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We review the construction of (“free”) elementary systems in de Sitter (dS) spacetime, in the
Wigner sense, as associated with unitary irreducible representations (UIR’s) of the dS (relativity)
group. This study emphasizes the conceptual issues arising in the formulation of such systems and
discusses known results in a mathematically rigorous way. Particular attention is paid to: “smooth”
transition from classical to quantum theory; physical content under vanishing curvature, from the
point of view of a local (“tangent”) Minkowskian observer; and thermal interpretation (on the quan-
tum level), in the sense of the Gibbons-Hawking temperature. We review three decompositions of
the dS group physically relevant for the description of dS spacetime and classical phase spaces of ele-
mentary systems living on it. We review the construction of (projective) dS UIR’s issued from these
group decompositions. (Projective) Hilbert spaces carrying the UIR’s (in some restricted sense) iden-
tify quantum (“one-particle”) states spaces of dS elementary systems. Adopting a well-established
Fock procedure, based on the Wightman-Géarding axioms and on analyticity requirements in the
complexified Riemannian manifold, we proceed with a consistent quantum field theory (QFT) for-
mulation of elementary systems in dS spacetime. This dS QFT formulation closely parallels the
corresponding Minkowskian one, while the usual spectral condition is replaced by a certain geomet-
ric Kubo-Martin-Schwinger (KMS) condition equivalent to a precise thermal manifestation of the
associated “vacuum” states. We end our study by reviewing a consistent and univocal definition
of mass in dS relativity. This definition, presented in terms of invariant parameters characterizing
the dS UIR’s, accurately gives sense to terms like “massive” and “massless” fields in dS relativity
according to their Minkowskian counterparts, yielded by the group contraction procedures.

Contents

1. Introduction
1.1. Motivations
1.2. Content at a glance
1.3. Reading guide and conventions

I As a preliminary: 1+ l-dimensional dS (dS;) geometry and relativity

2. DS; manifold and its symmetry group
2.1. Precision on SOq(1,2): a geometric viewpoint
2.2. Homomorphism between SOg(1,2) and SU(1,1)

3. Relativistic meaning of the dS; group: group decomposition
3.1. Space-time-Lorentz decomposition
3.2. Cartan decomposition
3.3. Iwasawa decomposition

* gazeau@apc.in2p3.fr
T pejhan@zjut.edu.cn
¥ anzhong_wang@baylor.edu

HEEH

HEH

HEEE
=



4. DS, Lie algebra and classical phase spaces

5.

4.1. Co-adjoint orbits: a brief introduction
4.2. DS, (co-)adjoint orbits as possible phase spaces for motions on dSs spacetime

UIR’s of the dS; group and quantum version of dS; motions

6. UIR’s of the dS; group: global realization

11

6.1. Group representations: a brief introduction
6.1.1. Group representations by shift operators
6.1.2. Induced representations
6.1.3. Representations of groups with operator factors
6.2. Principal series
6.2.1. Representation space
6.2.2. Representations
6.2.3. Hilbert space and condition for being unitary
6.2.4. Irreducibility and infinitesimal operators
6.2.5. Quantum Casimir operator
6.3. Complementary series
6.4. Discrete series

1 + 3-dimensional dS (dS,) geometry and relativity (classical and quantum

mechanics)

7. DS, manifold and its causal structure

8.

10.

11.

12.

13.

DS, relativity group SOq(1,4) and its covering Sp(2,2)
8.1. Homomorphism between SOg(1,4) and Sp(2,2) and some discrete symmetries

. Relativistic meaning of the dS,; group: group decomposition

9.1. Space-time-Lorentz decomposition
9.2. Cartan decomposition

9.3. Iwasawa decomposition

9.4. Four integration formulas on Sp(2,2)

Relativistic meaning of the dS, group: group (algebra) contraction

10.1. Group (algebra) contraction: a brief introduction

10.2. DSy group (algebra) contractions
10.2.1. Contraction of the dS4 group — the Poincaré group — the Galileo group
10.2.2. Contraction of the dS4 group — the Newton group — the Galileo group

DS, Lie algebra and classical phase spaces

11.1. Phase space for scalar “massive” /“massless” elementary systems in dS4 spacetime
11.2. Phase space for “spin” “massive” elementary systems in dS,; spacetime

11.3. Phase space for “spin” (or helicity) “massless” elementary systems in dS, spacetime

UIR’s of the dS, group and quantum version of dS; motions
12.1. Discrete series

12.2. Principal series

12.3. Complementary series

12.4. Discussion: a natural fuzzyness of dS, spacetime

UIR’s of the dS, group: global realization

13.1. Principal series: scalar case
13.1.1. Hilbert space and representations
13.1.2. Condition for being unitary
13.1.3. Irreducibility and infinitesimal operators
13.1.4. Quantum Casimir operator

13.2. Principal series: general case

---
HERE

]
)
o

HEREHNEEEBEEEHE

N

EfS

REEE BEHEE BEHEEH

HEB8H

AA1AIRIRIRI



13.3. Principal series: restriction to the maximal compact subgroup SU(2) x SU(2)
13.4. Complementary series
13.5. Discrete series

13.5.1. Discrete series: scalar case (Ip>1,0)

14. “Massive” /“massless” dS,; UIR’s and the Poincaré contraction
14.1. Group contraction (the representation level): a brief introduction
14.2. DS4 massive UIR’s
14.3. DS, massless UIR’s
14.4. Discussion: rehabilitating the dS4 physics from the point of view of a local Minkowskian observer
14.5. For comparison: AdS, UIR’s and the Poincaré contraction

IIT 1+ 3-dimensional dS (dS,;) geometry and relativity (QFT)

15. DS, wave equations
15.1. Computation in ambient notations
15.2. Link to intrinsic coordinates

16. Plane-wave type solutions

16.1. A global definition: dS4 plane waves in their tube domains

16.2. Precision on orbital basis of the cone

16.3. DS, plane waves as generating functions for square-integrable eigenfunctions
16.3.1. DS, plane waves as generating functions
16.3.2. Normalized eigenfunctions
16.3.3. Usual solutions by separation of variables
16.3.4. DS, UIR’s: spacetime realization versus S? realization

16.4. DS, plane waves and the zero-curvature limit

17. QFT in dS, spacetime

17.1. Local dSy scalar fields: generalized free fields
17.1.1. Discussion: weak spectral condition

17.2. (Analytic) Wightman two-point functions for the dS, (principal and complementary) Klein-Gordon
scalar fields
17.2.1. Plane-wave analysis of the two-point functions
17.2.2. Maximal analyticity and KMS condition

17.3. Minimally coupled scalar field as an illustration of a Krein structure
17.3.1. “Zero-mode” problem
17.3.2. (Krein-)Gupta-Bleuler triplet
17.3.3. Quantum field
17.3.4. Stress tensor

IV  Notion of mass in (A)dS, relativity
18. Discussion/reminder: mass and symmetries
19. Garidi mass: definition

20. Garidi mass: a more elaborate discussion
20.1. DSy case
20.2. AdS, case
20.3. Discussion: dark matter as a relic AdS, curvature energy (?)
20.3.1. The assumptions
20.3.2. Sketching a parallel between dark matter and CMB

w

EEBE

HEEBEE

HEREEREEEE BEHHE

> [ B3
A

J S o0
BEHH

=
=

=Nl
HEBE
O

HE H B
EH B B

=
=

HEH



S

21. Garidi mass: examples and applications 113
21.1. “Partially massless” fields 13
21.2. The question of Graviton “mass” 17

21.2.1. Passage from flat Minkowski spacetime to a curved background 117

21.2.2. Einstein spaces 119

21.2.3. Discussion: Garidi interpretation 119

Acknowledgements 120
Appendices

. DS, Killing vectors 120

. 2 X 2-quaternionic matrices 122

. Wigner classification of the Poincaré group UIR’s

g a @ » <

. Some useful relations concerning the S* hyperspherical harmonics, Gegenbauer and Legendre
polynomials, and hypergeometric functions
1. Hyperspherical harmonics on S?
2. Gegenbauer polynomials
3. Associated Legendre polynomials
4. Hypergeometric functions

E. SU(2) group and its representations
1. SU(2) group
2. Haar measure
3. Irreducible representations

HEH HEHHE B

E

F. Expansions of kernels on S? x R, x §3

G. DS, complex Lie algebra sp(2,2)©
1. Cartan-Weyl basis
2. Geometrical picture
3. Irreducible representations

H. DS, UIR’s with a unique extension to the UIR’s of the conformal group
I. DS, infinitesimal generators in terms of the conformal coordinates

J. Precision on Eq.

References

o [ I I e 1 ¢ ¢ | 5 I
H B H HEKH B

4

1. INTRODUCTION

Quantum elementary systems are associated with (projective) unitary irreducible representations (UIR’s) of the
(possibly extended) relativity group (or one of its covering). This seminal point of view was first put forward in the
context of Einstein-Poincaré relativity by Wigner in his famous paper in 1939 [I] (see also Ref. [2]), where the rest
mass m and the spin s of an (Einsteinian) elementary system are shown to be the two invariants that characterize
the associated UIR of the Poincaré group (the group of motions of flat Minkowski spacetime). He was followed by
Inénti [3], Lévy-Leblond [4], and Voisin [5] who applied the Wigner ideas to Galilean systems, and by Giirsey [6] and
Fronsdal [7, [§] who extended them to dS and anti-dS (AdS) systems, respectively.

In this paper, following the path initiated by Wigner and others in Refs. [IHE], we review the construction of (free)
elementary systems in dS spacetime. To keep this review comprehensive, the level of exposition varies in its different
parts. Hence, both experts and beginners can find something interesting and useful in this study.



1.1. Motivations

In the context of modern theories of elementary systems (both field theory and the phenomenological treatment), the
formulation of a physical theory, and the interpretation in particular, rests upon the notions of energy, momentum,
mass, and spin, whose existence literally stems from the principle of invariance under the Poincaré group [, [2].
Physicists, however, are well aware that modern theories of elementary systems cannot in the end be based on the
Poincaré group. What is needed is a theory of elementary systems, or at least a consistent framework, that respects
the full general covariance of Einstein’s view of spacetime as a Riemannian manifold. But, once one departs from
flat Minkowski spacetime, due to the absence of nontrivial groups of motion in more general Riemannian spaces,
a formidable obstacle to the extension of physical models appears; generally, no literal or unique extension of the
aforementioned physical notions exists (?!).! Of course, there is a specific class of Riemannian spaces in which the
road to generalizations is well marked, in the sense given by Fronsdal in 1965 [7]: “A physical theory that treats
spacetime as Minkowskian flat must be obtainable as a well-defined limit of a more general physical theory, for which
the assumption of flatness is not essential.” Poincaré relativity indeed can be considered as the idealistic null-curvature
limit of two possible curved-spacetime relativities of maximal symmetry. Technically, a four-dimensional Riemannian
space may admit a continuous group of symmetry, preserving the metric g,,,, with up to ten essential parameters. The
maximum number (which is the same number as flat Minkowski spacetime) is merely realized for a space of constant
curvature 1/R (R being the radius of curvature, 0 < R < 00).

Those spacetimes, which meet flat Minkowski spacetime as the curvature goes to zero (R — 00), are the ordinary
dS and AdS spacetimes, the maximally symmetric solutions to the vacuum Einstein’s equations with, respectively,
positive and negative cosmological constant A (R = 1/3/|A|) [9]. The former, dS spacetime, admits SOg(1,4) (or its
universal covering Sp(2,2)) as a group of motions. It is essentially finite in extension [I0]; considering any point p
and any timelike direction in that point, the geodesics through p, perpendicular to the chosen timelike direction, are
finite. AdS spacetime, on the other side, is infinite in extension; analogous geodesics possess infinite lengths and are
completely spacelike. The AdS group of motions is SOy (2, 3) (or its double covering Sp(4,R), or even its universal

—_~—

covering SO¢(2, 3)). Interestingly, as Minkowski spacetime is the limit R — oo of the ordinary dS and AdS spacetimes,
the Poincaré group can be obtained as a contraction of either SOq(1,4) or SO¢(2,3) (or any of their coverings); UIR’s
of the dS and AdS groups, analogous to their shared Poincaré contraction limit, are characterized by two invariant
parameters of the spin and energy scales (note that, in the AdS case, the latter should be read as the rest energy).
These remarkable features, as already pointed out, allow the Wigner definition of elementary systems to be extended
to dS and AdS relativities.?

In the present paper, we are particularly interested in the dS case. Besides the above conceptual worries, it is
motivated in part by the critical role that the dS metric plays in the inflationary cosmological scenarii (based upon
which our Universe underwent a dS phase in the very early epochs of its life [I7]), and in part by the desire to construct
possible models for late-time cosmology (since a small positive cosmological constant seems to be required by recent
data [18]).

1.2. Content at a glance

As pointed out above, admitting a more general relativity group instead of the Poincaré one, to describe elementary
systems, lies at the heart of the content of this review. In this sense, to make our discussions straight, let us first
elaborate the notion and the role of relativity group in a general context. Technically, to study a physical system P,
one needs a frame, that is, a correspondence between P and a mathematical structure M describing the set of states of
P measured with respect to this frame. In this context, the relativity group G is the group of frame transformations.
Then, the rule “physical laws are independent of the frame” turns into “the structure of M is invariant under G”.
This structure is a symplectic manifold (called phase space) on the classical level and a (projective) Hilbert space on
the quantum level. This system is called an elementary system [I], 2], when one does not deal with internal variables.
Therefore, the different states, which appear, are merely due to a change of frames and nothing else. This implies

1 Here, we put aside the suggestion that the important differential equations (Klein-Gordon and Dirac) may easily be generalized to forms
that possess general covariance. In the above sense, this suggestion is almost totally irrelevant. Frankly speaking, the modern theories
of elementary systems are not primarily studies in differential equations [7].

2 We note in passing that the (A)dS group-theoretical structures serve a wider variety of practical applications in modern physics than
what we have mentioned above. The study of the Hydrogen atom, for instance, well illustrates several aspects of the application of such
structures in quantum mechanics (see, for instance, Refs. [ITHI6]).



that the action of the group G on M is transitive, i.e., is a co-adjoint representation or a (projective) UIR on the
classical and the quantum levels, respectively.

In this paper, we study elementary systems in the above sense with the dS group Sp(2,2). We start from scratch
to be able to present the foundations step-by-step in a mathematically rigorous way. We employ three types of
decomposition of the Sp(2,2) group. The first one, called space-time-Lorentz decomposition, is nonstandard and yields
a global, but nonunique, decomposition of the group, while the other two are well known in semi-simple group theory
[19] and, respectively, called Cartan and Iwasawa decompositions. These group decompositions provide the basic
mathematical ingredients of the discussion, namely, (related) families of group cosets Sp(2,2)/S, where S’s stand for
(closed) subgroups of Sp(2, 2) yielded by these decompositions. As a matter of fact, each phase space of dS elementary
systems, more accurately, each transitive manifold under the action of the Sp(2,2) co-adjoint representations (say
Sp(2,2) co-adjoint orbit), being symplectic manifold and carrying a natural Sp(2, 2)-invariant (Liouville) measure, is a
homogeneous space homeomorphic to an even-dimensional group coset Sp(2,2)/S, where S plays the role of stabilizer
subgroup of some orbit point [20] 21].

The Sp(2,2) co-adjoint orbits, naively speaking, the group cosets Sp(2,2)/S, also possess very rich analytic struc-
tures, which underlie (projective) Hilbert spaces that carry UIR’s of the Sp(2,2) group. According to the physical
point of view adopted in this paper, this remarkable feature in a well-established process allows for a “smooth” tran-
sition from classical to quantum formulation of dS elementary systems; the phase spaces of dS elementary systems
quantize into (projective) dS UIR’s. These UIR’s consist of three distinguished series, respectively, called principal,
complementary, and discrete series [22H26]. The UIR’s corresponding to the principal series contract to the massive
UIR’s of the Poincaré group [27, 28]. Hence, they are called dS massive representations. The situation for the dS
massless cases, however, is more subtle; the dS group has no UIR analogous to the so-called massless infinite-spin
UIR’s of the Poincaré group. Massless representations of the dS group then are naturally distinguished as those with
a unique extension to the UIR’s of the conformal group SO¢(2,4), while that extension is equivalent to the conformal
extension of the Poincaré massless UIR’s [29] [30]. It follows that the dS massless scalar case coincides with a specific
UIR of the complementary series, while the dS massless higher-spin cases correspond to the UIR’s lying at the lower
end of the discrete series. All other dS representations either have nonphysical Poincaré contraction limit or do not
have Poincaré contraction limit at all.

Once dS massive and massless elementary systems are recognized with respect to group representation theory, one
can deal with the corresponding covariant QFT’s along the lines proposed by Wightman and Gérding in their seminal
paper [31]. The very problem, that naturally arises here, is the absence of a true spectral condition, which plagues
QFT in dS spacetime [32] [33]. Actually, no matter what machinery of QFT is employed to quantize a field in dS
spacetime, while it is rather straightforward to formalize the requirements of locality (microcausality) and covariance,
it is impossible to formulate any condition on the spectrum of the “energy” operator (even worse, it is impossible to
define such a global object at all). Due to this ambiguity, for any single dS field model, many inequivalent QFT’s
appear (the phenomenon of nonuniqueness of the vacuum state), often each being relevant to a particular choice
of time coordinate, which induces the corresponding frequence splitting. Therefore, to achieve a consistent QFT
reading of dS elementary systems, besides the dS group representation theory (in the sense given by Wigner) and the
Wightman and Garding axioms, we still need a supplementary criterion to replace the usual spectral condition.

In Refs. [34] [35], Bros et al. have argued that a suitable adaptation of some familiar notions of complex Minkowski
spacetime to its (complex) dS counterpart can provide such a criterion to lift all ambiguities for dS QFT’s and
to select preferred vacuum states which, despite their thermal properties (in the sense given by Gibbons-Hawking
[36, 37]), coincide with their corresponding Minkowski vacuum representations under vanishing curvature. Their
original approach keeps from the Minkowskian case the idea that the analytic continuation properties of the QFT in
the complexified spacetime are directly related to the energy content (in particular to the spectral condition) of the
model considered. Technically, in order to apply this appealing idea to dS QFT’s, they have put forward a genuine,
global dS-Fourier type calculus, realized by the introduction of (coordinate-independent) dS plane waves in their tube
domains. [Such waves are the dS counterparts of the standard plane waves in Minkowski spacetime. They are well
adapted to the dS group representations and also allow to control in a very suggestive way the null-curvature limit of
dS QFT to its Minkowskian counterpart.] On this basis, they have shown that, for instance, in the simplest cases, i.e.,
linear dS QFT’s which are of interest in the present study, the spectral condition is substituted by a certain geometric
KMS condition [38] [39], equivalent to a precise thermal manifestation of the associated vacuum states (known in the
literature under the name of Euclidean [36] or Bunch-Davies [40] vacuum states).?

Accordingly, in this paper, employing the dS group representation theory and its Wigner interpretation, on one
hand and on the other hand, the Wightman and Gérding axioms equipped with analyticity requirements in the

3 For this, except the references cited above, see also Refs. [41H46].



complexified dS manifold (in the sense given by Bros et al.), we encounter the QFT formulation of elementary
systems in dS spacetime.

At the end, the question of finding a universal substitute to the notion of mass in dS relativity comes to fore. This
demand leads us to adopt a consistent and univocal definition of mass in dS spacetime proposed by Garidi in 2003 [47].
The Garidi definition, presented in terms of the invariant parameters characterizing the dS UIR’s, remarkably gives
sense to terms like “massive” and “massless” fields in dS relativity with respect to their Minkowskian counterparts,
yielded by the group contraction procedures. It also enjoys the advantage to encompass all mass formulas introduced
within the dS context.

1.3. Reading guide and conventions

This review is divided into four parts. In part[l] to set the stage for better understanding the mathematical materials,
we discuss 1 4 1-dimensional dS relativity, which, despite its mathematical transparency, interestingly contains all
essential ingredients of the realistic case, 1+ 3-dimensional dS relativity. In part[[I} the latter case is discussed on the
group/algebra and representation levels, or in the sense given above, let us say the classical and quantum mechanics
levels, respectively. In part [T we proceed with the corresponding QFT formulation. Finally, part [[V]is devoted to
the notion of mass in dS and, for the sake of comparison, AdS relativities.

The main conventions of our notations are:

e Throughout this paper (unless noted otherwise), for the sake of simplicity, we consider the units ¢ = 1 = £,
where ¢ and & are respectively the speed of light and the Planck constant.

e We distinguish between 1 4 1-dimensional dS spacetime and its 1 4+ 3-dimensional counterpart by adding the
relevant subscripts ‘2’ (dSq) and ‘4’ (dSy4), respectively. Moreover, in order to distinguish between their relevant
entities, in particular the ones that do not manifestly admit spacetime indices, we draw a line below those that
are relevant to dSy relativity.

e We use the letters a,b,c,... for the indices 0,1,2, the letters pu,v,p,... for 0,1,2,3, the letters A, B,C, ...
for 0,1,2,3,4, the letters A’, B',C’,... for 0,1,2,3,5 (the number 4 is left apart!), the letters 4,3, C,... for
0,1,2,3,4,5, the letters A, B, C, ... for 1,2,3,4, and finally the letters i, j, k, ... for 1,2, 3.

Part 1
As a preliminary: 1+ I-dimensional dS (dS,)
geometry and relativity

2. DS, MANIFOLD AND ITS SYMMETRY GROUP

DS, spacetime is a globally hyperbolic spacetime with the topology of R* x S! (R! being a timelike direction). This
spacetime, by its embedding in a 1+ 2-dimensional Minkowski spacetime R'*2 (by abuse of notation, let us say R3),
can be conveniently described as a one-sheeted hyperboloid Mg of constant radius R:

MRE{x:(xo,xl,xz)éRS; (x)25x-x:7]abx“xb:—R2}, a,b=0,1,2, (2.1)

where 2%’s are the Cartesian coordinates in R? and N, = diag(l, —1, —1) is the natural metric of R3. The dS, metric
then is defined by inducing 7,, on Mg.

The dS; (relativity) group is SOq(1,2) (that is, the connected subgroup of O(1,2)) or its double-covering group
SU(1,1). The associated Lie algebra can be realized by the linear span of the following (three) Killing vectors (see

appendix :
Kab = xaab - xbaa y Kab = _Kba . (22)

2.1. Precision on SOq(1,2): a geometric viewpoint

Let us begin with the group O(1,2). By definition, it is the group of all linear transformations in R? carrying
x into 2’ (x,2" € R3) such that the indefinite quadratic form (z)? = nabxamb remains unchanged. In this paper,



among all such transformations, we are particularly interested in those that preserve the orientation of space. They
form the subgroup SO(1,2) consisting of the transformations with determinant 1 (note that the transformations with
determinant —1 are reflections). Among the transformations belonging to SO(1,2), we also would like to restrict
our attention to those carrying x into 2’ in such a way that if 2% > 0 or 2° < 0, then we get 2/ > 0 or 2/° < 0,
respectively. [From the physical point of view, these transformations are important, because they take every positive
timelike vector (characterizing actual motion) into another such vector.] Such transformations are connected to the
identity. They form the so-called connected dSy group, denoted here by SOg(1,2). As already pointed out, we refer
to the latter as the dSy (relativity) group.

In view of the approach adopted in this paper, it is convenient to take a closer look at the action of SOy(1,2) on
R3. The fact that the quadratic form (z)? = 7,, 2% is not positive definite has a significant impact. Technically, the
form (x)? = nabz“:vb = 0 determines a cone, with vertex at the origin, in R3. It then follows that, under the action
of SO¢(1,2), R3 is divided into three domains: the cone itself (z)? = 0, the interior of the cone (z)? > 0, and the
exterior of the cone (x)? < 0. More accurately, considering (z)? = r (r being a real number), we have three types of
orbit, apart from the trivial one 2° = 2! = 22 = 0, in R3:

e The upper and lower sheets of the cone, with r = 0 and 2° = 0, respectively.
e The upper and lower sheets of the two-sheeted hyperboloids, with 7 > 0 and z° = 0, respectively.

e The one-sheeted hyperboloid, with » < 0 (note that the dSs hyperboloid (2.1) belongs to this type, with
r=—R?).

2.2. Homomorphism between SOy (1,2) and SU(1,1)

The dS, group SOq(1,2) is homomorphic to the SU(1,1) group. The latter is the group of all 2 x 2-matrices g
verifying the following conditions:

e The unimodular condition; det(g) = 1.

e The pseudo-unitary condition; gfosg = o3, where ¢' stands for the Hermitian adjoint of g and o3 = (é _01) is

the third Pauli matrix.

Then, the SU(1,1) group can be viewed as:

SU(L 1) = {gz (5 ) asec. det<g>=|a|2—|ﬁ2=1}, (23)

where o and * stand for the complex conjugate of o and 3, respectively.
To make the homomorphism between SOg(1,2) and SU(1, 1) apparent, we associate with each point z = (20, 2!, 2?)
in R? a Hermitian matrix:

20 ! +iz?
h = (.’El _ i.’L‘Q Z‘O ) (24)
where det(h) = (2°)2 — (2')? — (2?)? = (z)2. For each g € SU(1,1) of the form given in Eq. (2.3, one can define an
action of SU(1,1) on R3, symbolized here by z + 2’ = gox (v,2' € R3), as:

/0 /1 a2
F_ T T+ 1T
ghg' = <x/1 g2 gl ) : (2.5)

Note that: (i) The transformed matrix ghg' is also Hermitian and clearly corresponds to a point o’ = (20, 21, 2/2)
in R3. (ii) This transformation is linear, because elements of the matrix ghg' are linearly expressed in terms of the
elements of h. (iii) det(ghg') = det(h) = (x)?, which means that this linear transformation preserves the quadratic

4 Let G be a Lie group that acts on a manifold M. Given a point p € M, the action of G on p, symbolized here by G ¢ p, takes p to
various points in M. By definition, the orbit of p under the action of G is the subset of M defined by O(p) = {g op; geE G}. Of course,
the orbit is independent of the choice of p in the sense that, whenever p’ € O(p), we have O(p) = O(p’).



form (z)%. (iv) If 2° > 0 or 2° < 0, then 2’ > 0 or 2’° < 0, respectively. Consequently, the linear transformation

2’ = g o x, realized by the action (2.5)), belongs to SOg(1,2), as well. More precisely, for every transformation in
SOg(1,2), there are two elements +¢g € SU(1, 1), since, according to the action (2.5)), we have g o x = (—g) o x. This
means that SU(1,1) is two-to-one homomorphic to SO¢(1,2) (or in other words, the SU(1, 1) group is a two-valued
representation or double covering of SOg(1,2)).> The kernel of this homomorphism® {+15}, where 1, stands for the
2 x 2-unit matrix, is isomorphic to Z?, thus SU(1,1)/Z? ~ SOq(1,2).”

We also would like to remark that SU(1, 1) is isomorphic to the special linear group of order two with real entities,
i.e., SL(2,R). This isomorphism can be easily seen by considering a unitary 2 x 2-matrix, for instance, u = % (1 il> ,
based upon which one can associate with each g € SL(2,R) a matrix g = ugu'’ € SU(1,1).

Here, for more detailed discussions on the above topics, readers are referred to Ref. [4§].

3. RELATIVISTIC MEANING OF THE DS, GROUP: GROUP DECOMPOSITION

In this section, we review three decomposition types of the dSy group SU(L, 1), respectively, called space-time-
Lorentz, Cartan, and Iwasawa decompositions. The former is nonstandard whereas the other two are well known
in the context of semi-simple group theory [19]. As we will show below, these group decompositions are physically
relevant for the description of dS, spacetime, phase spaces of dSs elementary systems, and dS, timelike infinity or
phase-spaces infinities.

3.1. Space-time-Lorentz decomposition

Any element g € SU(1, 1), with respect to the group involution i(g) : g — ¢*, where the superscript ‘t’ denotes
transposition, can be decomposed into [49]:

o= (5 ) =it @)

where [i(l) = lI* = 15 (that is, [ is orthogonal; I* = [~1). The set of all matrices [ forms the noncompact subgroup £

of SU(1,1):
cosh £ isinh £
L= {l - <—isinh2‘20 coshf) PP e R} ’ (32)
which is isomorphic to o(1,1). On the other hand, the element j, appeared in Eq. (3.1f), can be determined throug
hich is i hi SOp(1,1). On the other hand, the el ] d in Eq. (3.1) be d ined th h
the following equation:

e+ [ a®>+p% 2Re(aB*)\ _ (e?coshyp  sinhep
JI- =99 = <2Re(o¢[3*) a*2+ﬂ*2> = ( sinhey e %coshey )’ (3.3)

where 0 < 6 = arg(a? + 32) < 27 and ¢ = sinh™*(a8* + o*3) € R. A possible solution to the above equation reads:

J=k(0)a(y), (3-4)

5 The point to be noticed here is that, on the quantum level, we are not interested only in representations in the narrowest sense of the
word, i.e., one-valued representations, but also in multi-valued representations. In this sense, it is not significant, from the point of view
of representations, to distinguish between SOq(1,2), SU(1,1), or their covering group. It is, however, significant to know how many
times SOq(1,2) is covered by its covering group.

6 Let G and H be groups and let f be a group homomorphism from G to H. If ey is the identity element of H, then the kernel of f
(denoted by ker(f)) is: ker(f) = {g €G; flg) = eH}.

7 In our notation, the symbol ‘~’ stands for isomorphism between two groups. In the sequel, by abuse of notation, we also employ the
same symbol to denote the homomorphism/homeomorphism between two groups/topological spaces.
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where:
- . ~ ev’2 0
k(0) = ok(9), with o==41y and k(0) = o—i0/2) (3.5)

0
cosh ¥ sinh ¥
sinh é cosh % '

Given 0 and 1, the parameter ¢ is specified through the identity I(¢) = j'g:

i0 P
B — a*el tanh2>

* 5160 Y ’
a — fB*el’ tanh 5

¢ = 2tanh™! (—i

The above identities provide a global, but nonunique, decomposition of the dS, group SU(1,1):

SU(L,1) 3 g = k(0) a(¥) l(p) = eexp(0Ys) exp(¢Y) exp(¢Yr), (3.7)

where Y, Y;, and Y] are the corresponding infinitesimal generators:

4 (6) i /1 0 i
Yo = T ‘920_2(0 —1>_2"3’
_da(v) _1/01) 1
o= "5 ‘w:o_Q 10) 7 2%
Cdie)] 1[0 i) _ 1
Y= T ‘<p—o_2(—i 0)‘ 972 (38)

while oy’s (k = 1,2,3) are the Pauli matrices. One can easily check that these generators obey the following commu-
tation rules:

[}/37)/1] = _)/157 [YsaYt] = )/lv D/l;)/t] = Ysa (39)

which represent the su(1,1) Lie algebra.

Now, we make clear in what sense we call the group decomposition the space-time-Lorentz decomposition
of the dSy group SU(1,1). In the above parametrization, the factor j = j(6,4) is indeed a kind of “spacetime”
square root, which provides a system of global coordinates for dSs spacetime. To see the point, we define the three
coordinates in R? as:

2% = Rsinh ), 2! = Rcosfcosh ), 22 = Rsinf cosh ), (3.10)

or equivalently, as:

. (0 1Y Rsinhty  Re'? coshp _ 20 ! +iz?\
Rjj (1 0) = (Re“’ coshy Rsinhey ) = \a' —ia2 o0 )= Y@ (3.11)
where, like before, 0 < R < co. The SU(1, 1) group acts on the T(z)’s set by the left action on the set of matrices j:
SU(L1)3g :j — j =go7, gj =4l (3.12)
and therefore:
no_ g (001
T(@) = Rj'j <1 o>
_ ce6 (001
= Rgjjy (1 0)
_ .+ (01 01\ (01
~ofrar ()] [( o) (Vo)
= gY(z)g". (3.13)

This action is linear and, as is obvious from Eq. (3.13)), is determinant-preserving:
det(Y(z')) = det(Y(z)) = (2°)* — (2')? — (2*)* = —R®. (3.14)
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The above identity clearly defines an embedded hyperboloid (of constant radius R) in R? of the 1+ 1 dS, spacetime,
while each point of it is in one-to-one correspondence with each class of the left coset SU(1,1)/L, namely, SU(1,1) =
dS, x L.

In this realization, the subgroup £ represents the stabilizer® of the point ze = (0, R,0), chosen as the origin of the
dS, hyperboloid Mg, while the set of matrices j maps this origin to any point z = (2°, 21, 2%) in Mg:

. (0 R\ 4 _ ( Rsinhyy Recoshe) _ [ 2% 2! +ia?
’ (R 0>J _(Re‘”coshw Rsinhy ) = \a' —iz?2 20 /- (3.15)

[The family (¢,0) actually provides a kind of global coordinates for the dSs hyperboloid Mpg.] This reveals that
SU(1,1) acts transitively on Mpg; its action on Mp has only one orbit, that is, the entire of Mg. In this sense, the
dSs hyperboloid is called a SU(1, 1) homogeneous space.

Moreover, Eq. makes clear the interpretation of the transformations generated by Y and Y; (given in Eq.
(3.7)). They respectively generate the subgroups of the “translations in space” isomorphic to U(1), as the maximal
compact subgroup of SU(1,1), and the “translations in time” isomorphic to SOg(1,1). On the other hand, Y; is
interpreted as the generator of the subgroup of the “Lorentz transformations”, since the associated subgroup L
(isomorphic to the other SOg(1,1)), which leaves a given point of dS, spacetime invariant, must be isomorphic to the
ordinary 1+ 1-dimensional homogeneous Lorentz group. The last point ensures that the neighborhood of any point of
dS, spacetime behaves like flat Minkowski spacetime of special relativity. In this regard, one can also easily check the
fact that the dSy spacetime, realized by the identity , is locally Minkowskian by considering the left-invariant
metric ds2, in the global coordinates:

t,= Ry, and z, = R0, (3.16)
which yield:
ds? = (dto)? — cosh®(R™1t,) (dwo)”. (3.17)

Note that the coordinates ([3.16)) are obtained by letting 6 and v tend to zero in the coordinates yielded by Eq. ([3.15])
(which exactly coincide with (3.10])).

3.2. Cartan decomposition

The Cartan decomposition of SU(1, 1), denoted here by SU(1,1) = PK, implies that any element g € SU(1,1) can
be decomposed into two parts [19] (see also Refs. [49H51]):

9= (50‘ f) =pk, (3.18)

with p € P and k € K. This decomposition is technically carried out with respect to the Cartan involution i(g) : g +—
(¢")~%, in the sense that P is made of all elements p € SU(1, 1) such that i(p) = p~!, that is, p ( = pT) is Hermitian,
while K is made of all elements k € SU(1,1) unchanged under the involution, that is, kT = k!, which means that k
is unitary. Accordingly, besides the elements k given by:

ei0/2 0
k=k0) = 0 e-ifs2) 0<f=2arga<im, (3.19)

which were already encountered in the space-time-Lorentz factorization (see subsection K ~ U(1) is the maximal
compact subgroup of SU(1,1)), the elements p are determined by:

p=p) = (o0 ). e=plan S=lal= (- LB (3.20)

8 Let G be a Lie group that acts on a manifold M. By definition, the stabilizer of a given point p € M is a subgroup of G defined by
S(p) = {g €eG; gop= p}. S(p) is also called little or isotropy group of p. Note that if p’ is another point in M, for which there exists
an element g € G such that gop = p’ (or in other words, if p’ belongs to the orbit of p under the action of G; p’ € O(p)), then the
stabilizer of p’ would be S(p’) = gS(p)g~!, which is isomorphic to S(p).
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with |z]| < 1.

The subset of Hermitian matrices P is in one-to-one correspondence with the symmetric homogeneous space
SU(1,1)/K. This coset space is in turn homeomorphic to the open unit-disk D = {z € C ; |z| < 1}, which ad-
mits the coordinates ¢ and w:

z=¢%tanh £, with —co <@ <oo and 0 < w < 27. (3.21)

To make this homeomorphism apparent, we first define:

t(_, 2y ___ P I+1]z2 22 1\ _ 2zl g2
Pep (_pp> _1_|Z|2( 22 14 22) = \at —ia?2  af . (3.22)

where 0 < p < oo and, again, 2%’s (a = 0, 1,2) are the three Cartesian coordinates in R3. The action of SU(1,1) on
the set of matrices pp?, representing the coset space SU(1,1)/K, can be found from its left action on the matrices p:

SU(LL1)>g : p(z) = p(z') =plgoz),  gplz)=p(z) k@), (3.23)

from which, we have:

(p*()) gt (3.24)
This action is clearly linear and determinant-preserving:
det(pp?(=")) = det(pp?(2)) = (2)? — (a")” — (22)? = o7 (3.25)

The above identity shows that each element of the set of matrices pp? is in one-to-one correspondence with each point
of the upper sheet L, of the two-sheeted hyperboloids (x)? = p? in R3:?

L, = {x = (2% 2", 2%) e R®; (2°)2 — (21)? — (2?)2 = p?, 2" > p} . (3.26)
[The subgroup K is the stabilizer of the point 2, = (p, 0,0) chosen as the origin of the upper sheet.] On the other hand,

one can check that the coordinates (¢, @), given in Eq. (3.21]) for the open unit-disk D, represent the (pseudo-)angular
coordinates for the upper sheet as well:

L+ |2
0o _ -
r = p =2 = pcoshp,
= pLZQ:psinhgocosw,
1|z
z? = iplz_iTZ‘Z2 = psinh psinw. (3.27)

This explicitly reveals the well-known correspondence between L (say the coset space SU(1,1)/K) and the open
unit-disk D. The latter is actually the stereographic projection of the upper sheet (see FIG. . This projection

explicitly reads:
14 5.2 0_ ,
Ly5(@%!,e?) o 2= T [T 2P g ¢ p (3.28)
¥ +p '+ p

9 Note that each element of the set of matrices pp? is simultaneously in one-to-one correspondence with each point of the lower sheet
L_={z= (20222 e R®; (29)2 — (2!)? — (2%)% = p?, 20 < p}. To check this point it is sufficient to allocate a negative sign to p,
namely, p — —p.
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FIG. 1: z € D as the stereographic projection of a point = = (z°,z',2%) € L.

Here, it is worthwhile noting that the relation (3.23) also defines the action of SU(1,1) on the open unit-disk D
through the map 2z’ = g ¢ z as:

D>z 2 =(az+B)(B*2+a")teD, (3.29)
while:
Bz +a 0
kO = (el e ] (3.30)
0 [Boror]

The action of SU(1, 1) therefore leaves the set of matrices p(z), where z € D, invariant under the homographic (or
Mobius) type transformations (3.29)).

3.3. Iwasawa decomposition

According to the so-called Twasawa decomposition [19] (see also Refs. [49, 50]), any element g € SU(1,1) admits a
unique factorization in the following form:

s= (5 2 =6)atw nv. (3:31)
where:
k(0) = k(0) o= (ei;/z e,?e /2> x (+£1s),  elliptic class, (3.32)
a(y) = (Z?;Ezg 2;2?%) ) hyperbolic class, (3.33)
n(\) = (1 3\1/2/2 1_1/1\<32) , parabolic class, (3.34)



14

with:

0 = 2argla+p), o=1z, for O0<arg(a+pf) <,

0 = 2argla+8)—2r, p=—-1g, for 7<argla+pj)<2r,
Im(ap*

" (af”)

The first two factors, k(f) and a(y), already appeared in the space-time-Lorentz factorization (see subsection .
They respectively belong to the maximal compact subgroup, K ~ U(1), and the Cartan maximal Abelian subgroup,
A ~ SOq(1,1). The factor n(A), on the other hand, belongs to the nilpotent subgroup N' ~ R. Note that the
subgroups A and N are of noncompact type and simply connected'®. The Iwasawa decomposition of SU(1,1) then
reads SU(1,1) = KAN.

In this context, we denote by M ~ Z% ~ {p = £15} the centralizer of A in K, that is, M = {k €K ; ka=
ak, Ya € A}. Now, since both A and M normalize N','1 B = MAN is a closed subgroup of SU(1, 1), called minimal
parabolic subgroup (note that AN is a solvable'? connected subgroup). The coset space SU(1,1)/B ~ K /M, yielded
by the minimal parabolic subgroup, clearly characterizes the unit-circle S' (the boundary of the open unit-disk D).
With respect to the above group decomposition, the action of the SU(1,1) group on this coset space can be found
through the usual multiplication of the set of matrices 127(0) from the left:

SU(1,1) 3 g : k(0) — k(@) =k(gob), gk =k®) dan', (3.36)
based upon which, we get:
S'se? s € = (e + B) (8% + ")t e St (3.37)
Note that (ael’ + 8) /(8% +a*) = (ae's + Be™'%) /(ae's 4 fei5)".

) explicitly recovers the action of SU(1,1) on the open unit-disk D extended to its boundary (see
). Utilizing this map, one can also recover the action (3.13) of SU(1,1) on the set of matrices

20 b +iz? s . . . .
g2 20 when, admitting the coordinates (3.10)), ¥ tends to infinity; symbolically:
o) : T
T(x(@ ) )) = g(wlinéo T(x(@ﬂ/;)))g . (3.38)

Actually, for the elements Y (z(6,1)), by letting ¢ tend to infinity, we get 2°/(z! — iz?) ~ €, and conse-
quently, det(Y(z)) = (2°)% — |2' —iz?/®> ~ 0. On the other hand, for the transformed elements Y (z(¢’,¢')) =
/0 /1 s el2

(wqx_ (2 ’ ;70133 ), we have 2/0/(z"" — iz?) ~ (ae® + B)(B* ¢ + a*)~! = ¢, and therefore, det(Y(z")) ~ 0.
This result, as one can easily see, is clearly recovered by the map . Note that this realization of the map ,
yielded by the space-time-Lorentz decomposition, reveals an interesting manifestation of the unit-circle S*. As a
matter of fact, taking the coordinates into account, the limit ¢ — oo implies that either ¢, tends to infinity,
while R is fixed, based upon which S! is viewed as the dS, timelike infinity, or R goes to zero, while ¢, is fixed, based
upon which S! is viewed as the projective null cone in R3. In the latter case, by proceeding as before, one can show
that the nilpotent subgroup A, appeared in the Iwasawa decomposition, is the stabilizer of the point z., = (1,1,0)
chosen as the origin of the upper sheet of the null cone in R?, and the set of matrices k(6)a(¢)) maps this origin to
any point x = (z° = e¥, 2! = e¥ cosf, 22 = e¥ sin ) on the upper sheet of the null cone:

0

k(6) a(v) G }) ol () k1 (0) = ¢ (e_lie 61> = <$1 © o, Ioiﬁ) — (@), det(T%(2)) =0. (3.39)

—ix

Note that the same argument holds for the point (—1,—1,0) considered as the origin of the lower sheet of the null
cone in R3.

10 A Lie group G is said to be simply connected if every loop in its underlying manifold Mg can be shrunk continuously to a point in Mq.

11 This means that, for all a € A and m € M, we have aN = Na and mN = N'm, respectively.

12 A group G is called solvable if there are subgroups 1 = Go < G1 < ... < Gy = G such that G;_; normalizes G;, and the quotient
group G;/G;_1 is an abelian group, for all j = 1,2, ... ,k.
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4. DS; LIE ALGEBRA AND CLASSICAL PHASE SPACES

In this section, having the above group-theoretical constructions in mind, we take a look at how to describe (free)
dS; elementary systems on the classical level. We begin with a brief review of the notion of the orbits under the
co-adjoint action of a Lie group G. Such orbits are indeed natural candidates for realizing phase spaces of classical
systems [20] 21].

