise explicitly stated.)

A graded manifold (or a supermanifold) of dimension (m|n) on a C°°—mani-
fold M of dimension m, is a sheaf A on M of graded R—commutative algebras—
the structure sheaf—such that,

1. There exists an exact sequence of sheaves,
0=+ N—ASC®M)—0, (2.1)

where A is the sheaf of nilpotents in A and ~ is a surjective morphism of
graded R—commutative algebras.

2. N/N? is a locally free module of rank n over C*(M) = A/N, and A is
locally isomorphic, as a sheaf of graded R—commutative algebras, to the
exterior bundle A ) (N/N?).

For any open subset U C M, from the exact sequence (Z.I) we obtain the
exact sequence of graded algebras,

0= N({U) = AU) S C>U) - 0.

A section f of A is called a graded function (or a superfunction). The image of
such a graded function f € A(U) by the structure morphism ~ is denoted by f.



The fact that A is a sheaf of graded R—commutative algebras induces a
grading on its sections, and we denote the degree of such an f by |f].

From the very definition of a supermanifold the structure sheaf of (M,.A)
is locally isomorphic to Ageepp) (N /N 2). An important theorem (known as
Batchelor Theorem [4],[5], but also see [16]), guarantees that in the C*° category
this holds not only locally, but also globally, although this is no longer true in
the complex analytic category. Thus, for any smooth supermanifold (M, .A)
there exists a vector bundle E — M which is isomorphic to A'/N? and such
that A = A g ) (E), but this isomorphism is not canonical.

A splitting neighborhood of a supermanifold (M, .A) is an open subset U in
M such that the bundle E = N'/N? is trivial over U and

Aly 'ZV/\COO(U)(E|U)-

If U is a splitting neighborhood, there exists a basis of sections for E|y, denoted

by (z71,...,2™™), along with an isomorphism
A(U) = C=(U) @r \ En, (2.2)
where E,, denotes the vector R—space generated by (x71,...,2~"). Therefore,

the natural projection A(U) — C®(U), f — f, admits a global section of
R—algebras, o: C>*°(U) — A(U). If U is a splitting neighborhood, a family of
superfunctions (zf,777), 1 <i<m, 1 <j <n, |2} =0, |77 =1, is called a
graded coordinate system (or a supercoordinate system) if,

1. 2* = o(z%), 1 < i < m, where (2!,...,2™) is an ordinary coordinate
system on U,

2. {z71, ..., 27"} is a basis of sections of E|y; ie.,x71,...,27" € \ E, and
n

x7 #£0.
=1

J

A morphism of graded manifolds ¢: (M, A) — (N, B) is a pair of mappings
(¢Z, ¢*) where é: M — N is a differentiable mapping of smooth manifolds and
for every open subset U C N, ¢*: B(U) — (¢+.A)(U) = A(¢~1(U)) is an even
morphism of graded algebras compatible with the restrictions, and all such that
the diagram

BU) -5 AGNU))

l !

C®(U) — C®(71(V))
B
commutes.

Throughout this paper, we assume that M is connected and oriented by a
volume form 1. We confine ourselves to consider coordinate systems adapted to
this volume form; i.e.,

n=di' A--- AdE™.



We refer all our constructions to this volume, but we simply call “intrinsic con-
structions” those results which are independent of 1, in order to avoid continuous
mention to . Note that, by Batchelor’s theorem (see [4]), the natural projection
A(M) — C°°(M) admits a global section o: C*°(M) — A(M). Thus, once a
section ¢ has been fixed, every ordinary volume form n on M induces a graded
volume 7% on (M, A).

Let F,G be sheaves on a topological space X. For any open subset U C
M Hom(F|y, G|v) denotes the space of morphisms between the sheaves F|y and
G|u; this is an abelian group in a natural way. The sheaf of homomorphisms is
the sheaf Hom(F, G) given by Hom(F, G)(U) = Hom(F|v, G|y) with the natural
restriction morphisms.

The sheaf of left A—modules of derivations of a graded manifold (M, A) is
the subsheaf of Endg (A) whose sections on an open subset U C M are R—linear
graded derivations D: A|y — A|y. This sheaf is denoted by Derg(A) or simply
Der(A), and its elements are called graded vector fields (or supervector fields)
on the graded manifold (M,.A). The notation Xg(M) is also often used.

Let U be a coordinate neighborhood for a graded manifold (M, A) with
graded coordinates (ZCi, x‘j), 1 <1< m,1<j <n. There exist even derivations
9/0xt, ... ,0/0x™ and odd derivations §/0x~1,...,8/0x~™ of A(U) uniquely
characterized by the conditions

ozl 5 dx=J 0 z? oz ™I
ozt TV gt 7 o dr—*

(negative indices running from —n to —1, positive ones from 1 to m) and such
that every derivation D € Der A(U) can be written as

L - AN
D:ZD(x)axi +) D(z N
i=1 j=1

In particular, Der(A(U)) is a free right A(U)—module with basis
3} 0 0 0

Azt G 917 G
If U € M is an open subset, the algebraic dual of the graded .A—module
Der(A(U)) is (Der A(U))* = Hom4(Der(A(U)), A(U)), which has itself a nat-
ural structure of graded A—module and it defines a sheaf U +— (Der A(U))*.
The sheaves of right A—modules of graded differential forms on (M, .A) are
the sheaves

— &

p

OF(M) = \(Der A)*.

We also set Qg(M) = > QL(M), with Q% (M) = A.
peEN
The graded differential forms on (M, A) are simply called graded forms. The
three usual operators: insertion of a graded vector field, graded Lie derivative
with respect to a graded vector field and the graded exterior differential, are
defined in a similar way to the classical case (e.g., see [27]), and denoted by ¢x,
Lgé, and d“, respectively.



2.2 Supervector bundles

Let GL(V') be the general linear supergroup of a supervector space V =V, ®V;.
We set GL(plg) = GL(RPI9). For the definition of the graded structure of
GL(p|q) as a super Lie group, we refer the reader to [3| I, §3], [7, Chapter 2, §1],
[8, §1.5], [10, §2.11], [I1], [29, Chapter 4, §10], [38, §2.14], [39 §2], [42] §4.19],
and [44] §2.2.1].

Let (M, A) be an (m|n)-dimensional supermanifold. As is well known (e.g.,
see [10] §3.2], 42, 7.10]), a supervector bundle of rank (p|q) over (M, A) can be
described either (i) as a fibre bundle V over M with typical fibre RPI4 and struc-
ture group GL(pl|q), or (ii) as a locally free sheaf of A—modules V of rank (pl|q).
The description in (ii) means that every point 2 € M admits an open neig-
bourhood U C M such that V|y is isomorphic—as a sheaf of A|y —modules—to
APl9|; = AP | ©TLAY|y (direct sum of p copies of A and g copies of TLA), where
IT denotes the functor of change of parity; precisely, for every open subset O C U
we have V(0) = A?(0) @ I1A(0).

More formally, we can state (see [37, 2.11 Theorem]): There is a one-to-one
(functorial) correspondence between the set of isomorphism classes of locally
free sheaves of (left) graded .A—modules of rank (p|g) over M and the set of iso-
morphisms classes of supervector bundles of rank (p|q) over the graded manifold
(M, A). Also see [42, 7.10. Theorem] for a slightly different approach.

We remark that the tangent and cotangent ‘supervector bundles’ introduced
in [27] are not supervector bundles in the previous sense, as they are not lo-
cally trivial. Because of this, we prefer to work with the supertangent bundle
ST (M, A) of (M, A) introduced by Sdnchez-Valenzuela, which corresponds to
the locally free sheaf of A—modules of derivations, Der . A. For our purposes,
another important reason to do this, is that the graded manifold of 1—jets of
graded curves from R to a graded manifold (M, A) is isomorphic to ST (M, A);
ie., Jh(p) = ST(M, A), where J.(p) is the graded manifold of graded 1—jets of
sections of the natural projection onto the first factor, p: R x (M, A) — R,

Let 7: (E,€) — (M, A) be a supervector bundle. For any =z € M, we
denote by 7~!(x) the superfibre over z, i.e., the supermanifold whose underlying
topological space is 7~ 1(x) and whose structure sheaf is

Am = (g/lcm”ﬁ*l(m)u

where KC;; is the subsheaf of & whose sections vanish when restricted to 771 (z).
For any z € M, 7~ !(z) is isomorphic with the standard fibre of 7.
A supervector bundle morphism from the vector bundle 7g: (E,&) — (M, A)
to the vector bundle mp: (F,F) — (M, A) is a supermanifold morphism

H: (E&)— (F,F)

such that mp o H = mg the restriction of which to each superfibre 7' (z) is
superlinear. The following consequence can be proved:

Proposition 2.1 (Proposition 3.3 in [37]). Let (M,.A) be a graded manifold,
let K, L be two locally free sheaves of graded A—modules of ranks (p|q) and



(r]s), respectively, and let ng: (E, ) — (M, A), np: (F,F) — (M, A) be the
supervector bundles that K and L give rise to, respectively. FEach morphism
Y: I — L of sheaves of graded A—modules over M defines a morphism

Hy: (E,€) = (F,F)

such that mp o Hy = mg and it restricts to a superlinear morphism over each

fibre.

Another construction which we will use is the pull-back (or inverse image)
of a supervector bundle along a graded submersion, which is a particular case
of the pull-back of modules over ringed spaces. For our purposes, it suffices the
following description.

Let p: (N,B) — (M, A) be a graded submersion, and let K be a sheaf of
graded A—modules over M with projection w. The pull-back p*/C is the sheaf
of p* A—modules over N where to each open V C N, it corresponds

P R(V) ={(k,y) € K(p(V)) x V : (k) = p(y)}-

It is customary to write p*/C = Kx(57,4)(V, B). Note that if we consider the
supervector bundle on (M, A) given by K, then p*K gives a supervector bundle
on (N, B).

3 Graded jet bundles

3.1 Notations and definitions

For the details of the construction of graded jet bundles associated to a graded
submersion p: (N, B) — (M, A), we refer the reader to [21] 22| 26| 30, BI]. We
also note that other approaches to superjet bundles of interest in Physics are
possible, see [19].