Note that, since in the present paper we are concerned with the matrix realization of the dS; and, in the sequel,
dS4 groups and their respective algebras, we only review formulations of those statements relevant to our discussion.
A more general consideration can be found in the book [21I] or in the survey [20].

4.1. Co-adjoint orbits: a brief introduction

A Lie group has natural actions on its Lie algebra and its dual, called adjoint and co-adjoint actions, respectively.
To elaborate these notions, let G denote a Lie group with Lie algebra g. For g € GG, one can define a differentiable
map from G to itself as ¢’ — g ¢’¢~'. This map leaves the identity element ¢’ = e invariant. The derivative of this
map at ¢’ = e defines the adjoint action, denoted here by Ad,. This action is an invertible linear transformation of the
Lie algebra g onto itself. Technically, for 7 € (—§,d), with 6 > 0, such that ¢"¥ € G and the infinitesimal generator
Y € g, the adjoint action reads:

Ady(Y) = % [g eTYgfl}

. 4.1
- (4.1)
Ad,(Y) is actually a tangent vector in the tangent space at the identity, Ady(Y') € T.G = g. If G is a matrix group,
the adjoint action Ady(Y') is simply matrix conjugation:

Ad,(Y)=gYg "t (4.2)

The associated co-adjoint action of g € GG, denoted here by Adéﬁ77 is obtained by dualization; Adﬁg acts on the dual
linear space to g, namely, g®.'3 This action explicitly reads:

(A (Y®); Y) = (Y¥; Adya(Y)), Y®eg®, VYeg, (4.3)

where (-; ) = (-; ->g® . stands for the pairing between g and its dual g®. Under the co-adjoint action, one can split
the vector space g® into a union of disjoint co-adjoint orbits. We call the set:

O(Y®) = {Adg(y®) g€ G}, (4.4)

the co-adjoint orbit of Y® € g®. O(Y®) is a homogeneous space for the co-adjoint action of G. The point to be
noticed here is that the adjoint and co-adjoint actions of a group G are generally inequivalent. They are equivalent if
and only if g admits a nondegenerate bilinear form, which is the case, for instance, for semi-simple Lie groups [20] 21].

Physically, co-adjoint orbits are of great significance, since, according to the Kirillov-Souriau-Kostant theory [21],
each co-adjoint orbit carries a natural G-invariant symplectic structure. This particularly means that the orbit is of
even dimension and carries a natural G-invariant (Liouville) measure. In this sense, a co-adjoint orbit O(Y®) is a
natural candidate for the phase-space realization of a classical system.

We now turn to our case; G = SU(1,1). As a byproduct of the discussions given in subsection the matrix
realization of the dSy Lie algebra su(1,1) can be obtained by the linear span of the three infinitesimal generators

Y, = %03, Y, = %O’h and ¥} = —%02 (ox’s, with k = 1,2, 3, being the Pauli matrices):

su(l,1) = {ngs FEYrEYi= (& e &figfl) - (é“ _ﬁu) L bbb e R} . (45)

13 Strictly speaking, the dual space g® to the Lie algebra g is the space of linear maps from g to the base field F. [Here, for later use and
by letting g be a Lie algebra with a basis {Xi ;i=1, .. ,n} and structure constants cf]., it is also useful to point out that the space
g®, with coordinates given by the basis above, is naturally equipped with a Poisson structure, defined by the bivector c = cijkai NOI.
This Poisson structure forms a Lie algebra isomorphic to g [20].]
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It then follows that su(1,1) is specified by (three) free real parameters &, &, and &, and hence, there is a one-to-one
correspondence between this algebra and R? (by abuse of notation, let us say su(1,1) ~ R?).
The su(1,1) Lie algebra is simple, and admits the following symmetric bilinear form:

(Yi5¥2) = tr(¥1Y2) = 2( = wiua + Re(G)Re(Gy) + Im(¢,)Tm(Gy) ) (4.6)

which, as already expected for a simple Lie algebra, is nondegenerate'*. Therefore, as mentioned above, the classifi-
cation of its co-adjoint orbits would be equivalent to the classification of its adjoint orbits:

Ady(Y)=gYg ™' = <Z7i ¢ ) : (4.7)

—iu/

where, borrowing the notations used in Eq. 1) g= (Boi §*>, with o, 8 € C and |a|? — |8]|? = 1, and consequently,
v = u(|o*+|8]?) — 2Im(aB*¢) and ¢’ = —2iafu+a?¢ — B2¢*. The action (4.7 is linear and determinant-preserving:
det(gYg ') =det(Y)=¢2—-¢ —~¢& =r, reR. (4.8)

Accordingly, proceeding as before (see subsection , one can show that in the vector space su(1,1) ~ R3, under
the (co-)adjoint action , three types of orbits (apart from the trivial one £, = & = & = 0 (the origin)) appear:
the one-sheeted hyperboloids, with r < 0; the upper and lower sheets of the two-sheeted hyperboloids, with » > 0
(&s 2 0, respectively); and the upper and lower sheets of the cone, with » = 0 (§; 2 0, respectively).

Below, we will focus on the first type of the (co-)adjoint orbits, i.e., the one-sheeted hyperboloids, and following
the lines sketched in Ref. [52], we will show that it can be interpreted as a phase space for the set of free motions on
dS, spacetime, with fixed “energy” at rest.

4.2. DS, (co-)adjoint orbits as possible phase spaces for motions on dS; spacetime

The first type of the (co-)adjoint orbits, introduced above, corresponds to the transport of the particular element
2kYy, with 0 < Kk < oo, under the action . With respect to this action, the subgroup stabilizing the element 2xY; is
the dS, time-translation subgroup. [Recall from subsection that this subgroup is of noncompact type (hyperbolic
class) and isomorphic to SOg(1,1).] Actually, this family of the su(1,1) (co-)adjoint orbits admits a homogeneous
space realization identified by the coset space O(2kY:) ~ SU(1,1)/SO¢(1,1). According to the space-time-Lorentz
decomposition , this realization is achieved by applying the Lorentz boosts and space translations to transport
the element 2xY; under the action :

Ady(26Y7) = K(0) 1) (2673) 172 () K7(0)
( isinhp e coshyp

) =Y (0,p), (4.9)

e ¥ coshyp —isinhe
where k=1(0) = k(—0) and [=%(¢) = I(—¢). The above action is linear and determinant-preserving, and since
det(Y(6,¢)) = —k* < 0, as already mentioned, it sets up a family of (co-)adjoint orbits of hyperbolic type in the

vector space su(1,1) ~ R3, which divides the exterior of the cone (in R3) into a union of mutually disjoint hyperboloids
of different radii .

Interestingly, for a given &, there is an biunivocal correspondence between the matrix Y (6, ), representing a point
in the (co-)adjoint orbit O(2xY;), and a point in the phase space of a relativistic test particle in dSs spacetime®®. To
make this correspondence apparent, we first adopt the following parametrization:

p = ksinhy, sz—l—tan_lf,
p

14 This form is proportional to the so-called Killing form for Lie algebras g, namely K (X,Y) = tr(ad xady ), where the adjoint action adx
is defined as the linear action g 3 Y — adx(Y) = [X,Y]. [Note that it is common in the literature to denote the adjoint action of Lie
algebras on themselves by the symbol ‘ad’ (e.g., adx ), while ‘Ad’ is kept for the adjoint action of groups (e.g., Adg).] This action is
precisely the derivative of the adjoint group action on its Lie algebra (more details on this topic can be found, as a byproduct of
our discussion concerning the dS4 complex Lie algebra, in appendix |G]). In the present case, we have (Y1;Y2) = K(Y1,Y2).

15 Note that such a phase space is defined by identifying classical states, which differ one from another by a time translation.
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where p € R and 0 < @ < 27. Besides (6, ), the new parameters (p, w) also define a system of global coordinates
for the (co-)adjoint orbit O(2kY:). Accordingly, we can rewrite the orbit generic element (4.9) as:

i%&@)—%Y@LW)=<Qr_£;_m @+j$éw>. (4.10)

Here, concerning the latter parameters (i.e., (p, ™)), we note in passing that, letting x (0 < k < oc) be proportional to
the particle “mass”1®, one can define the Minkowskian-like “energy” identity as p, = |(p + ix)e!®| = y/p? + x2. This
interpretation is actually quite interesting, since it associates with each dS, “massive” test particle, with a specific
“mass”, a (co-)adjoint orbit O(2kY}) of a certain radius , while on this orbit the aforementioned “energy” identity
remains unchanged (the latter point stems from the fact that the “energy” identity is consistent with det (Y(p, w)) =
—k?). Moreover, the latter parameters, based on the notion of Poisson manifolds [20], make apparent the canonical
symplectic structure of the orbit. To see the point, one needs to proceed with the following diffeomorphism:

JO =D,
J1 = pcosw — ksinw,
Jy = psinw + Kkcosw. (4.11)

Note that the triplet (Jo, J1, J2) are indeed cartesian coordinates for the orbit O(2xY;):

_ ip (p+ir)el®Y iJo  Ji+ids
Y(p7 w) - <(p o ilﬁ)eiiw 71p ) - (Jl _ 1J2 _IJO 5 (412)
with:
T2+ T —JE =k, (4.13)

Now, following the simple instruction given in Ref. [53], one can show that the coordinates (p,w) are canonical with
respect to the two-form 2 = dp A dw; by defining the Poisson bracket on classical dSs observables'” f(p,w):

0f10fa  0f10fa
=2ho2 Jhd 4.14
{f1,f2} Op 0w Ow Op’ (4.14)
one can show the canonical relation {p, w} =1 and the commutation rules of the su(1,1) algebra:
{Jo, i} =~To,  {do, o} =J1, {J,L}t=1J. (4.15)

In the above sense, we identify the canonical coordinates (p,w) as the phase-space parameters. As a matter of
fact, the point (p, ) belongs to the space R! x St = {m =(pw;peR, 0<w< 277}, which defines the phase
space of a test particle moving on the unit circle (p and @, respectively, stand for a momentum and a position).
Following the instruction given in appendix |[Ef one can simply show that the invariant measure on this phase space,
in terms of the coordinates (p,w), is given by du(p,w) = dpdw. Here, we also would like to emphasize the fact
that the introduced matrix realization of the classical phase space for a “massive” test particle in dSs spacetime is
very convenient for describing the action of the symmetry group, since we simply have Y(p', @’) = g¥(p, @)g~*, while
det (Y(p’,w’)) = det(Y(p7 w)) = —x2, which means that the relation p, = /p% + 2 = /J? + J3, determining the
Minkowskian-like “energy”, remains intact.

As a final remark and without going into the details, we would like to point out that the phase space for “massless”
particles in dS, spacetime, strictly speaking, the “massless” (co-)adjoint orbit, can be realized by a limiting process
from the hyperbolic (“massive”) (co-)adjoint orbits, possessing the generic element (4.12)), by letting x (say “mass”)
tend to zero. One can easily show that this limiting process yields the two sheets of the cone in su(1,1) ~ R3, for
which the nilpotent subgroup N (appeared in the Iwasawa decomposition of the dSs group) plays the role of stabilizer
subgroup. To see more details on the last topic, readers are referred to Ref. [54].

16 We will revisit this ambiguous notion of mass in Part

17 The term (classical) “observable” is allocated to an infinitely differentiable function f on a classical phase space, equipped with some
measure, susceptible to being measured within the framework imposed by some experimental or observational protocol. In the specific
case of a test particle, since it does not change spacetime, it is truly expected that the local symmetries of the corresponding phase
space are reflected by the algebra of all Killing vector fields. In this sense, the symmetry generators would provide the basic classical
observables of the system.
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5. UIR’S OF THE DS; GROUP AND QUANTUM VERSION OF DS, MOTIONS

Quantization is generally understood as the transition from classical to quantum mechanics, where, in the latter, a
physical system is described by states which are vectors (up to a phase) in a Hilbert space (and more generally, by
density operators). Technically, to articulate more clearly the notion of quantum processing of a classical system, let
I denote a canonical phase space, equipped with some measure du (for instance, its canonical phase-space measure);
as pointed out above, T can be identified by a co-adjoint orbit. As a measure space, I' (strictly speaking, (T',dpu))
provides us with a statistical reading of the set of all measurable real- or complex-valued functions f(z) on I'. [It
allows to calculate, for instance, mean values on subsets with bounded measure.] In quantum mechanics, we are
interested in quadratic mean values, therefore, the natural framework of study seems to be the Hilbert space L?(T)
(strictly speaking, L?(T',du)) of all square-integrable functions f(x) on I':

[ 1@ dnte) < . (5.1)

The functions f(z) might be referred to as (pure) quantum states in quantum mechanics. But, of course, not all
square-integrable functions are eligible as quantum states. In order to select the true (projective) Hilbert space of
quantum states, denoted here by H (that is, a closed subspace of L?(I")), one needs a continuous map I' 3 x — |z) € H

in Dirac notations'®), which defines a set of states {|x verifying the following requirements:
zell ymg g€

e normalization:
(zlz) =1, (5.2)

e resolution of the unity in H:
[ lahal dvla) = 1, (53)
r

where dr(z) is another measure on I', usually absolutely continuous in terms of du(z); this implies that there is a
positive measurable function h(z), for which, we have dv(z) = h(z)du(xz). Note that, in the context of quantum
mechanics, a physical system possessing the above requirements is called an elementary system.

The quantization of a classical observable J(z) then is carried out by associating with J(x) the operator:

Jj= /F J(@)|2) (@] du(z) (5.4)

provided that for the classical observable J(x), in the context of the theory of operators in Hilbert spaces, the above
expansion is mathematically justified. In this regard, we must underline that the correspondence J Jis linear, and
that the function J(x) = 1 goes to the identity operator.

Generally, to get such families of quantum states |z), different approaches are considered in the literature (see Refs.
[50, 52, 53] and references therein, for an overview of some of the better known quantization techniques found in the
current literature and used both by physicists and mathematicians). In this paper, we particularly interested in the
group-theoretical quantization method. As a matter of fact, when the global symmetry of a classical phase-space I
is characterized by a Lie group G with its Lie algebra g being isomorphic to the Lie algebra of a local symmetry of
T", which is exactly the case in our study, application of the group-theoretical quantization scheme, in the following
sense, is quite rational. It simply includes finding a UIR of the symmetry group G on a Hilbert space H. The
representation space H (in some restricted sense) identifies the corresponding quantum states space, since, in this
context, the map I' 3 z — |z) € H is well established: on one hand, a specific state, say, |z¢), is transported along
the orbit {|g<>a:o =uzx), g€ G} by the action of the group G based upon which I' is a homogeneous space and, on the
other hand, the requirements of unitarity, irreducibility (Schur lemma), and square integrability of the representation
in some restricted sense automatically yield the identities and . Eventually, applying the Stone theorem
[56] to the UIR of one-parameter subgroups of G gives the associated self-adjoint operators representing quantum
observables. [More technically, if G is represented on a Hilbert space H by unitary operators U(g) which are continuous

18 As is well known, in Dirac notations, any quantum state |z) can be written in terms of an orthonormal basis {|n)}n€N of H, which is

in one-to-one correspondence with an orthonormal set { fn(z)} as members of L2(T).

neN?
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in g (g being group elements of G), every one-parameter subgroup may be expressed, according to the Stone theorem,
in the form Uy = exp(—itj ), where J is an (essentially) self-adjoint operator on H. On the other hand, since every

one-parameter subgroup is generated by an infinitesimal transformation (an element of the Lie algebra g) of the group
G, there is a correspondence between the operators J and the elements of g; here, it is worth recalling from the
previous section that the symmetry generators (the elements of g) provide us with the basic classical observables of
the system.]

Regarding our group-theoretical approach to the quantization of classical phase spaces of dS; elementary systems,
here it would be convenient to point out that all UIR’s of the dSs group SU(1, 1) ~ SL(2,R) have been constructed
a long time ago by Bargmann in his seminal work [57]. These UIR’s fall basically into three distinguished cate-
gories/series: the principal, complementary, and discrete series. In a shortcut, while we have in mind the three types
of (co-)adjoint orbits (phase spaces) that appear for (free) elementary systems in the context of dSs relativity (see
section , we assert that:

e The quantization of the one-sheeted hyperboloid (co-)adjoint orbits leads to the principal or complementary
series representations.

e The quantization of the two-sheeted hyperboloid (co-)adjoint orbits leads to the holomorphic and anti-
holomorphic discrete series.

e The quantization of the two sheets of the cone in R? yields the conformally extendable UIR’s in the discrete
series.

The first two cases will be discussed in the coming section. For the third case, readers are referred to Ref. [54].

6. UIR’S OF THE DS; GROUP: GLOBAL REALIZATION

In this section, we aim to find (essentially) self-adjoint representations of the su(1,1) algebra, which are integrable
to the UIR’s of the SU(1,1) group. Technically, to do this, one may consider either a global procedure, as has been
done by Bargmann [57], or a Lie algebraic method, as has been performed by Biedenharn et al. [58]. Here, we stick to
the former approach, but for the sake of comparison, we first point out the gist of the latter approach and its results.

In the context of algebraic approach, in summary, the three dS, Killing vectors K, (see Eq. ) are represented
by three (essentially) self-adjoint operators in the Hilbert space of square-integrable functions, according to some
invariant inner product of Klein-Gordon type, on Mg (or on the (co-)adjoint orbits (phase spaces) given in section
. In the first case, these representations read:

Ko — Loy = My, = —i(a?aab — l‘bﬁa) . (61)

The associated second-order Casimir operator then reads:

1
Q= fiMabM“b =—t(t+ 1)1, (6.2)
where its eigenvalues characterize the set of dS; UIR’s such that the values ¢t = —% —iv, with —0co < v < o0, refer to
the principal series, —1 < ¢ < 0 to the complementary series, and t = —1,—3/2, —2, ... to the (holomorphic) discrete
series, respectively.
Below, as mentioned above, we will elaborate these results in a global realization.

6.1. Group representations: a brief introduction

A (linear) representation of a group G is a continuous function G 3 g — U(g), which admits values in the group of
nonsingular continuous linear transformations of a vector space V on R or on C and verifies the functional equations
U(g192) = U(g1)U(g2), for all g1,92 € G, and U(e) = 1, where e and 1 refer to the identity element of G and
the identity operator in the vector space V, respectively. It then follows that U(g~!) = U~!(g). In this sense, the
representation U(g) is a homomorphism of G into the group of nonsingular continuous linear transformations of V.
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A representation is called unitary, if the linear operators U(g) are unitary according to an inner product (-, -)
defined on V.1 This implies that (U(g)vy,U(g)vs) = (v1,0s), for all vectors by,v; € V. On the other hand, a
representation is called irreducible, if there is no nontrivial subspace Vy C V', which is invariant under the operators
U(g). Technically, this means that there is no nontrivial subspace V C V, such that for all vectors vy € Vj and all
g € G, we have U(g)vg € Vj.

6.1.1.  Group representations by shift operators

Let G be a transformation group of a set S,>° and V be a linear space of functions f(s) for s € S. Then, for each
invariant subspace Vy C V, a representation U(g) of the group G can be realized by the left-shift operator U(g)f = f/,
defined in such a way that:

Fi(s)=flg™ os) = f(s). (6.3)

Lin Eq. (6.3 ensures that the action defines a group homomorphism:

(U(g1) (U(g2) 1)) (s) = (U(g1)f) (92 05) = f(95 " o (g1 " 08)) = F((9192) " ©8) = (U(g192)f) (), (6.4)
for all g1,g92 € G and f € V}.

Note that the introduction of the inverse g~

6.1.2. Induced representations

The regular representation is indeed a special case of induced representations, which were first given a firm footing
by Mackey in the 1940’s and early 1950’s [59] 60]. In summary, induced representations are constructed in the following
way. Let @ and T'(¢) (¢ € @), respectively, denote a subgroup of a group G and its representation in a vector space
V- We also consider V;; as the set of vector functions f (s) on S = G, taking values in Vi and verifying the following
conditions:

e First, for any element q of Vi), the scalar function (f(s),q) on S = G is measurable with respect to the left-
invariant measure du(s) on S = G, as well as (f(s), f(s)), where:

/ (F(), £(5)) du(s) < oo (6.5)

e Second, for any element ¢ of @, we have:
flsoq) =T(q)f(s). (6.6)

On this basis, one can easily show that the space V{; is invariant for the left-shift operator (U(g)f) (s) = f(g~tos),
for all g € G. Actually, the first condition is trivially fulfilled by f(g~! ¢ s), and the second condition by:

U(g)f)(soq) = flg  osoq) =T(q)f(g~" os) =T(q) (U(9)f) (s). (6.7)

It follows from the invariance of Vi, that the shift operator U(g) is a representation of G, known as the representation
induced by the representation T(q) of the subgroup Q.

Note that the regular representation of G, pointed out in subsubsection[6.1.1] is induced by the trivial representation
of the identity subgroup @ = {e}, for which the second condition is automatically verified. Another interesting case
appears when we consider the trivial representation of any subgroup @, namely, T'(¢) = 1 for all ¢ € @, which is
realized in the space of constant functions on Q. In this case, the second condition turns into f(s o q) = f(s), based
upon which the trivial representation T'(¢g) = 1 induces the representation (U(g)f) (s) = f(g~tos), in the space of
vector functions f(s) on the homogeneous coset space S = G/@Q (for which, @) being the stabilizer of the orbit points,

we automatically have f(soq) = f(s) for all ¢ € Q).

19 Note that all different types of inner (or scalar) products, which are appeared in this paper, are marked by the same symbol “(-,-)’.
Whenever, it is necessary to distinguish between two different types of inner products, proper subscripts will be considered.

20 By definition, a group G is called a transformation group of a set S, if with each g € G, one can associate a transformation s + s’ = gos
of S, while, for any two elements g1,g2 € G and s € S, we have (g1g2) ¢ s = g1 ¢ (92 ¢ s).
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6.1.3. Representations of groups with operator factors

We again invoke the notations/mathematical materials introduced in subsubsection A representation of the
form of shift operators on the (infinite dimensional) function space Vp (in the sense given in subsubsections and
typically includes a wide variety of important subrepresentations, including representations on subspaces of
polynomials, continuous functions, smooth (differentiable) functions, analytic functions, normalizable (L?) functions,
and so on, however it is not yet quite general enough for our purposes. Accordingly, we consider a more general
construction of representations for transformation groups, in which shifts are combined with multiplications by an
operator-valued function N(g, s), where g € G and s € S. N(g, s) is indeed an automorphic factor verifying:

N(ea S) = ]]-7 N(gnga S)

N(g1,5)N(g2,9; ' 0s) = N ' (g,5) =N(g~ ", g os). (6.8)

Then, a multiplier representation explicitly reads:

(U(9)f)(s) =Nl(g,s) f(g " os). (6.9)

Proceeding as Eq. (6.4]), one can easily show that the above action defines a group homomorphism.
For more detailed discussions on the above topics, readers are referred to Refs. [48] [61].

6.2. Principal series

In this subsection, we discuss the construction of the principal series representations of SU(1, 1) with respect to the
Mackey’s method of induced representations [59, 60] (see also Refs. [48] [61] [62]), which is based on the existence of
a characteristic solvable connected subgroup. We employ the Iwasawa decomposition of SU(1, 1) (see subsection
to make the associated solvable connected subgroup explicit.

According to the Iwasawa decomposition of SU(1,1) = KAN, this group admits the minimal parabolic subgroup
B = MAN. [We recall that K ~ U(1) is the maximal compact subgroup, A ~ SOg(1,1) is the Cartan maximal
abelian subgroup, M is the centralizer of A in K, and A/ ~ R is the nilpotent subgroup. Moreover, we point out again
that AN is a solvable connected subgroup.] In the context of our current discussion, the existence of the subgroup B
is of great significance, since the quotient manifold SU(1,1)/B ~ K/M, homeomorphic to the unit-circle S!, carries
the principal series UIR’s of SU(1,1).2! The principal series is indeed induced by a continuous homomorphism of the
minimal parabolic subgroup B on S! (i.e. a character of B), for which the Lie algebra of AN acts as a real polarization
for the differential of this character.?? Note that the UIR of M, denoted here by m, reduces to &1 (“even” or “odd”),
while a as the UIR of A is a character of R. The associated UIR’s of the principal series then form the following set
of representations:

UPS = Ind3"™"" (m x a) . (6.10)

Below, admitting the so-called “compact” realization [61], we will describe these UIR’s.

6.2.1. Representation space

We here follow Vilenkin in [48] for better understanding the role of the unit circle in the description of Hilbert space
carrying the principal and complementary series. Let (g,t) denote the set of pairs of numbers e, taking the values 0
and 1/2, and complex numbers ¢. With each such family we associate a space ©_, of all complex-valued functions
©(z) of the complex variable z = x + iy, such that:

21 For the role of parabolic subgroups in the construction of unitary representations, one can refer to Refs. [63} [64].
22 Let g be an arbitrary Lie algebra (over R) and g® be the dual vector space to g. If (f; X) denotes the pairing of g® x g — R, then we
may define an alternating bilinear form By on g by:

By(X,Y)=(f;[Y,X]), feg¥andX)Y €y,

where [Y, X] is the bracket in g. By definition, a subalgebra ) C g is said to be a real polarization at f if b is a maximal totally isotropic
subspace for By, i.e., (f;[X,h]) =0 <= X € h. See more details in Ref. [61].
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e The functions ¢(z) are infinitely differentiable in 2 and y at all points z = z + iy € C, with the exception of
z=0.

e The functions ¢(z) have given parity:
p(=2) = (-1)*p(2), (6.11)
where, for ¢ = 0, they are even and, for ¢ = 1/2, they are odd.
e The functions (z) are homogeneous, with the degree of homogeneity 2t:
plaz) = a®p(z), (6.12)
for any positive number a.

Now, let T denote some curve on the complex plane C, with one and only one intersection with any straight line
passing through the origin z = 0. Then, having the aforementioned parity and homogeneity properties in mind, each
function ¢(2) € D, , can be uniquely determined by its values on 7T through the homogeneity property:

: (Z)2 o(20), (6.13)

20

z

20

p(z) =

where zq is the point of intersection of the curve 7T and the line joining this point to the origin. Accordingly, ®_, can
be viewed as a space of functions on 7. Of course, if 7 intersects the straight lines passing through the origin at several
points, the space D_,; can be realized by the space of functions given on T which verifies certain additional criterions,
arising from the parity and homogeneity of ¢(2) in ©_ ,. For instance, T being the unit circle S' (compact realization),
the space ®_,, for ¢ = 0, can be realized by the space of even infinitely differentiable (in x and y) functions on St
(they take equal values at diametrically opposite points) and, for € = 1/2, by the space of odd infinitely differentiable
(in  and y) functions on S! (they take values at diametrically opposite points which differ only in sign).

It is actually more convenient to merge the two cases e = 0 and £ = 1/2 into a unique one by defining in each case
a function f on S! as:

Doi2¢ = f(EF) =0 (7), (6.14)

D920 [(7)=€Fp (7). (6.15)

Hence, for any pair (¢,t) the space D_ , can be realized as the space ® of infinitely differentiable (in 2 and y) functions

on S'. However there is a deep topological meaning behind the existence of the two possibilities, even (¢ = 0) and
odd (e = 1/2). Tt is related to that notion of spin making the difference between the unit circle (one complete round)
and its double covering (two complete rounds). The even functions in D, when they are expressed as ¢ (¢'% ), do
not feel the difference and can be qualified of scalar fields while the odd functions in ®, 2.t feel it and recover their
original value after two complete rounds, and hance can be qualified of spinorial fields.

6.2.2. Representations

Let us first introduce the following representation of SU(1,1) in the space D, :
5

« * *
SU(1,1) 3¢9 = (5* a*) s o(z) = (Tg’t(g)cp)(z) =p(a*z — B2"), (6.16)
One easily check that the parity € and the degree of homogeneity ¢ are conserved and the representation property
Tg’t(gl)TE,t(gg) = Tgﬁt(glgg) holds true. Let us now express this representation in terms of actions on the space of
functions f in ® as there introduced in Eqgs. (6.14) and (6.15). By using the homogeneity property and a minimum of
calculus with complex numbers of unit modulus, one finds that the action (6.16]) becomes the multiplier representation

which we now denote by U, ; in order to be consistent with (6.10]):
SU(1.1 _(© B . iw U iw) _ (_p*,iw t+e(_ p —iw *\t—e
(1,1)>¢ 3 D f(€F) = (Uenlg)f) (€7) = (=B €7 + )T (=Be ™™ + o) ° f

a*eiw _ B
a*
=Ny (9.67) fg7 0e™) .

,5*eiw + a
(6.17)
Recall that according to the Iwasawa decomposition of SU(1,1), we have :

1 o eiw _ (a*eiw _ 5)(—6*€iw + Oé)_l c Sl . (618)

. .
S! 3@ s @ =g
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6.2.3. Hilbert space and condition for being unitary

In the sense of and the above material, the compact realization of the principal series UIR’s of SU(1, 1) entails
the action of the representation operators U, ¢ in the Hilbert space LZ(S',dw/27) = LA(S') densely®® generated by
all those complex-valued functions f (eiw), w € [0,27) mod 27, in ©, which are square integrable with respect to the
scalar product:

R AT AC R (6.19)
namely:
117 = (8.5 = 5= [ 17 (@) d < cc. (6.20)

The representations 1) are unitary if we set t = f% — iv, while v € R. The proof is based on the transformation
of the differential dz under the homographic action z — 2z’ = (az + b)(cz + d)~! in the complex plane:

+b ad —be
d — az — d 6.21
: cz+d (cz+d)? . (6:21)

and in particular for z = ¢/®, 2/ = ¢®' and g = (;i a*> € SU(1,1):

, dw

T (6.22)
Hence, for g € SU(1,1), and with el — g loe™:
(Uet(9)f1, Uet(9)f2) = % ST o) INalg ) f2 (g7t o) dw
- % o u (eiw,) Fa (eiwl) jare® — |2 qg (6.23)
(fi, f2) if t=—Z—iv,
which implies that the representations U, ;—_1_;, = Uff}%fiv are unitary. From the above, it is also obvious that

the two families of the representations U ps_ . .and U bs .
gt=—5—iv g, —t—1=—5+iv

Below, we will show that there is a correspondence between the parameters v and x (the latter was already
encountered in subsection and denotes the radius (“mass”) of the SU(1,1) (co-)adjoint orbits of hyperbolic
(“massive”) type), as k = Fv, for v 2 0, respectively.

are unitary equivalent.

6.2.4. Irreducibility and infinitesimal operators

Now, we show that the unitary representations Uspi,;,iva with ¢ = 0,1/2 and v € R, are irreducible. To do
=73

this, the first task is to find an expression for the infinitesimal operators of U£ ? Considering the Stone theorem [56],
while the one-parameter subgroups of SU(1,1) appeared in Eq. (3.7) are taken into account, below we encounter this
matter.

23 A subspace My of a topological space M is called dense in M, if every point in M either belongs to My or is a limit point of My, that
is, the closure of M  constitutes the whole set M; for instance, the rational numbers are a dense subspace of the real numbers because
every real number either is a rational number or has a rational number arbitrarily close to it. Note that, equivalently, M is dense in
M if and only if the smallest closed subspace of M containing M, is M itself.
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cosh & isinh &

We begin with the subgroup £ of matrices of the form I(y) = (_1 sinh £ cosh 2

) with ¢ € R, for which we have:

1, _ (cosh% —isinh¥%
7 e) = (i sinh & cosh £ : (6.24)

From Eq. (6.17), we have:

5 iw . iw tte . t—e [ cosh £ei® —isinh £
(Uf? (L)) f) (e'7) = (1 sinh £e'? + cosh %) ( —isinh £e7' + cosh %) f <isinh2§eiw oo %) . (6.25)

After adjoining the usual factor i, the corresponding infinitesimal operator reads:
iw —iw

N . i0 Uspf(l(‘:o)) e e

In the same way, to the one-parameter subgroups A and K, respectively constituted by matrices of the forms
i6/2
a(y) = (Z?;Ei (531321}11 %), with ¢» € R, and k(6) = <e 0 e_?9/2>7 with 0 < 6 < 4w, correspond the respective

infinitesimal operators:

o0 (0P (aw))

el@ ) —iw o d
Y,=J,= 90 ‘w:o =—i(t+¢) 5 i(t —e) 5 + isinw——, (6.27)
and:
o0 (URGe) a
L= J —‘ = e —i—. (6.28)
00 0=0 dw

Considering the latter, the operators Ji and Js can also be rewritten as:

Ji = —itsinw + cos wjo ,
Jo = —itcosw —sinw.Jy. (6.29)

These operators obey the following commutation relations:
[Jo, J1]) = —iJs, [Jo, Jo] = i1, [Ty, Jo] =iy, (6.30)

which generate the su(1,1) algebra.

Here, it must be underlined that the operators J, (a = 0,1,2) are unbounded, and hence, they cannot be defined
on the whole Hilbert space LZ(S'). They are indeed essentially self-adjoint operators on a suitable common dense
subspace A C LZ(S') (see footnote 23). In the following, we will show that such a A exists and can be spanned with
respect to all finite linear combinations of elements of the orthonormal basis {|n)} = { exp(—inw)}, with n € Z, in
LZ(S') such that the aforementioned infinitesimal operators establish the UIR’s U, pt of the SU(1,1) group on it. To
prove the irreducibility of the representations Uf ., then, it would be sufficient to show that there are no subspaces
Ag C A, other than {0} and A itself, invariant under the action of all the operators JO, Ji, and J,. Here, however,

instead of JO, J1, and Jg7 it would be more convenient to use their linear comblnatlons J0 = —JO and Ji = —1J2 F J1
Besides the former which is quite obvious, the other two, considering Egs. and (| -, explicitly read:

Jy = 16_”7’% —(t—e)e 7,

o . d .

J_ = —ielw% —(t+e)e™. (6.31)
They verify [J ) J ] =2J4 and [J}, J.] = £J,. In the sense that this new set of operators is linear combinations of

the former, to prove the irreducibility of the representations, it would be sufficient to show the absence of a nontrivial
subspace invariant for JO, J ., and J_.
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Technically, the aforementioned orthonormal basis {|n> ;nE Z}, which is supposed to generate the common dense
invariant subspace A C LZ(S'), is constituted by the eigenfunctions of Jb:

JoIn) = (e +n) In). (6.32)

On the other hand, the operators j+ and J_ act on the functions of this basis, respectively, as raising and lowering
operators:

Jyn) = (e—t+n)|n+1), (6.33)

J_n) = —(e+t+n)|n—1). (6.34)

Therefore, in the allowed ranges of parameters, the operators j(’) and Jy are well defined in the common dense A.
Moreover, A is clearly invariant, w1th o nontrivial subspace invariant, for the given infinitesimal operators. The
irreducibility of the representations U t ® then is proved.

6.2.5. Quantum Casimir operator

The associated quadratic quantum Casimir operator reads:

—JJ—J Jy 1
%—J’Q:—t(tﬂ)n, t=—=—iv, veR. (6.35)

Q=Ji+Ji-Ji =
By adjusting k = £wv, respectively, for v 2 0, one can check the correspondence between the above result and the given
classical Casimir form (4.13]), associated with the phase space of a relativistic “massive” test particle, with “mass” &,
in dSy spacetime:

?L (6.36)

Q=2+ 72— 2= (s+
Considering the above, one can also check that the functions f(z) € A, which characterize the (true) quantum states
carrying the principal series reprebentationb are indeed eigenfunctions of the quadratic Casimir operator ) for the
eigenvalues (k2 + 1), namely, (Q — (k% + 1)) f(z) = 0. This delicate point (extended to 1+ 3 dimension and of
course to the Whole three series of the UIR’s ) will be used later in part [LL]] . when the spacetime realization of the dSy
representations is taken into account, to give the “wave equations” of dS, elementary systems.

6.3. Complementary series

The complementary series of the SU(1,1) UIR’s, quite analogous to its principal counterpart (presented in the
previous subsection), is realized by induction from the minimal parabolic subgroup UIR’s. As a matter of fact, the
formula 1) defines the unitary representations Ufff_;_m (belonging to the principal series) in LZ(S') only for

=773

1
Re(t) = —1/2, while the complementary series of the SU(1, 1) unitary representations comes to fore by the construction
of a Hilbert space, i.e., by the definition of a scalar product, in such a way that the formula defines unitary
representations in that space for a range of real values of t. More precisely, it is shown [57] (see also Refs. [62] [65])
that the complementary series UIR’s, denoted here by U, is specified by —1 < t < 0 and € = 0. The corresponding
Hilbert space LZ(S! x S') is defined as the space of functions f (eiw) on the unit-circle S', which verify:

(f1, f2) = / / fi (€™ fo (€%2) |1 — wa| 72 dwidws < oo, (6.37)
St xSt

where c is an arbitrary constant. The operators U act in the Hilbert space as:

suL = (5 L)1) o (Usr) (@) = s ol g (0

ﬂ*elw +a
= Nox (9.€%) [ (g7 0e) .

(6.38)
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Note that the representations U§% and Ug® , ; are unitary equivalent.
Considering the above action along with the one-parameter subgroups of SU(1,1) appeared in Eq. (3.7)), the
corresponding representatives of the su(1,1) Lie algebra elements (3.8)), after adjoining the usual factor i, read:

- - d
Y, Ye=Jy = —i—, 6.39
s X 0 ldw ( )
Y, —» Y,=.J, = —itsinw + coswJy, (6.40)
Y, = Y,=Jy, = —itcosw — sinwjo, (6.41)
with:

[Jo, 1] = —ida,  [Jo, o] =iy,  [J1,Ja] =idy. (6.42)

The associated quantum quadratic Casimir operator is:
Q=J24+J}—J2=—tt+1)1, -1<t<0. (6.43)

6.4. Discrete series

We come now to a brief description of the discrete series representations of SU(1, 1), which is issued from the Cartan
decomposition of the latter (see subsection [3.2]). [For more detailed discussions, one can refer to Refs. [51] [61] [66].]

We denote here the representation operators by Uds, which are characterized by the parameters (g,t) taking values
t=-1,-2, ..., fore =0, and t = —1/2,-3/2, ..., for ¢ = 1/2. These operators act in the Fock-Bargmann Hilbert
space LZ(D) of holomorphic (respectively, anti-holomorphic) functions f(z) (respectively, f(z*)), which are analytic
inside the unit circle D = {z € C ; |z| < 1}, and satisfy:

—2t—1
2w

I£112 = -//D IF(2)* (1 —|2*) 7% 2d%2 < 00, d?z= %dz Adz* = d(Re(z)) d(Im(z)), (6.44)

for t # —1/2,2%. The action of the representation operators Uedf(g) on the functions f(z) is defined by:

SU(L,1) 5 9 = (g’i 5) L) (Ugf(g)f)(Z)(B*z+a)2tf<M>

a” —B*z+a (6.45)
= Neilg:2) flg™to2).
Remind that according to the Cartan decomposition of SU(1, 1), we have :
Doz 2 =gloz=(a"2-pB)(-f*24+a) " €D. (6.46)

Pursuing a similar procedure leading to the infinitesimal operators (6.26]), (6.27)), and (6.28]) in the context of the
principal series representations, here we obtain the following representatives of the su(1, 1) Lie algebra elements ((3.8)):

Y, = Y,=J, = z%—t, (6.47)
Y, = Vi=J, = 1222%—752«, (6.48)
Y, s Vo= Jy = —1(1;22%4—1&2), (6.49)
which obey the commutation rules:
[Jo, 1] = —ida,  [Jo, o] =iy,  [Ji,Ja] =idy. (6.50)
24 Note that a limit procedure is needed in the case t = —1/2, based upon which we have to involve the universal covering of SU(1,1) (in

this regard, see Ref. [50]).
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Finally, the quantum quadratic Casimir operator takes the form:

Q=J2+T2—J2=—tt+1)1, t=-1,-3/2,-2,... (6.51)

Part 11
1 4+ 3-dimensional dS (dS;) geometry and relativity
(classical and quantum mechanics)

In this part, we extend the above group-theoretical construction to dS,4 relativity. Of course, this part is not the
exact parallel of the previous one; while, the arguments, that have counterparts in the previous part, are somewhat
shortened, we supplement our discussions with some physical considerations that are naturally of more significance in
this realistic case, such as, the causal structure of dS, spacetime and physical content of the theory under vanishing
curvature. We begin with a brief description of dSy spacetime and its causal structure.

7. DS, MANIFOLD AND ITS CAUSAL STRUCTURE

DS, spacetime is topologically R* x S* (R! being a timelike direction, the notion of “time” having to be carefully
defined in the dS context), and can be conveniently visualized as a one-sheeted hyperboloid embedded in a 1 + 4-
dimensional Minkowski spacetime R'** (by abuse of notation, let us say R%):

Mp= {x:(:vo, ezt eRY; () =2 = patal :—RQ}7 A, B=0,1,2,3,4, (7.1)

where z4’s stand for the corresponding Cartesian coordinates and 7 ap = diag(l,—1,—-1,—1,—1) for the ambient
Minkowski metric. From a cosmological viewpoint, the (constant) radius of curvature is given by R = H~!, where H
is the Hubble constant (which fixes the rate of expansion of the dSy spatial sections).

The global causal ordering of M j is induced by that of R®. Technically, to see the point, let:

K+E{$€R5;($)2=$'1‘207330>0}. (7.2)

[For future use, we also denote the interior of ¥V by Q+ ={z e R’; () >0, 2° > 0}.] Then, for two “events”
z,2" € My, we say that 2’ is future connected to x (symbolized here by 2’ > ), if 2/ —2 € V1, ie., (z/ —2)2 > 0
(or equivalently,?® z -2/ < —R?), with (2" — 2°) > 0. Indeed, the future (respectively, past) cone of a given event
x € My is determined by X7 (x) (respectively, by £~ (x)):

S*(2) (respectively, £ (z)) = {x’ € Mp; o' > x (respectively, 2’ < x)} . (7.3)

With this definition, the “light-cone” X (z), as the boundary set of ¥ (z)|JX ™ (z), is the union of all linear genera-
trices of M p containing the event x:

0X(z) = {m’ €EMp; () —x)> =0 (or equivalently, z - 2’ = —RQ)} . (7.4)
On the other hand, two events z,2’ € My are said in “acausal relation” or “spacelike separated”, if a’ ¢

St(2)UZ (), ie, if (2/ — x)% < 0 (or equivalently, = - 2’ > —R?).
Finally, let us point out that the (pseudo-)distance d(z,z") on My is implicitly defined by [35]:

d / Lo
cosh < (x},{m )> = *xR;E ) for x and 2’ timelike separated ,
d(z,z") x-x , . , 5
cos| =—p— | = — > for  and 2’ spacelike separated such that |z - 2’| < R* . (7.5)

25 Note that (z' — z)2 = —2(R? + z - 2'), for 7,2’ € Mp.
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8. DS, RELATIVITY GROUP SO,(1,4) AND ITS COVERING SP(2,2)

The relativity group of dS, spacetime, as the Lorentz group of the ambient Minkowski spacetime R®, is SOg(1,4).
It is the ten-parameter group of all linear transformations in R® which leave invariant the quadratic form (z)?
napr2B, have determinant 1, and do not reverse the direction of the “time” variable 2°. [Analogous to the 1 + 1-
dimensional case (see subsection 7 this invariant quadratic form (x)? = 7, gz 2B, besides the origin 24 = 0 (with
A =0, ...,4), determines three types of orbits in R®: the upper and lower sheets of the cone, with (z)? =0 (2° = 0,
respectively); the upper and lower sheets of the two-sheeted hyperboloids, with (z)? > 0 (2% = 0, respectively); and
the one-sheeted hyperboloid, with (z)? < 0. Note that the dS; manifold M ; belongs to the latter case.] A familiar
realization of the corresponding Lie algebra is achieved by the linear span of the ten Killing vectors:

Kap =240 —zp0a, Kip=—-Kpa. (8.1)

The universal covering of the dS, relativity group is the symplectic Sp(2,2) group.?6 The latter comes to fore when
dealing with half-integer spins (in the same way as SO(3) is replaced by SU(2), or SOq(1, 3) is replaced by SL(2, C)).
The Sp(2,2) group is suitably described as the group of all 2 x 2-matrices g, with quaternionic components®’, which
verify the unimodular and pseudo-unitary conditions: B

Sp(2,2) = {9 = (i 3) i abe,deH, det(g) =1, g% = vo}, (8.2)

where gT = g*t, g* being the quaternionic conjugate of g (see more details in appendix and g* the transpose of g,
and 70 = <é _(i), with components 1 and 0 being, respectively, the unit and zero 2 x 2 matrices.
It is worth noting that this matrix 7° is a part of the Clifford algebra determined by:
AANB 4 yByA _ opABY ,yAT — A0yAN0 (8.3)

where, with quaternionic components, the other four matrices read:

k__ k+1 0 i(fk o Oek 4 0 1

with & = 1,2,3. Note that, in the above, 1, stands for the 4 x 4-unit matrix. Among the set of the y4’s, 4% is the

unique one to belong to Sp(2,2). Due to (8.3), one checks that VATVOVA = —4Y for all A # 0.
Moreover, we should point out that the determinant of g is given by:

det(g) = |a|*|d — ca™'b|? = |b[*|c — db~'a* = [c|*|b — ac"'d|? = |d|*|]a — bd " 'c|?, (8.5)

where | - | stands for the quaternion norm or modulus. These expressions are properly extended in case a, b, c, and d
are zero.