We denote by

prs (TE) Ass) = (M, A)

the graded k—jet bundle of local sections of p, with natural projections

e (JEW) Agn) > (Je) Apgy) s k2L

Remark 3.1. Sometimes we will write py; in order to avoid confusions, as
in the case of the projection py 1 (of JE(p) onto JE 1 (p)) and even we will
employ pf indistinctly.

Each section o: (M, A) — (N, B) of the graded submersion p induces a
closed embedding of graded manifolds

jfor (M, A) — (Jé(p%AJg(p)) ’

which is called the graded k—jet extension of o.



We set (m|n) = dim(M, A), (m + r|n + s) = dim(N, B), and let

(*), a=-n,...,=1,1,...,m,
(y*), p=-s,...,—1,1,...,m } (3.1)
be a fibred coordinate system for the submersion p: (N,B) — (M, A), defined
over an open domain V' C N. This means that the graded functions (z%),
i=-n,...,—1,1,...,m, belong to p* A(U), where U = p(V).

The system (B.1]) induces a coordinate system for J&(p) on (pro) " 1(V), de-
noted by yf,, where p = —s,...,=1,1,....r, I = (i1,...,imn) € N™, and
A= (—ay,...,—oq) € (Z7), for | =0,...,n, is a strictly decreasing multi-
index, such that |I| + |A| < k, with the assumption yg, = y*. This system of
coordinates is determined by the following equations:

B\ o o' 0 0 .
(J U) yl;A = e 0...0 (@i o Do 0...0 py=— (o y#)7

for every smooth section o: (U, Alr) — (V, B|y) of the given graded submersion.
Sometimes we will write expressions such as y/ , instead of ¢} ,. This will be
done in order to avoid confusions involving positi;/e and negative multiindices.
The parity of y/, is the sum modulo 2 of the parity of y* and |A|. In
particular, the parity of the coordinate system induced by @I on J&(p) is
explicitly given by

ly¥| =0, i=-n,...,—1, p=-s,...,—1
vl =1, i=1,...,m, h=—5...,—1
lyl'l=1, i=-n,...,—1, p=1,...,r
lyt'|=0, i=1,...,m, w=1...,r

and we accordingly have,
dim (Jé(p), AJé(p)) = (m+r+mr+nsjn+ s+ ms+nr).
We also work with the inverse limit
(JE;" (p) = lim JG(p), Ay () = lim AJg<p>)

of the system (J&(p), At (p)s Prt ke 2 1), with natural projections

Pt (JE@),Aszm) - (MA),
Pock: (ngo(p)aAJgf(p)) - (Jg(p)7"4]é(p))'

Given the submersion p : (N, B) — (M, .A), we denote by V(p) the vertical
subspace of ST(N,B). In particular, this applies to the various px and pg
submersions derived from p, so we will write V(px), V(pri), etc.

In the following we will work with differential operators acting on the spaces
JE(p), and in order to deal with the multi-index notation (especially for negative
multi-indices) it will be useful to establish the following conventions.

10



. We will denote positive multi-indices by the capital letters I, J, K, ... and
the negative ones by A, B, C, ... An arbitrary multi-index (containing both
positive and negative indices) will be denoted P, @, R, ... By I, we will
understand the set I,, = {1,2,...,n}.

. The multi-index () amounts to take 0 within any expression in which it
appears, that is:

g%
wF]A - O, GJQ) - O
The multi-index (0) amounts to take the identity:
a0
a0 1A= Fra,Gyo=Gy.

. A negative multi-index A with lenght [ in JZ(p) has the structure
A=(—aq,...,—q))

with | < k, where o; € I,,, dim(M, A) = (m|n),1 <i <. Each —q; gives
the odd coordinate of (M,.A) with respect to which we are computing
the derivative; that is, the place occupied by —a; in the multi-index only

expresses the order in which the corresponding derivative appears from
left to right. Thus, if dim(M,.A) = (3]6), we could consider J&(p) and
A = (-3,-5,-2); then % would represent

oMl o o 9

dzA  Qx=3  Jx=>  Ox~2’

. If we are dealing with Jg (p), a negative multi-index A always has lenght
[ < k. By convention, if the lenght of A is [ > k, then A = (). Note
that if [ > n, automatically A = (). Generally, if a negative multi-index A
contains two repeated indices, A = (.

. In principle, a negative multi-index does not need to be ordered, but
nothing prevents from having such ordered indices as the lenght 5 multi-
index

B=(-9,-7,-4,-2,-1)

in J&(p), with dim(M, A) = (2]9).

. For negative multi-indices, we define the operation of (non-ordered) juz-
taposition. If A has lenght [ and B has lenght ¢,

A= (—al,...,—al) with o; € 1,
B =(=p1,...,—Bq) with §; € I,

11



then their juxtaposition is given by:

B — (mane = =0 =B yeing ¢, € {an,. .. a0, Brse .. By}

() other case.

Note that AxB # BxA. Inparticular,if A = (—j) and B = (=01, ..., —084),
then

AxB = (_ja_ﬂla"'v_ﬂq)
and that means

oatt 0 0 0

9zAE  9g— 0w C g Be’

provided 1+ q < k and there are no repeated indices.

7. If we take a positive multiindex I and a negative one A (or a pair of
positive multiindices) their juxtaposition is analogously defined, but in
this case it is a commutative operation. To stress this fact we then write
I+ A I+ J, etc.

3.2 Graded contact forms

Let p: (M, A) — (N,B) be a graded submersion with (m|n) = dim(M, A),
(m+rjn + s) = dim(N, B). The graded manifold (Jé(p),AJg(p)) is endowed
with a differential system, which characterizes the holonomy of the sections of
i (JE(p), Ak p)) = (M, A). Precisely, a graded 1—form w on (JE(p), A )
is said to be a contact form if (j*o)*w = 0, for every local section o of p. With
the same assumptions and notations as in subsection [3.I] the set of contact
forms is a sheaf of A(]g (py—modules locally generated by the forms

n

Ora = dyis — Z dz" - yfh}*I,A - Z e(j, A)d“z - y?,{fj}*fv (32)
h=1 j=1

where o = —s,...,—1,1,...,r, ||+ |4] <k —1.

These forms fit together in order to define a global (p x—1)*V(pi)—valued
1—form on (J&(p), A s (), called the structure form on the graded k—jet bun-
dle, given by
9
Ora
which characterizes graded k—jet extensions of sections of p, as follows: a section
o (M, A) — (JE(p), Ajxp) of pe coincides with the k—jet extension of a

ok =04, @ (3.3)

certain section of p if and only if, 5*6% = 0.

12



3.3 Graded lifts of vector fields

Consider a graded submersion p: (N,B) — (M, A). We will define liftings of
graded vector fields to superjet bundles J&(p), 1 < k < oo.

3.3.1 Horizontal lifts

Let X be a vector field on (M,A). The horizontal or total graded lift X of
X is the vector field on (J& (p), A (p)) uniquely determined by the following
equations:
7 (@) (XH(f)) = X(7*(0)*(f). VkeN,
for all open subsets V. C N, W C p,?ol(V), every [ € AJg(p)(W), and every
smooth section o: (U, A(U)) — (V,B(V)) of p, with U = p(V'). A vector field
X on J&°(p) is said to be horizontal if vector fields X1,..., X, on (M, A) and
functions f1,...,f" € Ajee (p) exist, such that X = FUXHHE.
If (x*,y") is a fibred coordinate system for the submersion p, then the ex-
pression for the horizontal lift of the basic vector field 9/0z“ in the induced

coordinate system, is
d (9"
dee — \ Oze

o .0
= — —. 3.4
Or + y{a}*Q 8y5 ( )

The map X — X% is an A—linear injection of Lie algebras (cf. [30} [31]).
Note that X is po,—projectable onto X. Moreover, we can consider AJk+1(p)
G

as a sheaf of A b (p)—algebras via the natural injection
pZJrl,k: AJ’g;(p) - Ajg+l(p)7
and, for every k € N, X induces a derivation of AJé (py —modules,
H.
X7 .AJg(p) — AJéﬂ(p).

Let QF(J&(p)) be the space of graded differential k—forms on Jg°(p). We
denote by H;(J& (p)) the module of (r + s)—forms on J&°(p) that are r—times
horizontal and s—times vertical; that is, such that they vanish when acting on
more than s p.,—vertical vector fields or more than r p,,—horizontal vector
fields.

Let d€ be the exterior differential, and let

D: H(Jg (p) — H\ 1(JZ (p))
0: H(J& (p) = HT (I (p))

13



be the horizontal and vertical differentials, respectively. We have

d=D+9,
D? =0,
9% =0,

Dod+00D=0.

We can make a local refinement of the bigrading above, which depends on the
chart chosen but we will make use of it only when computing in local coordinates.
Let (W, Aje () (W)) be an open coordinate domain in J&°(p). Since

(i L)
02" 077 ) cicmi<j<n

is a basis of vector fields for (M, A), we can define HS . (W) to be the sub-

71,72
module of differential forms in H7 ., (W) such that they vanish when acting

on more than r; vector fields among the d/0x%, or when acting on more than
ro vector fields among the 9/0x~7. Therefore,

H:W)= @ H;,,W),

r1+reo=r

with projections 7y, r,: HE(W) — HZ . (W). Considering the action of D on

T T1,72

a fixed H? , (W), we define

r1,T2
DO - Tr’l"lJrl,’l"z o D7
D1 =D — D,.
3.3.2 Infinitesimal contact transformations

Let p: (M, A) — (N, B) be a graded submersion. A homogeneous vector field
Y on (JE(p), Ajs (p)) 18 said to be a k—order graded infinitesimal contact trans-
formation if an endomorphism % of Ay ) ®p Dera(B)—considered as a left
A yi, (py—module—exists such that,

L£$0% = hoo*,
where 6F is the structure form (recall (3:3)).

Theorem 3.2 ([26]). Let p: (N,B) — (M, A) be a graded submersion. For
every graded vector field X on (N,B), there exists a unique k—order graded
infinitesimal contact transformation Xy on (Jé (p), AJg(p)) projecting onto X .