From the pseudo-unitary condition gf7°g = 7°, on one hand, we obtain the following auxiliary relations between
the (quaternionic) matrix elements:

a> —lc[*=1, |d—-|b*=1, a*b=c*d, (8.6)

and, on the other hand, since det(g) # 0, we get:
_ a* —c*
g =" = <_b* I ) : (8.7)

Now, considering the fact that @_1 = g_lg = ((1) (1))7 along with the identity , we obtain:

laj2 — [b]? =1, |d> = |c*=1, ac* =bd*. (8.8)

26 The phrase “universal covering” refers to the fact that Sp(2,2), as the covering group of SOq(1,4), is simply connected.
27 Note that, in this paper, we merely consider the 2 x 2-matrix representation of the set of quaternions, based upon which the quaternionic

basis is given by {1 =1l2,e, = (—1)’°+1ic7;C s k=1,2, 3}, where o’s are the Pauli matrices. For more details, see appendix
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Finally, comparing the identities given in with those in (8.8]) results in:

la=[d|,  [b|=]c|. (8.9)

One can easily check that the matrix g = <3 al with generic quaternionic components, possessing the conditions

, ’, and (8.9 , verifies det(g) = 1, as well. Moreover, one can check that the constraints or, equivalently,
(8.8]), reduce to 10 the 16 parameters of a generic 2 x 2-quaternionic matrix.

8.1. Homomorphism between SOq(1,4) and Sp(2,2) and some discrete symmetries

In order to give an explicit realization of the homomorphism between the groups SO¢(1,4) and Sp(2,2), with any
z € R® we associate the matrix ¢ defined by:

p=atia= (3 To). = (002 - W)L = P, (5.10)

where x = (2%, %) € H is a quaternion (again, in the 2 x 2-matrix notations). On the other hand, a given matrix of
the form # uniquely determines a point z € R® in such a way that its components are:

i itr(vA;é) . (8.11)

Accordingly, this correspondence defines a one-to-one map between R® and the set of 4 x 4-matrices .
Considering the above, the action of Sp(2,2) on R®, for each element g € Sp(2,2), is given by:

_ 120 —x/
¥ =gtgt = <X,* —195’0) . (8.12)

[A full justification of this action is given in the next section.] The transformed matrix #’ represents a unique point
2’ in R®, with the components:

x/A — itr(’YA?fl)
1
= qtr(vgtg )
1
= Ztr(vAg’yBg_l)xB. (8.13)

For the sake of simplicity, we symbolize the above action by 2’ = gox. This action is clearly linear and determinant-

preserving; det(g#g™!) = det(#) = ((:c)2)2 Moreover, this action does not change the signature of 2°, i.e., if 2° > 0
then we get /0 = itr(’yog’yBgfl)xB > 0. To see the point, let us set z = (1,0,0,0,0), then:

:L‘IO

tr(v°gr09™")

g N R

(Jal* + |b|* + [c|* + [d|*) > 0. (8.14)

These facts show that the linear transformation 2’ = g o 2, which leaves invariant the quadratic form (7)?, belongs
to SOo(1,4), as well. Actually, for every transformation in SOg(1,4), there are two elements +g € Sp(2,2), since

gox = (—g)ox. In this sense, Sp(2,2) is two-to-one homomorphic to SOg(1,4), with the kernel isomorphic to VAE
Sp(2,2)/Z?* ~ SOy(1,4). (8.15)

Another interesting point to be highlighted here is that, as an element of Sp(2, 2), the group action of 4" corresponds
to the discrete symmetry:

'’ 0 0_1: 0 0_ ]_1'0 . _ 0 /_ 0
Fo= =% 0°) T =" o 1) =# de, a=("%) = o = (@ —x). (8.16)

—X
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Whereas they are not elements of Sp(2,2), the other elements (8.4) of the Clifford basis give rise to the following four
discrete symmetries:28

-1 —12° —e, x*e .
For =0 =it = (TR e 2= (%) o o = (e exte), (817)
/4 4 —1 . 4 4 71$O 7X* . - 0 r 0 *
t = ¢ =120 =t = % 120 ) ie., z=(2",x) —» 2’ =(-2",x*). (8.18)

It follows that the action of v°y* changes the sign of the components z° and z¥, 4*y* changes the sign of the
components z* and z*, and finally 7°7* changes the sign of the components z° and z*. Note that while the so-called
antipodal symmetry x — —z (see, for instance, Ref. [67]) cannot be obtained through such actions, it can be yielded
by combining the action of 7/v* with quaternionic conjugation # — #*:

1 .
= =1 (0T =Y == de, 2= (2%%) » —u. (8.19)

9. RELATIVISTIC MEANING OF THE DS; GROUP: GROUP DECOMPOSITION
9.1. Space-time-Lorentz decomposition

Any g € Sp(2,2), with respect to the group involution i(g) : g +— °y*g"/%y*, can be decomposed into:

s= (2 ) =it o.1)

where the factor [ is an element of the subgroup:

L= {; € Sp(2,2) ; i(l) :;—1}. (9.2)

Considering [ = (il 3l>, with generic quaternionic components, the definition 1D along with the identity
1

result in:
a; = dl 5 bl = —Cj. (93)

On the other hand, it is truly expected that the quaternionic components of [ ( € Sp(2, 2)) verify the conditions
and (8.8]), as well. This directly implies that:

afbl + bl*al - 07 albl* + bla; == 07 (94)

for which, by defining a, = (a#,@,) and b, = (b,b,), we obtain the condition a*b? + @, - b, = 0. Then, a possible
solution to the set of Egs. (9.4) can be given by allocating to a; and b, respectively:

a; = cosh g(l,ﬁ) ) b, = sinh £(0, @), (9.5)

where ¢ € R and the pure vector quaternion®® i = (0, ﬁ), with @ = (ul, u?, u3), belongs to SU(2) (that is, || = |d| =

vV (u!)? + (u2)2 + (u3)2 = 1). The above solution can be simply generalized by readjusting a, — va, and b, — vb,
where v = (cos ¥, sin 24) € SU(2), with 0 < 9 < 2w, ¥ = (v}, v%,v?), and |v| = |#] = 1. Accordingly, a generic form

29
of the matrix [ reads:
(v O lcosh & tsinh ¥
L= <0 v> (ﬁsinhg 1 cosh “2”> : (9.6)

28 Note that, since y4’s, with A # 0, are not elements of the Sp(2,2) group, their respective inverses ('yA)il’s do not verify the identity
(8.7), which merely holds true for the Sp(2,2) elements.
29 Note that the term “pure vector quaternion” is used with respect to the representation of a quaternion in the scalar-vector notations

(see appendix .
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Here, in a shortcut, we would like to point out that the subgroup £, with the above generic element, is actually the
Lorentz subgroup of Sp(2,2) and that the above factorization is called the Cartan factorization of this subgroup.
Now, we deal with the factor j, appeared in Eq. (9.1). Having Eq. (9.2) in mind, we have:*

... ... f(ad* +bc* ab*+ba*) _ (w?coshy 1sinhe
1ig) =gilg) = <cd* +dc* cb*+da*/ ~ \ 1sinhy w*2coshy) ’ (9-7)
where 1) € R and w = (cos §,sin £) € SU(2), with 0 < 0 < 27, @ = (w',w? w?), and |w| = |@| = 1. A possible
solution for the factor j, verifying Eq. , is:
) w 0 lcosh ¥ 1sinh ¥
L= (0 W*) <lsinh’2 1 cosh 52’) ’ (08)

In summary, the above construction presents a global, but nonunique, decomposition of Sp(2,2) as:
Sp(2,2) 5 g = ( 1T exp(Gk&)) exp(YX) ( 11 exp(ﬁklk)) ( 11 exp(wklk)) : (9.9)
k k 2

where X, X,,Y, and Z,, with k = 1,2, 3, denote the corresponding infinitesimal generators:

d /fw O 1/e, 0
Xy = 77~ =- | & 9.10
=R dey, (0 W*> Op=0 2 <0 —ek> ’ (9.10)
d (1cosh% 1sinh¥% 1/01
Xo=— 2 ’ == 11
=0T Ay <1sinh§ lcosh¥) ly=0  2\10)” (9-11)
d (v O 1/e, O
Yy =5~ =5l ¢ 9.12
pas dvy, (O V) 95=0 9 (O ek) ’ ( )
d lcosh £ dsinh £ 1/ 0 e
- 2 2 _ = k
2y = de <—ﬁsinh“§ 1 cosh ‘5) o0 2 <_ek 0> : (9.13)
They obey the following commutation relations:
Y. Y] = &" Yy,
[Xz’azj] = Sijk Xka
[K’La&j] = gijk Xk,
Y, 2] = &;* 2y,
[lwzj] = —0; Xo,
2.,2;) = —&;* Yy,
[sz] = _Ziy
[XOaZi] = X,
(X, Y] =0, (9.14)

where 4,7,k =1,2,3 and &-jk is the three-dimensional totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol. The above commu-
tation relations can be brought into a form which explicitly exhibits the dS, Lie algebra sp(2,2), by defining:

Ku=X,, Ku=X, Ku=&/’Y;,, Koi=2Z,, (9.15)

30 Note that 709 = —4%99 and 7499%70~4% = 4940 = —~444% = 14, and that the quaternion field, as a multiplicative group, is H ~
Ry x SU(2) (for the latter see appendix.
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based upon which, we get:

[Kag, Kcp)l = —(nacKpp + 1pKac —1apKpc — 1pcKap) A,B=0,1,2,3,4. (9.16)

Note that Kyp = —Kpa.
Here, we must underline that, quite analogous to the 1 + 1-dimensional case, the factor j (see Eq. ) plays the
role of “spacetime” square root, which exemplifies the dS; topology R! x S3. To make this point apparent, following

the instruction given in subsection we define the coordinates (z°,x) in R® as:
o 4 1sinhy —w?coshy) _ (12 —x )
I(x) =R l l(l) (*7 ) =R <W*2 COSh’(/) -1 sinhw == x* —13;‘0 - ¢’ (9'17)

where 0 < R < co. The action of Sp(2,2) on the Y(x)’s set is realized by its action on the set of matrices j from the
left: a

gi=J'l, (9.18)

Sp(2,2)3g : j = j =gy,

from which, recalling that [ € £ (that is, i(l) = I71), 799* = =440, and 709%4%9% = 4990 = —4%4% = 14, we obtain:

X(') = Rj"i(j") (="
=R (gfjl”) [v%“((é”l)*fgf)voﬂ (=)

= Ryj [l"l 7074(@"1)*)7%4} [vov“ (fg*)vow‘*] (="

=14
=y [Rz (’70741*7074)}(*74) v [707457074](*74)
=X(z) =70gf~0
= gY(z)g ' =¢". (9.19)

This is the justification of the group action already given in . Since this group action preserves the determinant:
det(L(')) = det(L(x)) = ((«°)% — x|?)* = R, (9.20)

as well as the identity (2°)% — [x|? = —R? (see Eq. (8.10)):
#)? =929 99~ = (#)* = (%)% = |x*) Ly = —R*14, (9.:21)

we understand from the factorisation that each point of the corresponding dS; hyperboloid is in one-to-one
correspondence with each class of the left coset Sp(2,2)/L, i.e., Sp(2,2) = dS4 x L, topologically.

Technically, in the above group decomposition, the factor [ € L leaves the point x, = (0,0,0,0, R), chosen as
the origin of the dS; hyperboloid M 5, invariant.3! The tangent space to My on the base point zg (that is, the
hyperplane {z € R® ; 2* = R}) is considered as the 1 + 3-dimensional Minkowski spacetime (with pseudo-metric
da — da? — dz3 — dx3) onto which dS, spacetime can be contracted at the zero-curvature limit. In this sense, the
subgroup £ (isomorphic to SOg(1,3)), which is the stabilizer of this base point, is interpreted as the Lorentz group of
the tangent space. This makes clear the interpretation of the corresponding infinitesimal transformations generated
by Y, and Z, (see Egs. and (9.13)). They are indeed the “space rotations” and “boost transformations”,
respectively. Correspondingly, the parameters v, d and ¢ are respectively presumed to carry the meaning of space
rotation, boost velocity direction, and rapidity.

On the other hand, the set of matrices j maps the origin z, = (0,0,0,0, R) to any point of M :

(0 —1R\ .., 1sinh¢ —w?coshy) _ (12° —x )
‘7<1R 0 )‘7 _R<W*2005h¢ —1sinhy ) — \ x* —12° =7 (9.22)

31 Just remember that this choice is purely arbitrary due to the SOg(1,4) or Sp(2,2) symmetry; any other point is physically equivalent.
If we were to deal with the unit sphere S* as representing a four-dimensional manifold in R®, we would not have any hesitation to
acknowledge this property. Dealing with the representation of the dS4 manifold embedded in R5 as a hyperboloid might be misleading
in this regard because of its deformed shape.
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The family (1, w?) actually provides global coordinates for M p:
2 = Rsinh), x ( = (2, i")) = Rw?cosh ). (9.23)

[Recall that w = (cos &, sin §) € SU(2), where 0 < < 27 and & = (w', w?,w?), with (w')? + (w?)? + (v?®)? = 1.
One can also show that w? = (cos6,sinfw) € SU(2).] In this sense, the corresponding generators X, and X, (see
Egs. and (9.11])) are interpreted as the “space translations” and “time translations”, respectively.

Here, taking the coordinates @D into account, the fact that dS4 spacetime is locally Minkowskian can also be
viewed by considering the left-invariant metric ds? in the following global coordinates (yielded by letting 1,0 — 0 in

the coordinates (9.23)):

t, =Ry, and 7, = (zl, 22, 23) = ROW, (9.24)
from which, we get:

2 — (dto)” — cosh?(R™'t,) (di). (9.25)

9.2. Cartan decomposition

The Cartan decomposition of Sp(2,2) = PK is carried out with respect to the Cartan involution i(g) : g~ (g")7",
based upon which any g € Sp(2,2) can be decomposed into [61]:

9= (i 3) =pk, (9.26)

where the elements p € P and k € K are respectively determined by the conditions i(p) = p~1, which means that p

is Hermitian (p = p'), and i(k) = k, which means that k is unitary (k" = k7). Utilizing the conditions , ,
and along with the identities given in appendix [B] one can show that:

ajl |a = 0
p:< L ||a||?>e73, and k:(o d)e/c, (9.27)

lalq El
where g = bd™', q* = (bd™")* = (d7')*b* = db*/[d]’ = ca*/|a]® = ca™', and &, [§ € SU(2), while
la] = |[d|] = (1 —|q|?)~'/2, with |q| < 1. The subgroup K, as the maximal compact subgroup of Sp(2,2), can be
realized by the isomorphism K ~ SU(2) x SU(2).32 Moreover, one can define:

¢ b d*
q=bd ' =tanh = (9.28)
2 |b|[d]’

where tanh £ = %, with ¢ € R, and %, % € SU(2). Tt then follows that:

|a| = |d| = COSh% s ‘b‘ = ‘c| — sinh g . (929)

32 Recall that direct product of two groups G and G2, denoted here by G1 x Ga, consists in glueing the two groups together, without
interaction; G = G1 X Gg is simply their Cartesian product, endowed with the group law:

(91,92)(g1,95) = (9191, 9295)» 91,91 € G1, 92,95 € Ga.

In this context, neutral element is (e1, e2). With the identifications g1 ~ (g1, e2), g2 ~ (e1,92), both G1 and G2 are invariant subgroups
of G1 X G2. In the matrix realization, if G; and G2 are respectively considered to be groups of n X n and m X m matrices, the

g1

direct product G1 X G2 represents the group { (0

(91 0)(93 0>:(glg’1 0 )
0 g2 0 g4 0 9295

902) ;91 € G, g2 € Gg} of block diagonal (n + m) X (n + m) matrices, since
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In this context, the subset of Hermitian matrices P can be put in one-to-one correspondence with the symmetric
homogeneous space Sp(2,2)/K. This coset space is in turn homeomorphic to the open unit-ball B = {q ; |q| < 1},

well-described by the coordinates (<p, %% =ve SU(2)> (see Eq. (9.28])). To make this homeomorphism apparent,

t0(_ 20y __ P 1(1+al?) —2q _ (1% —x ) _
ppp'y ( P> ) e ( 2 —1(1+]q?)) = \xr —120) =% (9.30)
where 0 < p < oo and, again, z4’s ( = itr(’y“‘gﬁ)) are the Cartesian coordinates in R®. The action of Sp(2,2) on

the set of matrices pBnyO, representing the coset space Sp(2,2)/K, can be found from the usual multiplication of the
matrices p(q) from the left:

Sp(2,2) 39 : pla) — p(d)=plgeq). gpla)=pd)E, (9.31)

we define:

from which, we get:

~y
= g (@) g (9.32)
The above action is linear and determinant-preserving:
det (pzf(q’)vo) = det (PBQ(Q)VO) = (%) — [x[*)* = p*. (9-33)
Moreover, it preserves (2°)? — |x|2 = p? (see Eq. (8.10)):
(#)? = gtg " gtg™" = (#)* = (=) = [x[*) La = p”1Ls. (9.34)

These identities clearly reveal that each element of the pp2 (q b set is in one-to-one correspondence with each point
of the upper sheet L of the two-sheeted hyperboloids (x )2 = p? in R®:33

L, = {gc = (2%, x) e R?; (2%)? — |x|2 =p% 2" > p} . (9.35)

Note that the subgroup K stabilizes the point z, = (p,0), which is considered as the origin of upper sheet. Taking
into account the Cartesian coordinates (9.30)) along with Eq. (9.28)), the upper sheet L, can also be described by the

coordinates ((p, bdr = e SU(Q)):

[bl |d]
1+ |q?
0
x = = pcoshp,
Pl “qP? p 14
2q b d*
X = p———— = psinhp — —. (9.36)
1—|qf? b |d|

This makes apparent the correspondence between each point (2°,x) of L + and the points q in the open unit-ball B.
Actually, the latter is the stereographic projection of L. This projection explicitly reads:

x x()fp b d*
o ) ) bdt 9.37
L, >(@"x) — q 20+ p \/;rb”‘ﬂE o

We end this subsection by pointing out that Eq. (9.31]) also defines the action of Sp(2,2) on the open unit-ball B
through the map q' = g o q as:

B>q +— q =(aq+b)lcq+d)! € B, (9.38)
and correspondingly q’* = (dq* + ¢)(bg* + a)~!, while:
ey O
4 ( : |2;‘i§|> . (9.39)

33 One can also check the one-to-one correspondence between each element of the pgz(q)ﬂyo’s set and each point of the lower sheet
L_= {:c = (29,x) € R%; (29)2 — |x|2 = p?, 20 < p} by giving a negative sign to p, i.e., p — —p.
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9.3. Iwasawa decomposition

The Iwasawa decomposition of Sp(2,2) = KLAN implies that any element g € Sp(2,2) can be factorized in a unique
way as [24]:

g= (i 3) =kan, (9.40)
with:34
v 0
k (0 W) cK. (9.41)
lcosh¥ 1sinh¥
= 42
& <1sinh1§ 1cosh%> €4, (942)
n = <1J£y _yq> eN, (9.43)
y -y
where:
a+b c+d
= SU(2 = SU(2 9.44
ve SR esUE).  we g esue). (9.44)
e¥/? =|a+b|=|c+d|, (9.45)
and the pure vector quaternion y is:
b*a—a*b d*c-—c*d
j—-—2_22_C°°° (9.46)

lat b 2ctd]?

As for the Cartan decomposition the subgroup K ~ SU(2) x SU(2) is the maximal compact subgroup, while 4 ~ R and
N ~ R? are, respectively, a one-parameter hyperbolic (Cartan) subgroup and a three-parameter abelian (nilpotent)
subgroup of Sp(2,2).

In the above group decomposition, the minimal parabolic subgroup is represented by B = MAN, where M =

{g _ <w \(;)v) ;W E SU(Q)} is the centralizer of A in K; both A and M normalize N. Considering:

0
= (o) = (V) (5 e) ke (9.47)

where u = vw* = (a+ b)(c+d)~! € SU(2) (see Eq. (9.44))), one can easily check that Sp(2,2)/B ~ K/M ~ SU(2).
The latter is in turn homeomorphic to S? (the boundary of the open unit-ball B).?> The action of Sp(2,2) on the
unit-sphere S? is found by the usual left action on the set of matrices k(u):

Sp(2,2) 2 g : k(u) — k(W) =k(gou),  gk(u)=k(u')dadn, (9.48)
where ¢'a’n’ € B and u’ = g o u is given by:
S’>u = u =(au+b)(cu+d)teS?. (9.49)

The map (9.49)) clearly recovers the action of Sp(2,2) on the open unit-ball B (see Eq. ) extended to the
129 X
140 (see Egs.

boundary of B. It also recovers the action of Sp(2,2) on the set of matrices I(m(¢, WQ)) =
(19.17) and (9.19)), when 1t goes to infinity; symbolically:

X (x(y',w'?)) :g(d}i_)rr;ol(fc(ib,wz)))gfl- (9.50)

34 Again, the conditions , 1' and along with the identities given in appendixare used here.
x

35 For this homeomorphism, see appendi
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To see the argument lying behind the latter case, one must notice, on one hand, that for the elements T ( (Y, w ))

letting ¢ — oo, we obtain (1z%)(x*)~ ~ w? € SU(2), which implies that det(Y(z)) = ((z°)? — |x/|? ) ~ 0 and, on the
/0 /

lxa;"* __1);,0),We get (120)(x*)~! =~ (aw?+b)(cw?+d) ! =
w2 € SU(2), and hence, det(Y(2")) ~ 0. In this realization of the map , admitting the coordinates ({9.24])
interestingly entails two manifestations of the unit-sphere S?. Actually, the limit 1 — oo means that either t, — oo
and R being fixed, based upon which S? depicts the dS, timelike infinity, or R — 0 and t, being fixed, based upon
which S? represents the projective null cone in R®. Regarding the latter case, for the upper (respectively, the lower)
sheet of the projective null cone in R®, the subgroup A/, present in the Iwasawa decomposition of Sp(2,2), acts as the
stabilizer of the base point 2, = (1,0,0,0,1) (respectively, (—1,0,0,0,—1)), while the other two subgroups involved
in this group decomposition, i.e., K and A, map this base point to any point of the upper (respectively, the lower)
sheet of the null cone:

+1 F1\ _ 1 —u 120 —x : ,
va(fy T)ea = (o 03) =2 (30 D) =T, dalre@)=o. s

Recall that u = vw* and ¢ € R.

other hand, that for the transformed elements Y (z') = <

9.4. Four integration formulas on Sp(2,2)

In this subsection, considering the above group decompositions, we point out three important integration formulas
on Sp(2,2). Let du(g) be a Haar measure on Sp(2,2). Then [24]:
e From the space-time-Lorentz decomposition Sp(2,2) 3 g = j(w,v) I(v, U, ¢) (see subsection , we have:
+o0 3 +o0 3
f fwae = [ evaw [ e [ duw [ aut) [ soten) due). 052
p(2,2

—oco —oco S S8

e From the Cartan decomposition Sp(2,2) > g = p(q) k(v,w) (see subsection , we have:

[ r@an = [ a-laP) duta) [ dutv) [ Flataviw) dutw). (9.53)
Sp(2,2) B 3 3
e From the Iwasawa decomposition Sp(2,2) > g = k(v,w) a(¥) n(y) (see subsection , we have:
“+o0
[t =2 [ e [ auw) [ anw) [ flatvow.n9) @5 (9.54)
Sp(2,2) —o0 S3 S3 R3
e From the (nonunique) “K AK” decomposition of Sp(2,2), which implies that any g € Sp(2, 2) can be decomposed
as:
ab 1cosh ¥ lsmhw v 0
= <C d) B < > (1 smhf 1coshw> <0 W) ’ (9:55)
where u = \%I% € SU(2), coshy = |a| and sin % = |b|, with ¢» > 0, and finally v = ] € SU(2) and
W= % € SU(2), we have the integration formula:

+oo
= 272 u v w u,y,v,w)) (sin 3 . .
[ f0 e =2 [ ant [ du) [ autw) [ slatuvw) b av. (950

10. RELATIVISTIC MEANING OF THE DS, GROUP: GROUP (ALGEBRA) CONTRACTION
10.1. Group (algebra) contraction: a brief introduction

At the origin of the concept of group contraction, initiated by Segal [68] and by Inénii and Wigner [69] and then
developed by Saletan [70], stands a delicate question: what is the relevance between two symmetry groups when the
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theories respectively invariant under the action of them are obtained one from the other through a limiting procedure?
For instance, in special relativity, it is well known that the transition to the limit ¢ — oo (¢ being the speed of light)
allows to pass from the description of the free relativistic particle to the free Galilean particle. Now, what can we say
about their associated symmetry groups (respectively, called Poincaré and Galileo groups)? In other words, how to
formulate this limit on the group level?

Technically, in the literature, authors employ different contractions of Lie algebras instead of the Lie groups. Besides
differences, they all have a feature in common, arising from the following well-known facts. The Lie algebra of a given
Lie group is indeed a linear space described by basis elements (generators of the algebra) along with the commutation
relations between them. As shown by Cartan, whenever one changes the basis by a nonsingular transformation, the
obtained basis will describe the generators of an algebra isomorphic to the former. However, if the transformation
is singular, the situation would be different and one may get a new algebra, provided that the properties of the
commutator to be the commutator of a Lie algebra are fulfilled. In practice, the contraction of a Lie algebra can
be carried out with respect to a sequence of transformations (rather than one transformation) of basis elements, and
correspondingly, of the associated commutation relations. Transformations in the sequence depend on one (or more)
parameter A such that for all values of A except one (usually, A = 0) the corresponding transformation is regular and
in that particular point the transformation becomes singular. The contraction of the algebra then is performed, if by
letting A tend to that particular point (say A — 0), the obtained generators form a new Lie algebra [27]. Here, to
articulate more clearly the mechanism of group (algebra) contraction, following the instruction given in Ref. [71], we
explain the mechanism in a way which is neither the most rigorous nor the most modern one, but which allows one
to understand simply the procedure.

We consider a Lie algebra constituted by the basis Xi, ..., X, with the commutation relations [X,, X,] = ¢, X,
where o,¢1,v =1, ... ,7 and c¢,’s stand for the structure constants of the algebra. For a subset X, ... , X of this
basis, with s < r, we define:

Y; = A X, i=1, ..,8s<r, (10.1)

and accordingly, we rewrite the commutation relations in terms of Y;’s as:
Vi, Y] =AY, [V Xm]l = Ve + Ak, X, [Xon, Xa] = A1, Ve + chn X0, (10.2)
with 7,7,k < s and s < m,n,l < r. The contraction of the Lie algebra (when it is possible) is carried out by letting A

tend to zero, provided that we specify under which conditions the elements Y7, ..., Ys, Xsy1, ... , X, form a new Lie
algebra designated as the contracted algebra. Considering the above, a necessary condition is:

k=0, for k<s and s<m,n<r. (10.3)
Note that, in this case, the generators X1, ... , X,., possessing the commutation relations [X,,, X,,] = ¢.,,, X, form a

Lie subalgebra, which remains intact during the contraction procedure. This subalgebra corresponds to the subgroup
based upon which, it is said that, the contraction is carried out.

10.2. DS, group (algebra) contractions

DS, relativity involves the universal length R, denoting the radius of curvature of the dS4 hyperboloid M p, and
the universal speed of light ¢. As a matter of fact, as long as ¢ is not normalized to unity, the radius of curvature of
My, is given by R = cH !, where H is like the Hubble constant (within a cosmological framework). Taking these
fundamental physical constants into account, the physical analysis of dS, relativity, specially from the point of view
of the question of mass (see part [[V)), is irremediably relevant to its flat (R — co) and nonrelativistic (¢ — co) limits.
Therefore, mathematically, we have to encounter the question of contraction limit on different levels of complexities,
i.e., geometry, Lie algebra, and group representations.?® We are here solely concerned with the algebraic level;
the geometrical level has been already discussed in subsection and the representation level will be discussed in
subsection

The set of all possibilities of contractions from the dS, (relativity) group algebra, with respect to symmetry prin-
ciples and some physically reasonable assumptions, namely space s isotropic, parity and time-reversal are group

36 Note that the dS4 group, as a group of (pseudo-)rotations, has parameters which are (pseudo-)angles, i.e. pure numbers; no physical
dimension is needed on that level. Physical dimensions necessarily appear with contractions, one per contraction parameter.
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automorphisms, boosts are non-compact, has been precisely presented by Bacry and Lévy-Leblond [72]. [Note that in
Ref. [73], focusing on abstract groups, relevant results have been rigorously established in terms of inverse contraction,
i.e., deformation®’.] Here, as pointed out above, we are particularly interested in the flat and nonrelativistic contrac-
tion limits of the dS4 group algebra, which respectively lead to the Poincaré and the so-called Newton (relativity)
group algebras. Both Poincaré and Newton group algebras in turn contract towards the algebra of the Galileo group.
Symbolically, we have:

dS, group (algebra) — Poincaré group (algebra)

| l (10.4)
Newton group (algebra) —  Galilei group (algebra)

where the arrows represent group (algebra) contractions. Below, we elaborate these contraction limits.

10.2.1. Contraction of the dSs group — the Poincaré group — the Galileo group

Here, following the lines sketched in Refs. [72, [73], we explicitly present the contraction of the dS4 group algebra
towards the algebra of the Poincaré group, and then, the contraction of the latter towards the Galileo group algebra.
We first recall that the dS4 Lie algebra sp(2,2) is defined by:

[KABvKCD] = —(UACKBD +nppKac —napKsc — WBCKAD) ) (10.5)

where A, B =0,1,2,3,4 and n,5 = diag(1,—-1,—1,—1,—1). Moreover, we recall that the proper Poincaré group is
the semi-direct product of the group of spacetime translations with the orthochronous Lorentz group SOg(1, 3) or its
universal covering SL(2, C). Now, we define j,, = K, and p, = R~'Ky,,, where p,v = 0,1,2,3, while R, interpreted
as the radius of curvature of M, plays the role of contraction parameter. Accordingly, at the null-curvature limit
(R — 00), we get:

[pu:pv) = R?[Kyy, Ky) = R*K,,, = R %j,, — 0, (10.6)

[pmjuu] = R_l[K4p; K;w] = _R_l(npyKﬁl/J - UWK4V) — _<77pypu - npupu) ) (107)
[j,uwjpa] = [K,uua Kpcr] = *(nppKDG + nyaKﬂp - npaKVp - nvpKlw)

= _(np.pjua + nygj,u.p - nya'jl/p - nypj,ua') . (108)

Note that all the indices, appeared above, only take the values 0,1,2,3. The above commutation relations between
the (ten) generators p,, and j,,, interestingly display the Lie algebra of the Poincaré group; the infinitesimal generators
pp and j,, respectively represent the four basic elements of the Lie algebra of the spacetime-translations subgroup
and the six basic elements of the Lie algebra of the Lorentz subgroup SO¢(1,3) (or SL(2,C)); note that j,, = —ju,-
According to the terminology given in subsection[10.1] the contraction that we have just described is carried out with
respect to the Lorentz subgroup SOq(1,3) (or SL(2,C)), whose Lie algebra, given by Eq. , remains intact during
the contraction procedure.

37 Just to get the gist, let us restrict ourselves to the algebraic level: roughly speaking, by contraction (as explained above) is meant a
transformation of a Lie algebra into a “more Abelian” one by making some structure constants vanish, and by deformation is meant a
transformation of a Lie algebra into a “less Abelian” one by producing some nonzero structure constants. Note that “more Abelian” is
generally associated with the appearance of direct or semi-direct product structures in the contracted group. [We have already given a
brief reminder on direct product of two groups (see subsection footnote 32). Hence, let us remind here just semi-direct product of
two groups G1 and G2. Suppose given a homomorphism « from G2 into the group Aut(G1) of automorphisms of G;. Then, we define
the semi-direct product G = G1 x G2 as the Cartesian product, endowed with the group law:

(91,92)(91,92) = (914, (91), 9295) »

-1
Neutral element is (e1, e2) and the inverse of (g1,g2) is (g1,92) " = ([aq_l (gl)] ,g;l) ]
92
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We now turn to the contraction of the Poincaré group towards the Galileo one. The latter is the relativity group
of classical mechanics. This group is constituted by the spacetime translations (corresponding to the four generators
pu, with p = 0,1,2,3), the space rotations (three generators denoted here by r,., with i,k = 1,2,3 (note that
T, = —T;)), and the inertial transformations (three generators denoted here by b;). Thus, the Galileo group also
admits ten infinitesimal generators.

The contraction of the Poincaré group algebra towards the Galileo one is obtained by adjusting r;,, = j,, and
b, = ¢ 1j,;. In this case, the parameter ¢, interpreted as the speed of light, represents the contraction parameter.
When ¢ — oo, the Lie algebra of the Poincaré group, given above, turns into:

i, bl = ¢ s dow] = ¢ (Mdos — Mandor) = Mrbi — Mirby (10.9)
b5, br] = ¢ 2[gs dox] = —¢ 2ja = —¢*ry, = 0, (10.10)
[bis pul = 071[j0i>1’u] =c! (m”-po - mopi) —0, (10.11)

with the following unchanged commutation relations:

[P;upu] =0, and [Tk Tim] = *(ﬁurkm T e Tit = Mim Tkl — nklrim) ) (10.12)

where the indices i,k,l,m = 1,2,3 and pu,v = 0,1,2,3. These commutation relations form the Lie algebra of the
Galileo group. [Considering the latter set of commutation relations, it is useful here to make the link with the angular
momentum components, for instance, by defining ¢; = 7, where (i, k) is even permutation of (1,2,3), so that,
16:,6;] = £,

R ]

10.2.2. Contraction of the dSs group — the Newton group — the Galileo group

The contraction of the dS; group algebra with respect to the infinitesimal generators of the time-translation and
rotation subgroups leads to the algebra of the Newton group [72] (see also Refs. [74}[75]). Technically, this contraction
is performed by adjusting pf = cR™ Ky, p; = R~ Ku;, 1), = Kir,, and finally b; = ¢~ Ky;, where i,k = 1,2, 3, while
c and R, again, refer to the speed of light and the radius of M y, respectively. In this case, ¢ and R play the role of
contraction parameters. Letting ¢, R — oo, while 7, = R/c remains unchanged,® we get:

[rias bi) = ¢ K, Koi] = C_l(nleOi - nichOl> = Mb; — Mgy, (10.13)
[P, Pi] = cR?[Kuo, Kui] = cR™*Ko; — 7, %b; (10.14)

[ph,b;] = R™'[Kuo, Koi] = R~ Kui — pf, (10.15)

[P}, ph] = R [Kui, Kap) = R Ky, — 0, (10.16)

[bi, bi] = ¢ ?[Koi, Kox] = —¢ Ky — 0, (10.17)

[P}, 0x] = ¢ 'R [Kys, Kok = —¢ ' R™1n; Kao = 0, (10.18)

with the following unchanged commutation relations:

[Pites Tom) = = (Mt hem + M it = i Tkt — T Tim) » (10.19)

where the indices i, k,I,m = 1,2,3. The above commutation relations characterize the Newton group algebra. Finally,
one can check that letting 7, — oo in the above commutation relations immediately yields those of the Galileo algebra.

38 Note that the reason for this naming convention, strictly speaking, for the subscript ‘a’ in 7,, will be clarified in the next section.
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11. DS, LIE ALGEBRA AND CLASSICAL PHASE SPACES

Quite analogous to the 1 + 1-dimensional case (see subsection , dS, elementary systems on the classical level
can be understood along the traditional phase-space approach, well established through the notion of the orbits of
the Sp(2,2) co-adjoint action [20 21]; such orbits are symplectic manifolds, and each of them, carrying a natural
Sp(2, 2)-invariant (Liouville) measure, is a homogeneous space homeomorphic to an even-dimensional group coset
Sp(2,2)/S, where S is the stabilizer subgroup of some orbit point. Of course, one must notice that, since Sp(2,2) is
a simple group, its adjoint action on the Lie algebra sp(2,2) would be equivalent to its co-adjoint action on the dual
(defined as a vector space through the nondegenerate Killing form) of sp(2,2) [20] 21].

Here, it is worthwhile noting that:

e The dS; Lie algebra sp(2,2) (in quaternionic notations, with the quaternionic basis {1 = 1s,e, =
(=1 *ligy; k = 1,2,3}, where o’s refer to the Pauli matrices) can be realized by the linear span of the
infinitesimal generators X, X,, Y, and Z,, respectively, given in Eqs. (9.10), (9.11)), (9.12), and (9.13):3°

ko ik 0 k
_ k " 0 k _ ((@"+j%)e, d’1+dYe;
sp(2,2) = {Qa Xy +2)°Y +2d° Xy + 2472, = <d01 “dFe,, (—a* + jF)e,
=(1)
_ (v d ) ke o0 gk
= (d* ﬁ(’”)> ;at, gt d,d ER}, (11.1)

where d, ﬁ'(l), i"” e H (ﬁ(l) and i") are pure vector quaternions).*? It follows that the sp(2, 2) algebra, specified
by the (ten) free real parameters ak, j*.d°, and d* (k = 1,2, 3), is in one-to-one correspondence with R1? (again,
by abuse of notation, let us say sp(2,2) ~ R19). Taking a*,j*,d°, and d* (k = 1,2,3) as cartesian coordinates
on the dual of sp(2,2) (again, the Lie algebra of a simple (generally, semi-simple) Lie group is isomorphic to its
dual), their Poisson brackets (see subsection footnote 13) are given directly by the commutation relations
(19.14) among the corresponding Lie algebra generators:

{im "} = €™ 5,
™ am}y = Emny a,
{a™,a"} = g™y ",
{mdary = emmed-,
{am,d"} = M d,
{am,d"} = —&m j*,
{d°am} = —a™,
{d°d"} = —a™,
{d°,j"} =0, (11.2)
where m,n,k = 1,2,3 and again £™" is the three-dimensional totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol.
e The adjoint action of the Sp(2,2) group on its Lie algebra sp(2,2) is defined by:
g €5p(2,2), X €5p(2,2); Ady(X) = gXg " (11.3)

Below, we will briefly discuss four (related) families of (co-)adjoint orbits and their phase-space interpretations.

39 Here, for future use and by referring to the commutation relations (9.14), we would like to highlight the fact that the space-rotation

generators Y, (k = 1,2, 3) constitute a subalgebra of sp(2, 2) (more accurately, of the Lorentz subalgebra of sp(2,2)), which is isomorphic
to su(2), and which commutes with the time-translations generator X,. Moreover, referring to the subsubsection we would like
to recall that the Lorentz subalgebra of sp(2,2), containing the aforementioned su(2), remains intact during the Poincaré contraction
limit. [In other words, the Lie algebra of the subgroup SOq(1,3) (or SL(2, C)) is recognized as the Lorentz subalgebra in both Poincaré
and dSy relativities.] This directly implies that the mentioned su(2) subalgebra exactly coincides with the su(2) (rotations) subalgebra
of the Lorentz one in the context of Poincaré relativity. Just in passing and as a final remark, we also would like to add that the latter
su(2) gives sense to the notion of spin in (quantum) Poincaré elementary systems. We will come back to these important facts in the
sequel.

40 Note that the reason for this naming convention, strictly speaking, for the superscripts ‘(1)’ and ‘(r)’ in d® and 8", is to make a
connection with the discussions that will be given in the next section.
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11.1. Phase space for scalar “massive” /“massless” elementary systems in dS, spacetime

We study here a particular family of (co-)adjoint orbits of the sp(2,2) algebra, each being related to the transport

(1) (1) , with a given 0 < k < oo, under the (co-)adjoint action (11.3). In this case, the
subgroup stabilizing the element 2xX is made up with the space-rotations and time-translations subgroups appeared
in the space-time-Lorentz decomposition of Sp(2,2) (see subsection [9.1]):

. _ (v O 1cosh ¥ lsinh% )
S= {g <O v> (1sinh’2% 1 cosh g> ; veSu2), ¢y e R} ~ SU(2) x SOp(1,1). (11.4)

of the element 26X, = K

This family of the (co-)adjoint orbits therefore can be identified by the group coset O(2kX,) ~ Sp(2,2)/(SU(2) x

SOo(1, 1)) The latter in turn, with respect to the space-time-Lorentz decomposition of Sp(2,2), can be realized
by applying the space-translations and Lorentz-boosts subgroups to transport the element 2xX, under the effective

(co-)adjoint action (11.3). Let:

¢ Gsinh¥
{space translations x Lorentz boosts} = { (W 0 ) < 1 cosh usinh

0 w* —fisinh% 1 cosh ip) 5 W,ﬁ S SU(Q), [%2) S R}

= {sw) b )}, (11.5)
then, according to the (co-)adjoint action (11.3]), we have:

Ady(26Xg) = s(w) b, ) (26, ) b (2,6 57 (w)
P w? P z .
<p0vl‘),2* _£g*ﬁw2) = (por;* —}Z?(if)'z) = K(va)v (11~6)

1/2
where p = kwuw* sinh ¢ is a pure vector quaternion and pg = kcoshy = (52 + |ﬁ‘2> . This parametrization

makes clear the topological nature S* x R® = {X(z,p) ; z € SU(2) ~ S*, p ~ R3} of the (6-dimensional) (co-)adjoint
orbits O(2kX,). Note that the invariant measure on O(2xX)’s, in terms of the coordinates (z, p), reads [76]:

du(z,B) = dp(z) 4°p, (11.7)

where du(z) is the O(4)-invariant measure on S®.
Now, we turn to the phase-space interpretation of the above construction. First of all, for the sake of reasoning, let
us identify the generic element X(z, p) of the (co-)adjoint orbits O(2kX ), as a member of the sp(2,2) Lie algebra

(sce Eq. (ILI)), by:

p Pboz = ﬁ(l) = (Oaa"i'_z?) d= (dO,J) B ) (118)
poz* —z*Ppz d* = (d° —d) &7 =(0,-a+j)

[Above, we have used the scalar-vector representation of the quaternionic components introduced in Eq. (11.1).]