Moreover, for every k > I, the vector field X () projects onto X(;y via the
natural map pg;: (JE(p), A(]g(p)) — (J& (p),.AJé (p)).

14



4 Berezinian sheaves

4.1 The Berezinian sheaf of a supermanifold

The Berezinian sheaf is a geometrical object designed to make possible an in-
tegration theory in supermanifolds, tailored to the needs coming from Physics.
A global description of it can be given as follows (see [25] [30], cf. [29]).

Let (M,.A) be a graded manifold, of dimension (m|n), and let P*(A) be the
sheaf of graded differential operators of A of order k. This is the submodule of
End(A) whose elements P satisfy the following conditions:

[...[[P,aol,a1],...,ak) =0, Vag,...,a; € A.

Here the element a € A is identified with the endomorphism b — ab. The
sheaf P*(A) has two essentially different structures of A—module: For every
P € P¥(A) and every a,b € A,

1. the left structure is given by (a - P)(b) = a - P(b),
2. and the right structure is given by (P -a)(b) = P(a - b).

This is important as the Berezinian sheaf is considered with its structure of
right A—module.

One has that if (ZCi, :v_j), 1 <j<n,1<1i<m, are supercoordinates for a
splitting neighborhood U € M, P*(A(U)) is a free module (for both structures,
left and right) with basis

6 a1 6 Am a B1 6 Bn
- O...0 |\ — o\ —— ©...0 5
Ox! oxm Ox~1 dxr—n

ar+ ...t ay,+ B+ + By < k.

Let us consider the sheaf P¥(A, Q%) = Q' (M) ® 4 P*(A), of m—form valued
differential operators on A of order k, and for every open subset U C M,
let K™(U) be the set of operators P € P"(A(U), Q% (U)) such that, for every
a € A(U) with compact support, there exists an ordinary (m — 1)—form of
compact support, w, satisfying

—_—

P(a) = dw.

The idea is to take the quotient of P™(.A, Q%) by K™; in this way, when we later
define the integral operator, two sections differing in a total differential will be
regarded as equivalent (Stokes Theorem). Having this in mind, we observe that
K" is a submodule of P™(A, Q%) for its right structure, so we can take quotients
and obtain the following description of the Berezinian sheaf, Ber(A):

Ber(A) ~ P"(A,QF),/K".

We write this as an equivalence because there are other definitions of the
Berezinian sheaf. For us, however, this is the definition.

15



According to this description, a local basis of Ber(.4) can be given explic-
itly: If (z%,277), 1 < j < n, 1 <i < m, are supercoordinates for a splitting
neighborhood U C M, the local sections of the Berezinian sheaf are written in
the form
0

[ (U, Ber(A)) = del/\~-~/\dGa:m®mo~-~om

SAWU),  (41)
where [-] stands for the equivalence class modulo K.

4.2 Higher order Berezinian sheaf
Let p: (N,B) — (M, A) be a graded submersion. Given P € P!(A, Q%) let

P A ) — Hp (J&(p))
be the first—order operator defined by the condition,

") P f = Pj*o)f,
for every f € A(]g () and every local section o of p. We call PH the total or
horizontal lift of P. Let us denote by PH!(Ag, HY,) (resp. KH;(A)) the sheaf
of those operators in

! k
P! (A0 HY (T0)))

that are horizontal lifts of operators of P!(A, Q%) (resp. K;(A)). Then, the
k—order Berezinian sheaf is defined as

PH"(Ay, HY,)

Ber®(Ay) = KA, (Ay)

X AJé(p) .

According to this description, a local basis for Ber” (Ax) can be given explicitly:
If (z0,279),1 <i<m,1<j<mn, are the graded A—coordinates for the co-
ordinate open domain (U, A(U)) and (V,B(V)) is a B—coordinate open domain
with a suitable V' C $~(U), then, if W is an open subset in J&(p) such that
W C p;. ' (U) we have

d

d
r (W, Berk(.Ak)) = [d%l Avo AdOa™ @ oo o A ) (W),

4.3 The Berezin integral

Given a supermanifold (M, A), the Berezin integral can be defined over the
sections of the Berezinian sheaf with compact support, by means of the formula

Jger: T (Ber(A)) = R

[Pl — J,, P(1). “2)

In this expression, M is assumed to be oriented, and the right integral is taken
with respect to that orientation. In this sense, having a fixed volume form on
M is not a loss of generality.
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4.3.1 An example

Let (M, A) = (R™,C*(R™) @ Q(R™)) be the standard graded manifold. A
section of A is just a differential form p = fr(z!,...,2™)z=1 0 < |I| < n,
where (z°), 1 < i < m, are the coordinates of R™ and we write 27/ = dz7 for
the odd coordinates; thus

p="fot fiz 7l +. .+ frnx T

and we recover the formula for Berezin’s expression common in Physics text-
books (except for a global sign); i.e., “to integrate the component of highest
odd degree ” (see [6]):

0 0
G, .1 G,.m
f [d T ®ax1°"'°ax—n]"’

4.3.2 Lie derivative on the Berezinian sheaf

If X is a graded vector field, it is possible to define the notion of graded Lie
derivative of sections of the Berezinian sheaf with respect to X. This is the

mapping
LS : T (Ber(A) — P"TH(A,Q) /K" =T (Ber(A)),

given by
LS [0 @ P] = (~1)XII°ePI+1 [0 g po x|, (4.3)

for homogeneous X and ¢ ® P.
This Lie derivative has the properties that one could expect:

1. For homogeneous X € Der(A), £ € I'(Ber(A)) and a € A,
£5(6a) = L) -a+ (-1)Flg - X (a).
2. For homogeneous X € Der(A), £ € T'(Ber(A)) and a € A,
L8 (€) = (_1)IaI(IX\+I£I)E)G((§ -a).
3. Given a system of supercoordinates (z,277), 1 < j <n, 1 <i <m, if

0 9
_ G, .1 G m
pin—i = [z N+ Nd ® 570 05

is the local generator of the Berezinian sheaf, then
ECL (gzi,z*j) =0,
Bt
LY (&in-i) =0.

a -
oz —J
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4.3.3 Berezinian divergence

We can now introduce the notion of Berezinian divergence. Let (M, .A) be a
graded manifold whose Berezinian sheaf is generated by a section £. The graded
function divgB(X ) given—for homogeneous X—by the formula

L5(€) = (—1)FIElg - div; (X)

(and extended by A—linearity) is called the Berezinian divergence of X with
respect to £&. When there is no risk of confusion, we simply write divg(X).

For example, if we consider the standard graded manifold of Example 3.1t
ie, (M, A) = (R™, C>®R™)®QR")), then Ber(A) is trivial and generated by

0 0 ]

o0...0
Ozx—1 ox—"

€= [d%l/\---/\d%m@@

and the Berezinian divergence of a graded vector field X = f;0/0z" + g;0/0x™7
with respect to & is given by

divp(X) = : —1)losl 222, 4.4
ivp(X) 2 B + Z( ) Gy (4.4)
=1 j=1
Having in mind the previous section, these notions can be carried over to
higher orders with the appropriate modifications.

4.4 Graded and Berezinian Lagrangian densities

Let us introduce the notion of variational problems in terms of the Berezinian
sheaf.
A Berezinian Lagrangian density of order k for a graded submersionp: (N, B)—
(M, A), is a section
[PH]. L € T(Ber®(A)).

In particular, a first—order Berezinian Lagrangian density can locally be written
as & - L, where
d d

_ G .1 G _.m
E=|d"x N---Nd7z ®d:z:*10"'odx*”

and L € A TE(p) is an element of the ring of graded functions on the graded
bundle of 1—jets (Jé(p),AJé(p)). In this paper, we only consider first—order
Berezinian Lagrangian densities and assume that M is oriented by an ordinary
volume form 7.

The variation of the Berezinian functional associated to & - L, along a section
sof p: (N,B) — (M, A), is the mapping

ddper(L): VE(N) — R
Y — fBer(jls)*(‘C%l) (5 : L))7
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where V¢(N) denotes the space of graded vector fields on (N, B), which are
vertical over (M, A) and whose support has compact image on M; Y(y) is the
graded infinitesimal contact transformation associated to Y, and ﬁ)G,(l) (&-L)is
defined by means of (£3)), which makes sense as Y is p—projectable. A section
s is called a Berezinian extremal if d;Ige, = 0.

Finally, we turn our attention to the relation between Berezinian and graded
variational problems. As we will see shortly, even restricting ourselves to first—or-
der Berezinian Lagrangian densities we must consider higher—order graded La-
grangian ones.

A graded Lagrangian density of order k for a graded submersion p: (N, B) —
(M, A) is a section

77G L eQFE(M)®a AJé(p)7

where (m|n) = dim(M, A), n¢ is a graded m—form on (M, A), and L is an
element of the graded ring A(]g (p)» Of graded functions on the graded k—jet

bundle JE(p).
The variation of the functional associated to a graded k—order Lagrangian
density n - L along a section s of p: (N, B) — (M, A), is the mapping

6slgrad (L) Vé‘ (N) — R /\/
Y =y (%) (28, 0° - 1)),
where V¢(NV) is as before and Y(y) is the k—graded infinitesimal contact trans-
formation prolongation of Y.

Berezinian and graded variational problems are related through the following
result (usually known as the Comparison Theorem):

Theorem 4.1 (|26, 30]). Letp: (N,B) — (M,.A) be a graded submersion, with
(m|n) = dim(M, A). Every first—order Berezinian Lagrangian density & - L for
p is equivalent to a graded Lagrangian density of order n + 1 in the following
sense: There exists an element L' in the graded ring AJgH(p) of the graded

(n+1)—jet bundle J3 (p) such that the Berezinian variation of the functional
associated to € - L equals the graded variation of the functional associated to
nG L' =dSz' A~ ANdC2™ - L' that is,

(8:T3er(1)) (V) = (I554 (L)) (),

for every section s of p, and every graded p—wvertical Y € V¢(N, B).

5 The J, operators

As stated in the Introduction, our intention is to study the Cartan formalism
for variational problems and in this formalism a central object is the so called
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Cartan form for field theory, denoted ©F and locally given by

of = > > (~1)™+idCal A AdCzi A ... A dCa™ (5.1)

i=1 f=—3s
G E G, .« G
A<d y#_a}nd ’ 'yg> agf " e

We will provide an intrinsic construction of ©F and we will develop from it
a consistent theory of the first—order calculus of variations on supermanifolds.
The idea is the same as those used in the formulation of mechanics (see [20, [41]),
but with some new details that arise because this time we deal with fields (for
an interesting discussion of the classical formalism in this case see also [I7] and
[18]); let us describe it very briefly.

The graded generalization of the vertical endomorphism of the tangent bun-
dle used in classical mechanics would be (unlike the case of mechanics, note that
J is not an endomorphism here):

m T o 8
jiz Z (=)™ TGt AL AdCTE AL NdG ™ A dC Yt @ —
i=1

-
s y;

Also, for each o € {—n,...,—1,1,...,m}, i € {1,...,m}, the graded analogue
of the Liouville vector field would be

" - 9]
R _1\ym+e
Aaz - BZE_S( 1) yg 8y;ua

and finally (by using Einstein’s convention, from now on we omit the summation
symbols),

T=F—dCz A ANdCT A AdCT™ A dC2® @ A,

Let us evaluate £G(L). It will be useful to bear in mind the developed
expression for J:

. — 0
J = (=1 d% A AdGTi A ANdC ™A (dyH — dY ) @ = (5.2)

oy
Note that
dL oL oL
dGL: dG a P dGV-— de.
Laﬁﬁ‘( ) L#< o d:CO‘+ 4 8y”+ Yo oYY,
0L
oy
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We then have
LG(L) = 157(d°L)
= (—1)™+i@Ct A  AdCTE A - AdCz™

A (de“ —d%z yk) - 1o (d°L)

ayf
— (1) @Gt A AdCTE A - AdCz™
OL
G G, .«
A(d7yt —d7x 'yg)'a—yf

=0 —dz* N ANdC2™ - L,
so that
ol =£%(L)+n% - L.

Thus, to have ©F intrinsically defined, there remains to prove that this is the
case for J. Notice that J is the graded analogue of the (1, m)—tensor field
S, that appears in [41] (for arbitrary m, see pp. 156—158). We will now study
the intrinsic construction of these objects in the graded context, but the gen-
eralization is not straightforward, as the classical point constructions are not
applicable now.

5.1 Algebraic preliminaries

Let p: (N, B) — (M, .A) be a graded submersion. Consider the cotangent super-
vector bundle ST*(M, A) — (M, A), and its pull-back p*ST* (M, A) to (N, B).
Furthermore, let V(p) C ST (N, B) be the vertical sub-bundle of p. This is the
supervector bundle on (N, B) defined by the short exact sequence

0 — V(p) = ST(N,B) 25 p*ST (M, A) — 0. (5.3)
We can thus construct the tensor product supervector bundle
m: p*ST* (M, A) @ V(p) — J&(p) =~ (N, B).
From a homological point of view, we have a natural identification
p*ST*(M, A) ® V(p) =~ Hom (p"ST (M, A), V(p)).

and whithin this algebraic setting, we can obtain a representation for Jé (p) by
considering the short exact sequence (5.3) and thinking of JL(p) as being the
space of its splittings.

Proposition 5.1. Letp: (N,B) — (M, A) be a graded submersion with dimen-
sions (m|n) = dim(M, A), (m +rin + s) = dim(N, B). A unique isomorphism

Pio (P"ST™ (M, A) @ V(p)) =~ V(p1o), (5.4)
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exists, which is given by

- 0 0
G, i

on every fibred coordinate system (B.1I).

(5.5)

Proof. As the formula (55) completely determines the isomorphism (G4), we
need only to prove that the isomorphism is independent of the fibred coordinate
system chosen. This reduces to compute how the tensor fields in the formula
(E3) transform under a change of fibred coordinates, from

(*), a=-n,...,=1,1,...,m,

(y“)7 /L:_S,...7—171,,_,,r7 (56)
’ )

z’), a=-n,...,—1,1,...,m,

7)), v=—s...,—1,1,...,m, } (5.7)

and the corresponding change in J}(p). From the very definition of yh as a
coordinate in J}(p) (e.g. see [24, Section 1]), we can compute

) oy 05"\ 027

G -v 2 G, .aZd G nw=2J -
YO 578 (d T g T4 8y“> 077 027
05" 0z° P
— _1\alatv+o+p) YT G, .« v
(=1) oo 98 ¥ e
9y” 927 0

+(_1)u(u+u+o+6) dCyt @ ——

ayr 978" Y e
By passing to coordinates in Jg(p) this tells us the following:

oyY 0z oyY 0x°
v a(v+8) %Y w(ptv+o+8) %Y ©
v = (=1) Oz 0xP (=1) oy OzP Yo (5:8)

With this expression in mind, we are going to compute the graded 1-form dcgg.
Initially, we should have

Y%
dG gV dG ~ B —Ib

Yo v oxY Y Y+
so that we should consider each term separately, but, in fact, as we will compute
0/ dyy by applying duality, we need only to compute the coefficient of dSy*,

which is given by (B.J):

% = i (_1)p(p+v+a+6)%%yp
dyh Oyh oy 0zP 7
— (_1)p(p+u+d+ﬁ)+(u+a)(p+u+d+ﬁ)@%y) @
Oyr 0zB H°

= (q)etervras 087 02
Oyr 08"
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We can then write

oyY Ox®
G-v _ 3G v G v a(pt+rv+a+ G
dCy4 = d%a7 A+ dSy By, + (—1) Dyt == s 09

where Ag,y, Bj,, are coefficients whose explicit expression is not needed.
We also remark

oy oy
ngu dG %Y _,’_deu Y )
ox™ oY+
5 (5.10)
AP = deagi
xa

Next, we consider the expression for 9/dg as a tangent vector on J&(p). Ini-
tially, we should have
0 0 0 0
— =K'—+L" pPrr
o gue oy T gy
and we can compute the action of the basic differentials (5.9), (5I0) on it. This
gives

d
6008 = <W,d0 >

oy” 0z*
— (=1)eptv+atpB) ppp=Zd
( ) P(TOl 8 " 8I57

and from these equations, we obtain
K7 =0,
LF =0,

PPy = (-1 )a<M+V+a+B>‘9$ oy*

ozx® 8yp
Hence, the law of transformation for 0/0%% is

9 _
Rz

) 0z 3y“ 0

1)e(ptptato)
= (=D Oz 6y/’ Bya
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This coincides with the law of transformation for d“z° ® 9/9y”. Indeed,

B oz° Oyt
dG s _ dG e
O 5 T oz © oge ayr
077 Dyt )
_ -1 a(ato+p+p) dG a )
(=) g ogr” oy

Thus, the isomorphism in the statement of the proposition is well defined. [

5.2 Intrinsic construction of J

Let p: (N,B) — (M, A) be a graded submersion. On the module of the graded
vector fields on the graded 1—jet bundle (J4(p), Ajs(p)) @ V(pro)—valued map-
ping acting upon m arguments, is defined as follows:

T (D1,.... D) = (=1)T"up, (p} (A% A--- A d%2™)) @ 0(D;),  (5.11)

where LDy = LD, ©-..0Lp; ©...0LD, and

0= (dy" —d™ yt) ® a%u’ (5.12)

is intrinsically defined in [22, Theorem 1.7], and d%z' A --- A d2™ comes from
a volume form 1 on M, n =dx' A--- Adx™, so that J is an intrinsic object.

Proposition 5.2. The operator J defined by (511) is a graded m—form.

Proof. First, multilinearity is a consequence of that of 6 and the properties of
the insertion operator,

ta.DN = a A iLpA,

LD1+D2A = LDlA + LDQA7

for all D € Xg(J5(p)), o € ALy A€ QL(JL(p)). Second, we have skew
symmetry, which is rather obvious in view that tp,tp, = —tp,tp,- O

Now, we must check if the local expression for J obtained from (G.I1]) gives
the expression we want (5.2)). Because of the term pj(d“z! A --- A d€2™), we
just need to evaluate

B B B I o 0
j(@""’%m)’ j(@""’axi""’axm’axj)’

(o 99 0
ozl Qx’ T 9 Ay |

and
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where i € {1,...,m}, v € {-s,...,—1,1,...,r}. Now, we have

gy (99
g (e
0

= (-1 _» O...OLzO...OLilpT(dczl/\.../\dem)®9<_)

oz dxJ dx aTj

oz oz o

- 0
_ (_1\m 4G .j 1%
=(-1) da:®y»—yu

70
- 0
— m 3G
—(—1) d :Z?Jyét@)a—yu
0

J

; 0
— (_1\1 — * G .1 G..m Y
=(-1Y""_ 8 o...00 8 0...0L alpl(dzzr/\ ANd7x )®( y](?y”)

where the last identification comes from Also,

B I o 0
— m_l _— _— —_—

=(-1)™ 1 o o...of?o...OLilpI(dcxl/\.../\dGa:m)®9< 0 )

ox™ R R Ox—J

= (=)™ (=)™ 20 (i)

Ox—J
; - 0
_ 1\t G i e
=—(-1)d"z ®( yj—ay#)
= (-1)'d%" - ", © fracody"

: ; 0
1\, G v
= (-1)"y",d"x ®8y“

0

~ (—1)yH —.
=D T oyl

Moreover, by noting that each term La_avpf(dcxl A -+ A d%z™) vanishes, we
Y
obtain

B IR o 8
— m71 _— _— _—
( 1) \-7 (axl PR | 8:177’ AR | axm b 8yy>

EEUD Bat Bal oy”
, . 0
— (=1 171dG 7
(Ve o
0
~ (—1)1 .
=1 oyy



We thus conclude that the local expression for 7 is

(-Umilj = (—l)mdcxl Ao NG ® yfa;zu

+ (=) %zt A AdCZI AL ANdC 2™ NdG T @y

T oy
+(—1)1'*1de1A...A@A...AdGa:mAde’“@ Dy
:(—1)idGa:1/\.../\d/G;/\.../\dem/\dGIi'yf®6yly
+(—1)1’d%1A...A@A...Ad%mAdcx’j-yﬁj®a—yf

, — 0
+ (=) aC AL NS AL A A A dS Yt @ 57
y.