With respect to the relations that hold between the components of the (co-)adjoint generic element X (z, p), it is quite

straightforward to show that d*i = —i(”d* and |d|2 - |f1’(l)|2 = k2. These identities respectively result in the

following conditions:

Il
.
X
QL
—
S
&y
Il
o
Il
.
Q
=

K2 = ()’ +d-d—a-a—j-j, (11.9)

where the symbols ‘> and x’ respectively refer to the Euclidean inner product and the cross product in R3. The very
point to be noticed here is that, due to the conditions between d, 57 d°, and d_; the number of degrees of freedom
in (the dual of) sp(2,2) ~ R0 reduces from 10 to 6, which is exactly the degrees of freedom on each O(2kX ) (that is
where we began from). Hence, although one may still find other relations between the components fi(l)7 ﬁ'(r), d, and
d* of the (co-)adjoint generic element X(z,P), for instance, from det(X(z,Pp)) = x* (the (co-)adjoint action (11.3)
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is determinant-preserving), they will ultimately result in the same conditions as (11.9). In this sense, we argue that
the conditions ([11.9)) precisely characterize the aforementioned family of (co-)adjoint orbits O(2kX)) in (the dual of)
5p(2,2) ~ RW0:

026X ) = {(a,j,do, Vi i=—dxd k=2 +d-d—a- afj‘-f} . (11.10)

Interestingly, for a given &, recognizing the (co-)adjoint orbit O(2kX ) as the phase space of a scalar dS, elementary
system, the conditions (11.9)) can be interpreted as the conservation laws for the system. To make the point clear, we
invoke the universal length R, as the radius of curvature of the dS4 hyperboloid M p, the universal speed of light c,

and a “mass”*! m. Technically, they allow to associate with the variables (@, d°, d_j proper physical dimensions:
. P 0 L . q
=K — d=r — d=kr = 11.11
=R e " ez "R ( )
with k = mc?. The conditions (11.9) then read:
f:mE—ch, with fzq"xﬁ,
. m2ct m2cS - -
0 = E4+E2(—m2c4—c2(p-ﬁ)+ 72 (q-q‘)) - = (L-1). (11.12)

At the Poincaré contraction limit R — oo (see subsubsection [10.2.1)), the above dS, construction coincides with the
mass shell hyperboloid:

E? — A(5-p) = m3c*, (11.13)

which describes the co-adjoint orbits of massive scalar elementary systems in Poincaré relativity [77]. On the other
hand, at the Newton contraction limit ¢, R — oo, 7, = R/c being fixed (see section [10.2.2), this dS, construction
leads to:

1 m

1 m 1
Jo— (7 7.5 — (g ) 7(7 5.5 —
me” 4 (5, 0P =550 D) + 505 (5, 0P — 55

2 1
(q-d')) +0<;2), (11.14)
which exhibits the energy of a system constituted by a relativistic free particle (with the rest energy mc?) and an
anti-harmonic oscillator with time constant 7, arising from the dS, curvature.
We end our discussions in this subsection by pointing out that:

e The phase space for dS, “massless” scalar particles, quite similar to what we have mentioned in 1+ 1 dimension
(see subsection [4.2), can be realized by the “massless” limit (x — 0) of the “massive” (co-)adjoint orbits (T1.10).

e There is a bit tricky realization of two other (equivalent) families of (co-)adjoint orbits in the sp(2,2) algebra,
which can also be extracted from the generic element X (z,p). To see the point, having in mind (respectively,
the first and second columns of) the matrix exhibition of X (z,p) given in Eqs. (11.6) and (11.8), let:

a=a"(a) " = 5 (")

= kwiw* sinhp (kw?* cosh ) !
= wiuwtanhp, (11.15)

and:

q=d (ﬁ(r)) = Doz (—z"f)'z)f1
= kw?coshy (— kw*liwsinh cp)fl
= wuwcothe. (11.16)

41 Readers should notice that the name “mass” is purely formal here; for a comprehensive discussion on the notion of mass in dSy relativity,
one can refer to part m
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Independent of the values of k, these two identities respectively characterize the unit-ball B and its exterior, as
two families of (co-)adjoint orbits, in the sp(2,2) algebra (since q and q, as two general quaternions, respectively
verify |gq| < 1 and |q| > 1). Now, to get a more explicit realization of these orbits, let 2x(Z5 + €Y ,) =
€ey €3
—e3 €eg
0 as the origin of the unit-ball B and g, = es(ce;) ' &~ oo as the origin of its exterior. One can check that the
maximal compact subgroup of Sp(2,2):

S= {g: (g 3) (E" vf*) v, W e SU(Q)} ~ SU(2) x SU(2), (11.17)

stabilizes these origins simultaneously, namely:

€ O(2kX,), with e & 0,*? determine their origins; accordingly, we have indeed q., = ces(—e3) ™ &

7
-1 _ vwee,wrvr  vwegwv* \ _ (A (v,w)  d(v,w)
S(v.w) (26(2Z; +€Yy)) STH v, w) = & (_Vw*egw*v* vwrcomnyt) = ar o) 500v )

= q(v,w) =" (v,w) (d* (v, vv))_1 ~0,

= §(v,w) =d(v,w) (8" (v,w)) " ~oco. (11.18)
In this sense, the unit-ball B and its exterior can be referred to as two equivalent families of (co-)adjoint orbits
in the sp(2,2) algebra, since both are identified by the (same) group coset Sp(2,2)/(SU(2) x SU(2)). [Note that
these two equivalent families of (co-)adjoint orbits come to fore when we get involved with the scalar discrete

series representations of the dS4 group in subsection M] The invariant measure on the unit-ball B is given
by [24]:

(1= lal?)"dp(a). (11.19)

Finally, readers who find it interesting to compare the above results with the AdS, case are referred to Refs. [78][79].

2

11.2. Phase space for “spin” “massive” elementary systems in dS; spacetime

In this subsection, taking steps parallel to those pointed out above, we go a bit further and study another family
of (co-)adjoint orbits of the sp(2,2) algebra, each being related to the transport of the element v2x(X, + Y;) =

V252 (el3 e1>’ again with a given 0 < kK < oo, under the (co-)adjoint action (11.3). In this case, the stabilizer
3

subgroup is:

vy O lcosh® 1sinh 2 -
= = : = y,1 1 R} ~U(1 1,1 11.2
. {g (0 V3> <1Sinh1§ 1cosh% v ( U—/—’Zl il ) cUl). e U{1) x500(L,1), { 0

v,,v3ER

(v3)*+(v3)?=1

and hence, this family of the (co-)adjoint orbits can be identified with the group coset O(V2k(X, + Y3)) ~
Sp(2,2)/(U(1) x SOg(1,1)). An explicit realization of the latter can be achieved by considering the transportation of

42 Here, considering the two identities (given above Eq. ) which characterize the generic element X(z,B) ( € O(26X,)), we must
ceax  e3
—e3 cex
approximately verify the second one. Therefore, the chosen point is not exactly located in the orbit O(2xkX), but it is infinitely close

) € 0(2kX,).

underline that the components of the chosen point ( ) literarily verify the first identity and, for an infinitesimally small ¢,

cey es3

to the orbit such that, by abuse of notation, we can yet say k ( or co
—e3 ee2



44

the element v/2k(X, + Y,) under the action lj when g involved in the action belongs to:

o\ . w 0 lcosh? dsinh &) (Vg 0
{§(W) b(gp,u)[(vz)} o {(0 w*) (—ﬁsinhQ‘g 1cosh% 0 vy !

w,d € SU(2), vy (=vjl+vie; +vpe2) €SU2)/U(L) ~S? ¢ € R} , (11.21)
vfuvl,vzeR

(V3)2+(v1) 2 +(v5)?=1

based upon which, we obtain:

Ady (VBR(Xq +Y3)) = s(w) ble, @) £'(vy) (VER(Xy +Y3)) £ (v) b, 0) 57 ()

ol
=
z
£
&
+

L
<
z
£
s
=
=
s
+
=
(=)
<
z
£
AR
N—
<

= X(2,5.9), (11.22)

where: (i) like the previous subsection, p(w,u, ) ( = f)’) = xkwiw* sinh ¢ and po(p) ( = po) = kcoshp, (ii)
P (¥, w, 1, ) ( = f)") = KW(\_f cosh? £+ uvd sinh? %)W* is a pure vector quaternion, while Vv = v$e3v§ as a pure
vector quaternion belongs to SU(2), strictly speaking, to the group coset SU(2)/U(1) homeomorphic to S?, and finally
(iii) ph(V, w,d,¢) ( = py) = kw(iv — vi)w* sinh £ cosh £. [Here, since the generic element has a rather
complicated form, it is perhaps worthwhile reviewing how we claim that the parameters (z, P, V) cover the whole
degrees of freedom of the orbit, or in other words, how they constitute a system of global coordinates for the orbit.
At first glance, the generic element , possessing 8 degrees of freedom, is characterized by the parameters
w (3 degrees of freedom), U (2 degrees), ¢ (1 degree), and finally V (2 degrees). In the alternative exhibition
X(z,P, V) instead, the coordinate z covers the 3 degrees of freedom of w, p subsequently gives the 2 + 1 degrees of
freedom carried by 4 and ¢, and eventually the remaining 2 degrees of freedom carried by v are covered by ¥ itself.]
According to this parametrization, the topological nature of the (8-dimensional) (co-)adjoint orbits O (v2k(Xy+Y3))
is S* x R¥x §? = {X(2,p,V); z€ SU(2) ~S?, p~R3, veSU2)/U(1) ~ S*}. Note that the invariant measure on
O(ﬂ/{(&o + Z3))’s, in terms of the coordinates (z, p, V), is given by:

du(z, B, ¥) = du(z) d°p d/ (V) (11.23)

where du(z) and dy/(¥) are the invariant measures on S* and S2, respectively.
Now, let us identify the generic element (11.22) of the (co-)adjoint orbits O(v2k(X, + Y3)), as a member of the
sp(2,2) Lie algebra (see Eq. (11.1)), by:

v2 ( B+ (p )z ) _ (8 =0a+))  d=@d) | (11.24)
2 \z*(py —ph) 2*(-P+P)z d* = (d°,—d) &7 =(0,—d+))

Trivially, there must be two independent conditions between a, f, d°, and J: to reduce the number of degrees of freedom
in (the dual of) sp(2,2) ~ R from 10 to 8, i.e., to the degrees of freedom on each O(v2r(X, + Y3)). The first

—

condition is issued from the relation |n(l) |2 + ’ﬁ(r) ‘2 = 2’d|27 that holds between the components of the (co-)adjoint
generic element, and the other from the fact that the (co-)adjoint action ((11.3) is determinant-preserving. These
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conditions respectively read:

KQ — |d|2
[d]>  [d[* d
- . 1
= () +d-d-d- di+j j+0|—-s—]. (11.25)
(d)2 +d-d

Then, the aforementioned family of (co-)adjoint orbits O (v/2k(X, 4+ Y3)) in (the dual of) sp(2,2) ~ R is identified
by:

O(V2K(Xy +Ys)) = {(a:f,do, ;0= (P +dd-ddj-j
- = - - 1
kK2 = () +d-d—da-a+j-j+0| ——=—]| ¢. (11.26)
(d°)2+d-d
Proceeding as before, by taking into account the universal length R, the universal speed of light ¢, and a mass m

as:

., . . B B . )
d’:/@%, j:n&l, d’ =k kL with /@:%, (11.27)

= s

mc2’

the (co-)adjoint orbit O(ﬂn(g o +Y3)) can be interpreted as the phase space of a “spin” “massive” dSy elementary
system. Subsequently, the conditions (11.25)), reading as:

B2 2 m2ch m2c .

0 = ﬁ_ﬁ(ﬁm—’— R4 (ga_E2R4(fl)a
2 4 2.6 _ 1
2 = B2 )+ (@ D+ e ([ N+ O | ————— 11.28
m-c C(p ﬁ)"’ R2 (q ®+E2R2( )+ E2+%((j(j’) ) ( )

can be interpreted as the conservation laws for the system.

The very point to be noticed here is that, quite contrary to the dS, scalar “massive” (co-)adjoint orbits for which
taking the “massless” limit (k — 0) yields their “massless” counterpart, for the “spin” “massive” cases such a
procedure does not hold true; their “massless” limit does not lead to the corresponding “spin” “massless” (co-)adjoint
orbit. Finding the latter is our task in the coming subsection.

11.3. Phase space for “spin” (or helicity) “massless” elementary systems in dS, spacetime

Eventually, we come to a brief study of the last (related) family of (co-)adjoint orbits of the sp(2,2) algebra, which

g 803) under the (co-)adjoint action (11.3]); note that
det(Y 3 — X5) = 0. Having the Cartan decomposition of the Sp(2,2) group in mind (see subsection [9.2)), the stabilizer

subgroup of this element is:

is relevant to the transport of the element (Y5 — X3) = (

S= {g = <3 ‘?3> ;ueSUQ2), vy (= vyl +uges ) € U(l)} ~ SU(2) x U(1), (11.29)

vy,v3 ER

(v4)?+(vg)?=1

and subsequently, the (co-)adjoint orbit O(Y 3 — X3), homeomorphic to the group coset Sp(2, 2)/(SU(2) X U(l)), can
be realized by considering the transportation of the element (Y3 — X3) under the action (11.3)), when g involved in
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this action belongs to:

{B(Q) E’(V;;)} = {(1 ~|q?)7? (ql* ?) ((1) v03> ; g€ B (that is, [q| < 1),

vy (= vil+vie1 +vye5) € SU(2)/U(1) ~ 82} .(11.30)
v),01,05ER

(VD)% +(91)* +(v5)?=1

Accordingly, we have:

= (1—laf)” ( ava® q~v> X(q,¥), (11.31)

—vq* v

Ady(Yy = X3) = pla) B'(vy) (Yo - Xs) K 7' (vy) p (@)

where, again, the pure vector quaternion v zegv € SU(2)/U(1 ) ~ S2. The topological nature of the (6-

dimensional) (co-)adjoint orbit O(Y3 — X4) then is B x S = {X(q,V) ; q € B, Vv ~ §?}. The corresponding
invariant measure, in terms of the coordinates (q, V), reads:

du(q,¥) = (1—|af?) "du(q) d'(¥) (11.32)

where dyu/(V) is the invariant measure on S2.
Now, let us identify the generic element X (q, V) of the (co-)adjoint orbit O(Y; — X3), as a member of the sp(2, 2)

Lie algebra (see Eq. (11.1))), by:

N S i — 0.6+ 7 d:(docf)
Ll (—ava qy) _ (87 =(0.d+)) ) ) 11.33

In this case, there are four independent conditions between a, f, d°, and cf, which reduce the number of degrees of
freedom in (the dual of) sp(2,2) ~ RY from 10 to 6, i.e., to the degrees of freedom on O(Y 53 — X3). The first three
conditions are issued from the relation 8" = d* (ﬁ(l)) d, and fourth one from |n(l)|}ﬁ(r)| = |d|2; other possible
relations between the components of the (co-)adjoint generic element X (q, V), for instance, the one that obtains from
det (K (q, \7)) =0, do not lead to any new condition (see the relevant argument in subsection . On this basis, we
get the following conditions:

-,

= ird 7 7 7 7 (5+j)
a—j = (d(d)+ (d")? —2d°(dx) +d x (dx)) ——s—=—
( ) (@+7)-(@+j)’
0= ((@)?+d-d)*—@-a+7-7)° +4@ . (11.34)
Then, in (the dual of) sp(2,2) ~ R1? the (co-)adjoint orbit O(Y 4 — X ;) reads:
o 2 (ma L (@+7
O(Zg—ig) = (a,] d d) sa—] = (d)+(d0)2—2d0(dx)—|—dx (d><) s o =
( )(aﬂ)'(aﬂ)
0 = (@) +d-d)°—(@-a+7-7) +4@- 5. (11.35)
Again, considering the universal length R, the universal speed of light ¢, and a mass*® m:
o P 2 c 0 E 7 q
N = —] = = d= = 11.
““ e 7T ERD me2’ R’ (11.36)

43 The phrase “mass”, that used here, may cause confusion. It is indeed an invariant parameter with “mass” dimension. We will revisit
this ambiguous notion in Part m
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the (co-)adjoint orbit O(Y 3 — X.) can be interpreted as the phase space of a “spin” “massless” dS; elementary
system,** while the conditions (11.34]), interpreted as the conservation laws for the system, take the forms:

. . 7/ q EN _E (¢ 7 ] me + Erl
e R = (é (7))~ () + 7> Gf)) (T,iéaf)f:;m’

E2 1, )\ 1 R 4 o
0= (atm@9) ~(Geal Pt mp)) ¥ pEree (11.37)

~—

12. UIR’S OF THE DS; GROUP AND QUANTUM VERSION OF DS; MOTIONS

Quantum counterparts of the classical phase spaces of dS, elementary systems correspond in a biunivocal way to
the UIR’s of the dS4 group Sp(2,2) (see section. Technically, on the quantum level, the associated (ten) dS, Killing
vectors are represented by (essentially) self-adjoint operators in the Hilbert space of (spinor-)tensor valued functions,
square integrable according to some invariant inner product of Klein-Gordon type (or else) on M p (or on the phase
spaces given in the previous section). In the first case, these representations read as:

KAB = LAB = MAB + SABa AaB = 07172a374a (121)

where the orbital part is given by Mg = —i(z490p — x5J4) and the spinorial part Ssp acts on indices of the given
(spinor-)tensor valued functions in a certain permutational way. These operators obey the usual commutation rules
of the sp(2,2) algebra:

[Lag,Lepl = —=i(nacLpp +nepLlac —napLpe —scLlap) - (12.2)

In this context, there are two Casimir operators:

1
Q(l) = —§LABLAB (quadratic) s (123)

Q¥ = —w, w4 (quartic) , (12.4)

where the Wy's, as the dS, counterparts of the Pauli-Lubanski operators (see appendix , are given by:

1
Wi = fgé'ABCDELBCLDE. (12.5)

Here, £E4pcpg is the five-dimensional totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol. The operators W, transform like
vectors:

[Lag, We] =i(npeWa —n14cWa) - (12.6)
Particularly, one can show that:
Wy = i[Wo, Lo], A=1,2,3,4. (12.7)
Moreover, they obey the following commutation rules:
(Wa, W] = —i€apepeW L P (12.8)

Here, it must be reminded that the introduced Casimir operators commute with all generator representatives L 4 ;
they act like constants on all states in a given dS4 UIR. Accordingly, their eigenvalues are used in a well-defined way
to categorize the dS4 UIR’s [25]. Below, we give the gist of this procedure.

44 The point based upon which we refer to (11.35) as the dS4 “spin” “massless” (co-)adjoint orbit will be clarified later, when we consider
the notions given in subsections and [14.3]
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We begin by pointing out that Wy shows the difference of two commuting su(2)-Casimirs. This operator at first
glance reads as:

Wo = —(L12Lss + LosLys + L3y Los) = —=J - A, (12.9)

where J = (Lo, L31, L12)* and A = (L4, Log, L34)® (again, the superscript ‘t’ denotes transposition) constitute a
basis for the maximal compact subalgebra so(4) (see the first three commutation relations in (11.2))):

(3:, ;] = i&,% Iy, (3, Aj] = i&,% Ay, (A, Aj] =i&;" I, (12.10)

where, again, £;" (i,7,k = 1,2,3) is the three-dimensional totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol. On the other
hand, the two commuting families of generators of the su(2) algebra are:

1 1
N©) = S(A+J), N = S(A-J), (12.11)

with:
NN =gt NP NN ) — et NG (12.12)

Accordingly, as already mentioned, one can rewrite Wy as the difference of two commuting su(2)-Casimirs:
Wo=-J-A=-A-J=(ND)”_ (N®)?, (12.13)

The spectrum of Wy, as an operator on a direct sum of the SU(2) UIR’s, is therefore made of the numbers j;(j; +
1) = jr(Jr + 1), with j;, j» € N/2. On this basis, a complete classification of the set of dS4 UIR’s [25] is accomplished
with respect to the following property. Let the map Sp(2,2) 3 g — U(g) € Aut(H) determine a UIR of the dSy
group Sp(2,2) acting in a Hilbert space H (the symbol ‘Aut(H)’ stands for the set of all automorphism of ). The
restriction to K ~ SU(2) x SU(2), as the maximal compact subgroup of Sp(2,2), then would be quite reducible:

H =& jery Hjvger  Mjg, ~CHTx Crtt (12.14)

where 'y C N/2 x N/2 stands for the set of pairs (j;, j,) in such a way that the UIR D7t ® D’ of the maximal compact
subgroup K appears once and only once in the reduction of the restriction U ’ - I Ref. [25], Dixmier defines p € N/2

as the infimum (greatest lower bound) of the set of j; + j,:4°

p=_inf  (i+J). (12.15)
(Ji,Jr)ETU.

45 Note that the parameter p by construction is the natural candidate for carrying the notion of spin in dSy relativity. Below, we clarify
this point in two steps:

e First, we briefly recall the construction of the representations of J;’s (with ¢ = 1,2,3), which constitute a basis for the shared
su(2) subalgebra (of the shared Lorentz subalgebra) in both dS4 and Poincaré relativities (see section footnote 39). [Again,
this su(2) subalgebra gives sense to the notion of spin in Poincaré relativity.] Technically, following the approach familiar from
the standard quantum mechanics texts, we define J+ = J; £ iJ2 so that the first set of the commutation relations in
become [J3,J+] = £J+ and [J4,J_] = 2J3. These generators are supposed to be represented by some linear transformations
Js — T(J3) and J+ — T'(J+) (the so-called raising/lowering operators), which act on some vector space V. To construct this
space, we begin from a highest weight vector |v;), and define the actions of T'(J3) and the raising operator T'(J 1) on it respectively
by T'(J3)|vj) = jlv;) and T(J4)|vj) = 0, where j € N/2 is the corresponding highest weight (or the spin parameter in the
context of Poincaré relativity). Subsequently, by applying the lowering operator T'(J_) on the highest weight vector |v;) repeatedly
(T™(J-)|vs) o |vj—n), with 0 < n < 2j), we will get all other (relevant) 2j + 1 weight vectors |v;), ... ,|v—;) of V. [The latter
actually consists of all linear combinations of the |v)’s.]

e Second, we draw attention to the definitions given in , based upon which we get J; = NEL) - NER) (with ¢ = 1,2,3).
Then, defining N = N £iN{" and N{¥ = N{® £iNJ® | we have I, = N - N Interestingly, the linearity of the
transformations 7" allows us to write 7'(J)’s in terms of T(N(L))’s and T(N(R>)’s, ie,T(J) = T(N<L)) —T(N<R)). The point to be
noticed here is that T(N(L))’s (like T'(J)’s) form the left-handed representations of SU(2), while T(N(R>)’s form the right-handed
ones. Actually, the definitions for Ng[L) and N(iR) are given above in such a way that is consistent with this very point; T(N(iL))
and T (NEER)) are the raising/lowerng operators in the respective representations. We now turn back to an aforementioned identity,
which in this new context reads as T'(J4)|v;) = ( T(N(f)) — T(N&R)) )|v;) = 0. Since the actions of T(NEFM) and T(N£R>) on
any |[v) € V generally result in two different weight vectors in V/, the latter identity holds if and only if the highest weight vector
|v;) (of T'(J)’s) is considered respectively as a highest weight vector for the left-handed representations T(N(L)) and as a lowest
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Moreover, he defines qg € Z/2 and ¢, € Z/2, respectively, as:

go= min_ (jr—g), @a= max (j—7j). (12.16)
(Ji,3r)€TU. (Jr,gr)ETL
Jitir=p Jit+ir=p

The generic case for pairs (ji,jr) is shown in FIG. 2| where the half-lines A,, Ag, A1 delimit the allowed values of
these pairs in the quadrant {j, > 0,j; > 0}, and g9 < ¢ < ¢1 in the case of the discrete series described below. Hence,
the following exhaustive possibilities for the set of UIR’s of the Sp(2,2) group in the discrete series and its lowest
limit (in the Dixmier notations [25]) hold:

e g1 =pand 0 < gy = q < p, characterizing elements of the discrete series, denoted by H;; g
® go = —p and 0 < —q1 = ¢ < p, characterizing elements of the discrete series, denoted by 11, .
® g0 = @1 = 0 = g, characterizing elements lying at the lower end of the discrete series, denoted by II,, g.

These cases are shown in FIG. 3| For the principal and complementary series denoted by Y, », o0 = g(1 — ¢), one still
has p € N/2, but now the parameter ¢ becomes real or complex and is constrained by —2 < o < —o0.

FIG. 2: Dixmier parameters (p, q) for classifying the unitary discrete dual of Sp(2,2) (a generic case for notations); the half-lines
Ay, Ao, Ay are defined by j» + ji = p, jr — Ji = qo, and j, — j; = q1, respectively.

weight vector for the right handed ones T(N(R>), that is, T(NS_L)) lvj) =0= T(N(_R))|'vj). Accordingly, by allocating j;, jr € N/2
as the respective highest weights to T(N<L))’s and T(N(R>)’s, we have T(NéL))\ij) = jilv;) and T(N:())R))|v]-> = —jr|v;). Now,
considering the action T'(J3)|v;) = (T(NéL)) - T(Ném) )|vj) = jlv;), the highest weight j can be clearly viewed as the infimum
(greatest lower bound) of the set of j; + jr, i.e., j = inf (j; + jr) = p (in the Dixmier notations).

In conclusion, as far as we are concerned with ‘meaningful dS4 representations from the Minkowskian point of view’, p = inf (j; + jr)

can be referred to as the parameter which carries the notion of spin in dS4 relativity. Supplementary information describing ‘meaningful
dSy4 ...” will be given in section
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FIG. 3: Dixmier parameters (p,q) for classifying the unitary dual of Sp(2,2); from left to right, the first and second figures
correspond, respectively, to the discrete series elements IT;f ; and II, ., the third figure to the remarkable (“degenerate”) series
1,0, with p = 1,2, ..., lying at the bottom of the discrete series, and finally the last one to the principal and complementary
series.

Below, following the seminal work by Dixmier [25], we will provide more details on these three series of the dSy
UIR’s.

12.1. Discrete series

As already pointed out, the dS4 UIR’s belonging to the discrete series (in the Dixmier notations) are symbolized
by Hzﬂ;q. In this case, the two Casimir operators are explicitly given by:

QW = (=pp+1) ~(g+1a-2))1, (12.17)

Q® = ( —p(p+1)alg — 1)) L. (12.18)
In this series, two distinguished categories of the UIR’s appear:

e The nonsquare-integrable scalar cases I, o, with p = 1,2, ...

e The spinorial cases Hiq, with p=1/2,1,3/2,...and g =p,p—1,...,1 or 1/2 (¢ > 0). Note that the representa-

tions determined by ¢ = 1/2, i.e., H;tl, are not square integrable.
2

Note that the symmetric cases H;'fp, with p > 0, correspond to the so-called massless representations with helicity

s = p. More details will be given in section

12.2. Principal series

The dS; UIR’s belonging to the principal series (in the Dixmier notations) are characterized by Qg’sy =

T p—s,0—=q(1—q), Where ¢ = % + iv. In this context, the parameter p possesses a spin meaning and the two Casimir
operators explicitly read:

QW = (—p(p+ 1) + (042 )]1 = (—s(s+ 1) + <i +u2>) 1, (12.19)
—(g+1)(¢—2)

QY = (p(p + 1)0)11 - (s(s +1) (i + 1/2)> 1. (12.20)

In this series, two distinguished categories of the UIR’s appear:
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e The integer spin principal cases, with v € R (i.e., o > i) and s =0,1,2,.

e The half-integer spin principal cases, with v € R — {0} (i.e., o > %) and s =1/2,3/2,... .
In both categories, the two sets of representations UPS and U E -, are equivalent. [Note that the parameter 7 = —% —iv
will also be used in the sequel. The aforementloned equlvalence then holds under 7 — —3 — 7.] Moreover, we should

point out that in the case v = 0 (or equivalently, 7 = —3/2), namely ¢ = 1/2, and for a given s = 1/2,3/2,5/2, ...,
the associated representation would be the direct sum of two UIR’s in the discrete series:

Uy = H+1 S, (12.21)

12.3. Complementary series

The UIR’s belonging to the complementary series are symbolized by U (;SV =T p—s,0—q(1—q), Where ¢ = % + v, for
which the parameter p has a spin meaning and the two Casimir operators explicitly read:

QW = (fp(er 1) + (0+2) )]1 = (s(s+ 1)+ <Z - u2>) 1, (12.22)
—(g+1)(¢—2)

QY = (p(p n 1)0)1 - <s(s +1) (le - 1/2)> L. (12.23)

[Note that, here too, another parameter will also be used in the sequel: 7 = —2 — 1] In this series, two distinguished

2
categories of the UIR’s appear:
e The scalar case Ug,, with v € R and 0 < [v] < 3/2 (namely, =2 < o < 1/4).

e The spinorial cases U, with v € R and 0 < |v| < 1/2 (namely, 0 < o < 1/4) and s = 1,2,3, ... .

=S8,V

In both categories, the two sets of representations UCS and U are equivalent (in other words, the equivalence

holds under 7 — —3 — 7).

12.4. Discussion: a natural fuzzyness of dS; spacetime

Here, having the above mathematical materials in mind, we would like to highlight in passing another appealing
characteristic of the dS; group structure relevant to the possibility of constructing a noncommutative spacetime*S.
Actually, considering W4’s (the dS4 counterparts of the Pauli-Lubanski operators introduced above), one can define
a noncommutative structure for dS, spacetime by substituting the classical variables 2 of the ambient Minkowski

spacetime R® with the suitably normalized operators W4, through the “fuzzy” variables 34

s 2 =1, (12.24)

where the (positive) real parameter [ is supposed to be of length dimension; in practice, for any given dS4 UIR char-
acterized by the parameters p and ¢, a specific [ has to be introduced (I =1, ;). Then, the following noncommutative
relation holds:

(24, #P) = —il&ABCPE §  Lpp. (12.25)

This identity tends to zero when [ does. On the other hand, the classical constraint —x AxA = R?, describing the dS,
hyperboloid of radius R in R®, is replaced in the fuzzy case by:

—i43% = ~Pp(p+1)g(g - 1), (12.26)

46 For noncommutative spacetimes, as one of the approaches to Planck scale physics, see Ref. [80] and references therein.
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which gives the identification:

R=1/—pp+1)qlg—1). (12.27)

Note that the parameter [, determining the dimensionality of the fuzzy variables, can be naturally interpreted as a
Compton length of the associated particle (corresponding to the given UIR). Such an interpretation entails various
interesting scenarios, the study of which is beyond the scope of this review. Hence, we end our brief introduction here
while for further discussion in this regard, we refer readers to Ref. [§1].

13. UIR’S OF THE DS; GROUP: GLOBAL REALIZATION

In this section, generally following the lines sketched in the seminal paper [24] by Takahashi, we review the global
realization of the Sp(2, 2) UIR’s. Technically, to make the mathematical details easier to grasp, we begin our discussion
with the scalar principal series UIR’s of Sp(2,2) (issued from the Iwasawa decomposition of the latter), which are
quite analogous to the principal series UIR’s of SU(1, 1) discussed in the previous part.

13.1. Principal series: scalar case
18.1.1. Hilbert space and representations

Let U, EST denote the scalar representation operators of the Sp(2,2) group, associated with the principal series, where
the subscript ‘0’ refers to the scalar case (with s = 0) and 7 is a complex number. The operators QOP’ST act in the

Hilbert space LZ(S?) as the space of all complex-valued functions f(z) on the unit-sphere S* (S? > z — f(z) € C),*"
which are infinitely differentiable in terms of z, and are square integrable with respect to:

(ot) = [ 1) ala) duta). (13.1)

where du(z) = sin? ¢ sin @ dydfde, with 0 < 9,0 < 7 and 0 < ¢ < 27, is the O(4)-invariant measure on S?. The
action of Qopi on the functions f(z) is given by:

Sp(2,2) 5 g = (2 2) L 1) o (U 0)f)(2) = I*b*Z+d*|27f(%)

= N(g,z) f(g~ ' oz), (13.2)

while, according to the Iwasawa decomposition of the Sp(2,2) group (see subsection , the following map holds:

S’3z — 2 =g 'oz=(a*z—c*)(-b*z+d*) ' €S°. (13.3)
[Again, the quaternionic components a, b, ¢, and d are presented in terms of the basis {1 =1s, e, = (—1)*toy; k=
1,2, 3}, where o;’s are the Pauli matrices.]
18.1.2. Condition for being unitary
The above representations are unitary if and only if 7 = —% —iv, with v € R. The proof, quite analogous to

what we have pointed out in the previous part, is based on the transformation of the differential du(z) under the

homographic action z — 2z’ = (az + b)(cz + d) !, when z and z’ belong to S* and g= <2c‘ 3) € Sp(2,2), that is:

du(z') = m du(z). (13.4)

47 Recall from the Iwasawa decomposition of Sp(2,2) that Sp(2,2)/B ~ K/M ~ S3 (see subsection.
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Then, for g € Sp(2,2) and z’ = g_l oz, we have:

U (9) 1, UL (9)fo) = / filg oz) IN(g,2)* folg™" o 2) du(z)

[ )| =brae a0 ) duta)
= U f) B T=— -, (13,5

which means that the representations U pST _s_,, are unitary. Considering the above, it is also quite clear that two
— 2

sets of representations U. bs 3 and UP®

0,r=—2—iv Y =8 r—— 2 4iv are unitary equivalent.

13.1.8.  Irreducibility and infinitesimal operators
In order to check the irreducibility of the representations U giii s_,, (¥ € R), an expression for the infinitesimal
T="73
operators of U 0.~ is required. Technically, to fulfill this requirement, we employ the following system of global
coordinates to describe any z = (2*,2) € SU(2) ~ S

z5 = cosv,

z' = sinysinfcos ¢,

z“ = sinysinfsing,

z° = sinycos, (13.6)
where 0 < 1,0 < 7 and 0 < ¢ < 2, for which du(z) = sin? ¢ sin 6 dipdfd¢. Now, let g(t) denote a one-parameter

subgroup (Wlth a parameter t) of the Sp(2 2) group. According to the Stone theorem [56], the associated infinitesimal
operator X is obtained by:

i0(UB (9(1) £(.6.9))

t=0

B Lov o o o¢'| 0
- [ ot b oawatt_oaa*att_oaqs}fwv@v@
where f(z) = f(¥,0,¢) and f(g~ ' oz) = f(z') = f(v',6',¢). Then, it follows that:
. . |ON(g,z) o' o oo o' 0
- [& T I Y T t_o%] | (13

Proceeding as above, while the one-parameter subgroups appeared in the space-time-Lorentz decomposition of
the Sp(2,2) group (see subsection [9.1) are taken into account, we now present the infinitesimal operators of the
representations Qopi. We begin with the subgroup of space rotations, spanned by the infinitesimal generators Y,

1
with k = 1,2,3 (see Eq. (9.12)); g, () = (‘;‘ ';) = exp(Yt) = (eXp(gek” exp(‘iek t)>. For k = 1, it yields:
2

(a*z — c*) = exp(3elt)z,
(-b*z+d*) = exp(ieft),
_ (=b*z +d*)*
(*b*Z‘Fd*) 1 = m = exp( e t) .

Accordingly, with respect to the coordinates (13.6) and the identity (B.4), the components of z’ = (a*z—c*)(—b*z+
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d*)~! are:
=2 = cost =cosip,
2P =21 = sinty'sin# cos¢’ = sinpsinbcos p,
2% = 2%sint 4 2% cost = siney’sin @’ sin ¢’ = (sin) cos §) sint + (sin ) sin @ sin ¢) cost
23 = 2% cost — z%sint = siny’ cos@ = (sineycosf)cost — (sin)sinfsin @) sint.

These equations allow to calculate the derivatives of ¥'(t),0'(t), ¢'(t), and N(g,,z) with respect to ¢:

oY’
=0
ot li=o ’
o0’ )
Bt limg =
o¢’'
O o = cotfcos o,
8N(gk:1,z) _
ot t=0
The associated infinitesimal operator then takes the form:
N 0 0
Y, = i(sinq’) 20 + cot 0 cos ¢ 872)) . (13.8)
Similarly, for £k = 2 and k = 3, we respectively obtain:
. 0 0
Y, = i(—cos¢%+cot95in¢ Biqb)’ (13.9)
. . 9
v, = 1<— 875)' (13.10)

The other infinitesimal operators associated with the scalar representations U, Ops are obtained in the same way.

They respectively read [76]: 7
e The infinitesimal operator of time translations:

oni(—Tcosw—l—Sinz/J %). (13.11)

e The infinitesimal operators of space translations:

Xl = i(fsin9cos¢%fcotwcosﬁcosqS%Jr% %), (13.12)
Xz = i(—sin@shub%—cotwcosﬂsingb%—w%), (13.13)
X, = i(—cos@%—&—cotipsinﬁ %) (13.14)
e The infinitesimal operators of boosts:
Z, = i(—TsinwsiHOCosd)—cos¢sin9cos¢ % _ wssiliczsqb % Smsi;ﬁ a%)’ (13.15)
Z, = i(— T sin ¢ sin fsin ¢ — cos 1) sin 0 sin ¢ % - ‘”Zﬁlis;n"j % _ Snf;% a%) 7 (13.16)
Z, = i(—Tsinwcosﬁ—coswCOSQ%—i—;TZ %) (13.17)
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One can check that the given infinitesimal operators verify the following commutation relations:
[XZ,XJ] = i&;" Y,
= i6;" X,
= igijk Kk ;
= i&;" Z,
= —id;; Xo,
= —i&;" ¥y,
= —iZ;,
= *iXi )

=0, (13.18)

where, again, 7,7,k = 1,2,3 and Sijk is the three-dimensional totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol. The above
infinitesimal operators demonstrate the orbital part of the sp(2,2) algebra. Actually, by defining:*8

My, = X, Moy = X, My; = &’ Xj , Moy = Zy, (13.19)
we explicitly get:
[Map, Mcp) = ~i(nacMpp +npMac = napMpc —pcMap), A, B=0,1,2,3,4. (13.20)

Note that Msp = —Mpa.

Quite analogous to the situation in the 1+ 1-dimensional case, the above operators cannot be defined on the whole
Hilbert space LZ(S*), since they are unbounded. Below, we will show that they are indeed essentially self-adjoint
operators on the common dense invariant subspace A ( C LA(S® )) made of all finite linear combinations of elements of
the orthonormal basis {|Lim)} = {Vrim(z)}, where Vi (2)’s, with (L,1,m) e NxNxZ,0< 1< Land -l <m <1,
are the hyperspherical harmonics on S? (for the eXplicit form of Yrim(2z)’s, see appendix @ Then, to check the
irreducibility of the corresponding representations ubs Uy, it is sufficient to show that A does not contain any nontrivial
subspace invariant for the given infinitesimal operators Considering the relations given in appendix [D] the actions of
the above infinitesimal operators on the basis {|LIm)}’s respectively read [70]:

e The actions of the space-rotation operators:

Y, |Lim) = i(sinqﬁ 50 +cot9cos¢—) |Lim)
. —%\/(l—i-m)(l—m-i-l) LLm — 1) — %\/(z S m D) [Lm+1),  (13.21)
Y, |Lim) = i(— cos ¢ % + cot @ sin ¢ —) |LIm;)
= —f\/H-m Y —m+1) |Ll,m—1)+ = \/l— Yl +m+1) [Ll,m+1),  (13.22)
Y, |Lim) = 1( 5 ¢) |Lim) = m |Lim) . (13.23)

48 An interesting point to be noticed here is that usually when we speak about the orbital part of the sp(2,2) algebra, we are thinking
about actions on the functions of the ambient space coordinates of the dS4 hyperboloid, but now we present the orbital part in terms
of functions on S3. The link between these two realizations, let us say, the spacetime and the S3 realizations, will be given in part
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e The action of the time-translation operator:
5 . . 0
X, | Llm) = 1( — 7cos? + sine %) |Lim)

_ i\/(L—l+1)(L+l+2) (=7 + L) |L+1,1m)

2 (L+1)(L+2)
i [(L+1+1)(L-1)
_2\/ T+ (T+L+2)|L—1,Im). (13.24)

e The actions of the space-translation operators:

X, |Lim) = i( —cosf % + cot ) sin 6 %) |Lim)

.\/(l—m+1)(L+l+2)(L—l)(l+m+1)

|L, 1+ 1,m)

- (20 +1)(20 + 3)
.\/(lm)(L+l+1)(Ll+1)(l+m)

- AT IL,l—1,m), (13.25)

X, |Lim) = ~i[X,, V4] | L) = §<\/ e e = -

+\/(Hm—1)(1+m)(L+z+1)(L—z+1)

@+ 1)@= 1) £l =1,m —1)

(tm+ D) +m+2)(L+1+2)(L—10)
+ 2+ 12 +3)

|L,l+1,m+1)

. I i fi—mrni—mi@ i+ (-1
(+m—1)(+m)L+1+1)(L—1+1)
+\/ @+ 12 1) [t =1,m = 1)
(+m+ 1) +m+2)(L+1+2)(L—1)
\/ 20+ 1)(20 +3) IE b+ 1,m 1)

(Il —m)(l —m—1)(L+1+1)(L—1+1)
_\/ @I+ 1)2—1) |Lvl—1am+1>>. (13.27)
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e The actions of the boost operators:

(=7 +1L) (I—m)(I+m)(L—-1+1)(L—-1+2)
Zg |Lim) = ilXo, Xy |Lim) = 2<_\/ LT +@+ -1 [E+hi-Lm

\/(l—m+1)(l+m+1)(L+l+2)(L+l+3)

(L+1)(L+2)(20 + 1)(20 +3) |L+1,l+17m>>

_i(T+L+2)<\/( L()U ML AL DD gy

2 L+1)(20+1)(20—1)

(I—m~+1)(+m+1)(L-1)(L-1-1)
_\/ L(L+ 1)(20+ 1)(20 + 3) IL—1,1+ 1,m>> . (13.28)

2 |Lim) = [, %] |Lim) = 1 L(\/ S e L= L =)

L JU=ma @ —m 2
(L+1D)(L+2)

L JEm A (Em 4 2) (L4 1+ 2)(L+1+3)
(L+1)(L +2)(20 + 1)(20 + 3)

L= m—m - DL -1 (14 2)
(L+1)(L+2)(20+ )2 —1)

(L+1+2)(L+1+3)
20+ 1)(21 + 3)

IL+1,l+1,m—1)

IL+1,0+1,m+1)

— |~ — ==

|L+1,ll,m+1>>

IL—1,0—1,m—1)

+T+L+2 (+m—-10+m)(L+1+1)(L+1)
4 L(L+1)(2l+1)(21—-1)

(=m)l=m—-1)(L+1+1)(L+1)
+\/ L(L+1)(2l+1)(20 — 1) |IL—1,l—1,m+1)

LU m ) m 4+ 2)(L (L1 1)
L(L+1)(20 + 1) (20 + 3)

L Umm D m e (@ - D(L -1 1)
L(L+1)(20 +1)(21 + 3)

IL—1,l+1,m+1)

IL—1,1+1,m— 1)) , (13.29)
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(=7 +1L) +m-100+m)(L—-1+1)(L—-1+2)
Z, |Lim) = i[Xy, X,] |Lim) = 4<\/ T+ DL +2)@+ D2 —1) IL+1,l—1,m—1)

— — 2)(L 2)(L
_\/(l m+1)(1 —m +2)( +l+ JL+1+3) |IL+1,14+1,m—1)

)

(L+1)(L +2)(20 + 1) (21 + 3)
)
(2l

l+m+1)({1+m+2 (L+l+2)(L+l+3)
(L+1D)(L+2)(2l+1)(21+3)

(L=m)(I—m—1)(L—l+1)(L—1+2)
+\/ CDlro@+n@—1  |[Frhi-tms 1>)

IL+1,0+1,m+1)

i(r+L+2)( [(+m=D(+m)(L+1+1)(L+1)

E (\/ LIL+1)2+1)(2 1) [L=1,l-1,m-1)
(l=m)(l=m—1)(L+1+1)(L+1)

_\/ L(L+1)(20+1)(20 1) IL-Li-1,m+1)

) IL—-1,14+1,m+1)

(I+m+1)(I+m+2)(L—I)(L—1-1
B L(L +1)(20 + 1)(20 + 3)

L f=mE DU —m+2) (L= DL —1-1)
L(L+1)(20 + 1)(20 + 3)

IL—1,04+1,m— 1>> . (13.30)

The above relations reveal that, on A C LC(S?’) the given infinitesimal operators of the scalar representations U0 _are
well defined (in the allowed ranges of parameters), and also that the common dense A is invariant, with no nontrivial
subspace invariant, under the actions of the aforementioned operators. The irreducibility of the given representations
then is proved.

18.1.4. Quantum Casimir operator

Having in mind the identities given in Eq. (13.19)), the corresponding (scalar) quadratic Casimir operator reads:*’

3 3 3
1 X ) % )
g ~5Maz MAE = X2 4 S 727 Y X E V- r(r+3)1, (13.31)

with 7 = —% —iv (v € R). Considering the above, and quite analogous to the discussion (subsequent to Eq. (6.36]))

given in the previous part, we here would like to draw attention to the fact that the functions f(z) € A, which identify
the (true) quantum states carrying the dS, scalar principal representations, are indeed eigenfunctions of the quadratic

Casimir operator Q(()l) for the eigenvalues (% + v2), namely, ( () -2+ VQ))f(Z) = 0. Again, this point (extended

to the whole three series of the dS4 UIR’s) will be employed m part when the spacetime realization of the dSy
UIR’s is considered, to present the “wave equations” of dS, elementary systems.

13.2. Principal series: general case

In a general case possessing spin s, the Hilbert space carrying the principal series UIR’s of Sp(2,2) is characterized
by LZ..;:(S?). The action of the representation operators UL, on the functions f(z) € LZ,...(S?) reads:

—z*b+d
| —z*b +d|

502239 = (3 a) ¢ 1) > (U2 @7) () = Ng.2) D ) faen),  (32)

49 Note that the quartic Casimir operator vanishes in this case.
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where the definitions of N(g,z) and g_l © z are precisely the same as those given in Eq. 1) and D*’s stand for
the 2s + 1-dimensional UIR’s of SU(2) (to see more on the SU(2) UIR’s, one can refer to appendix . Clearly, by

adjusting s = 0, the UIR’s (13.32)) coincide with the scalar ones ((13.2)).
13.1.3

Taking steps parallel to those pointed out in subsubsection one can check that the infinitesimal operators
L 4p of the UIR’s QESI', are constituted by an orbital part M4p, which is exactly the one already given in Eq. (13.19)),
and a spinorial part Sap (Lap = Map + Sap). These infinitesimal operators explicitly read:

Ly, = (Mag)Llogsr + Ji,

3
Los = (Moy)las *szjk,

k=1
Li; = (M) logy1 — & Jj
Low = (Mok)l2st1 + 240+ & 2T (13.33)
where 7,7,k = 1,2,3 and 2!, ... ,2* are given by the identities in Eq. (13.6), while the matrix elements of the

(25 + 1) X (2s + 1) matrices Jj, are given by:

A 1 1
(Jk:1>mm’ = 5\/(3 +m)(s—m+1) 0, 1+ 5\/(3 —m)(s+m+1) Omm/—1 5
R 1 1
(Jewz) = SV Hms=m = 1) 8y = 5V s =M M+ 1) 8y
(3

3) = mé, ., (13.34)
mm/’ !

where m and m’ are such that —s < m,m’ < s and s £ m, s+ m’ are integers. Note that the Ji’s set exhibits the
matrix realization of the spin s representation of the su(2) Lie algebra:

[Ji, Ji] = —i&ri? J; . (13.35)

Considering the above, one can also check that the infinitesimal operators Lsp verify the commutation relations
(12.2), and that the two Casimir operators (12.3) and (12.4) respectively take the following forms:

QW = (— s(s+1) —T(T—|—3))]l, (13.36)

QY = (f s(s+1)(r +1)(7 + 2))1, (13.37)

again, with 7 = —=3/2 —iv (v € R).

13.3. Principal series: restriction to the maximal compact subgroup SU(2) x SU(2)

In this subsection, we explicitly present the given action of QRS”(Q)’S in the Hilbert space L%QSH(S‘B) (see Eq.
(13.32)), when it is restricted to the elements g belonging to the maximal compact subgroup of Sp(2,2), that is,

K ~SU(2) x SU(2). Such elements are determined by g = (:), 3), with v, w € SU(2) (see subsection . On this
basis, the action ((13.32) takes the form:

(U5 (1)) (2) = D*(w) f(v*aw). (13.38)

Now, let DY) denote the (2j; + 1) X (2j, + 1)-dimensional UIR of SU(2) x SU(2) on the vectors f € L2s01 (S?);
note that, again, the subscripts ‘I’ and ‘r’ refer to the left and right regular UIR’s of SU(2), respectively, and that
D ~ D) Then, the representations UP® (g), with g € SU(2) x SU(2), decompose into the infinite direct sum:

~s,v

@ D) @ DU — GD GB DU (13.39)

JEN/2 JEN/2 |j—s|<i<j+s

In the above decomposition, the UIR DU appears once and only once in the reduction of the restriction

ps
Uiy SU(2)xSU(2)"
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13.4. Complementary series

The complementary series of the Sp(2,2) UIR’s, like its principal counterpart, is issued from the Iwasawa factoriza-
tion of Sp(2,2). The carrier Hilbert space of the complementary series UIR’s, in a general case with spin s = 0,1, 2,
is L?C%H (S® x S3), while the measure can be found through a reproducing kernel (see the process pointed out in the
dS, case). For instance, in the scalar case s = 0, we have [24]:

I(—r—1)T T—|—3

1 fa)rs = 22 (271 —

/ [ 5 ) 2~ 2l > duen)duaa). (13.40)
S8 x S8
where 7 is real and bounded, —3 < 7 < —3/2, and again du(z) is the O(4)-invariant measure on S?. Note that by

expanding the kernel in terms of the hyperspherical harmonics on S? (see appendix :50

N(—7—=1)T(r +3)
22 I'(—27 - 3)

Cor 'L+7+3 .
|z — 22| 0 = L;n <F(L7-7_))yle(Z1)yle(Z2) , (13.41)

we achieve the following orthonormal basis of the corresponding Hilbert space L(S? x S3):

St (= | L —T)

The action of the associated representation operators Ug® on the functions f(z) € Lg(S* x §?) reads:

ab 2r ./ a*z —c*
Sp(2,2) >59= (c d) : f(z) = (QS,ST(g)f)(Z) = |—b*z—|—d*| f(m)
= N(g.z) f(g 'oz). (13.43)
In a spinorial case, with spin s = 1,2,3, ..., this action extends to:
_(a b\ | cs o wx w127 s —2*b+d a*z —c*
0,2 39= (3 7) + 1@ = (LS@1) @) = |- b a7 D (IR ()

Il
=
Q

—z*b+d _
2) S(m) flg™ o), (13.44)
where, in this case, the functions f(z) € L...,(S* x S?) and, again, D*’s are the 2s + 1-dimensional UIR’s of SU(2),
while —2 < 7 < —3/2. Apart from the the values of 7, the above actions are quite similar to those given in the
principal case (see Egs. and , respectively). Clearly, the infinitesimal operators and correspondingly
the two Casimir operators in this series of the UIR’s also take the same forms as those appeared in the principal one
(again, with the exception of the values of 7).

13.5. Discrete series

The discrete series of the Sp(2,2) UIR’s is issued from the Cartan decomposition of the group (see subsection

. The corresponding UIR’s are specified by two parameters p and ¢, namely, Uds = p ¢ such that p,q € N/2,
1 < g < p,and p—q € N [24]. In a general case with given p and ¢ in their respective allowed ranges, these UIR’s act
in the Hilbert space L., (B) as the space of vector-valued functions f(z), analytic inside the open unit-ball B, with
values in C?P*1; the latter determines the carrier space of either UIR’s DP ® 1 or 1 ® DP of the maximal compact
subgroup C ~ SU( ) x SU(2) of Sp(2,2),%! which are respectively referred to by the superscripts ‘—’ and ‘+’ in the

50 Note that the value 7 = —3, for which the kernel reduces to 1, represents the critical value separating the scalar complementary series
UIR’s from the discrete ones. We will discuss this matter in the following subsection.
51 Note that DP’s refer to the 2p + 1-dimensional UIR’s of SU(2) (see appendix .
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representation operators (see Eq. (13.47))). The functions f(z) are also supposed to be square integrable with respect
to the scalar product [24]:

2q—2

(Frf2) = cpa /B (1(2), fo(@)eamer (1— [22)*2du(z), (13.45)

where:

2¢-1)p+q(p—q+1)
7-[-2

: (13.46)

Cp,q =

while (-, ) 2,41 stands for the scalar product in C?**!, and (1 — |z\2)2q72du(z) for the invariant measure. [Note that
for the limit cases (p,q = 1/2) and (p,q = 0), a specific treatment is needed. We will study the case (p,q = 0) in the
following subsubsection.] The action of the representation operators Hiq in the Hilbert space L%ZHI (B) reads:

Sp(2,2) 3 g = (‘Z 3) 1) o (T, ()f)(2) = |~ b2+ a* " D ((n*(g,) ") f(%)
= N(yg,2) Dp((ni(g, z))71>f(g71 ©z), (13.47)
where 7 = —q — 1 and:
(" (g,2) " = m, (7 (g.2) " = %. (13.48)
Note that | —z*b+d| = | — zc +a|. Moreover, considering the Cartan decomposition of Sp(2,2) (see subsection [0.2)),
we have:
B3z 2 =g 'oz=(a*z—c*)(-b*z+d*) ' € B, (13.49)

Proceeding as before, it is a matter of straightforward calculations to show that the infinitesimal operators Lap

of the UIR’s H;;q, constituted by an orbital part Map and a spinorial part Sap (Lap = Map + Sag), are given

respectively by:
0 0

2 a2
0z4 0z

4 3
. . 0 zZ?+1 0 2k .
L04=l<—72’4+2’4§ 2’7—” 7)]1234-1:!:2 ij,
o=1 k=1

Ly, = i(Zk )]lzs+1 + Ji,

0z° 2 0zt

. 0 o A
Ly, = *I(Zkfazi *Ziiazk)]]-Qerl — &’ Jj
4 .
. 1o} |Z|2+1 0 24 . .2t .
Low = i - S L I Vg + J200 13.
0k 1 T2k + 2k 0212 920 5 (9Zk> 2s5+1 |Z|Jk + & |Z‘Jj (13.50)

where, again, 7,7,k = 1,2,3 and the (2s + 1) x (2s + 1)-matrices Jj, stand for the matrix realization (13.34) of the
spin s representation of the su(2) Lie algebra. One can easily show that the above infinitesimal operators obey the

commutation relations ([12.2)), and that the two Casimir operators (12.3]) and (12.4]) explicitly read:

oW = (—p(p+1) —T(T+3))1, (13.51)

0 — (—p(p+ 1)(r + 1)(7+2))11, (13.52)

again, with 7 = —¢ — 1.

Here, we underline again that the above representations form the square-integrable part of the discrete series UIR’s
of Sp(2,2). Below, we will study the scalar discrete series representations, lying at the “lowest limit” of this series,
which are not square integrable, and as we will point out below, they rather deserve the appellation “degenerate scalar
complementary series”.
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18.5.1. Discrete series: scalar case (Ilp>1,0)

Let Hp—1 = LA(S?) denote the carrier Hilbert space of I, o (p = 1,2, ...), that is, the closure of the linear span of
all square-integrable functions S® > z + f(z) € C, according to the inner product [24:

( p+1

UroF2hoes = a1y

// F1(2) fa(22) 121 — 2P P D log |z — zo| du(er)du(zs),  (13.53)
S3xS3

where du(z) is the O(4)-invariant measure on S®. The functions f(z) are also supposed to verify the following
orthogonality condition:

[ Yien(@)1(a) duta) =0, (13.54)

for all triplets (Llim), with 0 < L < p — 1. Therefore, if the function f(z) belongs to LZ(S?), it lies in the subspace
orthogonal to the finite-dimensional subspace V,,_; with the orthonormal basis {yle ;0K L<p—1,0<1K
L, =1 <m < 1}. The subspace V,_1, considering the allowed ranges of L, [, and m, is of p(p+1)(2p+1)/6 dimension,
and carries the irreducible (nonunitary!) dS, finite-dimensional representations, which, with respect to the notations
given in appendix are determined by (n; = 0,n2 = p — 1). These representations are Weyl equivalent® to the
UIR’s II,, 5. [We will revisit the above mathematical structure in detail later in subsection when the spacetime
realization of the representations is taken into account.]
An orthonormal basis for the Hilbert space H,_1, with respect to the identities given in appendix@ is:

|
{3’27_” “(2) = wyum(zx L>p 0<I<L, —lgmgz}. (13.55)

The action of the UIR’s II,, ¢ in H,_1 is realized by:

ab 2r . a¥z —c*
92220= (3 §) 1) = (Mo@r)e) = |-brarar(5E-5)
= N(g,z) f(g ' oz), (13.56)
with 7 = —p — 2. Note that the infinitesimal operators and correspondingly the two Casimir operators in the scalar
discrete representations again take the same forms as those appeared in the scalar principal series, except the values

of 7 which here, as already mentioned, are given by 7 = —p — 2.

The fact that the above representations are the UIR’s of Sp(2,2) corresponding to what we could call the
“complementary degenerate” series rests on proofs which necessitate expansion formulas of kernels of the type
|z1 — 22| 2 log |21 — 22|72, given in appendix

14. “MASSIVE” /“MASSLESS” DS, UIR’S AND THE POINCARE CONTRACTION

At this stage, it is critical to understand the physical content of the dS4; UIR’s in terms of their Poincaré contraction
limit (R — 00).%3 On this basis, naturally, three categories of the dS; UIR’s come to fore: those which contract to
the Poincaré massive UIR’s; those which possess a massless content; and finally those which either have nonphysical
Poincaré contraction limit or do not have Poincaré contraction limit at all. Below, we will briefly study the first
two categories. But, before that, it would be convenient to take a look at the notion of group contraction on the
representation level. In this regard, we again follow the lines sketched in Ref. [71], and present such a notion in a
way that is more suited to the needs of this paper.

Note that, in this section, the parameters ¢ (the speed of light) and % (the Planck constant) are no longer normal-
ized to unity. Together with R, the radius of curvature of the dS4 hyperboloid M p, they represent dimensionally
independent quantities, which are employed to fix the natural unit of “mass” i/cR in dS, relativity.

52 Tf two representations are Weyl equivalent, then they share same Casimir eigenvalue.
53 Here, it is perhaps worthwhile mentioning that the contraction of the dS UIR’s to the Poincaré ones was first put forward in Ref. [82]
in 1+ 1 dimension and then in Ref. [27] for the representations of the dS group in 1 + n dimension.
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14.1. Group contraction (the representation level): a brief introduction

Let U and U respectively denote a family of representations of a group G acting in a Hilbert space Hpr and a
family of representations of a group G’ acting in a Hilbert space H. The two given groups G and G’ are supposed to
be close enough to be put into bijection ¢ : G — G’ (which is not a homomorphism). We also need a topological
space E (see FIG. 7 in which we can write the representations of G and G’. This is achieved by having an injective
map Ag : Hr— E ( D H) such that, for all f € Hg, we get:

lim Apf=h, heH. (14.1)
R—o0

Considering the above, the representation U is said to be the contraction of the representation U”?, symbolized here
by UR — U, if:

forall feHp,  lim ARUR () f =U(¢")h=U(g') Jim Agf, (14.2)
—r 00 — 00

where ¢’ € G’ corresponds to g € G by the bijection i.

Ar

/N ARf

Hr

FIG. 4: Topological space E, in which the representations of G and G’ can be written [71].

14.2. DS, massive UIR’s

We now turn to the aforementioned categories of the dS4 UIR’s, given in terms of their null-curvature limit. For
the first category, i.e., those dS4 UIR’s which contract to the Poincaré massive ones, the dS, principal series UIR’s
UP® with s € N/2 and v € R, are merely involved. In this sense, they are usually called dS; massive representations.

Teéhnically, for these representations, by introducing a relation between the dS, representation parameter v and the
Poincaré-Minkowski mass m as:

hv

= — 14.3
TR’ (143)
the Poincaré contraction explicitly reads [27] 28]:
Uy — Pl & <P, (14.4)
’ R— 00, v—00 ’ ’
hv/cR=m

where me respectively stand for the positive/negative energy Wigner UIR’s of the Poincaré group, possessing mass
m and spin s. Among the ‘coefficients’ ¢, and c_, one can be set 1, while the other is zero. [We will go through the
mathematical details of this contraction limit later in subsections and when the spacetime realization of
the representations is taken into account.]

Here, having in mind the lines sketched in the previous sections, we would like to once again underline that during
the Poincaré contraction procedure, symbolized by Eq. @, the Lorentz subgroup remains intact. In other words,
the contraction procedure is carried out with respect to the Lorentz subgroup in the dS4 and Poincaré groups. This is
actually the point that gives sense to the notion of spin in the context of dS, massive elementary systems (associated
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with the principal series UIR’s), since it arises from the same SU(2) (that is, the rotations subgroup of the Lorentz
group) that the notion of spin in Poincaré relativity does.

Another point to be noticed here is the possible breaking of the irreducibility of the dS, principal (massive) UIR’s,
through the Poincaré contraction limit, into a direct sum of two Poincaré massive UIR’s with positive and negative
energies. Actually, from this evidence of the possible breaking of irreducibility, the inquiry into the concept of “rest
energy” in dSy (generally, dS) relativity leads to ambiguity, when one follows the procedure of the Poincaré contraction.
We will come back to this important point in subsection [14.4]

14.3. DS, massless UIR’s

In comparison with the dS; massive UIR’s, the massless ones are more subtle. As a matter of fact, the dS; group
has no UIR analogous to the so-called massless infinite-spin UIR’s of the Poincaré group. Then, the dS,; massless
UIR’s are distinguished as those UIR’s with a unique extension to the UIR’s of the conformal group SOg(2,4), while
that extension is equivalent to the conformal extension of the Poincaré massless UIR’s [29, B0]. Accordingly, two
different categories of the dS; massless UIR’s come to fore (see appendix:

e The massless scalar case, which involves the only physical representation (in the sense of contraction/extension

to the Poincaré/conformal UIR’s) of the dS4 complementary series, labelled in our notations by QSIO =1
o Clo.0 Cloo < Poo
Uy & @& — & @ (14.5)
Cfl,o,o Cfl,O,O At 7)(fo .

e The “helicity = 4s” cases, which involve all representations IT 5 with s > 0, lying at the lower limit of

p:sﬁq:s)
the dS4 discrete series:

> > >
Cs—i—l,O,s Cs-l—l,O,s « P—S,O
Iy, =& @ — @ e (14.6)
’ < R—o0 < <
C*S*l,[),s Cfsfl.,[),s A 7)7570 :
> > >
Cs—i—l,s,O Cs+1,s,0 A PS,O
gy = @ — ® ® (14.7)
’ < R—o0 < <
Cfsfl,s,O Cfsfl,s,O < PS,O ’

Note that: (i) Above, we have denoted by the arrows ‘=’ unique extension and by 7750, respectively, the posi-
tive/negative energy Poincaré massless representations, possessing helicity s. (ii) Conformal invariance involves the
discrete series representations (and their lower end) of the (universal covering of the) conformal group or its double
covering group SOg(2,4) or its fourth covering group SU(2,2). Above, the associated conformal UIR’s are denoted

by C3 where the parameters (j;,j,) € N/2 x N/2 label the UIR’s of SU(2) x SU(2), while Ej refers to the

Eo,j1,3r°
positive/negative conformal energy.

14.4. Discussion: rehabilitating the dSs physics from the point of view of a local Minkowskian observer

We here draw attention to Eq. (14.4)), in particular, to the possible breaking of the irreducibility of the dS4 principal
UIR’s, during the Poincaré contraction limit, into a direct sum of two Poincaré UIR’s possessing positive and negative
energies. This phenomenon can be discussed on two levels.

On one hand, it refers to the energy ambiguity in dS, (generally, dS) relativity, which actually originates from the
existence of the discrete symmetry in the dS4 group sending any point (x°,x) € M to its mirror image with
respect to the z%-axis, that is, (2%, —x) € M .?® Considering this discrete symmetry, the dS, infinitesimal generators

54 Here, the superscript ‘+’ stands for the helicities +s.
55 To see the latter point, one can also consider Eq. |j when 1 = 0 and w? ( = (cos 6, sin 01?1‘)) = —1 (that is, 0 = ).
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Lyo (see Eq. ), with A = 1,2, 3,4, transform into their respective opposites with possibly different signs of the
corresponding conserved charges, depending on the sign of x. This, for instance, implies that whether the generator
L4, which contracts to the Poincaré energy operator, moves us forwards or backwards in time (towards increasing or
decreasing 2°) depends on the sign of x, and hence, cannot be precisely determined. In this sense, this is the best we
can do: there is no positive conserved energy in dSy (generally, dS) spacetime.

On the other hand and besides the global considerations concerning the notion of energy in dS; (generally, dS)
relativity, it is yet critical to understand the physical content of dSy relativity with respect to its null-curvature limit
at a given point x € M, namely, from the point of view of a local (tangent) Minkowskian observer, for whom the
fundamental physical conservation laws are understood from the principles of Einstein-Poincaré relativity. Considering
Eq. , it seems that, even at a specific point (say © € M), one cannot give a precise meaning to the dSs “rest
energy” in terms of the Poincaré contraction of the representations. In part [[TI] we will come back to this significant
point. We will show that there is a proper choice of dS, (global) modes, which, at the zero-curvature limit, tend to the
usual plane waves with exclusively positive frequencies, as far as their analyticity domain has been chosen properly.
Respecting the analyticity prerequisite of these modes, the Poincaré contraction of the dS, UIR’s can be controlled in
such a way that they contract merely to the Poincaré UIR’s with positive energy.?® This rehabilitates dS4 (generally,
dS) relativity from the point of view of the interpretation that can be made by considering the Poincaré contraction
limit. Of course, this argument by no means implies that the energy concept can be defined globally in dS4 (generally,
dS) spacetime. As a matter of fact, under Bogoliubov transformations, the given modes at a point € M may turn
into modes at some point &’ € M, which their flat limit is of negative energy. See the details in part

14.5. For comparison: AdS,; UIR’s and the Poincaré contraction

AdSy spacetime is most easily described as embedded in R® provided with the metric 7, 5, = diag(1, -1, -1, —1,1),
where the indices A’ and B’ take the values 0,1,2,3,5. [Note that the missing number 4 is left apart for a possible
extension to conformal theories.] Points in R®, therefore, are denoted by z = (20, 2,22 23 2%). In this context,
AdS, spacetime can be visualized as (the covering space of) the connected hyperboloid (z)? = 7, B/xA,xB/ =

(29)2 — (21)? — (%)% — (23)? + (2°)? = R?, where R is the radius of curvature.

The AdS, relativity group is SOg(2, 3), or its double covering Sp(4, R), or even its universal covering SOg(2,3).57 A
realization of the associated Lie algebra, quite similar to the dS, case, is achieved by the linear span of the following
ten Killing vectors:

—_~—

KA/B/ :.'L'A/aB/—CCB/aA/, KA/B/ :_KB’A" (148)

Here, however, contrary to the dS, case, there exists one globally timelike Killing vector, i.e., K5q.

On the quantum level, the above Killing vectors are represented by (essentially) self-adjoint operators in the Hilbert
space of (spinor-)tensor valued functions, square integrable according to some invariant inner product of Klein-Gordon
type (or else) on the AdS, manifold (or on respective phase spaces). In the former case, these representations read
as: Kargr + Lagr = Marg + Sarpr, where the definitions of M4:pr and Sa:pr are the same as the dSs case (see
Eq. and its subsequent discussions). In this context, and on the physical level, three classes of the AdS, UIR’s
(besides the trivial representations) appear:

e The first class is constituted by those AdSy UIR’s, which belong to the holomorphic discrete series and its lower
limit. In this class, the spectrum of the “energy” operator Lso has a lower (positive) bound, say ¢ > 0, while
the spin operator S12 admits eigenvalues —s, ..., s, with s € N/2.

e The second class, constituted by the AdS, anti-holomorphic discrete series UIR’s, possesses the same features
as the first one, but with an upper bound for the spectrum of the “energy” operator, i.e., —¢ > 0.

e The third class includes those AdS,; UIR’s with unbounded energy and spin.

56 Note that, besides the analyticity prerequisite which is of particular interest in this paper, there is also another possible way out to
lift the ambiguity of the dS4 “rest energy” in terms of the Poincaré contraction of the representations which is based on a causality de
Sitterian semi-group. For this approach, readers are referred to Ref. [83].

57 The time in this spacetime has a periodic nature, and is proportional to the rotation parameter relevant to the subgroup SO(2). This

periodicity of time can be circumvented by considering the covering space of group of motions SOq(2, 3). Then, the time is not bounded.
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In the first case (i.e., the physically meaningful AdS, UIR’s), the representations are usually denoted by D; ., with
s € N/2 and ¢ > s + 1 (with the exception of a few of them),”® where the parameters s and ¢ carry the physical
meanings of spin and the lowest “energy”, respectively. [Note that, to some extent, the parameter ¢ plays the role of
the parameter v in the classification of the dS4 UIR’s.] Among the AdSy UIR’s D, ¢, one must distinguish between
the UIR’s with ¢ > s+ 1 and the two significant limit cases:

e The limit scalar cases Do,1 and Dy 1 (the latter is named the “Rac” [84]).
e The limit spinorial or tensorial cases Dy 11 and Dy ; (the latter is named the “Di” [84]).

Here, quite similar to the dS; case, there exist two Casimir operators and their eigenvalues entirely characterize
the AdS, UIR’s. These Casimir operators explicitly read:

]. 7 /
QW = fiLA/B/LAB , (14.9)
’ ]_ 1 Il
Q¥ = —wuwar, W = —geA/B,C/D/E/LB cppE (14.10)

and, according to the parameters introduced above, their respective eigenvalues are:

QW) aas, = s(s+1) +3(s=3), (14.11)
(@) aas, = —sls+D(c—1)(s—2). (14.12)

Proceeding as the previous subsections, we now point out those AdS, UIR’s which contract to the Poincaré massive
UIR’s (the so-called AdS, massive representations) and those AdS,; UIR’s which have a massless content (the so-called
AdS,4 massless representations). For the AdS, massive cases, the (holomorphic) AdS, discrete series representations
Dy, with s € N/2 and ¢ > s + 1, are only involved [85]. For them, defining the Poincaré-Minkowski mass m as:

hs
_ b 14.13
m=_z (14.13)
the Poincaré contraction yields [85]:
Dsc  — P, (14.14)
R—0o0, ¢—00 ’
hs/cR=m

Evidently, for the AdS, (generally, AdS) massive cases, quite contrary to the dSy (generally, dS) relativity (see Eq.
(14.4)), the Poincaré contraction entails no energy ambiguity; the AdS, (generally, AdS) massive UIR’s contract
merely to the positive energy Poincaré massive UIR’s (in their respective dimensions). It is also interesting to note
that the Poincaré massive UIR’s with negative energy can be obtained when we choose the anti-holomorphic discrete
series representations Dy _:

Dy_. — PS5, (14.15)

R—00, ¢—00 s,m
On the other hand, for the AdS, massless (conformal) representations, two different categories appear [29] 86]:
e The massless scalar case, involving the UIR Dy ;.

e The spinorial or tensorial cases, involving all UIR’s D; sy, with s > 0, lying at the lower end of the holomorphic
AdS, discrete series.

For the above massless representations, the following extensions hold [29] 86]:

D071 — Cl>,O,O R:Zo C1>7070 — P()>,O’ (1416)

58 To be more precise, the parameter ¢ takes the values ¢ € N/2, for the UIR’s in the strict sense of the Sp(4,R) discrete series, and the
values ¢ € R, while ¢ > s+ 1, for the “discrete” series UIR’s of SOq(2, 3).
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> > >
Cs—i—l,s,O Cs+1,s,0 < PS,O
Degy1 = @® — @ D (14.17)
S R—o0 S S
Cs+1,0,s Cs+1,0,s « lpfs,O .

The arrows ‘—’, as before, denote unique extension. As is obvious from the above, for the AdS, massless cases,
contrary to dS, relativity, the extensions entail no energy ambiguity. There is, however, an ambiguity concerning
helicity. As a matter of fact, the notion of helicity is not defined in AdS, relativity at all. At the end, we must
underline that all other AdS, representations have either nonphysical Poincaré contraction limit or do not have
Poincaré contraction limit.

Part 111
1 + 3-dimensional dS (dS,;) geometry and relativity

(QFT)

In the previous part, we have employed the dS, relativity group Sp(2,2) and its UIR’s (in the Wigner sense) to provide
a robust mathematical structure describing (free) elementary systems in dS, spacetime on the classical and quantum
mechanics levels. In the present part, utilizing the above mathematical materials, on one hand and on the other hand,
adopting the Wightman-Garding axioms along with analyticity requirements in the complexified pseudo-Riemanian
manifold, we proceed with a consistent QFT description of dS, elementary systems. Technically, to manage the group
representations, the whole process is performed in terms of coordinate-independent (global) dS4 plane waves. The
latter, defined in their relevant tube domains of the complex dS, manifold, are the formal analogue of the usual plane
waves in Minkowski spacetime. As a matter of fact, letting the curvature go to zero, the dS; plane waves (for massive
cases that such a limit exists; see section precisely reduce to their Minkowskian counterparts in such a way that, as
far as the analyticity domain has been chosen properly, no negative frequency mode appears in this limiting process.
These waves also provide us with a remarkable (global) dS4 Fourier transform which turns into the ordinary Fourier
transform at the null-curvature limit.>?

This approach to QFT reading of elementary systems in dS, spacetime is justified by the fact that the resulting
theory has all the properties which one might require from a (free) quantum field on a spacetime with high symmetry.
Indeed, a quantum field in this context is, roughly speaking, a distribution ¥ on dS, spacetime M p, solution to the
field equation, with values in a set of symmetric operators in some inner product (Fock) space 7, and fulfilling the
following physical requirements:

e Covariance, in the usual strong sense; there is a unitary representation % of the dS, group Sp(2,2) on the Fock
space of states #, such that % (¢)¥(x)% '(g) = (g o x) for any g € Sp(2,2) and & € M. [Borrowing the
notations used in the previous part, let U be the natural representation of the dS, group in a Hilbert space H.
Then, % denotes the extension of U to the Fock space . built on H.]

e Existence of a distinguished state 2 € 57, called vacuum, which is invariant under the representation % (g), for
all g € Sp(2,2). a

e Locality/(anti-)commutativity, with respect to the dS4 causal structure (see section [7)).
e Positive definiteness of all physical states.

Moreover, this construction allows to control the thermal properties and, as pointed out above, the zero-curvature
limit of the fields (if exists!).

Below, mainly considering dS, scalar fields, we will make this QFT construction explicit. Technically, dS, scalar
fields, in spite of their simplicity, provide us with a complete framework to discuss in detail all essential ingredients of
this QFT formulation of dS, elementary systems. Moreover, it has been already shown that all other (spinor-)tensor
fields in dS,4 spacetime can be given in terms of a copy of dSy4 scalar fields: for the massive and massless spin—% fields,
see Ref. [41], for the massive and massless spin-1 fields, respectively, Refs. [42] and [43], for the massive and massless

59 The dS4 (generally, dS4) plane waves are also of great significance in constructing possible models of dS4/CFT3 (generally, dS;/CFT4_1)
correspondence. For this case, which is beyond the scope of this paper, readers are referred to Refs. [87H89].
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spin-2 fields, Ref. [45], for the massive spin-2 field, Ref. [46], and finally for the massless spin-2 field (the dS4 linear
quantum gravity), Refs. [90H96]. Then, in this sense also, the choice of dS4 scalar fields seems quite natural for our
discussions.

15. DS; WAVE EQUATIONS

The whole QFT construction that is meant to be presented here, as pointed out above, is carried out in terms of
dS4 plane waves, defined globally on the dSs hyperboloid M ;. For a detailed explanation of these global waves, we
first need to introduce the corresponding “wave equations”. This is our task in this section.

Technically, the dS, plane waves are considered as eigendistributions®® of the quadratic Casimir operator Q) for
the eigenvalues associated with the principal, complementary, and discrete series of the dS; UIR’s.%! Accordingly,
with respect to the Dixmier notations (see section , the wave equations read:

(@V +pp+1)+ (@ +1)(g—2))¥(x) =0,  z€ Mg, (15.1)

with the specific allowed ranges of values assumed by the parameters p and ¢ for the three series of the dS, UIR’s
(see subsections [12.1} [12.2] and [12.3]).

For the scalar waves (denoted here by ¢(z)), which are of particular interest in our study, two different cases appear:
those associated with the scalar principal and complementary series which are determined by p = 0, and the ones
associated with the scalar discrete series which are given by ¢ = 0 (see section . In both cases, the associated plane
waves are characterized by solutions to the following wave equations:

(@ +7(r+3))o(@) =0, @€ My, (15.2)
where the unifying complex parameter 7, for the scalar principal series, takes the values 7 = —¢ — 1 = —3/2 — iy,
with v € R, for the scalar complementary series, the values 7 = —g— 1= —-3/2 — v, with v € R and 0 < |v| < 3/2,
and for the scalar discrete series, the values 7 =p—1or 7 = —p — 2, with p = 1,2, ... . In a shortcut, we assert that

the solutions to the wave equations (|15.2)) are well defined for all values of 7 with Re(7) < 0 (see subsection [16.3]).
Accordingly, for the scalar discrete series, the values 7 = p — 1 need to be dropped. Indeed, this series begins with
7 = —3, which is precisely where the complementary series ends on its left.

15.1. Computation in ambient notations

In ambient space notations, dSs fields are represented by symmetric (spinor-)tensor fields on the hyperboloid:

Mgz o W) =9, (2), (15.3)
where r = n+1/2 (n being the tensorial rank) and Ay, ..., A, =0,1,2,3,4. Note that: (i) For the sake of simplicity,
the spinorial index, characterizing the four spinor components, has been omitted. (ii) From now on, whenever is
possible, we also omit the tensorial indices.

The (spinor-)tensor fields ¥(") () are supposed to be homogeneous functions in the R®-variables 24 with some
arbitrarily chosen homogeneity degree ¢:

m.aw<7'>(x)( Aai ) 00 (z). (15.4)

Trivially, every homogeneous (spinor- )tensor field w(") (7) of the R® variables does not represent a dS, physical entity.
Actually, to make sure that the field U(")(z ) lies in the dS, tangent spacetime, it also must verify the transversality
requirement for all indices A1, ..., Ay:

Ay 4@ =0T (@) =0, (15.5)

60 See the next section.
61 Here, it is perhaps worthwhile to recall the arguments subsequent to Eq. (13.31)).
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or more concisely z - ¥(")(z) = 0, where A; means that this index is omitted.

We define here the symmetric, “transverse projector” 6,5 = N5 + R 2zaxp, verifying 0, gz = 0,528 = 0.
[This projector is indeed the transverse form of the dS, metric in ambient space notations; this point will be clarified
in the next subsection.] We employ 6, to construct transverse entities, such as 94 = 0,507 = 04 + R™2x 42 - 0,
called transverse derivative, for which we have:

Oazp =045, and da(z)? =0. (15.6)

The latter identity shows that the differential operator & commutates with ()2, which means that 0 is intrinsically

defined on the dS, hyperboloid (z)? = —R2. Considering the above, for a general (spinor-)tensor field \IIEQ A, (@),
the operator ¥ with the following definition:

T0)) 4 (2) = <H 05;) vy p (@), (15.7)
=1

guarantees the transversality in each tensorial index; since the degree of homogeneity of 6,5 is zero, the above
definition does not change the degree of homogeneity of the given (spinor-)tensor field.
We now turn to the explicit description of the dS; quadratic Casimir operator in ambient space notations. As
already mentioned (see section his operator is written in terms of the self-adjoint operators L 4p associated with
8.1)

each of the ten Killing vectors (8.1). In the Hilbert space of symmetric (spinor-)tensors \I/E:l)(x) on Mg, square

integrable according to some invariant inner (Klein-Gordon type) product, the generator representatives L(AT,)3 are

defined by [97]:

(r) _ (n) (3)
where the orbital part is given by Mg = —i(x40p — x50a) = —i(240B — x504), while the spinorial parts qung and

1
81(42; respectively act on the tensorial indices as:

n

SXE\I/EQ e An T _iz (WAAi\I/Ec;) . (Ai—=B) .. A, (A= B)) )

i=1

1 )
and on the spinorial indices by ,5'1(4"}; = —3[v4,7B] (recall from section [8| that the five 4 x 4-matrices v4 generate the

Clifford algebra). The action of the quadratic Casimir operator on a given spinor-tensor field \IIEZI) .. a, (z) then reads:

1 T s T 1 n 3 n 5 T
QW W) (z) = _§LE41)BL( JAB (1) (7} = —§(MAB +50 4 5543) (MAB 1 §mAB 5<;)A3)q,< ) (@)

_% (MABMAB + S%%S(")AB + 51(4%3)5(%)143)\1;(7‘) (z)
— (MapSTAE 1+ MypSHAR + 55 SMAR) G0 (), (15.9)
with:
%MABMAB () (: *Q(()l) \IJ(T)) = R?%0?,
%SE@%S(”)AB T = p(n+3)0) — 25,0
%S%;S(%)AB o) — g\p(r)’
MapS™AB ¢ = 29,92 - 0 — 28120 - ¥ — 20 |

MapSHIAB g — —%’YA’YBMAB‘I’(T),
S2)SMAB ) = g — 5y (v w0 (15.10)

Note that: (i) The subscript ‘r’ in Qg) refers to the fact that the carrier space is constituted by rank r spinor-tensors.
(ii) X, designates the symmetrizer of the tensor product of two symmetric (spinor-)tensors ® and ¥ of, respectively,
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tensorial rank m and n —m, where m < |n/2], based upon which the components of the symmetrized tensor product
are given by:

(Zm(P\P)Al o An - Z ((bAilAiz Aim) (\IJAh Ail Aig A A,,L) ’ (1511)

11 <2< ... <im

where /L-l , ;11-2, and /vll-m mean that these terms are omitted. (iii) The trace, associated with the tensorial part, of the
spinor-tensor field U(") of tensorial rank n is denoted by ¥(")’  which is a symmetric spinor-tensor field of tensorial
rank n — 2, given by:

() — A4 ()
Yy A =10 Yy oo Apa A Ay - (15.12)
(iv) The operators Qg) and L(AT])3 commutate with (x)2. Therefore, they are intrinsically defined on the dS, hyperboloid
(r)? = —R2.

Finally, taking all the above identities into account, we can explicitly rewrite Eq. (15.9) as:

i 5 .
QM W) = (@ + JrarsMA® —nn+2) — - w0

28,02 - ") 4+ 25,20 - U0 4+ By (v - 0) 4+ 28,0 (15.13)

Now, substituting Eq. (15.13]) into (15.1]), we get the explicit form of the wave equations (|15.1)) in terms of ambient
notations. The very point that must be noticed here is that clearly due to the form of Q&l) in ambient notations
(see Eq. (15.13)), for a given (spinor-)tensor field, the space of solutions to the relevant wave equation contains
some invariant subspaces which must be eliminated if one wishes to be left with the space that solely carries the
corresponding dS; UIR’s. In this sense, the aforementioned list of requirements (the homogeneity and transversality)

for a given (spinor-)tensor field \I/EQ .. a, (z) must be supplemented as follows:

29U = 0, homogeneity ,
z- v = 0, transversality ,
9-v = 0, divergencelessness ,
- v = g, tracelessness (associated with the spinorial part) conditions. (15.14)

Note that: (i) Here, for the sake of simplicity, we set the degree of homogeneity ¢ = 0. Accordingly, for instance,
regarding formulas that will be given in the next subsection, one can easily show that the d’Alembertian operator
Or = V,V* on dS,s spacetime (V,, with p = 0,1,2,3, being the covariant derivative given in local (intrinsic)
coordinates) coincides with its counterpart [J5 = 9% on R®. (ii) The transversality and divergencelessness conditions
together yield U("’ = 0.

Considering the above conditions along with the relations leading to Eq. , the dS; wave equations for
spinor-tensor fields \I/X:fl_t}y/l ) (z) (see Eq. ), in ambient notations, take the form:

1

( &+ %VMBMAB —n(n+2) - g +lplp+1)+ (g +1)(g— 2)])‘1’511) a, (@) =0, (15.15)

for tensor fields \Ilglzn) 4, (7):

(@ = ntn+ 1)+ [plp+ 1) + (g + (g —2))¥F) 4 (@) =0, (15.16)
and particulary, for scalar fields ¥("=0)(z) = ¢(z):
() +(r+3))é(x) =0, (15.17)

where the allowed ranges of 7, corresponding to the three series of the dS, scalar UIR’s, have been already listed

below Eq. (15.2)).



71

15.2. Link to intrinsic coordinates

Since, often in the literature concerning dS, (generally, dS) QFT, the fields are presented in terms of local (intrinsic)
coordinates, it would be convenient here to demonstrate the link between the intrinsic and ambient coordinates.