2

, — 0
= (=1)%d%" A AdCTi AL AdT™ A (A2 yt — dOyH) @ o
Hence,
0
— (_1ym—1 G [ _
J =(-1) L1 Ae@ayf“

where 0# = d%y* — d%z® - y* is the horizontal differential of y*, and this is
precisely (.2]) written in a more compact form.

In this way, we have constructed a canonical V(p19)—valued m—form J for
any graded submersion p: (N,B) — (M,.A). This is appropriate for the case
of graded mechanics, but if we want to study graded fields, we must go on to
higher—order jet bundles; let us see how to extend the previous construction to
JE((N,B), (M, A)) = (Jé(p),AJé(p)) for any k.

5.3 Intrinsic construction of 7,

Consider the following submersion playing the role of p in previous sections:
Pr_1: Jé“fl (p) = (M, A). Then, the preceding construction tells us that we have
defined a J on the graded bundle J&((J&*(p), At )y (M, A)) = T (pr-v),
which is a graded m—form with values on V((p¥~!)10) that will be denoted Jj
(here, p¥~1 is defined by p~': J&(pr—1) — (M, A), and (¥ 1)10: JE(PF) —
J&(pk—1) the target projection).
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If (2%, y*, 255), 1 < |Q] < k — 1, is a system of coordinates for J& *(p),
then (2, y*, 25, wy) (with 1 < |R| <k, 1 < |Q[ < k — 1, recall that Q, R
denote arbitrary multi—indices) is a system for J.(pr—1), and we have the local
expression (with 1 <14 < 'm a positive index)

u 0 n 0 n
= (-1)m! EAl0Y @ = + 6% 0"k 5.13
Je=(-1) L < ®8yf+ ®82£‘+Q+ ®8wz‘-‘+R> ( )
(it must be noted that we are using the canonical identification (B.5]) in writing

MLH, also, note that the sum ¢ o n%A0¥R® aw(z only runs up to |R| = k—1),
i+R ozt i+R

where 672 = d%zp — dSz® - 2l and so on. Now, we observe that there exists

N
a canonical graded immersion J&(p) < JL(pr—1), which expressed through its
action on coordinates, reads (here, (z%,y*,v5), 1 < |Q| < k, is a system of

coordinates for J&(p)):

\I]*(xa) — xa
U (yt) = y*
() = ot (5.14)
U*(wh) = vl

Of course, when acting upon jet extensions of sections o, this action reads

U (i (7% (0))) = (o).

Now, it is clear that (as U* commutes with d%),

v* (L o 77G> = (=1)"tw* (dG:El A AdCTIA - /\dem)

=101
a7

P+ (91}*‘) = P (de;,L _ deOz . yg)
=dy" —d%" -y}
— o,

v (0°6) = v (@92 — dCa 2t )
_ deg _ dea X yg*Q
— gH
= HQ’

and so on. We can apply ¥* to (5.I3) to obtain a graded m—form on J&(p);

according to the preceding observations, the only terms that represent some
problem are those duplicated in 9/9z, o and 0/0wj, ; (see (B.I14)). But these

terms are precisely the ones coming from a single supervector on Jg (p) through
(E14); to be more precise, let us study ¥.(9/0vy, o). We would like to see that

o 0 \_ o o
"\l Oziyq  Owiig
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as an extreme case we have |@Q| = k, but then this reduces to

0 0
v, - ,
<(9U1H+Q> 8wf+Q

and as we have the canonical identification (B.3]), what we really want is to prove

w(2\_ o @
- dvg, N Ozg  Owgy’
for an arbitrary multiindex Q.
Thus, consider the action of

We have

_ svsR
= 0,00,

and this is precisely the action of 0/0z(, + 0/0wy,, as wanted.
As a consequence, we have the following result (see [Il, [2] for a classical
version):

Theorem 5.3. On JE(p) (for any k) there is defined a canonical graded m—form
with values on V((pr)10) € V((p¥ 1) 10), which we denote by Ji., and whose local
exrpression is

0
T = (—l)mflLinG N0 ®
ot ¢ oyl

being 0 < |Q| < k — 1, with the usual convention 0, = 6" when |Q| = 0.

(1<i<m=dimM),

Remark 5.4. In the statement of the theorem, we are writing collectively 96
instead of 62 and 6k (it is a shorthand for (BI3)).
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Generalizing the classical expression (see, for instance [41], Theorem 5.5.2),
for any L € A s ), we define the graded m—form (the so called Poincaré— Cartan
form of order k)

p)’
oF =5 (L) +n° - L.

Let us make a remark. Let A = C°°(M) be the structural morphism and

C>®(M) 2% A a global section of it. Then, to every volume form 1 on M we can
associate a graded volume form 7% = o(n) on (M, .A). On the other hand, note
that a graded Lagrangian density is an m—form of the type

G
n 'L,LGAJg(p).

Thus, if we change the volume form n on M to a form p = n - f where f is a
differentiable function on M, f € C*° (M), we will have a induced change in the
Lagrangian:
ne-f- L.

Moreover, recall that from the local expression of the J, morphism (EI3)) it is
clear that replacing n for p amounts to passing from Ji to f-Ji. Putting these
observations together we get (introducing temporarily an obvious notation to
distinguish which graded volume form is in use):

e G G

OL = LG (L) +pu°- L
= LG (D) 40 ST
= £ (f- L) +n°(f - 1),

where in the last step use has been made of the fact that f € C°°(M) is not
affected by the derivative on the fiber coordinates, carried on by E\C}M. If we
k

denote f- L € Ajk () by Ly, what we have obtained is

. ~L
0, = 6,7,

so the graded Poincaré—Cartan form ©% is well behaved under the decomposi-
tion “graded Lie derivative plus graded Lagrangian density”.

6 Equivalence between Graded and Berezinian
variational problems

Let us make some remarks about the correspondence between Berezinian and
graded variational problems. It is well known how to obtain the equations of
the solutions to a graded variational problem (see [22]); on the contrary, for
Berezinian problems an intrinsic formulation in Cartan’s spirit has been not
available up until now. What does exist, is a way (based on the Comparison
Theorem) to associate to each graded problem a Berezinian one and to establish
a correspondence between their solutions. The basic idea is as follows: given
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a lagrangian L € A JL () let &1, be the first—order Berezinian density that it
determines, which is given by
d

AP A A d%a™ @ 0...0 L,
dz—1 dz—"m

and let

drL
de=1...dz—"
be the corresponding graded Lagrangian density. In [22], to each first order
graded Lagrangian density A a canonical graded m-form is associated, the graded
Poincaré—Cartan form for the Lagrangian density A¢,. Here, we denote by ©F
the graded Poincaré—Cartan form corresponding to —Ar; in local coordinates,
it is given by the expression (B.I]) and, as we have proved, it can be constructed
as an intrinsic object. Now, as

A, =L%4 o...0L% (d%'A---Nd2™- L),

de—1 doz—"n

e, =dz A A dCx™

it is natural to consider the graded m-form
O =L% o...0L% ©f (6.1)
dx—1 dz—"n
as the graded Poincaré—Cartan form for the Berezinian density £;. But we
could as well follow other way to define ©F: Instead of taking the first—order
Lagrangian density d%z' A ... Ad%2™ - L, construct ©F = LG (L) +n® - L and
then apply

LG, o...0L%, ,

de—1 de—"
we could have considered the Lagrangian density, of order (n + 1)
and apply ﬁgﬂﬂ to obtain

d" L
Y dr—l.dz—™

- d"L d"L
(-)L = ﬁG _— G. _—.
Tn+1 (d:El . d:Z?") +n de=1...dx—"n

The first procedure is designed to take benefit of the graded variational
calculus, but has the handicap of presenting an expression like (6.1])), with the
factors

L8, o...0L%,

dz—1 dz—n

destroying, at a first glance, covariance. On the other hand, once a volume
form n = dx' A--- A dx™ has been fixed on the base, the second one proceeds
intrinsically to obtain
drL
de=1...dz—"m

from the Berezinian density {7, and then OL, thus developing a Cartan formalism
in an analogous manner to the classical tangent bundle formulation. Neverthe-
less, it would be desirable the convergence of the two ways, in the sense that
0L = 6L for any L € A(]é(p); indeed, this is the case as we will see in Theorem

We will need some notations and technical lemmas that also will be useful
later.
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6.1 Preliminaries

Let B € (Z7)* be a strictly decreasing multi-index. For every b € B, we define
p(b), q(b) as follows:

p(b) = ((position of b in B) — 1) mod 2,

q(b) = (position of b in B)mod 2.
For example, if B = (—1,—5,—7,—8), then p(—7) =0, ¢(—7) = 1. The symbol
B — {b} denotes the (|B| — 1)-multi-index obtained by removing b from B;

e.g., in the previous example we have B — {—5} = (—1,-7,—8). We also set
|Z|2 = |Z| mod 2, for every multi-index Z. For any pair of multi-indices

Q= (i1,....ijg) €ZI9, B=(b1,...,bp) € (Z7)"
such that |B| > |Q|, we define ¢(Q, B) as follows:

11

0(Q,B) = irpr(br),

k=1
where (o), i
_ p(b), if K = 1mod?2
on(b) = { q(b), if k =0mod?2
and ¢(Q, B) = 0, if Q| = 0.
Finally, as usual, the symbol , applied to a pair of multi-indices, means
juxtaposition.
In what follows, we denote by dw% the graded horizontal lift of 9/0z% to
J& (p), whose local expression is given in the formula (3.4).