The intrinsic field \Ilffl) 1, (X) is locally characterized by \I!E:l) .. a, (z) through the following identity:

T Aq A, r
\Ilz(h)‘“ p (X)) =2 \11541) A, (z(X)), (15.18)
where xAL = 0z /0X" and X"'s, with u = 0,1,2,3, refer to the four local spacetime coordinates for the dS

hyperboloid M . The corresponding dS4 metric g, is determined by inducing the natural metric of R®> on M p:

ds? = n, pdz?da? (o2 = g, dX"dX". (15.19)

Considering Eq. (15.18]), it follows that 6,5 is the only symmetric and transverse tensor which is connected to the

dS4 metric; g, = 27 #xBUG - In this context, the covariant derivatives are transformed as:

ViV V00 =at @B € 2Py ey R0,%0 .. S0, V) (15.20)

n R » P

For scalar fields, which are of particular interest in this paper, the d’Alembertian operator reads:
Orep =g¢""'V, V.0 = g‘“’x‘?ux]?l, (5,453 - R72x35A>¢
— 4B (5,453 - R—ZxBéA)qb =524, (15.21)
Considering this equation along with the first identity given in (|15.10)), we get Qél) = —R?0pR. Then, the scalar-wave

equations (15.17), by adjusting —7(7 + 3) = R*m% (mp being a “mass”%? term (h = ¢ = 1)), yield the ordinary dS4
Klein-Gordon-like field equations (Og + m%)¢(x) = 0.

16. PLANE-WAVE TYPE SOLUTIONS

From now on, as already mentioned, to avoid technical (but not conceptual) complications, we merely stick to dSy
scalar fields. According to Refs. [34] [35], there is a continuous family of simple solutions, called dS; plane waves, to
the scalar-wave equations (|15.17)) defined by:

€T - g T
Grel(a) = (f) ) (16.1)
where x € M 5, and ¢ lies in the null-cone C' in R®:
C = {5 ER®; ()2 = 0} . (16.2)

The plane waves , as functions of ¢ in the null-cone C, are homogeneous with degree of homogeneity 7. In
this sense, they can be completely characterized by specifying their values on a well-chosen curve (the orbital basis)
T of C. [Here, it is worthwhile noting that: (i) On the dS; submanifold M, (C R®) defined by z - z = —R?, with
R being constant, these waves are also homogeneous with degree of homogeneity 7. (ii) As functions of R®, they
are homogeneous, but with degree of homogeneity zero, since in this case R should be viewed as a function of x:
R(z) = —v/—x - x.]

Here, in a shortcut and without getting involved in mathematical detail, we would like to highlight two critical
features of the dSy4 plane waves . First, these waves, as functions on the dS; manifold My, are only locally
defined on connected open subsets of M 5, because they are singular on some specific lower dimensional subsets of the
manifold, for instance, on the spatial boundaries given by z° = +2* < (2')? + (22)? 4 (2%)? = R?; to see the latter
point, it is sufficient to associate with these boundaries, respectively, £ = (€9 = +£4,0,0,0, &%) € C, for which we get

62 The name “mass” is purely formal here, being in general not related to at rest energy in the Poincaré symmetry sense.
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x-& =0 (recall that 7 is generally a complex number, with Re(7) < 0). Moreover, these waves, as functions on M,
are multi-valued, since x - £ can take negative values, as well. In order to get a single-valued, global definition of these
waves, they need to be considered as distributions, strictly speaking, as the boundary values of analytic continuations
of the solutions to suitable domains in the complexified dS; manifold M gC)' It turns out that the minimal
domains of analyticity, which lead to such a single-valued, global definition of the dS, plane waves, are the forward
and backward tubes of M %C).

Second, the plane waves are not square integrable with respect to the Klein-Gordon inner product. However,
they can be considered as generating functions for physically meaningful dS, entities, like square-integrable eigen-
functions of the dS; quadratic Casimir operator. [Such square-integrable eigenfunctions, being constructed through
continuous superpositions of these waves (by varying £ in C), generate (projective) Hilbert spaces carrying the dSy
UIR’s. They actually generate the spacetime realization of those Hilbert spaces that have been already presented
in the previous part in the context of the S3 realization of the representations.] In this sense, in dS; (generally,
dS) relativity, the above plane waves behave quite analogue to the usual ones in Minkowskian or Galilean quantum
mechanics, where, by superposition of nonsquare-integrable plane waves, one can build up physical wave functions
(wave packets).

In the following subsections, strongly inspired by Refs. [34] B85 [08], we will elaborate these points in details,
respectively. Then, following Ref. [28], we will end our discussions in this section by investigating the behavior of the
dS4 plane waves in the flat (Minkowskian) limit. We will show that, as far as the analyticity domain has been chosen
properly, no negative frequency plane wave appears in this limiting process, whatever the point around which the flat
limit is calculated.

16.1. A global definition: dS4 plane waves in their tube domains

Before getting involved with the definition of dS4 plane waves in their tube domains, we need to elaborate some
geometrical notions relevant to the dS, complex hyperboloid:

ng) = {Z —rtiye o ; (2)2 _ ﬂABZAZB _ (20)2 _ (21)2 _ (22)2 _ (23)2 _ (24)2 _ —R2}, (163)

where C® stands for the ambient complex Minkowski spacetime. We begin with the dS; complex hyperboloid M gc)
itself, which equivalently can also be realized by the following set:

MS(%C) = {(m,y) €eR® xR; (x)2 - (y)z =—R, z-y= 0}~ (16.4)
In order to provide a clear visualization of M %c), we first point out that the identity (z)? — (y)? = —R? designates

the following distinguished sets of points (z,y) in R x R®:
e (2)? <0, or equivalently (y)? < R?,
e 2 =0 (that is, z = (0,0,0,0,0)), or equivalently (y)? = R?, and finally
e ()2 >0 (x #0), or equivalently (y)? > R2.
The latter case, however, has no intersection with x -y = 0, and therefore, must be dropped. To make the latter point

apparent, utilizing the quaternionic notations introduced in part [T, we denote the points z and y belonging to the

latter case by (2°,x) and (y°,y), respectively. On this basis, we have:%3

for 2%°>0; z-y=1[2°]y°| —x-y, and for 2%° <0; x-y=—|2°|°| —x-y. (16.5)

Y
Then, according to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality (which implies that —|x||y| < x -y < |x||y|) and the facts that
()2 >0 (i.e., |2° = |x]) and (y)? = R? > 0 (i.e., [v°| > |y|), we have:

for 2%° >0; x-y > |2°)y°| — |x|ly| >0, and  for %" <0; x-y < —|2°y° + |x|ly| <0, (16.6)

which both inequalities explicitly reveal that x - y # 0. Accordingly, dropping the third case (with (z)? > 0, z # 0),
M%C) can be visualized as the set of points (x,y) € R® x R® with (z)? < 0 or x = 0 (equivalently (y)? < R?).

63 Note that the dot product of two quaternions is exactly their usual vector dot product.
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We also need to remind the notions of forward and backward tubes in C®, respectively, denoted by T and T~. By

definition, T+ = R® + iﬁi, where the domains Qi = {y ER%; (y)2>0,9°= O} stem from the causal structure on
M, (see section (7). Indeed, T+ and T~ can be visualized as the set of points z = z + iy € C® ((z,y) € R® x R?),
such that (y)? > 0, with y° > 0 and y° < 0, respectively. [Here, in a shortcut, it is convenient to point out that the
tubes T* are the (standard) analyticity domains of 1 + 4-dimensional Minkowskian quantum fields, which verify the
positivity of the spectrum of the energy operator (see section [17)).]

We finally define the following open subsets of M g):

C — — C
TH=TtnMY, T =T nMY, (16.7)

where 71 and 7~ are respectively called forward and backward tubes of M g). Considering the above, they can be
viewed as the set of points z = z + iy € C%, with —R? < (z)2 < 0 or = 0 (equivalently 0 < (y)? < R?), while
y? > 0 and 3° < 0, respectively. Here, one must notice that the tubes 7+ are indeed domains and tuboids®* above
Mpin M%C)’ from which, in a well-defined way, one can take the boundary value on M p of analytic functions in the
distribution sense®® [35].

Now, we are in a position to encounter our main task in this subsection, that is, presenting a single-valued, global
definition of the dS4 plane waves. By analytic continuation of the plane waves to the dS4 complex hyperboloid

M géC)’ the obtained complexified waves (z-£/R)™ are defined globally and single valued, provided that z varies in 7+ or
7~ and ¢ lies in the future null-cone CT = {{ € R% ; (£)* =0, £° > 0}, because then the imaginary part of (z-{/R)
has a fixed sign and moreover z-¢ # 0. To see the point, let z = x+iy € T+ or T~ (that is, y = (y°,y) = Im(z) verify
0 < (y)? < R?, with 4° > 0 and 3° < 0, respectively) and, again using the quaternionic notations, ¢ = (¢°,¢) € C*
(that is, € > 0 and |¢] = £°). Taking parallel steps to the ones that led to Eqgs. and , one can show that:

(16.8)

y-&£E>0 for 27T,
y-£<0 for zeT~.

Therefore, for all z = x4 iy in the domains 7+ and ¢ € C*, we have z-£ # 0; no matter z-& # 0 or not, the term ¥ - £
is always nonzero. On the other hand, for an arbitrary value of 7 and a fixed sign of the imaginary part of (z - £/R),
a single-valued determination of (z - &/R)7 is given by:

(%)T - P (T [i arg(%) +log ‘%H) ) arg(%) €]—mm[. (16.9)

Accordingly, one can define the single-valued, global dS4 plane waves as the boundary values, in the sense of distri-
butions, of analytic continuation to the forward (7) or backward (7 ) tube of the waves (16.1):

Ti,ﬁ(f) - /MRC (%)T geC, yeV™, y—0

fo (B o2 5

=¢F (@)

f(@) dp(x)

) F(z) du(), (16.10)

64 A tuboid is a domain bordered by a set with real coordinates.

65 Let ¢(z = x + iy) be an analytic function in a given local tube ©® = A +iZ. Then, for all f(z) in ®(A) (the latter being the space of
infinitely differentiable functions with compact support on the p-measure space A), the sequence of distributions {(Z)y HETES E} defined
in ©'(A) by:

by () = /A (@ +iy) f(x) du(z),

is weakly convergent when y goes to zero in Z; this limit (¢y|yez, y—0) gives a distribution in ®’(A), called boundary value of ¢(z) on
A from the local tube ©. To see more detailed discussions on this topic, one can refer to Refs. [35}[99]. Moreover, to get acquainted with
the notion of distribution and its relevant objects, readers are referred to Ref. [32]. [As a final remark in this footnote, we would like
to point out that, by definition, the support of a function f, denoted in the sequel by supp(f), is the subset of the domain containing
those elements which are not mapped to zero. If the domain of f is a topological space, the support of f is defined as the smallest closed
set containing all points that are not mapped to zero. Functions with compact support on a topological space are those whose closed
support is a compact subset of the space.]
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where, in the above “Fourier transform”, f(z) € D(Mp) (D (M ) being the space of infinitely differentiable functions
with compact support on M ), while du(x) stands for the invariant measure on M 5, ¥ for the Heaviside function, and
¢ for a real-valued constant (this constant, as we will discuss in section is fixed by applying the local Hadamard
condition on the corresponding two-point function).

16.2. Precision on orbital basis of the cone

We now elaborate on the notion of orbital basis 7 of the future null-cone C*. Let z, and S(x,) respectively denote
a unit vector (in the sense |(z.)?| = 1) in R and its stabilizer subgroup in Sp(2,2). In the present context, two types
of orbits are of interest:

olIf x, € Qi then 7 would be the section of CT characterized by a hyperplane of the form z, - £ = a (a > 0),
i.e., an orbit (of spherical type) of the stabilizer subgroup S(z,) ~ SO(4).56 To see the point, let us set

x, = (1,0,0,0,0). With this choice of the unit vector x, € Ei the orbit 1= Ty reads:
10 = {f eCt ; 50 = a} = {§ cCt : (51)2 + (52)2 + (53)2 + (54)2 — az} ) (16.11)

o If (x,)? = —1, 7T represents the union of the sections of CT characterized by two hyperplanes of the forms
xz, & = 4b (b > 0), i.e., the union of two hyperboloid sheets, which are orbits of the stabilizer subgroup
S(z,) ~ S00(1,3).5" To see the point, we choose z, = (0,0,0,0,1). With this choice, the orbit T = T, takes
the form:

Tu=TruT = {eectie =l {ge ot ¢t = b}
{eects € - -2 -2 =v}. (16.12)

Here, in a shortcut, we assert that the latter parametrization is the most proper choice when one deals with the zero-
curvature limit of dS, fields. In this context, the null-vector £ € CT is considered in terms of the four-momentum
(k°, k) of a Minkowskian particle with mass m as follows:

m m2

kO k-k k
¢t (eTf) = ( = +1, m,ﬂ:l) , (16.13)
based upon which, we have (k%)% — k -k =m?2. We will come back to this important point later.

16.3. DS, plane waves as generating functions for square-integrable eigenfunctions

For the sake of reasoning, in this subsection, we invoke a system of bounded global coordinates appropriate for
describing a bounded version of dS4 spacetime, namely S* x (—m/2,7/2). This system of intrinsic coordinates, known
as conformal coordinates, is given by:

z = (2°,x) = (Rtanp, R(cos p) 'u), (16.14)

where —7/2 < p < 7/2 and u € S? (for an explicit form of u, see Eq. (13.6))). Note that the coordinate p is actually
timelike, and plays the role of a conformal time; the closure of the p-interval is taken into account, when one studies
compactified spacetime under conformal action.

66 We recall that under the action of Sp(2,2) in R, the region QJF is divided into a union of mutually disjoint orbits of different radii, for
which, according to the Cartan decomposition of Sp(2,2), the subgroup SO(4) ~ SU(2) x SU(2), isomorphic to the maximal compact
subgroup of Sp(2,2), plays the role of stabilizer subgroup (see subsection [9.2).

67 We recall that under the action of Sp(2,2) in R, the exterior of the cone ()2 = 0, which here z, belongs to, is divided into a union
of mutually disjoint orbits of different radii, for which, according to the space-time-Lorentz decomposition of Sp(2,2), the subgroup
SOo(1, 3), isomorphic to the Lorentz subgroup, plays the role of stabilizer subgroup (see subsection .
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16.8.1. DSy plane waves as generating functions

Again, employing the quaternionic notations, let £ = (£°,€) € C* (that is, €Y > 0 and £° = |€]). According to the
identities given in appendices [B|and [E| one can demonstrate £ € H ~ R?* as f |€]v, with v € SU(2) ~ S3. The dot
product z - /R then can be given, in terms of the conformal coordinates (|16.14), as follows:

. 1 Oclp
28 = (tanp)¢® — u-€= E c
R cos p 2icos p

(14+r*=2r(u-v)), r=ie ™. (16.15)

Considering the above identity along with the generating function for the Gegenbauer polynomials C;, 7 (z) (see Eq.
(D.8)), it is straightforward to show that:

zoext [ e\ .
(?) B <2icosp> (1+T2 f2r(u~v))
gOeip s n -7 1
= (21 Cosp> 7;)7“ C, (u-v), Re(7) < 7 (16.16)

Note that the above expansion is not valid in the function sense, because the generating function for the Gegenbauer
polynomials (as is manifest above) is merely convergent for |r| < 1, while, in our case, we have |r| = [ie7#| = 1.
This failure, however, is circumvented here by giving a negative imaginary part to the angle p — p —ie (e > 0).
This process, ensuring the convergence of the expansion, indeed amounts to extend the ambient coordinates to the
backward tube T~ (see subsection .

Utilizing Egs. and along with , we get the following auxiliary relation:

(1472 =2r(u-v)" =2 1" PL7(?) Vo ()i (v), (16.17)
Lim
where, again, Ypim’s, with (L,I,m) e NxNxZ,0< 1< Land — < m <, are the hyperspherical harmonics on the
unit-sphere S* (see appendix@ while the functlons P (r?) are deﬁned in terms of the hypergeometric functions as:
_ 1 TWL-71)
T2 2

= F(L—-71,—1—1;L+2; 16.18
PL (T) (L+1)' F(*T) 2 1( T, —T 3 + 7T)7 ( )

with the integral representation:

L p—71(,.2 _ i 2 T
™ PrT(r%) Yoim(u) = 5.2 (1 +7r°—2r(u- v)) Voim(v) du(v). (16.19)
S3

Now, combining the above auxiliary relation with Eq. (16.16)), and substituting » = ie~!?, the expansion of the dS,
plane waves takes the form:

(Lg> =21 ) 0L (@) (€7) Vi (V). (16.20)

Lim

where we introduce three sets of functions {®7,  (z)}, in the allowed ranges of the unifying complex parameter 7
corresponding to the three series of the dS4 scalar representations, on M p as:

iL—7 e—i(L—T)p

T — -7 ( _ —2ip
le(.’l)) (2 COS P)T PL ( € ) yle(u)
k=7 emil=me (L —7) N
= _ - _1- . __,—21p
Geosp)y T3 Do 2l =7 =7 = LL+ 2= Yiim(u). (16.21)

By using the Euler’s transformation (see Eq. (D.30))), one can also obtain the following alternative form of Eq. (16.21)):

(L=7 o—i(L+T+3)p T+3 I'(L-1)
(L+ D) T(—7)

Tm(@) =1 2P (T+2,L+7+3L+2,—e ") Yym(u). (16.22)

(2 cos p)

Here, we must underline that:
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e The introduced functions ®7, (x) are well defined for all values of 7 with Re(7) < 0,5 and therefore, are well
defined for all the dS4 scalar UIR’s.

e In the conformal coordinates x = z(p, u), these functions are infinitely differentiable in their respective allowed
ranges of parameters.

e Due to the linear independence of Yp;m’s, the functions ®7, () play the role of the usual solutions to the
scalar-wave equations ((15.17) (again, in the respective allowed ranges of 7), when one proceeds with the proper
separation of variables. [We will clarify this point in subsubsection [16.3.3]]

e Considering the orthonormality of Yi;m,’s on S3, the integral representation of ®7, (z)’s, say the “Fourier
transform” on S3, is given by:

QL (2) = 27T2(1§0)T /S3 (ng) Veim(v) du(v) . (16.23)

[We will also come back to the meaning of this Fourier transform later in subsubsection [16.3.4}]

e At the limit p — £7/2, namely, the infinite dS, “future” /“past”, the behavior of these functions, with respect
to the form (16.21)), is determined by (see Eq. (D.31)):

ib=7 emi(L=)p (L —71)T(2r +3)
(2cosp)™ T(—7)T(r+2)T(L+71+3)

Lim (%) By iz Viim(u), (16.24)

for —3 < Re(7) < 0, and, with respect to the alternative form (16.22)), by (see Eq. (D.31)):

. r(—2r —3)
T ~ sL—7 —i(L+7+3)p T+3
le(l‘) ~p—x5 1 e ( ) F(*T) F(*T N 1)

2cosp Viim(u), (16.25)

for Re(r) < 3 .59 Considering the asymptotic relations and in their respective domains of the
parameter T, 1t is clear that the functions @7, (z) are smgular at the hmlt p — £7/2 for all Re(r) < —3
corresponding to the relation , where the asymptotic behavior is dominated by the factor (cos p)™3. Of
course, one must notice that this singularity is nothing but a direct result of the choice of coordinates, that
we have already made in order to express the dot product x - £&. Technically, this singularity occurs for the
scalar discrete series (7 = —p — 2) with p > 2, which includes all the scalar discrete series UIR’s II,, ¢, with the
exception of II,—; o (7 = —3) associated with the so-called minimally coupled scalar field (this point will be
used later in subsection [17.3)).

16.3.2.  Normalized eigenfunctions

Here, we proceed with the examination of the introduced three sets of functions {<I> Tim(® )}, in the respective
allowed ranges of 7, as three sets of basis elements for the spacetime realization of the (respective) carrier Hilbert
spaces of the dS, scalar (principal, complementary, and discrete series) UIR’s. Such basis elements are supposed to be
scalar-valued functions on M p, infinitely differentiable, and solutions to the scalar-wave equations ,70 which,
so far, all are well fulfilled by ®7,,.(x)’s. These elements are also supposed to be square integrable with respect to
the so-called Klein-Gordon inner product. This is actually the only criterion left here that needs to be examined
concerning the introduced sets of functions. Technically, for given solutions ®; and ®5 to the scalar-wave equations
, the Klein-Gordon inner product is defined by:

(@1 (), Da(2) :1/{3@;@)(@ —9,)y(x) do” Ei-/zq)f(x)g,,fbg(x) do” (16.26)

68 Note that this restriction on 7, namely, Re(T) < 0, is issued from the domain of the Gamma function I'(—7) appeared in the denominator
of ( m 116.21)) (to see the propertles of the Gamma functions, we refer readers to Ref. [100]).

69 Note that for Re(r) = , which is the case for the scalar principal series 7 = —3/2 — iv (v € R), we need to give a small imaginary
part to v, then we can use the above asymptotic formulas (see Ref. [101]).

70 Again, for the latter point, it is convenient to recall the arguments subsequent to Eq. .
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where ¥ and do” respectively stand for a Cauchy surface™ and the area element vector on it. The Klein-Gordon
inner product is dS4 invariant and of course independent of the choice of ¥. Regarding the choice of global coordinates
x = z(p,u), that we have already made, this product takes the form:

@1(0). ®a(a)) = 2 [ Bi(p0) 3, D) dp(u). (16.27)

where dyu(u) is the invariant measure on S? (see appendix .
Considering the orthogonality relations of Vi, ’s, for the given sets of functions {Qzlm(x)} (the normalizable ones),
we have :

(BT 1my (€)s Tt () = 01, 1011150y | L sy my ()12 (16.28)

where, by admitting the form ((16.21]) and utilizing Eqs. (D.32)), (D.33]), and (D.34]), we obtain:

T — — T F(L — T) 2
|95 () = R 222k e Im) S0
-1
L—-—7+4+1 L—T1 L+7+4 L+7+3

R r*( )F( )F( )F( ) 16.29
x e( 2 2 2 2 (16.29)

For real values of 7, by employing the Legendre duplication formula™, Eq. (16.29) simplifies to:

(L -

9 ()2 = 2°R2 . (16.30)

(T(—7)*T(L+7+3)

According to Egs. 1) and 7 it is manifest that the sets of functions {ézlm(as)}, with =3 < Re(7) < 0,
which is the case for the dS, scalar principal and complementary series, are normalizable. Hence, considering this
fact along with the properties listed below Eqgs. (16.21) and (16.22)), we argue that the functions ®7,,.(x), in the
respective ranges of 7 corresponding to the dSy scalar principal and complementary series, are proper candidates to
generate the (respective) carrier Hilbert spaces of the representations. For the scalar discrete series, characterized by
Re(7) € =3 (= —p — 2, with p = 1,2, ...), however, the situation is more delicate. To make the point clear, we first
need to consider the alternative form of the functions ®7, (), for which, the range Re(7) < —3 is allowed.
In this case, the involved hypergeometric functions gFl( —-p,L—p+ 1;L + 2 —6*2‘p)7 with p = 1,2, ..., reduce to
polynomials of degree p (see appendix E[) Accordingly, for the scalar discrete series (1 = —p — 2), the corresponding
set of functions {®7, (x)} is divided into two parts:

e The set of {®7, (z)}, with L < p (say {‘I>Z<plm (z)}), which, with respect to the Klein-Gordon inner product
(16.27)), is of null norm and clearly, considering the allowed ranges of L,l, and m, is of p(p + 1)(2p + 1)/6

dimension.

e The set of regular normalizable functions {®7, ()}, with L > p (say {®] (x)}).

L2plm

Note that the invariant null-norm subspace {(I)E@ lm(a:)} can be interpreted as a space of “gauge” states, which carries
the irreducible (nonunitary) finite-dimensional representations of the dS; group. Regarding the notations introduced
in appendix [G] these representations are characterized by (ny; = 0,15 = p—1). They are indeed Weyl equivalent™ to
the discrete series UIR’s I, o.

Let us summarize the above results. In the allowed ranges of parameters, the normalized eigenfunctions (denoted

here by 7, (x)’s), as basis elements of the carrier Hilbert spaces of the dS, scalar UIR’s, read [102]:

Nzlm(:c) =N] L= il H3)p (cos p)T+3 oF) (T +2,L+7+3;L+2 —e_zip) Viim(u), (16.31)

71 That is a spacelike surface in such a way that the Cauchy data on it uniquely define a solution to the wave equations (15.17).
2 T(2) T(z+1/2) = 21722 /7 T'(22).
73 Again, if two representations are Weyl equivalent, then they share same Casimir eigenvalue.
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where, with respect to Eq. (16.29)), the normalization factors N7 are:

T 42 m(ry (L —7) [I'(=7)|
Np = R%/%QH 2 et |£(§_T)\ E(—T) (L-il-l)!
. Re<F*<L_;+1> F(L;T) F*(L+;+4) F(L+;+3)>~ (16.32)

For real values of 7, which is the case for the complementary and discrete series (the normalizable ones), the normal-
ization factors N simplify to:

_ 275 JT(L—7)T(L+7+3)

N 7 Lt (16.33)
In particular, for the scalar discrete series, determined by 7 = —p — 2 (p = 1,2,...), the orthonormal system turns
into (L > p):
CT)E%Zm(x) =N[_, ilAPH2 o =iL=pHDp (g p) P 2P (—p,L—p+1LL+2—e %) Yym(u), (16.34)
with:
_p—1
Np = 2 ; > T(L +p(—;%2 f)(!L —p+1) (16.35)

As already mentioned, for the scalar discrete series with p > 2, these functions are singular at the limits p = +m/2.
Now, for the scalar principal and complementary series, we can rewrite the expansion formula (16.20]), representing

the dS; plane waves as generating functions, in terms of the orthonormal sets {E)Tum(x)} (in the respective ranges of
T) as:

(LE> - 27T2 Z ||(I)le le( ) (50) yzlm(v)a (1636)

where ||®7,,,.(x)||’s are determined by Eq. (16.29)), for the principal series, and by Eq. (16.30)), for the complementary
series. For the scalar discrete series, the expansion needs to be split into two sectors:

(33 E)T_ip 2 B 27TQZZ(I)L<plm 50) P 2yle( )

L=0 Im

2023 S 8T @ BT ue) (€) 72 V¥, p= L2, (1637)
L=p lm
where [[®7 _ ;. (2)||’s are determined by Eq. (16.30), with 7 = —p — 2. Accordingly, we have the “spherical” modes
in dS4 spacetime in terms of the dS, plane waves.

16.3.8.  Usual solutions by separation of variables

Let us now show that the three sets of functions { o7 lm} or {<I> le} corresponding to the three series of the
dSy4 scalar representations, can be actually obtained by directly solving the scalar-wave equations (15.17)). As already
pointed out in subsection [I5.2} the scalar Casimir operator is proportional to the Laplace-Beltrami operator in dSy
spacetime (i.e., Qél) = —R?0pR), which, with respect to the conformal coordinates = = x(p, u) (see Eq. ), takes
the form:

1
\[8 /997" 0y = —5 cos p;) (cos_2 p%) 2 cos® p Ag, (16.38)

with:

0? 0 1 82 1 0 1 0?

A 2 cot OV 5t A
57 9y +2c0ty 57 [M; sinZ ¢ 802 sin? ¢ 00 * sin? ¢ sin? 6 02’

(16.39)
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where the latter is the Laplace operator on S* (note that here we have used the parametrization given in Eq. (13.6)),
for which S? 3 u = u(v, 0, ¢), with 0 < 1,0 < 7 and 0 < ¢ < 27). Solutions to the scalar-wave equations (15.17)), in
the respective ranges of 7, then can be found by separation of variables, ®7,, . (z) = A(p)B(u), based upon which we
get [102} 103]:

(A3 +C)B(u) =0, (16.40)
((3054 pd—p cos™? pdip +Ccos?p—7(T+ 3))A(p) =0. (16.41)

The relevant solutions to the angular part (16.40), with C' = L(L 4 2) and L € N, are the usual hyperspherical
harmonics on S3, namely, B(u) = Vri,(u). On the other hand, for the p-dependent part and for a given 7, the
solutions (corresponding to the Euclidean vacuum) are [103]:

Ap) = Axep) = x1, (cosp)F (PR, 4 (sinp) = 2Q) 4 (sinp)) (16.42)

where P, and @ are the Legendre functions on the cut, with A = A\(7) = £(7 + 2), and y, is:

VA(TE-Ar D)
XL =55 (W) . (16.43)

Here, it must be underlined that the above relations provide us with three sets of solutions {®7, () =
AAL(p)yle(u)} in the allowed ranges of 7 associated with the three series of the dS, scalar representations, ex-

cept for the case of discrete series (1 = —p —2), with L < p, for which the above formulas break down. These families
of solutions obey the following orthogonality prescription:
<(I)£’l/m” (I)Elm> = 5LL/6ll/6mm’ ’ <(I)£/l/m" ((I)Elm)*> =0. (1644)

Now, to make apparent the link between the p-dependent part of the solutions Axr(p) and its counterpart in
Eq. (16.21) or equivalently in Eq. (16.22), given in terms of the hypergeometric functions, one can either directly
expand the Legendre functions in their arguments or solve the differential Eq. (16.41), by changing the variables
p—t ( = T2) = —e 2p;

d? d 1
<t2(1 —t)? FToias 2t(1—1) Fri iL(L +2)(1—1)% —tr(7 + 3))A(t) =0, Axr(p) = A(t). (16.45)
Below, we proceed with the second approach.

Frobenius solutions to Eq. in the neighborhood of t = 0.7 For the solutions of the form A(t) = t° > >0 ant™,
the Frobenius indicial equation admits two sets of solutions, respectively, associated with the case ¢ = ¢; = L/2 and
the case ¢ = ¢g = —(L + 2)/2. The former set of solutions, in the neighborhood of t = 0, reads as:

L
2

A=A, ) =tZ2(1 -t ,F(t+2,L+7+ 3L +21), (16.46)

or alternatively, by making use of the Euler’s transformation (see Eq. (D.30))), as:

L
2

At)=A,(t) =t2(1—t)7 ,F (L—7,—7 — ;L + 2;¢). (16.47)

By substituting t = —e %, one can easily check that the above alternative forms of solutions respectively give the
p-dependent part of the solutions ((16.22)) and ((16.21)), up to constant factors.

7 At first glance, it might be argued that, with respect to the definition t = —e ™21, the neighborhood of ¢ = 0 is not reachable at all (since
[t| = 1). But, the very point to be noticed here is that the whole above construction is performed when we gave a negative imaginary
part to the angle p — p —ie (see the argument subsequent to Eq. ) Therefore, the definition ¢t = —e~2!” should actually be read
as t = —e~2Pe=2¢ In this sense, the neighborhood of ¢ = 0 is quite reachable by varying the value of € (> 0).
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On the other hand, since ¢; —co = L + 1 € N, for the latter set of solutions associated with ¢ = ¢y = —(L + 2)/2,
we face a degenerate case, for which linearly independent solutions read:

) = Ay(t) = (Io8()) A () + 3 butE (16.48)

n=—L—1

where the coefficients b,, are recurrently specified by substituting the above solutions into Eq. . Note that the
second set of solutions is singular at ¢ = 0, due to the logarithmic term. This set of solutions is relevant to the scalar
discrete series case, for which one has to deal with the finite dimensional space of null-norm solutions (in this regard,
we would like to draw the attention of readers to subsection [17.3] where we discuss this matter for the simplest case
(p=1)).

The above sets of solutions respectively possess the Klein-Gordon norms:

2
L+1))
A |2 = 93 R2 (( 6.4
14e. | R I'(L—7)T(L+7+3)’ (16.49)
which correspond to Eq. (16.29)), and (for real values of b,,’s):
V22 L (L4 1)!
||ACQ ”2 = 7T2||ACI ”2 + UR2 (F(L—‘r+l) 1('\(L+T-)‘r4> + 4(_1)LU ) (1650)
2 2
where:
u= > ()", v= > (~1)'(n+L/2by. (16.51)
n=—L—1 n=—L—1

In the discrete series case (71 = —p — 2), with L < p, we conjecture that the Klein-Gordon norm (16.50) vanishes, as

the norm (16.49)) does.
Frobenius solutions to Eq. in the neighborhood of t = 1, associated with the discrete series (1 = —p — 2).

For the solutions of the form A(t) = (1—t)¢ > >0 Cn(1—=1)", the Frobenius indicial equation has two sets of solutions,
respectively, associated with d = d; = -7t =p+2and d = d; = 7+ 3 = 1 — p. The second case represents the
p-dependent part (t = —e~2") of the (respective) solutions or . Solutions associated with the first case,
in the neighborhood of ¢t = 1, are given by:

L
2

Alt)=Agq, () =tZ(1— )PP JF (L+p+2,p+ L +2;1—t), (16.52)

or equivalently, with respect to the Euler’s transformation (see Eq. (D.30))), by:
A(t) = Ag, (8) =t 727 Y1 = t)P*2 ,F (= p, L —p+ 1; L+ 2,1 — 1) . (16.53)
Again, because d; — dy = 2p+ 1 € N, one has to deal with a degenerate case in the context of the second set of

solutions. Linearly independent solutions then are:

o0

A(t) = Agy (1) = (log(1 = 1)) A, (1) + Y en(1—t)"PF2, (16.54)

n=—2p—1

where the coefficients e,, are recurrently specified by substituting the above solutions into Eq. ([16.45)), while the latter
admits the change of variables ¢ — 1 — t. Here, again, the second set of solutions is singular, due to singularity of the
logarithmic term at ¢ = 1.

16.3.4. DSy UIR’s: spacetime realization versus S° realization

This subsubsection is devoted to a more detailed discussion concerning the Fourier transform . This transform
actually intertwines two different realizations of the dS, scalar principal series UIR’s, namely the spacetime and S?
realizations, while the dS, plane waves (x - £/R)"™ serve as the (Fourier) kernel for passing from one realization to
the other. To see the point, while we have in mind the arguments given in subsubsection it is sufficient to
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recall from subsection that the space spanned by Vrim’s on S? carries the ten essentially self-adjoint infinitesimal
operators associated with the scalar principal series UIR’s of the dS4 group Sp(2,2) (the S? realization).
Here, for all three series of the dS, scalar UIR’s, we introduce the following kernel:

3 _ R_l -3 1IHI(T) 0\—7 xé‘ T
MpxS° > (z,v) — K(a@v):WQ 2 e2 IT(—7)| (&) ) (16.55)
where we remind that ¢ = (£°,6%) € OF, with € > 0 and v € S3. This kernel for the scalar principal series
representations (with 7 = —3/2 — iv and v € R) expands as:
Kps JI V Z(I)le (yle( )) . (1656)
Lim

To get the above identity, we have used Egs. and , and then, after substituting 7 = —3/2 — iv and
considering the fact that I'*(z) = I'(z*), we have applied the Legendre duplication formula. On the other hand, for
the scalar complementary series representations (with 7 = —3/2 — v and v € R, while 0 < |v| < 3/2), taking Eq.
(116.30)) into account, the expansion of this kernel turns into:

KS(a,v) = 3 &7y, (@) (yum( ))*, (16.57)

Lim

where ﬁglm(v) =4/ % Yrim(v). For the scalar discrete series representations (with 7 = —p—2and p = 1,2, ...),
one needs to consider Egs. ((16.37)) and (16.30]), based upon which:

de(x,v) =R 12_7 (p+ 1) Z Z(I)L<plm (yle ) + Z Z(I)L>plm (yle( )>*7 (16.58)

L=0 Im L=p lm

where ylep *(v) = (L(er;)l. Viim(v). We recall from subsections [13.4] and [13.5( that VT, (v)’s, respectively,

with 7= —3/2—v and 7 = —p — 2 (L > p), generate the S? realization of the carrier Hilbert spaces of the dS, scalar
complementary and discrete series representations.

Accordingly, for all three series of the dS, scalar UIR’s, we have the two transforms which, in the respective allowed
ranges of 7, connect the “wave functions” @7, (x) (square integrable with respect to the Klein-Gordon inner product
(16.27)) with the respective elements f(v) in the Hilbert space L(S?), for the scalar principal series, in LZ(S? x §3),
for the scalar complementary series, and again in L%(SB), for the scalar discrete series. These two transforms, which
are inverse to each other, read:

NElm(‘r) = <K*(£L', ')7 f>L2 ) (1659)

F(v) = (K (), L) ke » (16.60)

where (-,-)z2 and (-, ") ¢ respectively refer to the L?(S?) inner product (see Eq. - and the Klein-Gordon inner
product (16.27). One can easily see that, for the principal case, the Fourier transform (16.59) precisely recovers the
transform ((16.23)).

16.4. DS, plane waves and the zero-curvature limit

In this subsection, following the lines sketched in Ref. [28], we aim to study the behavior of the dS4 scalar principal
waves under vanishing curvature.” We show that, at the flat (Minkowskian) limit, as far as the analyticity domain
is chosen properly, they precisely coincide with the usual positive-frequency, Minkowskian plane waves of a particle
with mass m.

75 Recall that, among all the dS4 UIR’s, those admitting a meaningful null-curvature limit merely involve the principal series representations;
they contract explicitly to the Poincaré massive UIR’s. In this sense, they are also called dS4 massive representations (see section .
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According to the discussions given in subsection the dS, single-valued, global plane waves can be obtained as
the boundary values, in the distribution sense, of analytic continuation to the forward (7 ) or backward (7 ) tubes
of the plane-wave solutions to the (relevant) wave equations. Here, for the sake of reasoning, we stick to the waves
analytic in the backward tube 7. Then, for the dSy scalar principal waves, which are of interest in the current

discussion, we have:
Grela) = [o(58) po( - Lo |5
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T

, (16.61)

where { € CT, 7= —2 —iv (v € R), and the real-valued constant ¢ = ¢, is:

B R-2 (12 4+ 1/4)
¢, = \/2( (16.62)

2m)3 (1 4+ e=27v) m?2’

in which m stands for the Poincaré-Minkowski mass. Note that, in the sequel (as in section , we consider a relation
between the representation parameter v and m as v = mR (c= 1= h).

Technically, to compute the flat limit (R — co) of the waves , one needs to consider an area around a given
point * € M p, in which all the distances are negligible in comparison with R. Regarding the homogeneity of the
dS4 hyperboloid M , under the action of Sp(2,2), one can take, for instance, the point z* = R and z# = 0, with
p=0,1,2,3."7 Letting R go to infinity, dS; spacetime in the neighborhood of this point admits its tangent plane,
that is, the 1 + 3-dimensional Minkowski spacetime. The coordinates z* in this neighborhood are approximated as

(see subsection and the relations (9.24) and (9.25)):

=z +OR™Y), *=R+0(). (16.63)
Now, we can deal with the flat limit of the waves (16.61)). In the first step, under the limit R — oo, for which
e ™ &~ 0 (recall that 7 = —2 — imR), these waves reduce to:
. _ . €T - g xT - 5 T

Jim b e(@) = tim e, |0(“5 )] || (16.64)

Subsequently, taking Eq. (16.62)) and the parametrization (16.63|) into account, we obtain:

_ 1 &b\ —3-imR

lim_ 6} (2) » ——9(-¢") [1€"7 (14 255 . 16.65
Rsoo d)y,{( ) 2(2#)3 ( g ) [K | R‘§4| e ( )

This limit solely exists for ¢* < 0, due to the Heaviside function 9J(—¢*), and for |¢4| = 1, due to the term |¢4]7.
Therefore, we consider the orbital basis 7T, on C* given in Eq. (16.12)), based upon which we can write £~ ( € _IZ) =

(’LD = 1/% +1, %, —1), where (k°, E) is the four-momentum of a Minkowskian particle with mass m. With this

m
choice of orbital basis for £ € C*, the above limiting process clearly reveals that, under vanishing curvature, the dSy
principal waves o, §(ac) meet the usual positive-frequency, Minkowskain plane waves of a particle with mass m:

2(12 E e~ k2o for x-£>0,
lim ¢ .(x) = 16.66
A, ue(®) 0, for -€ <0, (16.66)

where k -z, =, k"2, with p,v =0,1,2,3, and 7, = diag(1, -1, -1, -1).

So far, we have shown that under vanishing curvature, thanks to the analyticity requirement at the origin of the
term e, the modes with = - £ < 0, responsible for the appearance of negative energy modes at the flat limit,
are exponentially damped, while the ones with = - £ > 0 meet the legitimate (positive energy) Minkowskian on-shell

76 This point will be explicitly discussed later (see Eq. and its relevant discussions).

77 From physical point of view, the only physical entity visible to a local observer on the dSs hyperboloid M is the gravitational
acceleration, naively speaking, the radius of curvature R, which is the same all over the hyperbolid. In this sense, the observer can
never understand where is he/she exactly located on M . Therefore, for the sake of reasoning and without losing the generality, we can
consider any point on M p.
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modes of a particle with mass m. Regarding this remarkable result, two critical points must be underlined here.
First, this limiting process clearly does not depend on the point we choose. Second, the above result does not mean
that the energy concept can be defined globally in dS, (generally, dS) spacetime. Actually, applying Bogoliubov
transformations on the given modes gb;g may result in the appearance of conjugate modes (gb; 5)* which their flat
limit at some point 2’ is of negative energy, as soon as the point =’ verifies ' - £ > 0 (one can easily check the latter
point by repeating the above process for (gb; 5)*)

As a final remark, we would like to recall that, on a purely group-theoretical level based upon an ad hoc process
of contraction, the dSy principal UIR’s contract (at the zero-curvature limit) towards a direct sum of the massive
Poincaré UIR’s with positive and negative energy (see Eq. ) This feature could cause confusion in understanding
the physical content of dS4 (generally, dS) relativity under vanishing curvature, strictly speaking, under the Poincaré
contraction of the representations, because it somehow suggests that from the point of view of a local (tangent)
Minkowskian observer the curvature is in some sense responsible for the appearance of negative energy modes in
the theory. The above result, however, as we will discuss in the next section, lifts this ambiguity and allows for the
implementation of group representation theory, in terms of the dS4 (generally, dS) plane waves, to achieve a promising
QFT formulation of dSy (generally, dS) elementary systems (in the Wigner sense) in such a way that, under vanishing
curvature, the whole QFT construction meets the ordinary flat one.

17. QFT IN DS; SPACETIME

In this section, following the seminal works by Bros et al. [34] 35], we are going to present a consistent QFT reading
of (free) elementary systems in dS, spacetime formulated based on a set of fundamental principles, which closely
parallel the Wightman axioms for Minkowskian fields, while the usual spectral condition of “positivity of the energy”
is replaced by a certain geometric KMS condition. The latter is equivalent to an exact thermal manifestation of the
associated “vacuum” states. Technically, as already mentioned, the whole quantization process is carried out in terms
of the global dS4 plane waves (introduced in the previous section); thanks to the existence of the related (global)
dS4-Fourier calculus, one can implement many significant notions like wave propagation, “particle states”, etc. in the
context of dS4 QFT quite analogous to its Minkowskian counterpart.

Here and before going into the details, let us once again point out that in this section, in order to keep the argument
straight, we merely stick to the case of dS; scalar quantum fields é(m), while, technically, we adopt the usage that
is (often tacitly) adopted in the vast majority of QFT textbooks to call “quantization” a Hilbertian Fock space
realization of the field algebra (see, for instance, Ref. [32]).