Lemma 6.1. For any strictly decreasing multi-index B € (Z~)¥, we have
o dB
a0 Bl = Oa
oy+’ daB

Lemma 6.2. Let k be a positive integer. Given ig € Z and j € {1,...,n}, for
every Q € ZF, we have

when acting on A, (p)-

0 d | s 2
O ioyug ™ S Ay
both sides acting on Az, (p)-

Note 8/8yf[‘i0}*Q vanishes on Az (p) whenever |Q| > r. In particular, for
every L € Ay (,) we have

i d_L 757j8_L L dL 757j8_L
oyh \dz=3 ) % oyn’ 8y55 de=3) ¢ 8yg’
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0 dL
— | —— | =0, f 2.
8yg (dw‘ﬂ> 0, for |Q| >

Lemma 6.3. For any strictly decreasing multi-index B € (Z7)*, we have
B B|-1
0 dPY Z(_l)u(\3|2+1)+a-p(b)5aLi
oyl daB b dzxB—{b} gyr’
beB
when acting on Ajé(p), where it is assumed
d°F
w:F, VFEAJ&(Z))

In particular, we have

B B
0 dTE | d® 0

Proposition 6.4. For every L € A(]é(p), every strictly decreasing B € (Z7)*,
and every Q € Z" such that k > 2,1 <r < k, we have

8 dPIL
A B
ay{i}*Q dx

=Y (c1HIBrQ @B g gl JB-el oz

b B—{bcyyoesbe; ) } OuMt”
c1 Q| cypye0c 8 A
—bey >.>=be) dx ' a1” Y

bey oo bejg €B

The proof of these results is a lengthy induction, but only involving standard
computations.

6.2 The main theorem

In this subsection, as announced in the Introduction, we study the equivalence
between first—order Berezinian variational problems and higher—order graded
variational problems. As the computations are rather cumbersome, we will
illustrate the general situation by considering the case n = 2 (that is, a base
manifold of graded dimension (m/|2)).

Theorem 6.5. Let £, be a first—order Berezinian density,

d d
&L = dG:cl/\---/\dG:vm@)dxflO...odxin L, LeAjn

(6.2)

p)’

and let
d"L

_ 3G 1 G ._.m
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Let ©F be the graded Poincaré— Cartan form corresponding to — ¢, , and let us
set
O =%, o...0L%, 66

dz—1 dz—"
and d"L d"L
or=r% (——— L
Tnt1 (dw‘l .. d:v_") o de=1...dz—n
Then, we have
of =o".
Proof. Let T be the totally odd multi-index T = (-1, ..., —n), so that |T| = n.

We also write ¢ = (—1)#*(IBl2+Q2)+¢(Q.B) " By applying the preceding proposi-
tion, we obtain

~ d"L
er —n¢. DT = Egﬂﬂ ( fracd"deT)
x
0 d'L
= )™ o pY AR ———
0<|%I:<n( " © Oyl q da”
= Z (—l)mflLinG/\Gg
0<|Q|<n o
S e e dn— 19! oL
e 101 7T —bey e ¥ O
—bey > > by dz ' @17 Y
beyseees bC‘Q‘eB
ar—l1el oL
_ _qym—1_. G woo = P
_0<%< ( 1) 9 L%n /\011~..1‘Q\ def{il ..... i1Q} 6ylu
OL
G G m—1 G
:Edmdfl 0...OEdmd7n ((—1) Lo /\9”@8—%)
=0t _y¢. d"_L

6.3 (m|2)—superfield theory

As the use and notations for multi-indices are rather cumbersome, let us an-
alyze a specific case in detail, that of supermanifold with m even and 2 odd
coordinates. We start with a Berezinian density

d
dx—1 ° dx—2

= |d9 AL AdG 2™ @ L,
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where L € AJé( ie, L = L(z* y", y"). The associated graded Lagrangian

density is

p)’
d’L
G,.1 G,.m
Next, from L we can obtain, by applying
m—1 G 0 . :
Ji=(1)""1en AH“@W(lglgm:dlmM),
Y

dx? .
3

the graded form

o 6. TL e pe pep
dr—ldx—2 pr) iz
=L%, orL¢ (=)™t o nE AOH- oL
dz—dfl dm{Q m 8yf‘
B oL d OL (6.3)
_ m—1pG G moo T —_1Yr .
(1) Edmil (Laiz'" A (9_2 a7 + (-1)~6 = 8yf)>
oL d OL
— (_1ym—1 G 1% Rt _1\utlge e
1), — T 4y p. 7 T )
H-DHO%, dz=2 oyt * dr=1 dz—2 8yf>

Moreover, we can apply the V((p3)10)—valued m—form J3 on J&(p) to the
superfunction

d’L
do—Tdr—2 © A )
the result being
~ d’L d*L
@L N € _ G __ -
T daTda—2 s dx—1dx—2
0 d’L
— (_1ym—1 G w, Y "=
(=1) Lo (0 oyt de—ldz—2
0 d’L 0 d’L
ot — . —————— . (64
+a Ayt de—1dz—2 s 8y5ﬂi da:ld:r2> (64)
The factor
d’L
dx—ldz—2
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can be evaluated in two different ways:

2L d [ dL
de=ldz=2  dz—! \ dz—2

— d oL + v a_L + v a_L
T a1\ Y oy V-2 oy,
o d oL o oL (—1)"y” d OL
T de-tog2 Y12 oy¥ V-2 g1 ay¥
OL d OL
v el _1 v+a+1l, v - 65
TY12.a Dyr +(=1) “20 =1 gy’ (6.5)
or else,
d’L B d dL
de=ldz=2  dz=2 \dz!
B d oL Y oL o oL
- d{[;_2 890‘1 y—l 8y” y—l,a 5y5
B d OL y oL +(=1)ry” d OL
dr—29z-1  J-2-1 oy Y12 oy
oL d 0L
v ~— _ (-1 v+a+1l, v - .
y—2,—l,oz 8ygé ( ) y—l,a d.’IJ—2 ayg (6 6)

In any case, neither the factors of L/dy*, OL/dz~" nor d/dx~*(OL/Oy") con-
tain 3-derivatives of the kind 3 _, . Thus, by using (6.3)), we have

o &L 9 (., 0L
Oy do~tda=2 Oy, Yoonagyy
oL
_ s—1g-2
=050 g

Also, there are no terms like y; in L € Ajy (), neither in d*L/da~"'dz™? (as
d/dx=', d/dx~? just introduce derivatives with respect to odd indices), so that

0 d’L 0 d’L

oyt de—ldz—2 oyt j; dr—lda=2

Now, comparing ([63) and (G4), we see that proving ©F = O reduces to
see whether

d 2L d oL
G W,z "2 G _1\HpH . T
L NG oy dv—tdz2 ‘o A(( V0 = ay"
d 0L
-1 #+19M L
+(-1) i dxlay§‘>’
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or, developing the left-hand side,

0 0 d*L
G Iz Iz
AlOE, —— + 0",
Lol ( -1 8yf1)i O, 8yf2)i> dr—1ldz—2

d OL d OL
—(_1\& G w2t Y g
= (1) Lo A (91 de=2 0y "% dax1 8yﬁ‘> '

What we are going to see is

2
0 d°L _ (1) d OL
oy, de—ldx—2 dz=2 oyt
’ (6.7)
0 d*L d 0L

= (1)
oy, ; dr—1tda=2 (=1) dz—1 oyl

To prove the first formula in (67), we use ([@3). It is clear that the only terms
containing factors like y", ;, y", ; are those indicated:

oL 9 &L
oty oy, dz—tdx?
2 2
= % (yil aLz - (_1)Uyzzy£_1 o oL
8y—1,i Oy 0n~ ’ 8ygay’/
0%L
ity
o Y50y,
0?L 2L 2L
[ — -1 p(v+1), v -1 ptp(v+a), v
Ay D=2 ) V=2 gyl by D V=2agumgyy
0 0 0\ 0L
— _1 13 __ v _7 v
1) (31?2 +y_2<9y” F¥-2a 3%) dyy'

(— )uia_l’
B dz=2 oy!"”

To prove the second formula in (6.7), one has just to repeat the preceding
computations but using (6.6)).

Remark 6.6. The proof of the lemmas and the proposition in subsection [6.1]
is just a generalization (by induction) of the computations leading to equations

©3), ©9), and G).

Thus, once a volume form has been chosen on the base manifold M, we have
constructed a Poincaré—Cartan form,

d"L d"L
oL = G - = G, 2=
Tn+1 (dw‘l...dx—"> i dz=1...dz—™"
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out of intrinsically defined objects. Moreover, we have proved the equivalence
with the alternative expression

ol =%, o...0oL%, of,

de—1 de—"

which, as it does not involve higher—order operators, could be more appropriate
for explicit computations.

7 Deduction of the Euler - Lagrange equations
from the Poincaré - Cartan form

7.1 The exterior derivative of the Poincaré - Cartan form

According to the previous section, we have a well-defined procedure to ob-
tain the Euler—Lagrange superequations for a superfield theory described by a
first—order Berezinian density

0...0 d
da—1 dx—m

= |d AL A A% 2™ @ L, LeApqp,

in a similar way to that of the classical case: First, we must consider the
Poincaré—Cartan form ©OF, then its differential d©F and finally study the
insertion of vertical superfields. The idea is to obtain a decomposition of d“0%
as the product of the Euler—Lagrange operator by the graded contact 1—forms
and/or their derivatives plus other terms, as expressed in the following propo-
sition.

We make use of the decomposition d¥ = D + 0, where

D = Dy + Dy
dx®
is the graded horizontal differential (given as a sum of the horizontal differential
with respect to even and odd coordinates on the base manifold) and & = d¥ — D

is the graded vertical differential, which differentiates with respect to the fiber
coordinates (recall subsection B.3]).

Proposition 7.1. For every L € Ajy ), we have

d°0" =% o...0L% (ap+wL+Dy(0f —n°-L)+0(0F —n°-L)),

de—1 doe—"

where wy, and oy, are the (m + 1)—forms on J&(p), defined by

oL d 0L oL
= —1 mpG 0'“‘ a - 0#'
wr = (=1)"n" A < (ayu o _ay;‘) +0%, By“i>

dL oL
ar = ()" At (2@ - 37> |
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Proof. From the preceding section, recalling that the operators Eg/ du—1 and d¢
commute, we obtain

A0t =%, o...oL%, d°©f
de—1 doz—"

—£%, o..0L%, (Dy(OF —n° L)

d
dz—1 dz—"
+ Dy (©f =n%-L)+0(0f —n%-L)
+(=1)™n“ Ad®L).
Let us concentrate in the terms Do(0f — 1% - L) + (—1)™n% Ad“ L. On the one
hand, we have
Do(©F —n® - L)=d%" A L% (Of
da?