17.1. Local dS, scalar fields: generalized free fields

The starting point, to get an elaborate formulation of the theoretical framework that is meant to be pre-
sented here, is to consider the Borchers-Uhlmann algebra B [104] of terminating sequences of test-functions
f= (fo,fl(ml), vy (@1, oo ymn), o, 0,0, . ) on Mg, where fy € C and f, € ©,, (n > 1), ©,, being the space of
infinitely differentiable functions with compact support on the cartesian product of n copies of M ; ©,, = 9, ([M R]").
[Note that here the subscript ‘n’, as a dynamical variable, refers to the number of particles appeared in the theory;
the total particle number is finite, no matter how large: > n, < co.] In this x-algebra, the product and the involution
are respectively given by:

s,teN
s+t=n
[ =0 @), o fi(@n, . 21), ..,0,0, .. ), (17.2)
where (fs ® he)(21, - ,Zs1t) = fs(X1, oo ,Zs)he(XTsq1, ... ,@s4t). This algebra is supposed to be equipped with a

representation U(g) of the dSy group Sp(2,2) as follows:

U@ = (fo (U@ ) @), s (U@ ) (@1, o), 10,0, ), (17.3)
where, besides fy which is invariant under this action, for f, (n > 1) in a natural way we have:

(Q(g)fn)(xl, ey X)) = fn(g_1 O X1, ... ,g_l omn) . (17.4)
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A local QFT then is defined by a continuous linear functional W(f) on 9B, that is, a sequence {Wn (fn) €D, ne
N}, in which W, (f,)’s are distributions (Wightman n-point functions):

Wolo) =1, and  {W(f) :/Wn(xl, ) falen ) dpa) o dp(e). 021y, (175)

where dp(z) is the invariant measure on M. [The algebra 9B actually allows to elegantly collect the Wightman
n-point functions to one linear functional W(f).] In this context, the following conditions must be verified:

e Covariance. Each W, is invariant under the dS4 group action, i.e., W, (Q(g)fn) = W (fn), for all g € Sp(2,2).

This is of course equivalent to the invariance of the functional W itself, i.e., W(Q (9) f) = W(f), for all g €
Sp(2,2). B B

e Locality. There is a “locality” ideal Zj,. in 9B, which is defined in the same way as the Minkowskian case (but
with respect to the dS, spacelike separation; see section , in which the functional W vanishes (i.e., W(f) =0,
for all f € Zjc)-

e Positivity. For each f € B, characterized by fy € C, f1 € D1(Mp), ..., fn € Dn([Mg]"):

Z Wsi(fs ® f) 20, (17.6)

s,t=0

which is equivalent to the positivity of the functional W itself (i.e., W(f*f) > 0, for all f € B). Note that this
assumption should be relaxed to deal with dS, gauge QFT’s [105].

Here, we must underline that, at this initial level of generality, it is not necessary to assume any wave equation for
Wh,.

Now, quite analogous to the Minkowskian case, the Gel’fand-Naimark-Segal (GNS) construction (see, for instance,
Ref. [106]) assures that, given a state W(f) on B, one can find a Hilbertian Fock space 7, a UIR U(g) — % (g) of

the dS4 group,” a vacuum vector ) € 2 invariant under %, and finally an operator-valued distribution gﬁ, for which
the sequence of its Wightman functions reads:

Waler, o w0) = (@,6(21) . dw)9), n €N}, (17.7)

Moreover, the GNS construction provides us with the vector-valued distribution ®,, in such a way that:
b, (f) = / (4(@1) o b@)Q) falar, o) duen) .. dpen) (17.8)

Note that ®,, is actually an (unbounded) operator acting on ., defined on some dense domain of ##. The GNS

construction also gives a representation f — é(f) = {i)n (fn), n€ N} of B, which contains the basic field qg(ac) as a
special case:

o(f1) = 2((0,£1,0, ...)) = / o() fi(x) du(z). (17.9)

The operator d;( f1) (that is, a basic field (ZB(LL‘) smeared out with a test function f1) represents a physical operation
performed on the system within the spacetime region determined by the support of fi;. Roughly speaking, the
argument x of a basic field has direct physical significance. It marks the point where q@(m) applied to a state produces
a change. In this sense, using the basic fields, one can associate with each open region O in M , a polynomial algebra
P(0O) of operators on Fock space, that is, the algebra generated by all ®(fo, f1, ..., fas -.. ), the fields smeared out
with test functions f,(z1, ... ,2,) possessing their support in the region O; suppf,(z1, ... ,z,) C O", for n > 1.
The set P(O)S is actually a dense subset of 7. Here, we must underline that our interpretation of the theory is
indeed based on the assertion that the elements of this subalgebra of &(%) can be interpreted as representing physical

78 By Ul(g) — % (g) is meant the extension of the natural representation U of the dS4 group on a Hilbert space H to the corresponding
Fock space ., where % denotes the extended representation.
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operations performable within @. This suggests that the net of algebras P(Q) constitutes the intrinsic mathematical
description of the theory. [To get more mathematical details, concerning the above discussions, we encourage readers
to refer to Ref. [106].]

At this stage, focusing on a (generalized) free scalar field, we make the above construction more explicit. On the
free field level, all the truncated n-point functions W,tlr(acl, ey X)), with n # 2, vanish. The quantum theory therefore
is completely encoded in the two-point function W = Wy (z, 2’), that is, a distribution on M p x M verifying the
aforementioned requirements of covariance, locality, and positivity, which imply that:

e Covariance. For all g € Sp(2,2), W(gox,go ') = W(z,2).

e Locality. For every spacelike separated pair (x,2') € My, namely, (x — 2’)? < 0 (see section @, W(z,z') =
W(x', z).

o Positivity. For all fi € ©1(Mp):

/ Wia, ') f{ (@) (2') du(a)du(a’) > 0. (17.10)
MpXMp

The GNS triplet (%,(JB,Q), corresponding to the functional W = Wy (x, z'), then can be explicitly constructed.
Actually, this triplet indicates the Fock representation of a generalized free scalar field ¢ verifying the following
commutation relations:

[6(f1): 9(k1)] = C(f1,ky) x 1 = /C(xvx/)fl(x)kl(wl) dp(z)dpu(a) x 1, (17.11)

for all fi,k; € ©;, while the commutator function is given by C(z,2') = W(z,2') — W(z',z). The associated
Hilbertian Fock space representation .7 of the field algebra is defined by the Hilbertian sum Hy ® [EBn S (’Hl)®"}, in
which S stands for the symmetrization operation, Hg = {)\Q ;A E (C}, and the one-particle sector H; is defined in
such a way that:

e A regular element hy € Hy is given by a class of functions hi(z) € D1(M i) modulo the functions kq, for which
Sur s, Wi @)k (@) dpa(e)dpu(a’) = 0.

e The associated norm, for such an element h;, reads:
k)= [ Wl i) o) dile)dula’) > 0. (17.12)
MR XMR

e Eventually, by completion of the space of regular elements, with respect to the above norm, the full Hilbert
space H; is defined.

Note that a similar procedure for the regular elements h,, € H, = S (H1)®™ is performed.

Each field operator (;AS( f1) can be decomposed into two parts, i.e., “creation” and “annihilation” parts: gﬁ( f1) =
C_LT(f 1) +a(f1). The actions of a'(f1) and a(f1), respectively, on the dense subset of “regular elements” of the form
h = (ho,hl, vy By o,0,0, ... ) are given by:

(af(fl)il)n(;z:l, ,In) = % Zfl(l‘l) iln_l(l‘l, ,j?i, 71‘77,), (1713)

(a(fl)h)n(xl, ) = \/n+1/M N AW, ) b (& 21, oor s 2) dpa(@)dp(a’) (17.14)

where &; means that this term is omitted. One can easily show that the above formulas give the commutation rules

([T7-11).

In summary, within the above framework, on one hand, due to the locality condition of W(z, z’), the antisymmetric
bidistribution C(z,2’) on M p vanishes coherently with the notion of locality inherent to My, i.e., C(z,2") = 0, for

every spacelike separated pair (z,z') € Mp. This clearly compels the scalar field ¢(z) to verify the requirement
of local commutativity (since [¢(z),¢(2’)] = C(z,2’) x 1). On the other hand, the covariance requirement of the

two-point function necessitates the dSy covariance of the field operator zj;(x), while the representation % (g) of the
dS4 group in 47 is unitary with respect to the same requirement and to the given norm in ((17.12]).
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17.1.1. Discussion: weak spectral condition

So far, the requirements of covariance, locality, and positive definiteness are literally carried over from the
Minkowskian case to the dS4 one. In dS; (generally, dS) spacetime, however, no literal or unique analogue of
the usual spectral condition of “positivity of the energy” exists, even worse, it is impossible to define the notion of
“energy” at all; no matter what generator of the dS, (generally, dS) group is taken into account, the associated Killing
vector field, though perhaps timelike in some region of the spacetime, is spacelike in some other region (see subsection
14.4]). Because of this ambiguity, one encounters many inequivalent QFT’s (or in other words, the phenomenon of
nonuniqueness of the vacuum state) for any single dS, (generally, dS) field model. As a matter of fact, in the absence
of a canonical choice of a time coordinate, based upon which one can classify modes as being positive or negative
frequency, the appeared QFT’s are mostly relevant to specific choices of time coordinates, which yield associated
frequence splittings.

Of course, if one sticks to the free field level, technically there is a possible way out to circumvent the absence of
a true spectral condition in dS4 (generally, dS) QFT and to single out a distinguished vacuum state for linear fields.
It is indeed a well-established fact that for a wide class of spacetimes with bifurcate Killing horizons, including dS,
(generally, dS) spacetime, the Hadamard requirement selects a distinguished vacuum state for linear fields (see Refs.
[37, 106], 107] and references therein). The Hadamard requirement actually postulates that two-point functions of
linear fields, for instance, Klein-Gordon fields on curved spacetime, at short distances should behave same as their
Minkowskian free-field counterparts. Through this postulate, the selected vacuum state for dSy (generally, dS) linear
fields coincides with the so-called Euclidean [36] or Bunch-Davies [40] vacuum state. Nevertheless, if one desires to
get involved with general interacting fields, the too special character of the Hadamard requirement (which confines it
to the free field level) necessitates one to seek another explanation of the existence of preferred vacuum states in the
global structure of dS, (generally, dS) spacetime.

In view of the above considerations, in this section, following the sound arguments given in Refs. [34] [35] by Bros
et al., we are going to present a rigorous mathematical framework, based on analyticity requirements of n-point
functions, which sheds a new light on the preferred representations of dS; (generally, dS) QFT (see Ref. [37] and
references therein) and on the way they solve the problem of the absence of a true spectral condition plaguing QFT in
dS4 (generally, dS) spacetime. Of course, in this context, the Hadamard requirement still remains of great significance
and indicates the necessity for two-point functions to be the boundary values of analytic functions “from the good
side” (the well-known ie-rule.)

In order to prepare the ground, we recall from Minkowskian QFT the well-known fact that the spectral condi-
tion is equivalent to specific analyticity properties of the Wightman n-point functions Won((:vo)l, ,(xo)n) 132],
arising from the Laplace transform theorem in C*". [Again, the subscript ‘o’ marks the entities defined in 1 + 3-
dimensional Minkowski spacetime R* or in its complex version C*.] Technically, these analyticity properties necessi-
tate that, for each n (n > 1), the distribution W, ((z,)y, ... ,(2,),) is the boundary value of an analytic function

Weon((25)15 - (25)) given in the tube:

ToJF(n) = {((zo)h 7(zo)n) ) (Zo)k = (xo)k: +i(y0)k € C47 I<ksn

o 4 .
5 W)y — (Wo); €V, 1< j<n— 1}, (17.15)

where the domain K: stems from the causal structure in R* (the definition of K: can be simply understood from
the corresponding one given in section [7| for R%). To see the points lying behind the above argument, it would be
convenient to briefly review what happens, for instance, in the case of the free (massive) Klein-Gordon scalar field
in Minkowski spacetime. Considering the associated Fourier representation, its two-point function W, = W_,(z,, x})
reads:

, 1

Wy (o, 2,) = 52m)? /e—i’”o 7o 9(k0) 8((k)? — m?) d'k, (17.16)

where ¥ refers to the Heaviside function. Note that the measure dy = 9(k°) 6((k)? — m?) d*k is considered to solve
the corresponding Klein-Gordon wave equation and to fulfill the spectral condition [32]. According to the spectral
condition, or by direct inspection from the convergence properties of the integral at the right-hand side of the above
equation, one can easily check that the distribution W, (x,, z}) appears as the boundary value of a function W, (z,, 2%)
holomorphic in the domain T (2), while the boundary value is taken from T @,

In the case of dS; spacetime (embedded in R®), a natural substitute to the above analyticity properties is to
requiring the given W,,(x1, ... ,z,), for each n > 1, being the boundary value (in the distribution sense) of a function
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Wi (z1, ..., zn) holomorphic in:
T+ — 7+ N0 [Mg)]n = {(21, e Zn) 2 =Xy iy GM%C), 1<k<n

; ijrl_ijQJra 1<j<n—l}, (17.17)

where TH(™ is the tube associated with C®” and, again, E+ is the domain resulting from the causal structure on M
(see section . As a matter of fact, it has been shown, by Bros et al. [35, [108], that 7+ is a domain of [Mg)]n

and a tuboid above [M R]n such that the concept of “distribution boundary value of a holomorphic function from
this domain” remains meaningful. In this sense, it is legitimate to supplement the postulates of covariance, locality,
and positivity (pointed out above) by imposing:

e Weak spectral condition. The distribution W, (x1, ... ,x,), for each n > 1, is obtained by taking the boundary
value of a function W, (z1, ..., z,) holomorphic in the subdomain THm) of [M%C)]n.

For a general dS; two-point function, the above postulate of normal analyticity explicitly reads:

e The two-point function W = Wy (z, ') = (Q, (x)¢(2')Q) is the boundary value (in the sense of distribution)
of a function W (z, z’) analytic in the tuboid domain:

T+® = {(z,z') 2T, 2 € T+}. (17.18)

[We recall from subsection @ that T =T+ N M E,(%c) are respectively the forward and backward tubes of M g;(:)']

In the coming subsection, following Refs. [34] [35] and by further restricting our attention to the free dS, Klein-
Gordon scalar fields, we will examine the above instruction for a QFT reading of dS, elementary systems, by presenting
the corresponding two-point functions possessing the requirements of covariance, locality, positive definiteness, and
normal analyticity. Again, the whole process will be operated in terms of the (related) global dS, plane-wave type
solutions (see the previous section).”™ Technically, the genuine dS,-Fourier calculus arising from the latter allows for
a spectral analysis of the two-point functions very similar to the Minkowskian case. In this context, we will show
that the above set of postulates is entirely encoded in the following mazimal analyticity properties®® of the two-point
functions W(z, 2'):

e W(z,2')’s can be analytically continued in the cut-domain:
A =M x MEN\r© (17.19)
where the cut I'©) is the set {(z,2); z € Mg? X Mg), (z—2)?* =0, Vo = 0}.
o W(z,2')’s verify, in the cut-domain A, the complex covariance requirement:
W(gozgoz)=W(z2), (17.20)
for all g in the complexified dS4 group Sp(2,2)(©).

e The permuted Wightman two-point functions W(z',z) = (Q, d(2')d(2)Q) are the boundary values of W (z, 2')’s
from the domain 7-?) = {(z,z’) 12 € TT, 2 € ’T*}.Sl [For the sake of simplicity, from now on, the

two-point functions W (z, z’), which are analytic in the tuboid domain 7~(?) are denoted by W’(z,2’), and
correspondingly, W(z', ) by W'(z, x").]

7 To see relevant arguments for higher spin fields in dS4 spacetime, one can refer to Refs. [A1H46].

80 By maximal type is meant that, with respect to the above set of postulates and without imposing very specific conditions (for instance,
local commutativity at timelike separation), one cannot enlarge the (physical sheet) holomorphy domain of the corresponding two-point
functions.

81 Note that this postulate can also be trivially rephrased as: the permuted Wightman two-point functions W(z', x) are obtained by taking
the boundary values of W (z’, z)’s from the domain 7+(2) = {(2,2"); z€ T—, 2/ € TT}. Nevertheless, the former statement is of more
interest here, since through it, each Wightman two-point function W(z, z’) and the corresponding permuted one W(z', z) can be seen
as two different realizations, strictly speaking, the boundary values from two different domains 712 and 72 (respectively), of same
(relevant) analytic two-point function W (z, z’).
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In this maximal analytic framework, the given two-point functions specify the dS, scalar free fields in a preferred
representation, which is interestingly characterized by a well-established KMS condition defined in proper domains of
M , relevant to geodesic observers. This feature remarkably provides us with a simple geometrical interpretation to
the Hawking’s thermal effects in dS, Universe [36, B7]. As a matter of fact, the KMS condition, as far as maximal
analyticity requirements on the temporal geodesics remain verified, represents the “natural substitute” to the usual
spectral condition (here, the Minkowskian linear geodesics are replaced by hyperbolas). It follows that the selected
vacuum representation for the fields, in spite of its thermal features, would be the exact counterpart of its relevant
Minkowski vacuum representation (the latter appears as the null-curvature limit of the former).

The case of interacting fields of course is more elaborate, since maximal analyticity properties cannot be expected
to hold for n-point functions (n > 2). In this sense, again one is left with the task of finding a proper general setting
for dS4 (generally, dS) QFT. However, the above axiomatic approach paves the road for formulating such a theory of
interacting fields in dS, (generally, dS) spacetime (see Refs. [34] 35]).

17.2. (Analytic) Wightman two-point functions for the dS, (principal and complementary) Klein-Gordon
scalar fields

In the beginning, let us point out that, in this subsection, we merely study the dS, principal and complementary
Klein-Gordon scalar fields. The study of the dS, discrete scalar case is postponed to the next subsection.

17.2.1.  Plane-wave analysis of the two-point functions

We begin our discussion with the dS, principal Klein-Gordon scalar field. With respect to the analytic plane-wave
type solutions given in the previous section, we consider the following integral representation of the corresponding
two-point function [34] B5]:

W, =W(z,z7) = ci/_l (%)7%41/(5&21)7%“” dp=(8), veR, (17.21)

where: (i) z,2" € Mg), respectively, belong to the backward and forward tubes of Mg), ie,2€ T, 2 € TT, (ii) the
normalization factor c2 is a positive constant, which will be determined later by applying the local Hadamard condition,
and finally (iii) the integration is performed along any orbital basis 7 of the future null-cone C* (see subsection,
while dy— represents the natural C* invariant measure on 71 induced from the R® Lebesgue measure. By construction,
it is evident that the two-point function W, (z, z’), with respect to both variables z and 2’, is a solution to the complex
version of the dSs (principal) Klein-Gordon equation (with 7 = =3/2 —iv and v € R), which is analytic in
the tuboid domain 73,

Regarding the integral representation , first of all one must notice that it defines the same analytic two-point

function for all T C C*, namely, W, = W V. In other words, the value of the integral , for given (z,2') € T+,
is independent of the choice of orbital basis 7. This point actually stems from the fact that the corresponding integrand
appears as the restriction to 71 of a closed differential form®? [35]. Moreover, for given (z, 2’) € T2, the integrability
of at infinity on noncompact bases 71 of the type relevant to the stabilizer subgroup S(x.) ~ SOg(1,3)
(see subsection is ensured by the homogeneity properties of the integrand, which is clearly a homogeneous
function of ¢ (on CT) with degree of homogeneity —3. To see the point, we can consider, for instance, the basis
=", (=74 UTy) given in Eq. (16.12). Then, we can write £* ( € -lff) = (k—o =1/ 7%22 +1, %,il), while the

m

associated invariant measure is du-, = dk/k° (again, (k°, k) stands for the four-momentum of a Minkowskian particle
with mass m). With respect to these variables, the two-point function (17.21)) is obtained by the following integral:

-

Wo(zn) =& Y /(Z'i(lg))_g_w(gl(%Z’)_gw (:g, (17.22)
I=+,—

which is absolutely convergent.

82 A closed form is a differential form o whose exterior derivative is zero, da: = 0.
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Now, we show that the corresponding Wightman two-point function W, (z, '), which is characterized by taking the
boundary value of W, (2, 2’) from the tuboid domain T+@) | verifies the positivity requirement (17.10). To do this,
with each test function fi(z) € D(Mp) we associate the following expression:

/ Wiz, ) fi (@) fo(a’) du(a)dp(z’) (17.23)
MpxMp

where z =z +iye T~ (yeV )and 2/ =2/ +iy € T+ (y € Z+) After substituting the kernel (17.21) into the
above expression and then utilizing the Fourier transform (16.10) (when y,3" — 0), we explicitly get the positivity

requirement ((17.10)):

/M - W, (z,2') i (2) f1(a) du(a?)du(m’)Z/_i duw(ﬁ)l

S, (s o5 5 ) o

S C))

Sy (bR oS5 [ ) o)

=¢, ¢ (a')

- /_l 67 (/1)

Note that the hermiticity of the Wightman two-point function W, is a byproduct of the property of positive definite-
ness. It can also be realized by considering the boundary values from 7 () of the identity W, (2/,z) = (W, (z*,2")) .

At the next step, we examine the covariance property of the two-point function W, (z,z’). We begin by pointing
out this fact that, by definition, the forward and backward tubes 7+ = T+ N M %C) are invariant under the action

of the real dS, group Sp(2,2) (as TF and M%C) are). Therefore, for all g € Sp(2,2), the following expression still
remains meaningful:

2 dus(6) > 0. (17.24)

Wy(gozg0z)= 63/-i <(g01? .§>7%7iy(£ - (QRO Z/))%HV dp=(€) - (17.25)

Having this point in mind, we first show that, for all g € Sp(2,2), the following identity holds:
Wy(goz,goz)=W,(z2). (17.26)

Let S(x,) denote a subgroup of Sp(2,2), which stabilizes a unit vector x, (|(z.)?| = 1) in R5. Let I denote the
corresponding orbital basis, invariant under S(z.), based upon which the integral representation of the two-point
function is written. Regarding the invariance of the measure dp— and of 7 under the given subgroup S(z,),
it is evident that the identity (17.26) is true for any g € S(z,) ( C Sp(2,2)).%* On the other hand, from the space-
time-Lorentz decomposition of Sp(2,2) (see subsection , we know that any transformation of the Sp(2,2) group
may be viewed as the composition of a “space translation”, a “time translation”, and a “Lorentz boost”, i.e., as the
composition of transformations belonging to the subgroups S(z,). Accordingly, by associating with each of these dS,
subgroups S(z,) the corresponding orbital basis 1 (invariant under the respective subgroup S(x.)), while we have in
mind the above explanation along with the fact that W, = W,E-D for all T C C™, one can easily show that the identity
holds true for all transformations of the real dS; group Sp(2,2). Now, to examine the complex covariance
property of the two-point function W, (z, ') (see Eq. )7 we need to extend Eq. to the complexified dS,

83 Note that, under the action of the dS4 group Sp(2,2), the dS4 plane waves transform in such a way that:

((QOZ)'g)T: (z.(gloé)> , for all g € Sp(2,2).

R R



90

group, g € Sp(2, 2)(C). This task is accomplished by analytic continuation in the group variables. This means that
the two-point function W, (z, 2’) can be analytically continued in:

@ _ {(z,z’) eMOXx MY 2=goz ' =go7, (57)eT+® ge sp(2,2)<<c>} , (17.27)

exrt

which precisely coincides with the cut-domain A = {(z,2) € ng) X Mg) i (z—2')? <0} given in Eq. (17.19);

the last point appears as a byproduct of the study of the extended tube in two vector variables T;?) in C® (see,
for instance, Ref. [109]). The complex covariance requirement , in A, then is fulfilled as a direct result of
the identity . Note that, proceeding as above, one can similarly show that the two-point function W (z, 2’),
which is analytic in the tuboid 7~(?), can also be analytically continued in A, in which W/(z, 2') verifies the complex
covariance requirement W' (g o z, g o 2') = W/(z,2), for all g € Sp(2,2)(©).

Taking into account, on one hand, the fact that W, (z, z’) is analytic in T+ and, on the other hand, the complex

covariance property of W, (z,2') (more specifically, the transitivity of the Sp(2,2)(© group on M %C)), one can easily

show that the two-point function W, (z, 2z’) extends to an invariant perikernel [I10, IT11] on M g:) (with analyticity
domain A). This practically means that W, (z,2’) is a function of the (pseudo-)distance between the two points z
and 2z’ on M gc), that is, the single (complex) dSy-invariant variable (z — 2’)?> = —2R? — 2z - 2’. This property, which
interestingly allows for an explicit calculation by fixing one of the two points (z, 2’), will serve below as the starting
point to prove the locality requirement of W, (x, z').

Technically, let us set the points (z2()\),2’) € T+ in such a way that z()\) - 2//R?> = cosh )\, where z(\) =
(— iRcosh A\, —iRsinh ), 0,0, 0) and 2’ = (iR, 0,0,0, 0), with A > 0; note that (2(\) —2’)? < 0. At these given points,
by choosing to integrate on the spherical basis Ty of the future null-cone C+,%* the integral representation of
the two-point function results in:

_ 5) z(A) -2
Wl, (Z()\), Z/) = CV P—%—il/(T) 5 (1728)
where C, = 27?m?e~™¢2 and:®®
(5) Z()\) . Z/ ~ pB) _ g i . —%—il/ )
P_%_iu (7R2 ) = P_%_iu(cosh A) = = (cosh A + sinh A cos 1)) sin” ¢ de (17.29)

is the generalized Legendre function® of the first kind (which is proportional to the Gegenbauer function of the

3
first kind C?; . (cosh \) [I12]; see also appendix EI) Equation (|17.28|) explicitly reveals that the two-point function

W, (z()\), z’) is real valued for all A, since:

(5) Z()\) . Z/ _ (5) Z()\) . ZI
P ) =P (5 ) (17:30)
Accordingly, we have:
W, (2(\),2') = (W, (2(N), )" = W, (2*(N), 2"*) . (17.31)

Here, we draw attention to the fact that each real spacelike separated pair (z(\),z) ((z(A\) — 2/)? < 0), where
2(\) = (—Rsinh A, 0,0,0, —Rcosh \) and 2’ ( = xe) = (0,0,0,0, R), belongs to the same orbit of Sp(2,2)(© as the

84 For the sake of reasoning, the spherical basis Ty = {E =08 ecCct; O=1(¢? = 1)} (see subsection [16.2)) is described by the polar
coordinates (1, 0, ¢):

¢ = cosy,

&2 = sintcosh,

& = sinysinfsing,
§4 = sinsinfcosp,

with 0 <%,0 < 7 and 0 < ¢ < 27. The corresponding invariant measure du— is chosen to be m? times the rotation-invariant measure
on S3, i.e., dps = m?2 sin? + sin @ dypdfde (see appendix .
0
85 Here, we use the fact that the functions cosh A and sinh X\ are even and odd, respectively.

86 Strictly speaking, in the sense given in appendix IE, we actually refer to the integral representation (17.29) as Legendre function by
abuse of notations.
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pairs (z(A),2’) and (2*()),2"*) do (since z(A) - z'/R? = coshA). In this sense, and also according to the complex
covariance property of the two-point function and its permuted counterpart, the identity (17.31), for the given W,
and W/, can be interpreted as the locality identity W, (z(X),2") = W), (z(\),z) (=W, (2/,z(\) :) at any such pair.
Then, the locality of the construction is proved.

So far, concerning the dS, principal Klein-Gordon scalar field, we have shown that the corresponding two-point
vacuum expectation value of the field, enjoying the maximal analyticity properties, is given by Eq. ; in turn,
these maximal analyticity properties, as we have discussed above, completely encode the aforementioned Wightman
axioms. Here, the only task, that is left to do, is to determine the constant factor c¢2. It is unambiguously fixed by
considering the canonical commutation relat1ons or the local Hadamard behavior (see for instance, Ref. [37, [106]) of
the corresponding coefficient of the dominant term (that is, the value of the associated quantity in the Minkowskian
case). Actually, regarding the fact that the dS; and Minkowski distanees at short distances (in a tangent plane),
are asymptotically equal, one expects that the two-point function fulﬁlls the Hadamard requirement, based
upon which the constant factor ¢2 can be determined by cons1der1ng the canomcal normalization of its Minkowskian
counterpart, which is equivalent to imposing the canonical commutation relations.

At coinciding points, i.e., {(z,z’) € ME;C) X M%C) ;2= z'}, the singular behavior of W, is determined by the
behavior of Pfsg)iiu in the vicinity of its singular point 2 - 2’/R? = —1 [35):
2

2C z-2'\"1
Wy (z,2') = . 1 , 17.32
(:7) r(g—iy)r(§+1y)( + ) (17:32)

where 1+ 2z - 2'/R? = —(z — 2/)?/2R?. On the other hand, for the Minkowskian Klein-Gordon two-point function, the
associated dominant term takes the form:

C(— 1 -1
71D( )(ZO — Z/o) = 4771_2 (20_722))2 . (1733)
Accordingly, by comparing the coefficients in Eqgs. (17.32) and (|17.33)), one obtains:
L —iv) (¢ +iv)
C, = TRy : (17.34)
and correspondingly:
C R (P +3
2 _ . v +9) (17.35)

c, = )
Yoo 2mim2em™ 2(2m)3 (14 e2™) m?

where, to get the above result, we have used the identity I'(3 —iv) I'(2 +iv) = (3 — iv)(3 +iv) 7/coshmv. Note that,
considering Eqgs. (|17.30) and (|17.34]), the given two-point function W, (z,z’) = CVPESQ) _iy(zézz,) verifies the identity
W, (z,2") = W_,(2,7).

Eventually, the Wightman two-point function for the dS4 principal Klein-Gordon scalar field is obtained by taking
the boundary value (in the distribution sense) of Eq. (17.21)) from the domain 7+(2):

W) = ¢ || [0(7) +o(- )i | zflnw

[ R R

Here, concerning the above formula, the following points must be underlined:

e It remarkably presents a factorization of the Wightman two-point function, in terms of the global plane waves
on M p, which is quite analogous to the associated Fourier representation for the two-point function of the
Minkowski Klein-Gordon scalar field with mass m (see Eq. ) Actually, according to the relations given
in subsection [16.4] the latter can be simply achieved as the null-curvature limit of the above expression.

e The permuted Wightman two-point function W), (x, z’) would be the boundary value of W/ (z, z’) from the do-
main 7). This allows for the explicit construction of the corresponding commutator and the Green functions.

e Considering the instruction given in subsection the one-particle Hilbert space H; of the theory can be
realized by L?(7,dpu—), that is, the space of complex-valued functions ¢, g( f1) of the variable £ running in the
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orbital basis 7 C CT and square integrable with respect to the measure du- (see Eq. (17.24)).57 [Again, the
full Hilbertian Fock space # of the theory is given by the Hilbertian sum Ho & | &, S(H1)®"].] As a matter
of fact, any f; € H; corresponds to a function f1(x) which, with respect to the Fourier transform , is
determined by:

D)= [ 0ne0) o) dun(©). orel) € (T, (1737

where the definitions of ¢, .(z) and ¢, ((f1) have been already given in Eq. || This manifestation of the
elements of the one-particle Hilbert space H; interestingly allows us to control The zero-curvature limit of the
corresponding representations, i.e., the scalar principal series UIR’s. To see the point, proceeding as subsection
we choose z., = (0,0,0,0, R) as the point of dS4 spacetime in the neighborhood of which the flat limit is
going to take, and T, = T, U TS, given in Eq. , as the orbital basis on which the integration is going

to accomplish; regarding the latter, we can write £+ ( € -Ii) = (ﬁ = 1/% +1 k il) where (Y, E) denotes

m ' m?
the four-momentum of a Minkowskian particle with mass m (see Eq. m Considering the decomposition
of the orbital basis, the (principal) Hilbert space H; can be decomposed into two parts H; = H{ & H; :

= [ @) ) g (© + [ ) 6 ) ey (©). (17.38)
T4 364<0 4 a0 4
At the flat limit, the second integral vanishes (see Eq. (16.64]) and its subsequent discussions) and one is left
with:
) e*lk T,
dm 7@ = 1) = [ e ) =, (17.39)

where ¢, (f1) stands for the zero-curvature limit of ¢ .(f1) and, again, z, = (29, %,) for the coordinates of

the tangent plane at z, that is, the 1 4 3-dimensional Minkowski spacetime given by Eq. (16.63)). As is
evident, taking the global dSy4 plane waves and their corresponding Fourier calculus into account, the Poincaré
contraction of the principal series UIR’s of the dS4 group, carried by the Hilbert space #;, merely leads to
the irreducible massive representations of the Poincaré group with exclusively positive energy, as far as the
analyticity domain has been chosen properly.

e Finally, we remark that the maximal analytic framework, leading to the Wightman two-point function ,
entails the possibility of going to the Fuclidean sphere S* of “imaginary times” (2° = iy")%® by analytic
continuation; actually, by confining W, (z, 2’) to the Euclidean sphere and then getting the Schwinger function
S, (z,2').89 This feature interestingly allows for the identification of our axiomatic approach with the pioneering
Euclidean formulation of the preferred vacuum states introduced by Gibbons and Hawking [36] (and of course
it identifies with the formulation yielded by the Hadamard requirement as well). In this regard, we would like
to emphasize that properties of analytic continuation in all the variables must be respected as the basis of every
treatment of dS; (generally, dS) QFT’s in the framework of the functional integral on the Euclidean sphere;
without the proper analyticity properties, one cannot implement the results concluded by Euclidean approaches
in the real dSs (generally, dS) spacetime. This contains the constructive approach to dS4 (generally, dS) QFT
[I13] or the application that the latter may get in Minkowskian constructive QFT, for which the (constant)
radius of curvature R of the dS4 hyperboloid My appears as a natural infrared cutoff (the Euclidean space
turns into a compact one!).

In connection with the Minkowskian-limit criterion (discussed in the previous item), we would like to supplement
the current topic by noting that our QFT construction also explicitly reveals that the Euclidean vacuum has to
be preferred, if one desires to get the physically meaningful Minkowskian QFT, under vanishing curvature.

87 The point that must be noticed here is that, for orbital basis of noncompact type, this statement is valid only in the distribution sense.

88 Let 7+ = R5 +iV¥ and 7 = T% N Mg:> (for the definition of V*, see section . Quite similar to T+u T’, which contains the
“Buclidean subspace” E° = {z = (iy%, 2t 22,23, 2%) ; (¥°, 2!, 22,23, 2%) € ]R5} of the complex Minkowski spacetime C®, it can be
simply shown that 7+ U 7~ contains the sphere % = {z = (i 21,22, 2%, 2%) ; (4)2 + (z1)? + (22)? + (23)2 + (2%)? = R?}. The
latter is called “Euclidean sphere” of Mg).

89 This is of course permitted by the fact that S* x S%, minus the set of coinciding points z = z’, constitutes a subset of the cut-domain A.
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Now, and before getting involved with the physical interpretation of the maximal analyticity properties of the given
two-point function, we would like to point out that the two-point function corresponding to the dS; complementary
Klein-Gordon scalar field is simply obtained, in the allowed ranges of v, by replacing v +— —iv in the integral

representation (|17.21)):

) 2 AN S A A 3
Ww(z,z)c_iy/_i( R) ( - ) dun(§), veR, 0<| <3, (17.40)

where, again, (z,2') € TT®) 7 stands for any orbital basis of the future null-cone C*, and ¢?,, can be fixed by
applying the Hadamard condition. By proceeding as before, one can show that W_;, (z, 2) satisfies all the requirements
of positivity, locality, covariance, and normal analyticity. The corresponding Wightman two-point function W_;,, (z, z’)
then would be the boundary value of W_j, (z,2’) from the domain 72 (in the same way as Eq. )

17.2.2.  Mazimal analyticity and KMS condition

We here discuss the physical interpretation of the maximal analyticity properties of W, (z,2’). In order to present
this rather elaborate material, as in Ref. [36], we adopt the viewpoint of an observer moving on the geodesic h(z))
of the point zo = (0,0,0,0, R) lying at the (z°, 2*)-plane (see FIG. :

4 t
hzy) = {x = x(t) ; ° = Rsinh = 7= (24, 2% 2%) =0, 2* = Rcosh E} , (17.41)

where t € R. According to the arguments given in section m, all events x = (20, 2!, 22,23, 2%) € M , which can
be connected with the observer by the reception of light-signals from the very beginning at =’ = z(t — —oc0), are
determined by the following inequality:

_eft/R(xO 4 $4)

< -R.
2

z- 1 <—-R> =

t——o0

which merely holds for (2° + z%) > 0. Similarly, all events z € M p, which can ultimately be connected with the
observer at @’ = x(t — +00) by the emission of light-signals, are characterized by the requirement (20 — 2%) < 0
verifying:

et/R(xO _ x4)

-2’ <-R> = 5

< —R.

t——+oo

The intersection of the above regions, determining all events of M , which can be connected with the observer by the
reception and the emission of light-signals, is denoted here by Rh(z ) It explicitly reads:
©

Rh(%) = {x EMp; x* > |x0|} . (17.42)
This domain is bordered by:
B}jf(x@) = {ac €EMp; 2 =+2 2t > O} , (17.43)

where B,f(%) are respectively called “future”/“past” event horizons of the observer sitting on geodesic h(z,).



94

. . L
light-signal L

FIG. 5: Causal domains associated with an observer moving on the geodesic h(zg).

Now, by interpreting the parameter ¢ (which appears in Eq. (17.41)) as the proper time 7 of the observer with
the geodesic h(z), we refer to the time-translation group corresponding to h(x.), denoted here by Ih(%), as a

one-parameter subgroup of the dS, group (Zh(%) ~ S0¢(1,1); see subsection . Under the action of Ih(%), the
region Rh(%) is foliated by hyperbolic trajectories hz(z) parallel to the geodesic h(z ) = hg(xg). To see the point,

let z = (7, Z) be an arbitrary point in Rh(I )
©

2V = /R2-Z sinh %,
a(r,z) =4 (@',2%2%) =12, TER, (@)?%=@"2+ (22)%+ @42 < R*.  (17.44)

— 2 _ = T
x* =y/R?—Z cosh %,

For t € R, the action of Ih(%)(t) on z(7,Z), defining a group of isometric automorphisms of the domain ’Rh(%), is
given by:

Ih(.LO)(t) O‘I(T7E) = x(t + T,i) = xt . (1745)

The corresponding orbits (i.e., hz(x)’s) clearly represent all branches of hyperbolas of the domain Rh(%), in two-
dimensional plane sections, parallel to the (z°, z*)-plane. [In this regard, to see a general discussion, we refer readers
to Ref. [37].] Here, it is worth noting that, in the given set of orbits of Ty, ), the only orbit which represents a
geodesic of My is actually h(z.). In this sense, the interpretation of the group Zh(%) as the time translation is

merely relevant for either the observers moving on h(z,) or in a vicinity of h(z,), which is small in comparison with
the radius R of the dS4 hyperboloid M 5.

From Eq. (|17.44]), one can easily see that the complexified orbits of Ih(%), i.e., the complex hyperbolas hg{:)(m@) =
{z! = 2(t+7, %), t € C}, possess 2im R periodicity in t (since z(t+7,Z) = 2(t+7+2inR, Z)), and that all their nonreal
points belong to 7+. Now, let (€, ¢, (2), (2/1)Q) = W, (z,2"t) and (Q, ¢, (2", (2)Q) = W, (z,2") (= W, (2", z))
be the time-translated correlation functions of two arbitrary events x and z’ in Rh( zo)" Considering the above, the

maximal analyticity properties of W, (z, 2) entail that W, (z, 2') characterizes a 2ir R-periodic analytic function of ¢
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with the domain (periodic cut plane):
o {t € C; Im(t) # 2n7R, n € Z} U {t t—2nTR € Iy, n € Z} : (17.46)

where, for every spacelike separated points z,z" € Rh(%) (ie., (x —2')? <0), I, . denotes a finite (real) interval on

which z and 2t remain spacelike separated, or in other words, (z—2'")? remains negative (this interval trivially includes
the origin in the real t-axis). One can also check that the boundary values of W, (z,2'") on R (in the distribution
sense for the variable ¢ and each given values of z,z’) coincide with the aforementioned correlation functions (the
jumps across the cuts being the advanced and retarded commutators):

lim W, (z, 2" = W, (z,2""),

e—0t
lim W, (x, 27 = W, (2", 2). (17.47)
e—0t
These properties explicitly imply that W, (x,2) is analytic in the strip & = {t eC; 0<Im(t) < 27TR},90 and
verifies the following condition:
lim W, (z, 2" PA7R=y — W) (2 ) z, 7" € Ry s (17.48)
e—0t o]
which is called KMS condition, after Kubo [38] and Martin and Schwinger [39]. This condition reveals that W, (x, ')
represents a finite-temperature equilibrium (two-point) correlation function at temperature 1/27R.

Here, it is worth noting that, as a byproduct of the arguments leading to the KMS condition ((17.48]), we get an

additional property, associating the domain ’Rh(w ) by analytic continuation with its antipodal Rh(—x {x =
©

) =
©
(2°,Z,2%) € My, —x = (—2°, % —2*) € Rh(%)} (to see the point, it is sufficient to consider Im(¢) = wR). Note

that the natural time variable relevant to an observer moving on the geodesic h(—x) (antipodal to h(z)) would be
equal to —t.%1 This feature, as far as the correlation functions are concerned, necessitates that the KMS analyticity

strip is replaced by {t ; —27R < Im(t) < 0}, and correspondingly, Eq. (|17.48) by:

lim W, (z, 23R — W), (2 ), z, 2z’ € Ri(-ay)- (17.49)

e—0t

The “energy” operator Qih( o) corresponding to the geodesic h(z,), is eventually defined by considering the spectral
©

decomposition (see, for instance, Ref. [I14]) of the unitary representations {ﬂh(%)(t) ; t € R} of the time-translation
group Ih(%) in the Hilbertian Fock space 7 of the theory, namely:

U pa)(t) = / ¢t B ) (W), (17.50)

— 00

which yields (in a given dense subspace of ) the unbounded “energy” operator as follows:

—00

Accordingly, one can easily see that, due to the KMS condition , energy measurements carried out by an observer
at rest at the origin () on states localized in the region Rh(%) are exponentially damped by a factor exp(—27 Rw)
in the range of negative energies. At the null-curvature limit (R — oo), this factor, eliminating all negative energies,
remarkably entails that the theory recovers the usual spectral condition of “positivity of the energy”. Note that in
the antipodal case h(—x,), having this fact in mind that the corresponding time and energy variables are respectively
equal to —t and —w and proceeding as above, one can show that the construction, possessing the respective KMS

90 For each t in the strip &4 = {t ; 0 < Im(t) < 7rR} (respectively, 6_ = {t ; TR < Im(t) < 27rR}), the associated point z(t + 7, Z) is

located in the domain 7T (respectively, 7~ ) of Mg).
91 This is because that the associated time-translation group Ih(ﬂ”@) (which is obtained from Ih(ze)’ for instance, by a conjugation of

the form Ih(fze) = th(IQ)vﬁl, 7 being a rotation of angle 7 in a plane orthogonal to the z%-axis) verifies Ih(’ze)(t) = Zh(:c@) (—t).
This feature is indeed another manifestation of the fact that dS4 (generally, dS) spacetime has no globally timelike Killing vector.
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condition , recovers the usual spectral condition, as well. [This result once again shows that how the ad
hoc process of contraction based on group representation theory equipped with the analyticity prerequisite in the
complexified dS, (generally, dS) manifold controls in a very suggestive way the null-curvature limit of dS4 (generally,
dS) QFT to its Minkowskian counterpart (in the respective dimensions).]

At the end, we would like to bring up in passing an interesting question: Could the aforementioned antipodal
asymmetry explain the matter-antimatter asymmetry problem in our Universe? Matter in our dS, side might be
viewed as antimatter from the antipodal perspective? The answer to this question is of course far beyond the scope
of this paper and certainly needs a tremendous amount of work that we leave it to further investigation. Yet, this
question in itself well exemplifies the very point lying at the heart of the content of this study, that is, how respecting
the whole dSy (generally, dS) symmetry as a fundamental symmetry of the nature may pave the way for better
understanding the Universe.