—n%- L)

oL d OL

= (=1)" "% o — + o —— —
=1) nA<15yf+ dwz@yf)’

and, on the other,

h

dL oL )
n?NdL =% A (% ATy oyl o )
dx® 8y#

D
<
SRS

Thus, substituting,
Do (©f =% - L) + (-1)™n“ Ad“L

(1) A <_9H OL . d OL

Yoyl dat oyl
dL oL oL
dCx% . 2 L Gt L L Gt 2
tanr dze taty oy+ + ¢ Oyh
oL d OL dL
= (=D)™nC A -0 = — 0" —
=1 < b oy dz' 9y’

dG a
tae dx®

+ (0" + dCa -y % + (08 +d%a” -y, ) oL >

oy
oL oL  d 0L
—(_1\™ G Mo w | = = Z=
(=0 A<9‘13y“i+9 (5y” da? 5yf)

dL G o 0L c.p u OL
dxa+dx yaay#—i—dx

Ysa
e oyk
oL oL  d OL
— (—_1\mpG M w | 2= % Y~
(=™ A(e‘lay“iJre (311“ da’ 3%“)

dL oL
dG a, (922 el
e < dz®  Ox® ) >

=wr, + ar,.

+dC -
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We should also remark that for every vector field X on JZ(p) vertical over
(M, A), we have txay, = 0.

Now, we would like to extract the Euler—Lagrange superequations of field
theory from the decomposition of the previous proposition. To this end, we first
need the following technical lemma, whose proof reduces to a simple computa-

tion:
Lemma 7.2. Let ¥_,, denote the group of permutations of {—1,...,—n}. For
any A, B € Qa(JL(p)), we have

£, o...0L%, (AAB)

de—1 de—"

= 2 (—1)'“2”A'*T(£Gd o...0L9 A>
dzo1(=1) dzo1(=To1D)

o=0c1Uo2€X_,,

0<|o|<n
. EG d O0...0 EG d B 5
4zo2(—[o11FD) 422 ()
where T is the number of transpositions needed to reorder (o1(—1),...,02(—n)).

Proposition 7.3. With the preceding notations, we have

EGd O...OEGd (’WL)

de—1 de—"

do2lg(L)
_ _1\lo2lp+T+m G A pit
- Z ( ]‘) 2 n /\00’1(71)...01(7‘0’1‘) dxa'2(7‘a'1‘71) . d:ca'2(7n) ?

o=01Uo2€¥_,,
0<|o2|<n

|o2|p+T

where € is the Euler— Lagrange operator,

where
d OL

Then, we have

;CGd OO;CCJL(WL)

dz—1 dz—n

= (—1)m770/\ﬁc¢ 0---°£G¢ 0w, + 0%, ai/ )
de—1 de—" 8y

—i
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and by applying Lemma [[.2] we obtain

EGdo...OEGd(H“wu—i—H“ aL)

dz—1 do—7 —1 8y,t_tl
- Z (_1)|02|M+T 6, o orS ,  \on
o=01Uo2€Y de1(=1) dzo1(—To1])
- —n
0<]o2|<n

' ‘CG* 0...0 ;CG 4 Wy,

azo2(=lo1[+1) 122 (—n)

+ (DRl (LG, olof 6t
dz1(=1) dzo1(=171D)

oL
227 AT e oy,

dlozl
— _1)lo2lutTgp
= Z) (( D s 1) o) T T D dgeat
o=(o1Uo2)EX_,,
Oé\azzlﬁn

dlz| oL
_1)lo2l(p+1)+7gu
+ (=1)2 O (<11 (—los )= Jpoa (T =D ggoa(=m) 8y‘_‘i>

dlozl
- _1)\lo2lptTgr
= Z ( 1) 2 901(,1)_,01(401\) (dxg2(gl|1) o2 (—n) Wy

o=(01Uo2)EX_,, e
0<|o2|<n

1y dlo2! d oL
) Ty gt T oy,

dloz!
= _1)lo2lutTgn
- Z by (=D 6‘“1(_1)~~~‘71(—\01\)dw‘72(—|01\—1),..d:CUQ(_") (E(L))-
o=o01Uo2€2_,
0%\022|§n

7.2 An example

Again, let us clarify the notation by working out the example of (m|2)—superfield
theory. Here we have
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oL d 0L oL oL
¢, r¢ o = - ——— 6" 6"
e ( (8yl‘ dx* 8yf> T 8y51 Tt 8y'u2)

OL d OL d OL d OL
G, (o, (25 - LB | (Cqpeen oL ¢ B
Ldz—l < —2 <8y“ dxt 8yf) +(=1) dx—2 <8y“ dzt (’“)yf)
v, O (e 0L o _d_ 0L >

2,19 1 = — (=1)"0L, W
ST oyt “tdz2 0y*, “2dr2 oyt

g (PE A PN d (0L oL
’ oy dat oy de=1 \oy*  da’ Oyl
4 (e, (aL d 8L> o d__d (aL d 8L>

7 Gy ar T

dz—Vdz=2 \oyr  da’ oyt
d 0L d d 0L
_yen. 98 e 44 0L
+ (=105 dz=1 oy", + “tde—1dr—2 oy*,
e, 0Ly 44 0L

L2 gr—2 oy, “2dz—1 dg—2 oyt

Next, grouping common factors of the contact 1—forms,

oL d 0L oL oL
oLl (=== ) -0 — 0"y
ﬁdx—l ﬁm ( oyt dxt oyl “Loy", “2oy",

By g_ia_L_(_l)uia_L_(_l)uia_L
b2 oyr dat oyt dz=1 oy", dz=2 dy",

+9’il((—1)” d (6L d 6L)+ d? 6L>

dz=2 \yr  daidyl) " de—ldz—2 dy",
d oL d 0L d? oL
—H* W = - — -
-2 <( ) dz=1 <8yH dz? 8yf) = (’“)y’i2>
v (oL 4oL
de=tdz=2 \Oy* dz* oyl ) )’

and an algebraic rearrangement finally gives,

41



oL d 0L oL oL
¢, r¢ o =—= - —_—— ) —g" — "
Tt ( (311“ dz’ Oyl ) “Loy", ‘2311“2)

g (oL oL a o
b2 oy dat oyl dx=J oy,

d oL d OL d d JOL
—1)H*H* - == _ - = ) (W
+ (=1, <da:2 (8y# dz? 8yf> (=1) drx=2 dx—J 3y“j>

oL d OL d d OL
— (—1)r0" ddet (22 - LR ¢ 95
(=1)"02, <frac o (8y“ dx? 8yf) (=1) drx—1 dx—J By”j>

d? oL d OL d 0L
+0" | —= —u__i—H_(_l)#——j—N_
dx—ldz oy dx? Oy dx=7 Oy~

= (01 o+ (=110, — (=10, +0") E(L).

7.3 The Euler - Lagrange equations

In view of Proposition[Z.3] the term wy, alone already gives us the Euler—Lagrange
equations, so we must study the vanishing of the terms

Dy (©f —=n°-L)+0(0f —n°-L).
Lemma 7.4. With the preceding notations, we have

O=0"NLS +O4NLS, —d90 N o —d9O5 AL o

o]
oyr oyl y# oyl
Proof. From the very definition we have

d = d%P A L% +dy" ALY +dCyt ALY
azB ayk oyl

and also from the definition, 8 = d¢ — D, where D is the horizontal differential.
Therefore,

9=d°-D
=d% —d%z" A LY,
dx7

=d%P AL +dCy" ALY +dCyr ALY —dCaY ALY .

ox Yy’ oyt =7

Furthermore, as
d 9 o B o B
doy 9z N OyH Yra Ak’
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taking the properties of the graded Lie derivative into account, we obtain

a:dcywzj_% +dOY ALy —dOe NLG o — AT AL
Y o]

o7 Yo gym o8 5y

=d%* ALY +dCyP A LS —dCa A (dGLyu o+t uidc)
T a g

i Y T
ayh 9y 9y

—dGZCa/\(dGLu o+l n adG)

Yap oy7 Yap oul

= d% ALY +dOYh AL —d%a® i AL — 9yl AL
Y

—dG:z:“Adegm# —dG{Ea/\degﬂ/\L%.
Finally, by grouping the correct terms and by noting that
d90% = d%* Nd%yY, g,
we arrive at the statement of the lemma. O

Lemma 7.5. For every vector field X on J&'(p), vertical over (M, A), and
for any local section s of p, we have

(j"+s)* (LX (ﬁGd o...oL%, (Dl (95 _nG'L) +a(®g _nG'L)))) =0

dz—1 dz—n

Proof. As .
Dy =d% " ALG,
do—?
it is clear that
LGd O...OEGLODlzo

dz—1 doz—"n

(one of the # factors appears twice). Now, let us see that

(7" s)” (LX (,CGL o...0L%, (9O —nC .L)>)) =0

dx— dz—™n

The bidegree of 9 is (1,0), so we have

oOF —n“-L)y=0 ((—1)m—1banG A 9#8—L>
5
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From Lemma[l4] we know the explicit expression for 0. Making use of it, along
with the formulas

L% 6V =0,
g
G v _ _ (_ 1\alpta) jG a sy
Eﬁﬁ =—(-1) d”z 5#,
L2, 0¥ =4y,
t_o 0¥ =0,
ayh
we obtain
2 (0§ —n“-L)
oL oL 0L 8L
G G, .o G v v
= Al d AN — — d7 O —— — OV N O* — 0¥ NO"
b1l ( v “ oyl oy dyrdyy O‘aygay;-’)’

and remarking that
d9z® AP — d90r = —d%x NdaP - Yhas
we deduce

00§ —n°-L)

N
dyryY * * yadyy

=—10 %A (dcxo‘/\dcx'@-yga—i—H”/\ﬁ“

0%L 0*L
dxd ’
Here, the first term in the right-hand side vanishes when a vertical vector field
is inserted. The other two, when the pull-back (j7"1s)* is taken, as a contact
form 6" remains even after the insertion of the vertical field. o

As a consequence of these results, we can see that the Euler—Lagrange equa-
tions for a superfield are those expected.

Theorem 7.6. A local section s of p is a critical section for the Berezinian
density € = [dCz' A - AN dC2™ @ dzd,l ©...0 #]L with L € Ajy (), if and
only if the following equations holds:

(j"*ts)* (1xd“Or) =0, (7.1)

for every vector field X on J&'(p) vertical over (M, A).

Proof. As we have seen, the equation (7)) is equivalent to the Euler-Lagrange
equations

oL d OL d 0L
n+1 _\* _1\M _
(") <3y“ dz? Oyl (=1) dx=Ji 8y‘_‘j> 0,

and these are the well-known conditions on s to be a critical section (see [30,
Theorem 6.3]). O
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8 Some applications

8.1 Noether Theorem

Next, we consider the infinitesimal symmetries of Berezinian densities. The
basic idea is to study under which conditions we can interchange ¢x with d“ in
(1) to obtain the equation

d®(j"*s)* (LxOF) =0,

giving us an invariant, :x©%. In Classical Mechanics, this is the case when
the Lagrangian is invariant under the action of some group whose infinitesimal
generator is precisely X; this observation motivates the following definitions.

A p—projectable vector field X on (N, B) is said to be an infinitesimal su-
persymmetry of the Berezinian density

. d
&= [d9% ' A A% @000l L LeAp ),
if
G _
‘CX(n+1)§L _07

where X(,,41) is the (n + 1)—jet extension of X by graded contact infinitesimal
transformations.

Now, the desired interchange amounts to have ﬁ%nﬂ)@L = 0. A basic
result in this direction is the infinitesimal functoriality of the Poincaré—Cartan
form, a concept which requires a previous definition.

A graded vector field X’ on (M, A) is said to have a graded divergence with
respect to a graded volume m—form % on (M, A) if there exists a function
f € A such that,

LG =n°F.
In this case, we put f = divg(X’). A graded vector field X on (N, B) is said to
have graded divergence if it is p—projectable and if its projection X’ has graded
divergence.

Theorem 8.1 (Infinitesimal functoriality of ©%, [23]). Let n% - L be a graded
Lagrangian density on p: (N,B) — (M, A) (L € A) and ©L the correspond-
ing graded Poincaré— Cartan form. For every vector field X on (N,B) with
divergence, we have

£§.., er=e", (8.1)

where L' = X (j,41)(L) + divg(X') - L.

According to this result, what we want (£ OL = 0) is equivalent to

X(nt1)
O©L =0, that is, to L’ = 0. Let us see under which conditions this is true for an
infinitesimal supersymmetry. Let us write the Berezinian density as &, = [€]L
and assume that X is such a supersymmetry; then

0= L5, 6= (£5,.,18) L+ ()Xol X 0y m). (32)
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As the Berezinian module plays a role akin to that of the volume forms (at least
with respect to integration), we can use the concept of Berezinian divergence
(see Section 33). We recall that if X’ is a graded vector field on (M, A) and
¢ is a Berezinian density on (M, A), we have £§,[¢] = (—1)X'NIEl[¢] - divp(X7).
Note that the graded divergence of a given graded vector field on (M, A),

9 D
om T 5

does not necessarily exist. Indeed, the existence of the graded divergence re-
quires,

X' =(x')

(xX")
oz—i
for any i, —j. On the other hand, the Berezinian divergence always exists.
If X on (N, B) is p—projectable, we write

LE[E] = (1) X1Elg] - divp(X).

This makes sense as long as X is projectable (with projection X'); then, if the
Berezinian is given by [£] = [ ® P] for some graded form n € Qg((M,.A)) and
some differential operator P € D(A), we extend the previous definition to

L5l = (-)HeePH g Po X')
In other words, the graded Lie derivative of [£] with respect to X is that respect
to its projection. The same observation (and definition) applies to a graded

vector field on (J&(p), Ajs (py) Projectable onto (M, A).
Thus, the equation ([B2]) can be rewritten as

(_1)|X<n+1>|\5\ divg (X(nsn) - L+ (_1)|X<n+1)|I£IX(n+1)(L)
= divp (X(n+1)) - L+ X(n+1)(L)
= ()7

and this is the expression of L’ = 0 except for the fact that we have two different
divergences. In this way, we are led to the following result.

Theorem 8.2 (Noether). Assume X is an infinitesimal supersymmetry of the
Berezinian density

d

= [d%t A AdG ™
32 v . ®da:*1 B

- L, LEAJé;(p)7

such that,
(1) The projection X' of X onto (M, A) has a divergence with respect to

Azt AN d%a™,
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(2) divp(X') = divg(X').
Then, for every critical section s of £, we have
d¢ {(jnﬂs)* (LX<n+1>®L)} =0.
Proof. If X is an infinitesimal supersymmetry of £;,, by ([82]) we have
dive(X(n+1)) - L+ X(ni1)(L) =0

and by (1), (2), L' = divg(X(m+1)) - L + X(n11)(L) = 0. Moreover, from (&I)),
we have

L' _n_ pG L
ol =0=r§, . o~

Thus, . i}
(1"8) " (d%0x000)O") + (77F8) (1x(10) 7OF) =0,

and since s is a critical section,
(jnJrlS)* (LX<n+1)dG®L) =0.
The statement now follows from the fact that d commutes with pullbacks. O

The superfunctions tx, ,,, O appearing in the statement, are called Noether
supercurrents. Analogously, the graded vector fields X satisfying the conditions
of the theorem (and, in general, those leading to Noether supercurrents; note
that these conditions are sufficient, but not necessary) are called Noether super-
symmetries.

Corollary 8.3. Assume X is a p—wvertical graded vector field which also is an
infinitesimal supersymmetry of the Berezinian density (6.2). Then, for every
critical section s of £, we have

a4 [(7715) (x01, %) | = 0.
Proof. If X is vertical, its projection is 0 and so divp(X’) = divg(X’') =0. O

8.2 The case of supermechanics

Consider the supermanifold R!I" = (R, Q(R)) and the graded submersion
p: (N,B) - R, (N,B) =R x R,

defined by the projection onto the first factor, which determines the graded
bundle of 1—jets (J&(p), Aji(p)- This is the situation that would correspond
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to supermechanics (see [14} [13] B3, B5]). If (¢,s) and (¢,s,y, z) are supercoor-
dinates for R'" and (N, B), respectively (even y and odd z), we have a sys-
tem (s,t,y,2,Yt,Ys, 2t, 2s) for (Jé(p),AJé(p)). These coordinates are defined
through

(jlo)*t = o*(t) =t
(jlo)*s= o*(s) =s
(Glo)y = o*(y) = o(t)
(jlo)'z= o*(z) =¥(t)s
(o) w = 5 G'o)y =¢/(0)

(jla)*zs =

for a section o: R — (N, B) of p. Here, ¢ and v are just real functions. Note
the particularity of the coordinate y,, which evaluated on sections vanishes; this
is a special feature of the (1]1)-dimension.

The traditional (physics oriented) notation would write dy/dt instead of
¢'(t) and so on. In this way, the preceding observation about y, is masked, so
we prefer ours.

A graded Lagrangian is an element L € A JL(p) (i.e., a ‘superfunction of
(s, t,Y,2, Y1, Ys, 2t, 2s)’). We are interested in determining the class of Lagrangians
which admit a p—projectable graded vector field on (N, B), of the particular form

0 9]
D=f— —
/ ot + 9o
as a Noether supersymmetry.

A priori, we should have f = f(t, s) and g = g(t, s), but the fact that D must
be a supersymmetry imposes some restrictions which we now analyze. First of
all, divg(D) must exist, and this forces f = f(¢); hence

of
— =0. 8.3
B (8.3)
Moreover, it is immediate from the definition of graded divergence that
of
divg(D) = = 8.4
iva(D) = o (8.4)

Secondly, divg(D) must coincide with divg(D); from the expression (L) in
Section [£.3.3] we find that, necessarily,

99 _

5, =0 (8.5)
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With the restrictions ([83), (83), the computation of the extension Dy is
relatively easy, and the result is

O (4 L dg \ O (& dg \ O
D 9, L (Y, Y9, L
@ = f 995 <dt ta? > e <dt %) on
&8 (&f B¢ _df dg \ 0
& 42 250y, .
it g <dt2 Yok Qs T 2gpve £ 250 | 5 0 (80)
i o (2f  dg _df dg_ \ 0
T, (ﬁ g e R T2 )

Finally, the remaining condition for D to be a Noether supersymmetry is
Egm{L = 0; that is,
divg(D) - L + D)L = 0,

or, in view of (84,

of
6tL+D(2)L =0. (8.7)
As L € Ajy(p), we have
oL _ oL _
Oy Oyst
and
o _oL
Oz N O0zst -
so the insertion of (84) into (B gives
8f 8L 8L df dg oL af dg oL
+f 83 (dt + dtyS Oy dt t+ Fs 62,5
Now, evaluating on a section o we obtain
of 1 \x 4 [OL oL
¢ U o) L+ fligo) (8t) +9(jto)" (a )
daf 4 0L
t T =— .
- (%vw) o (5 (5.5

-

df

Y s+ o) oy (5

oL

) o

Any Le A TL(p) solution to this equation, is a superlagrangian admitting D
as a Noether supersymmetry. Conversely, if we take a fixed L € A JL(p)s AY
pair of real functions, f = f(t,s) and g = g(t, s), satisfying ([B8]) determines a
graded vector field D = f9/0t + gd/0s, which is a Noether supersymmetry for
L.

A trivial case is that of f = g = 1. Then, the equation (B8] reduces to

oL oL _
ot ds



that is: if L does not depend explicitly on (t, s), then the “supertime translation”
D = 9/0t+ 0/0s is a Noether supersymmetry, as in the classical setting (see
[35]).
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