17.3. Minimally coupled scalar field as an illustration of a Krein structure

We now turn our attention to the dSy discrete Klein-Gordon scalar fields corresponding to the “lowest limit” of this
series, i.e., the representations II, o (p = 1,2,...). These representations of the dS, discrete series have no physically
meaningful Minkowskian limit (see section, but still, in the context of a consistent QFT reading of dS, elementary
systems, their corresponding quantum fields are perfectly legitimate to be studied.

Let us begin by recalling from subsection that, for a given p = 1,2, ..., the Hilbert space carrying the represen-
tation IT, o admits an invariant p(p + 1)(2p + 1)/6-dimensional null-norm subspace (with respect to the Klein-Gordon
inner product). This null-norm subspace, interpreted as a “gauge” states space, carries the dS, irreducible (nonuni-
tary) finite-dimensional representation (ny = 0,n2 = p — 1) (in the notations given in appendix |G)), which is Weyl
equivalent to the given UIR IL,o. Due to this nonsquare-integrability feature of the representations II, o, quantiza-
tion of the associated fields yet is not known entirely, with the exception of that corresponding to the lowest case
I1,—1,0, namely, the so-called dS4 minimally coupled scalar field. Concerning the latter in turn, as we will discuss in
the current subsection, its nonsquare-integrability feature prohibits the implementation of any quantization scheme
based on two-point functions. In this sense, we have to treat the dS; minimally coupled scalar field in a different
manner from the one applied to the other dSy scalar fields (associated with the principal and complementary UIR’s).
Presenting a consistent QFT formulation of the minimally coupled scalar field is our task in the current subsection.

17.8.1. “Zero-mode” problem

Here, like subsection [16.3] for the sake of reasoning, we invoke the system of conformal coordinates x = z(p,u),
where —7/2 < p < m/2 and u € S* (see Eq. (16.14)).92 Then, adapting the mathematical structure introduced in
subsection m the normalizable modes”3, relevant to the representation IIp=1,0, read: %4

~ _ Lefi(L+2)p+(L+2)efin
PT=3 () = O (@) = Veim(u). 17.52
L>p:1lm( ) L>p:1l ( ) 2R \/2L(L—|— 1)(L—|—2) Ll ( ) ( )

for simplicity of presentation,
we drop the superscript 7 = —3

Note that for the L = 0 (constant) mode @, o, the normalization constant breaks down. As a matter of fact,
adapting the discussions given in subsection to the minimally coupled case II,—; o, this mode belongs to the
corresponding one-dimensional (null-norm) “gauge” states space {® = @07070}. In this regard, it is perhaps
worthwhile recalling that the Lagrangian:

L<p:1lm

£=1/Ig| ¢ (0,9)(0,®), (17.53)

92 Note that, according to the discussions given in subsection [16.3] among all the scalar fields associated with the discrete series UIR’s
I1,,0, the minimally coupled scalar field associated with II,—1 ¢ is the only one for which the use of the conformal coordinates yields no
singularity.

93 Note that in the current subsection, borrowing the notation introduced in subsection we distinguish the normalizable modes (with
respect to the Klein-Gordon inner product ) by putting the ‘7’ symbol on them.

94 Here, we use Eq. along with the identity ,F,(—1,L; L + 2; —e72P) =1+ %He’mp.



97

of the free dS; minimally coupled scalar field possesses the (global) gauge-like symmetry ® — ® 4 o, where p is
a constant function. This makes clear in what sense we call the appeared one-dimensional null-norm subspace of
constant functions {‘1)0,0,0} the space of “gauge” states.

Trivially, the space generated by {5 Loy lm} does not form a complete set of modes for the dS; minimally coupled
scalar field. Moreover, this set of modes is not invariant under the dS4 group action. Considering the form of the dS,
infinitesimal generators Map (A, B =0,1,2,3,4) in the conformal coordinates, given in appendix |} the latter point
can be easily seen, for instance, by the following action [I15]:

3

~ 4 ~ ~
Moz + iMpyy )P =—-1i—® + @ + —F,
( 03 04) 1,0,0 NG 2,1,0 2,0,0 ArRVG

(17.54)

where the invariance of the given set of normalizable modes {CT) L>1lm} is clearly broken, because of the last constant

} results in a noncovariant quantum field.

term. Therefore, any application of canonical quantization to {&) Loyim

Of course, constant functions constitute a part of solutions to the dS; minimally coupled field equation Q(()l)q) =
—R20r® =0 (for 7 = —3 or 7 = 0 as it is seen in Eq. (15.17)). Then, to get rid of this problem, one is naturally

led to consider the space constructed over {&) L>llm} and over a constant function as well; the latter, interpreted as a

gauge state, is denoted here by @, ( € {<I>070’0}). The obtained space in this way is invariant under the action of the
dS4 group and, as will be shown in subsubsection [17.3.2] constitutes the physical states space. However, this space
as an inner-product space, equipped with the Klein-Gordon inner product (16.27), is degenerate; the gauge state
P, is orthogonal to the entire set of states including itself. Because of this degeneracy, any application of canonical
quantization to this states space once again leads to a noncovariant field [116].

Technically, for L = 0, the minimally coupled scalar field equation, strictly speaking, Eq. when 7 = —3,
can be directly solved, by proceeding as Eqs. (16.46)) and (16.48]). On this basis, one gets two independent solutions

(containing the aforementioned constant function @) [I15]:

1 —i
(I) = — (D =
9  27R’ S 2mR

(p+ %Sin?p). (17.55)

[The gauge state ®_ is particularly interesting since it is the essence of the cosmological constant. This point was
more or less noticed by Kallosh in Ref. [I17].] Note that these solutions have null norm, i.e., (®,,® ) =0 = (®,, ®,),
(-,-) being the Klein-Gordon inner product (16.27), and that the the constant factors are adjusted in such a way to

get (®,,®,) = 1. Then, defining @, o = ®,+ /2, we obtain the true (normalizable) zero mode; <<i)0,070, Qj00) =1
This mode supplements the set {<5L>1lm} in the sense that the obtained set {&)Lmlm} is complete and of strictly

positive norm. However, dS4 invariance once again is violated for the space constructed over this new set; for example,
we have [115]:

(Mog —+ iM04)(AI1)07070 = (M03 + iMO4)(I)s

4? (51,0,0 + (‘51,0,0)*) - ? (5131,1,0 + (21717070)*) . (17.56)

These arguments explicitly reveal that, in the sense of the standard Hilbert space quantization (with strictly positive
norm modes), one cannot obtain a covariant QFT formulation of the dS4 minimally coupled scalar field; the appearance
of negative norm modes is indeed the price that must be paid. This problem, known in the literature under the name
of “zero-mode” problem, was first put forward by Allen in Ref. [107], and during recent three decades, it has been
subject to scrutiny in a number of works (see, for instance, Refs. [103] [1T5] 116 [TT8], [TT9]).

Here, it is worth noting that, among all the dS, infinitesimal generators Map, only the four generators Mog
(B=1,2,3,4) are responsible for the dS, symmetry breaking of the space of states {@Lgolm}. Actually, the other six
generators Myp (A,B = 1,2, 3,4), corresponding to the compact SO(4) subgroup, preserve dS, invariance and allow
for (in the usual sense) a SO(4)-covariant QFT formulation of the dS; minimally coupled scalar field. Of course,
considering SO(4) covariance instead of full dSy covariance (in other words, spontaneous symmetry breaking) for the
formulation, although is of some interest in the context of quantum cosmology, is not relevant to the aim of this paper,
that is, presenting a consistent QFT reading of elementary systems in dS, spacetime.

Nevertheless, in Refs. [I15] [116] the authors, employing group representation theory along with a proper adaptation
(Krein spaces) of the Wightman-Gérding axioms for massless fields (the Gupta-Bleuler scheme), have remarkably
introduced a consistent way out of this problem, which is of great interest in the context of our study. Considering
the fact that the classical free minimally coupled scalar field is, in addition to dS,, also gauge covariant, they have
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shown that a rather straightforward application of the Gupta-Bleuler formalism allows one to prevent the symmetry
breaking altogether in such a way that the minimally coupled scalar quantized field transforms correctly under the
dS4 and the gauge transformations, and acts on a states space containing a vacuum invariant under all of them. Note
that this appealing result is not in contradiction with the Allen no-go theorem [107] (presented above), since the
given quantum field in Refs. [IT5] [T16] enjoys a Krein structure instead of a Hilbertian one. Below, following Refs.
[115], [116], we will discuss this (Krein-)Gupta-Bleuler quantization scheme in detail.

17.8.2.  (Krein-)Gupta-Bleuler triplet

Note that from now on, in two steps, we simplify the notations used above again. First, here, we define the family
of indices K = {k =(L,im)eNXNXxZ; L#£0,0<I<L, -l<m¢g l} for the positive norm modes excluding
the L = 0 mode, and K/ = K U {0} for the whole set of positive norm modes.

Now, we elaborate the Gupta-Bleuler type structure lying behind the states space of the dS; minimally coupled
scalar field:

e Let H denote the complete, nondegenerate, and invariant space (say the total space) of states, which is equipped
with the Klein-Gordon inner product (16.27)). This space, which is realized by completion of the space of regular

elements {tfk i ke K’} by applying the action of the dS, group (see, for instance, Eqs. (17.54)) and (17.56)),

reads:

where:

M, = {CO&DO + Z en®, 5 ¢ e €C, Z e < oo}, (17.58)
keK keK

stands for a Hilbert space and H?* for an anti-Hilbert space (a space with definite negative inner product):

(@), Bp) = (B0, @) =1, and  {(8,)",(2,)7) = ((By)", (D9)7) = —1, (17.59)

for all k € K. This shows that the total space of states is a Krein space (an indefinite inner product space).
Once again, we must underline that neither 7, nor H’ carries a representation of the dSy group, and therefore,
the decomposition of the total space H is not covariant (though, it is SO(4) covariant!).

e Considering the arguments given in the previous subsubsection, the total space H contains the (one-particle)
physical states space K, with the following definition, as a closed subspace:

K= {cgfbg + Z &9, ¢y €C, Z le]? < oo}. (17.60)
keK keK

This subspace is a degenerate (semi-definite) inner product space:
(D), @) =1, (Pg, @) = (P, ®,) =0. (17.61)
for all k € K.

e The subspace K in turn admits an invariant one-dimensional (gauge) subspace A, which is constructed over ® g
The latter, as already mentioned, is orthogonal to every element in K including itself.

These three invariant spaces of states all together form the (Krein-)Gupta-Bleuler triplet (see FIG. @:
NCcKCH, (17.62)

which carries the indecomposable structure for the UIR II,—; o appearing in the case of the dS; minimally coupled
scalar field:

H1 0 — H1 0 — TO (1763)

) )

—~ - -
H/IC:{ch)SJ,-(IC/N)*} K:/N:{Zke}(ck&;k} N:{Cgcpg}
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where, again, c,,c;,c, € C, while ZkeK |ck|2 < 00, the arrows ‘+—’ show the leaks under the group action®,
and finally Ty stands for the dS, trivial UIR, on which both dS; Casimir operators vanish. Note that the trivial
representation Y is naturally carried by the space of constant functions, which here plays the role of gauge states
space.

H

FIG. 6: Gupta-Bleuler type structure lying behind the states space of the dS4 minimally coupled scalar field.

Regarding the above structure, we must underline that, although, the subspace K is referred to as the (one-particle)
physical states space, strictly speaking, physical states are those that are defined up to a constant function (gauge
state), and the physical space is the one that is characterized by the quotient space K/N, i.e., the central part of
the above indecomposable representation carrying the UIR II,—; 9. Another point that must be noticed here is that,
in this construction, every positive norm state is not physical (1n other words, does not belong to ). For example,
despite the positivity of the norm of <I>0, it is not a physical state (<I>O ¢ K), since, as already shown, its transformation
under the action of the group entails states of negative norm violating unltarity.

17.8.8.  Quantum field

Since the distinction between the normalizable and non-normalizable modes has been well established above, the
‘7 symbol no longer needs to be kept over the normalizable ones. Therefore, at the second step of simplifying
our conventions, from now on (by abuse of notation), we adopt a unified symbol for all the modes as ¢, = ®,, for
ke K'=KuU{0}, ¢, =®,, and ¢, = ®,.

Here, having the above arguments in mind and employing a new representation of the canonical commutation
relations, we present a covariant QFT reading ¢ la Gupta-Bleuler of the dS; minimally coupled scalar field. At a
glance, the corresponding quantum field in the usual sense would be a distribution, with values which are operators
on the Fock space # constructed over the total (Krein) space H,%¢ while the expectation values of the corresponding
observables, as usual in a Gupta-Bleuler construction, would be calculated merely with respect to physical states.
The latter are obtained from the Fock vacuum by creation of the elements of the one-particle physical states space
K. Technically, the actions of the creation aT(qb) and annihilation a(¢) operators on the dense subset of “regular
elements” of the form h = (ho,hl, i shuy o B, 0, 0, ) € J respectively read:

(a'(@hn) @1, o 20) = %Zgﬁ(xi) bt (@1, e Eiy @) (17.64)

(a(qb)hn) (x1, .., xp) =iR*V/n + 1 /:0 o* (p, u)gp hnH((p, u), 21, ... ,T,) du(u), (17.65)

95 To see the point, it is sufficient to recall Eqs. (17.54) and ((17.56)).

96 To see the details of the construction of Fock spaces on Krein spaces, one can refer to Ref. [120].
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where dyu(u) refers to the invariant measure on S* and, again, #; means that this term is omitted.
It can be easily shown that the given creation and annihilation operators verify the usual commutation relations:

[a(¢)7 a((b,)] =0, [QT(¢)7 aT(d)/)] =0, [a(¢)7 aT(¢/)] = <¢7 ¢I> =1, (1766)

and also:

U(9)a( D)% (9) = a(U(g)p),  %(g)a'(®)Z*(g) = a' (Ulg)d), (17.67)

where (-, ) here stands for the Klein-Gordon inner product and, again, U(g) and % (g), respectively, for the natural
representation of the dS; group on the total (Krein) space H and its extension to the Fock space 7.

Denoting the annihilators of the modes ¢, ¢y, ¢§, and ¢} (k € K), respectively, by a, = a(¢), ag = a(dy),
by = a(¢g), and b, = a(¢}), the (unsmeared) field operator reads:

da) = 3 (dc@ag + oi(@)al) = (61 @by + dr(@})

k k
+(90(@)a + gi(w)af) — (d6@)bo + 0(@]) kK, (17.68)
where the nonvanishing commutation relations between the operators, for all k € K/ = K U {O}, are:
[y, al] =1,  [b,bl] = 1. (17.69)
Note that: (i) Regarding the commutation relations given in , the fact that (¢}, @) = —1 leads to the minus
sign in [by, b,U = —1. (ii) It is obvious that the field operator ¢(z), which appears as the sum of an operator and its

conjugate, is real.
For later use, it is also convenient to reexpress the field operator ¢(x) in the following form:

o) = 3 (@) + di(@)al) = 3 (@b + o (@)o})
k k
+¢,(x)(a, +al) + ¢, (x)(a, — a}), keK, (17.70)
where a; = a(¢,) and a, = a(¢,); note that ¢; = ¢, and ¢7 = —¢,.

Now, we show that the introduced field operator ¢(z) is covariant (in the strong sense) and local. We begin with
the covariance property implying that:

U(9)o(@) % (9) = dlgow), (17.71)
for all g € Sp(2,2). To clarify this point, following the general instruction presented in subsection we smear the
field operator ¢(z) with a real test function f; € D(Mp):

() = / S fi () du(x) = 3 / b0 f1 () dp(e) A+ 3 / o1(2) 1 (z) du(x) AL
k k
= > (G(@), @)z A+ > ((2), ()2 AL, ke K =K uU{o0},(17.72)
k k

where A, = a;, — bL, du(z) is the invariant measure, and (-, -),, designates the L?(M ) inner product:

(g, B s = / g (2)h(z) du(z) . (17.73)

[In order to distinguish between the above L?(M ) inner product and the Klein-Gordon one (which is also used in
the current discussion), we make precise our notation by adding proper subscripts (-,-),;» and (-, "), respectively.]

Note that, the operators A, = A(¢,) and AL = Af (¢),) are, respectively, anti-linear (or conjugate-linear) and linear
in the argument ¢, (this point can be easily checked by considering the definitions of A, and A; along with Egs.
(17.64) and (17.65)). Hence, we can rewrite the smeared field operator ¢(f;) in the following form:

O(f1) = D (Si@), fi(@) 2 Aldy) + Y (D), fr(2)) 2 AT(1),
k

k

= A(Y0u@) i@ e 0r) + AT (D 0nla) i@ 63) ke K =KuUfo}.  (7.74)

k k
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Defining;:
p(f1) =) (d(@), fi(@)) 2 6, ke K =Ku{o}, (17.75)
k

which is a vector-valued distribution taking values in the total space H generated by the modes, we obtain:

o(f1) = A(p(f1)) + AT (p(f1)) - (17.76)

Note that the role of p is to associate with each test function f; € ©(M ) an element of the total space H (p(f1) € H),
thus we can consider the associated annihilation and creation operators. p(f1) is indeed the unique vector in ‘H such
that, for any ¢ € H, we have:

p(f1):¥)ke = (fr,¢)pe - (17.77)

From the above equation (which its both sides are invariant under isometries) and the nondegeneracy property of
the Klein-Gordon inner product on the total space H, on one hand and on the other hand, the invariance of H itself
under the action of the dS, group, we obtain:

U(gp(f1) » Ve = (f > U 9V ke
= (fi, U (g)¥)
= <Q(,)f1, ¥) 2
= pU@f), V- (17.78)

Then, for the extension of the representation U(g) to its counterpart % (g) on the Fock space J# (strictly speaking,
on the set of finite length elements of J#), we get:

(9o (g) = A(

= (f(g

These identities explicitly reveal that p(f1), QAS( f1), and, as we will show below, q@(x) transform correctly under the
dS4 group action (they are covariant!).

In the distribution sense, one can simply obtain the corresponding unsmeared form of Eq. , which reads
(), ¥) ke = ¥(z), for all ¢ € H. The covariant vector-valued distribution p, verifying the field equation, now can
be expanded in the basis, and in the unsmeared form, as follows:

plx) = Y éi(2)¢ quk )bk + 05 () o — bo(2) )
k

\_/
,_\
~—

(17.79)

= Y i)o Z% 1)y, + ¢y ()95 — O5(2)d,,  keEK. (17.80)
k

Then, considering Eq. (17.68) (or equivalently (17.70])) along with (17.80]), one can simply show that:

d(z) = Ap(x)) + A' (p(2)) , (17.81)

which is the unsmeared form of (L7.76). Then, following the identities (17.78) and (17.79)), the covariance property
of the quantum field é(m) is also justified. The point to be made here is that the definition of the quantum field, as is
obvious from the above, does not depend on the modes but on the (dSs-invariant) total space H they span. Frankly
speaking, the modes are merely a tool for calculation. We will come back to this important point later in the last
paragraph of this subsection.

In order to check the locality of the field, we calculate W, the kernel of p, defined formally by:

§HE) = [Wa'0)f@) dute). (17.82)
where dp(z) is the invariant measure. Then, having Eq. (17.77)) in mind, for f,,h, € (M p), we get:

<p(f1)ap(h1)>KG' = f1: )>
/ f @', 2)hy () dp()du(’) (17.83)
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which in the unsmeared form reads:

W(a',z) = (p(a), p(x)) ke - (17.84)
Substituting Eq. (17.80]) into the above equation, we obtain:

W@'2) = 3 GL@on(e) — D Bu)di () + 6h(@)nle’) — dola)di ()
k k
= Y 6@ () — @) + 55 (6. — 6 @), kEK, (17.85)
k k

where we have used the fact that ¢, () = ¢,(2') = 1/2rR. The above formula explicitly reveals that W(z',x) =

—ié(m,x’ ), where —iG is the natural commutator.%” Thus, the vector-valued distribution p is just the kernel of the
natural commutator.

Having the commutation relations given in along with Eq. in mind, now the locality of the field can
be explicitly seen through the following relation:

[9(2), b(x)] = 2(p(a"), p(@)) g = —21G(x,2"), (17.86)

since é(a:, 2') vanishes when = and 2z’ are spacelike separated.

In summary, so far, we have introduced a quantization of the dS; minimally coupled scalar field satisfying the
Wightman axioms. Of course, the appearance of some nonphysical states in this QFT construction, as the price that
must be paid to assure the full covariance of the theory, is unavoidable. Now, we must encounter the definition of
the observables of the theory to show that these nonphysical states make no trouble, like the appearance of negative
energies, for the theory. This is our duty in the coming discussion.

17.8.4. Stress tensor

First of all, we point out that the aforementioned classical gauge transformation ¢(z) — ¢(z) + 0 (¢ = ® and o
being a constant function), on the quantum level, can be implemented by [116]:

V(o) = exp (— moR(a} —a,)), (17.87)

based upon which, we have:

V(=0)p(z)V (o) = p(z) + ol . (17.88)

Now, we get involved with the definition of the (second-quantized) physical space, denoted here by . This space
is generated from the Fock vacuum 2 by creating members of K (i.e., the set of one-particle physical states):

h(ex)=(al)"(a )" ... (a] )", (17.89)

where the indices ki, ..., k; € K. The subspace of 2, constituted by those states orthogonal to every element in %
including themselves, is denoted by A4

he N if hex and (h,f)=0 foral fe.z. (17.90)

[In the above equation, (-,-) stands for the Klein-Gordon inner product.]

Note that the operator a,, when is restricted to the physical states space ', is the null operator; for any hy oc
(a};l)nl.... (all)m Q € XN, the state aghg belongs to .#". This implies that, f?r any h € % and any real g,_the
states h and V(p)h (see Eq. (17.87)) are equal up to an element belonging to .4". In this sense, we refer to .4 as

97 We remind that dSs (generally, dS) spacetime is globally hyperbolic, therefore the so-called commutator G = GV — Gret s uniquely
defined [121]; the propagators G*dV and G*™** are defined with respect to 0, G (z, z') = UG (z,z’) = —(z,z’) and, for a given z/,
the support in z of G*V (respectively, G™*) lies in the past (respectively, future) cone of z’. This commutator é(z, z') is equal to +%
for z in the future cone of x’, —% for = in the past cone of z’, and 0 elsewhere.
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the second quantized space of global gauge states. [The above statement therefore can be rephrased as: consistently,
two physical states belonging to £ are viewed as physically equivalent when they are distinguished by a global gauge
state, and under a gauge transformation a physical state goes into an equivalent one.] Accordingly, the corresponding
second-quantized Gupta-Bleuler triplet, manifestly invariant under the dS4 group action, reads (see FIG. :

N CH CIH. (17.91)

Again, J# refers to the Fock space constructed over the total (Krein) space H.

S

FIG. 7: Second-quantized Gupta-Bleuler structure lying behind the (Fock) states space of the dS4 minimally coupled scalar
field.

We here argue that the associated (Krein-)Fock vacuum state 2 is unique (strictly speaking, quasi-unique) and
normalizable. We begin with the first property (the second one will be justified as a byproduct of our next discussion).
Let .#" denote the space of dSs-invariant states of .7#, which technically can be realized by the space generated from
the vacuum by applying a;f,. This space, as a subspace of .4, is trivially of infinite dimension. Then, it seems that
the (Krein-)Fock vacuum 2 is not the unique dSs-invariant state. However, regarding the above statements, one
can simply verify that all the states belonging to 4" are physically equivalent to a member of the one-dimensional
space spanned by the vacuum state. Therefore, the (Krein-)Fock vacuum state €2 is indeed unique, up to physical
equivalence (quasi-uniqueness).

We now turn to the duty of defining the observables of the theory. Asusual in a Gupta-Bleuler structure, observables
are defined with respect to the property that they do not “see” the gauge states. An observable O therefore would
be a symmetric operator on J# in such a way that, when h and h’ are equivalent physical states (i.e., members of %~
such that i — b/ € 4), it must verify:

(h,O h) = (W,0h'. (17.92)

Accordingly, it is manifest that the field operator gfg(x) itself is not an observable, due to the appearance of a! and

a, (see Eq. (|17.70)) which do not commute with a, and aj], respectively (they “see” the gauge states); to get the

point, one needs to consider Eq. and its subsequent arguments along with . The operators 8,,(5(33),
however, no longer carry those terms (containing a and a,), and hence, the physically interesting observables, such
as the stress tensor T),,, can be constructed in terms of them.

The above argument clearly reveals that why the approach through two-point functions is not relevant for the dSy
minimally coupled scalar field. As a matter of fact, due to the gauge dependency of the field operator, different
two-point functions, which appear in this context, are gauge dependent as well; with the exception of W (see Eq.
(17.85))), which is defined independently of the field and which, being a commutator, is gauge invariant. For instance,
the symmetric two-point function GV (z,2") = 1(Q, b(x)p(a') + d(z')d(z) Q) is not expected to have great meaning
in this context and a straightforward calculation shows that it vanishes. This result of course is nothing but another
manifestation of the Allen no-go theorem [T07].

Now, let us study the behavior of the stress tensor T),, which, as already mentioned, is an observable in our

s
construction. We show that the “negative frequency part” (with respect to the conformal time) of the quantum field
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provides an automatic and covariant renormalization for the theory, allowing for a trivial calculation of the mean
values of the components of T, We begin with the classical form of the corresponding stress tensor:

1
Ty = 0, 0,0 — 59,09"7 0, 0,0, (17.93)

where pu,v = 0,1,2,3 stem from the conformal coordinates that we have used in our construction. We consider the
excited physical states as:

hy (€ H|N) = = (af,)" e (af)" 2 (17.94)

ni!...n!

To compute the mean values (hy, T, hy), we start with (A, 0M<;A$(z)8yq§(x) hg). Technically, the terms containing ag,
ag, az, and al do not contribute in the calculations, since, on one hand, the terms including a, and a disappear due

to the derivation and, on the other hand, the operators a, and a; commute with all the remaining operators including
themselves, and hence, the associated terms neutralize each other in the calculations. Then, we get:

l
(hg,0,0(x)0,0(x) hg) = > (9,64(2)0, 65 (x) — 0,05(2)0, ¢4 (x)) + 2 niRe (9, ¢4, (2)0,y, (x)) . (17.95)

keK i=1

On the right-hand side, the first and third terms are exactly those that appear through the usual (Hilbertian)
calculations, while the first one containing infinite terms must be renormalized. In the above Krein QFT construction,
however, thanks to the appearance of the unusual second term yielded by the terms of the field operator containing
b, and bz, we automatically obtain:

l
(hg,0,0(x)0,(x) hy) = 2> n;Re(9,0;. ()0, ¢4, (x)) - (17.96)

i=1

Extending the above result to the whole expression <h§7TW hg} makes apparent the aforementioned automatic
renormalization of the mean values of the stress tensor in the context of Krein QFT reading of the dS4 minimally
coupled scalar field. Remarkably, the “positiveness of the energy”, for any physical state hy, is a direct result of this
automatic renormalization procedure:

(hg, Too hg) = 0. (17.97)

The above quantity vanishes if and only if hg =  (the vacuum is normalizable!). Note that evaluating the above
quantity with respect to the other states, which do not belong to the physical states space £, may lead to negative
values for the energy operator, but obviously this does not raise any concern since these states are not physical.
Therefore, on the free field level, the appearance of nonphysical states in the Krein QFT formulation of the dSy
minimally coupled scalar field literally causes no trouble for the theory. Nevertheless, on the interacting level, the
situation is different, and the appearance of some virtual particles, analogous to QED in the presence of charges (see,
for instance, Ref. [122]), is naturally expected.

Concerning the above automatic renormalization procedure of the stress tensor, we must underline that it remark-
ably verifies the so-called Wald axioms:

e The causality and covariance of the procedure are trivially assured by construction.
e It yields the formal results for the physical states.

e The foundation of the above computations is the identity [b,, bu = —1, based upon which we get:
agal + alay + bbl 4+ blb, = 2ala; + 2b1b, . (17.98)

Therefore, the above automatic renormalization of the stress tensor is equivalent to reordering when one deals
with the physical states (on which b, vanishes).

To see more on this automatic renormalization procedure and its physical consequences, readers are referred to Refs.
[123, [124).

At the end, we would like to discuss Bogoliubov transformations in the above context. First of all, we draw
attention to the fact that the introduced field operator for the minimally coupled scalar field acts on the Fock space
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¢ constructed over the total space of states H, which contains all the corresponding positive and negative norm states
(see Eq. (17.57)). Then, trivially, under Bogoliubov transformations, any transformed element ¢} = c,¢, — d, o5,

with [¢,|? — |d,,|* = 1, still belongs to H. In this sense, the given field operator ¢ and consequently the corresponding
(Krein-)Fock vacuum € are by construction independent of any Bogoliubov transformation; quite contrary to the
usual canonical quantization methods in which the definition of such notions depends crucially on the choice of the
modes (often being relevant to a particular choice of time coordinate), here their definitions depend only on the total
space of states 7. Nevertheless, this argument does not mean that Bogoliubov transformations, which are merely
simple changes of physical states space, are no longer valid in this construction. Frankly speaking, under Bogoliubov

transformations, we have several possibilities for the physical states space, spanned by ¢’s, and correspondingly,

several possibilities for the physical part gf);hys of the quantum field d;, while we have only one field and one vacuum,

which are invariant under Bogoliubov transformations. [For more detailed discussions, see Ref. [125].]

Part IV
Notion of mass in (A)dS, relativity

As already mentioned, in dS; (generally, dS) relativity, some of our most familiar notions (in Poincaré relativity)
like time, rest mass, energy, momentum, spin, etc. may disappear or at least need significant modifications. As
a matter of fact, in dSs (generally, dS) spacetime, granted that no globally timelike Killing vector exists, neither
time nor energy can be globally defined. Nevertheless, so far, we have discussed that the physical interpretation of
the global analyticity requirements in the complexified dS4 manifold can serve as a natural substitute to the usual
spectral condition of “positivity of the energy” in constructing dS; QFT’s. Moreover, giving explicit arguments based
on symmetry considerations in part[[I} we have shown that the concept of spin in dSy relativity can be made precise,
as well. Now, pursuing our aim towards a consistent formulation of dS; elementary systems, we are left with the task
of finding a suitable interpretation of the notion of mass in dS, relativity. This is the matter of our discussion in the
present part. [Of course, to compare the results and provide guidelines for future investigations, we also discuss the
notion of mass (or at rest energy) in AdSy relativity.] Again, the premise of our arguments rests on the symmetry
considerations in the sense given by Wigner and the mutually deformation/contraction of the UIR’s of the relativistic
groups (A)dSs and Poincaré towards each other.

Note that, in this part again, ¢ (the speed of light) and % (the Planck constant) are no longer normalized to
unity. Together with R, the radius of curvature of the (A)dS, hyperboloid, they provide dimensionally independent
quantities, which are used to specify the natural unit of “mass” i/cR.

18. DISCUSSION/REMINDER: MASS AND SYMMETRIES

In flat Minkowski spacetime, the notion of (rest) mass originates from the ubiquitous law of energy conservation
(regarded as a consequence of the Poincaré symmetry) and the hypothesis of the existence of elementary systems in
Nature (in an asymptotic sense) [, 2]. As a matter of fact, a (free) quantum elementary system in flat Minkowski
spacetime (in the sense given by Wigner) forms a UIR space for the Poincaré relativity group and, according to
the Wigner classification (see appendix |C]), each Poincaré UIR is completely characterized in terms of two invariant
parameters, namely, the (rest) mass m and the spin s.

On the other hand, endowing spacetimes with a certain curvature is the only way to deform the Poincaré group.
Such a deformation leads to the dS; and AdS, relativity groups [72] (see also Ref. [73]). Accordingly, on the
representation level, the massive UIR’s of the dS4 [24] 25] and the AdS, [85l [86] groups are respected as those that
are realized by deformations of the Poincaré massive UIR’s with positive energy P7,,. The dS; and AdS; massive

representations respectively belong to the dS, principal series, denoted here by U E’s{,, with v € R and s € N/2, and
to the AdS, discrete series, denoted by D; ¢, with s € N/2 and ¢ +n > s+ 1, n € N, with possible extension to all
real ¢ > s+ 1 when dealing with the universal covering of AdS,. In this group-theoretical context, the dS,-invariant
parameter v and the AdS4-invariant parameter ¢, as real dimensionless parameters, are considered as replacements
for the Minkowskian rest mass m in dS4 and AdS, relativities, respectively. [For more details, one can refer to section
i)

Considering the above, there is however an irreconcilable difference between the dS;-invariant parameter v and the
AdSy-invariant parameter ¢, which the existence/nonexistence of a lower bound for the “energy spectrum” lies at its
heart. In the AdS, case, the parameter ¢ is in fact the lowest value of the discrete spectrum of the generator of “time”
rotations (see section where we have denoted this generator by Lsg). As a result, an unambiguous meaning of
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a rest energy (mass) in AdS, relativity can be carried by the AdSy-invariant parameter ¢ (in the energy AdS, units
h/cR):

v TS
EAdét4Ef’ ¢>s+1, and seN/2. (18.1)
Hence, the physical notion of “energy at rest” survives when deforming the Poincaré group towards the AdS, one.
By contrast, the situation is radically different in the dS4 (generally, dS) case, due to the indefinite spectrum of
“energy”, common to all UIR’s of this group. Indeed, in the dS, (generally, dS) case, the spectrum of the generator
of “time” hyperbolic rotations covers the whole real line (see section . This entails an ambiguous notion of rest
energy (mass) in dS; (generally, dS) relativity. Of course, despite this ambiguity, it is still legitimate to allocate an
“energy” dimension to the dSs-invariant parameter v (in the “energy” dS4 units ii/cR):
hev
B, = = veR. (18.2)
Nevertheless, in 2003, a consistent and univocal definition of mass in dS4 (generally, dS) relativity has been put
forward by Garidi [47]%8, which precisely gives sense to terms like “massive” and “massless” fields in dS, (generally,
dS) relativity according to their Minkowskian counterparts, yielded by the group contraction procedures. In the
coming sections, we will elaborate this definition. We will also compare this definition with other mass formulas
introduced within the dS, context, and will show that it enjoys the advantage to encompass all such formulas.

19. GARIDI MASS: DEFINITION

The Garidi mass formula is given by [47]:

2 R (o (1)
mds4 = 2R2 (<Q >dS4 - <Qp=q=s>ds4) ) (19.1)

where: (i) (QW) a5, stands for the eigenvalues of the dSy quadratic Casimir operator (see section D associated
with those dS4 UIR’s which are meaningful from the Minkowskian point of view (see section , namely: the whole
principal series representations, characterized by UYS | with s € N/2 and v € R; the only physical representation (in

the sense of contraction/extension to the Poincaré/ conformal UIR’s) of the complementary series, characterized by
US  withs=0and v = %; and finally the representations lying at the lower limit of the discrete series, characterized

by ILE,, with p = ¢ = s € N/2. (i) The cigenvalues <Q§’1:)q:5>d84 correspond to the dS; UIR’s I __ in the discrete
series, the so-called dS4 massless UIR’s (see section :
<Q§71:)q:s>ds4 = _2(32 - 1) . (192)

Before going any further, few points regarding the above mass definition must be underlined:

e The mass formula ([19.1) is natural in the sense that when, proceeding as in section the field equations for
the dS, principal (massive) fields (for instance, of integer spin s) are rewritten in terms of the Laplace-Beltrami
operator Op, we obtain:%°

(@Y = (@) )9 =I@) =0 = (Op+R2s(s+1)+R2QW),, )W (@) =0,  (193)
or, according to Egs. (19.1)) and (19.2)):

h? _ s

(CfQ(DRjLR *[2-s(s—1)]) +9.‘rt§s4)\lf(*>(a;) =0. (19.4)

e Since the minimum values of (Q")).s, occur at p = ¢ = s € N/2, which is the case for the lower limit of the
discrete series UIR’s (the dS; massless representations), the mass formula (19.1)) assures that for every dSy
UIR, meaningful from the point of view of a Minkowskian observer, we have M3, > 0. To see the point, let us
examine all such UIR’s one-by-one:

98 Readers should notice that this seminal paper, although never published, has been well acknowledged in the literature.
99 Here, for the sake of simplicity, we assume that the rank and the spin of the fields ¥(") are equal (r=s).
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— For the dS, massive cases, associated with the principal series representations UPS , the Casimir eigenvalues

are given by Eq. m, and hence, the Garidi mass takes the form:

1 [,
Mas, = \/ﬂ |V| (19.5)

[Note that V2 = |v|, for v € R.190 Therefore, the indefiniteness of the dS;-invariant parameter v no
longer leaks to the definition of Garidi mass M,s,.] Moreover, considering the Poincaré-Minkowski mass
as m = h|v|/cR and quite similar to the Poincaré contraction limit (i.e., letting R and v tend to infinity,
while m = h|v|/cR remains unchanged (see section [[4)), we get:

=5,V

(3—1)2 m for s=1/2,
22— (>0)= (19.6)
v m+ O(1/v) for s#1/2,

where, borrowing the notation used in sectionsm and . the arrow ‘—’ stands for the contraction (type)
limit under vanishing curvature. [Regarding Egs. (19.5) and ( -, we also would like to draw attention
to the specific symmetric place characterized by the case of spin s = 1/2, with respect to the scalar s = 0
and the boson s = 1 cases.]

Mas, — mA/1+

— For the dS, massless cases, as discussed in section[I4] two distinguished cases are involved: the discrete series
o With p = ¢ =5 € N/2, for which (Q™M) o, = ( él)q s)as,» and the complementary
series representatlon Us ., with s = 0 and v = 1, for which (QW),,, = 2 = (Q(l) 0)as, (see Egs. 1}

and ( respectlvely) Obviously, accordlng to the mass deﬁmtlon , for both dS4 massless cases,
we have zmds4 =0.

representations IT+

e In the case of a dS; UIR with no meaningful Minkowskian interpretation, one can still apply the Garidi mass
formula (19.1]), but without referring to a Minkowskian meaning.

The counterpart of the Garidi mass formula (19.1)) in AdS, relativity reads [126] 127]:

77:2
mid&; = 2R2 (<Q(1)>Ad34 - <Q£1:)s+1>Ads4) ) (19'7)

where, similarly, (Q(M)), as, refers to the eigenvalues of the AdS, quadratic Casimir operator corresponding to those
AdS, UIR’s which are meanmgful from the Minkowskian point of view (see sectlonu Considering Eq. m, it is
easy to check that, for all AdS, massless cases (see section , we have M, s, = 0 and, for the AdS, massive cases,
i.e, the UIR’s D, ¢ with s € N/2, ¢ > s+ 1 for s # 0, and ¢ > 2 for s = 0, we have:

h 3\ 2 1\2 h 3 s—1/2\2
o= ) () - e D () o
Adsa cR\/g 2 °73) TR\ T3 «—32) ~ (19:8)
The case ¢ = 2 with s = 0 is special since it is the unique one for which 9,5, = 0 whereas it does correspond to

a massive and not massless representation. Moreover, considering the Poincaré-Minkowski mass as m = hs/cR and
similar to the Poincaré contraction limit, we obtain:

s—1/2\2
Mrgs, — m 1—(§_3;2) >0. (19.9)

20. GARIDI MASS: A MORE ELABORATE DISCUSSION

So far, based on a robust group-theoretical approach, we have presented an explicit definition of mass (Garidi mass)
in dS4 and AdS, relativities. In particular, the asymptotic relations between the Minkowskian rest mass m and its
(possible) dS4 and AdSy counterparts have been given (see the contraction (type) formulas and for the
dS, and AdSy cases, respectively). Here, we discuss the above results more elaborately.

100 Here, one must also notice that, given a specific value of s, the principal series representations corresponding to the parameters v and
—v are equivalent (they have same Casimir eigenvalues).
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Mass m Gy &

Hubble mass 1

up. lim. neutrino mass m, |0.165 x 1032

electron mass me. 0.3 x 10737
proton mass m 0.17 x 1074
W boson mass 0.2 x 1074
Planck mass Mp; 0.135 x 1079

TABLE I: Estimated values of the parameter 9 for some known masses m and the recent estimated value of the Hubble constant
Ho.

20.1. DS, case

We begin by recalling the fact that dS,; spacetime is the maximally symmetric solution to the vacuum Einstein’s
equations with positive cosmological constant A. The latter is connected to the dS, scalar (Ricci) curvature, which
is equal to 4A. By taking into account the astrophysical data coming from type Ia supernovae [18], the dS, radius
of curvature is given by R = \/3/A = ¢/H, where c is the speed of light and H is the Hubble constant. The recent
estimated value of the Hubble constant is:

H=Hy=25x10"18s"1, (20.1)
Now, according to the formula (19.5)), we can give the abstract (real) dimensionless parameter v, labeling the dS,
massive UIR’s, the status of a physical quantity in terms of other measurable physical quantities:
2

mcRimc
h  hH’

lv| = (20.2)
where, again, m is a Minkowskian (rest) mass. Below, we argue that this identity, established based on a pure group
representation approach, is by far restrictive.

Considering dS; spacetime as a perturbation of the flat Minkowski background, it would be typical to define the
following dimensionless physical (in the Minkowskian sense) quantity:

ho WA BH _my

mcR ~ \/3me mc:  m

v

O = , (20.3)

where my = hH/c? is a “Hubble mass”.'%! Clearly, for m = m;, we get ¥ = 1. For some known masses m and the

recent estimated value of the Hubble constant Hy, the estimated values of the parameter ¥ are given in TABLE [l
Accordingly, one can easily see that this parameter is totally negligible for all known massive elementary particles. In
other words, the infinitesimal current value of A does not allow for any practical dSy effect on the level of high energy
physics experiments (no dSy effect is perceptible in LHC experiments!). However, if 9 gets closer to 1, namely, when
one deals either with theories based on large values of A or with theories giving an infinitely small masses to photons,
gravitons, or other massless gauge fields, adopting the dS, point of view (or A effect) becomes unavoidable. This is
the case, for instance, in the standard inflation scenario.

Now, considering a Minkowskian (rest) mass m and the fundamental length R, nothing prevents us to deal with
the dS4 UIR parameter v, assigned to “physics” in a constant-curvature spacetime, as a meromorphic function of
¥; v = v(¥). Then, in a certain neighborhood of ¢ = 0 (i.e, the convergence interval ¥ € (0,9,44)), we have the
following Laurent expansion:

1
v=vv) = 5—}-604—61194— e e+ L, (20.4)

101 Tt is worth noting that the parameter ¥ can also be viewed as ¥ = Aemp/R, the ratio of the (reduced) Compton wavelength Aemp = i/mc
of a Minkowskian object with m > 0 considered at the limit with the universal length R (yielded by the dS4 geometry).



109

where e,,’s, denoting the expansion coefficients, are pure numbers to be specified.'%2 Note that by multiplying the

above equation by ¥ and letting ¢ tend to zero, one recovers asymptotically Eq. (20.2]). Actually, the Garidi mass
formula appears as a perfect example of this expansion. The point can be easily seen, in the case of the principal
(massive) series, by adjusting:

V| = |v(9)] = i—(3—1)2—1—(5—1)2(§+0(ﬁ2)) 9 € (0,1/]s — 1/2] (20.5)
- V2 2/ 0 2/ \2 ’ ’ ’ '
in the corresponding mass formula (19.5). Considering the expansion (20.5) along with the formula ((19.6)), for the
“energy” scale of a dS4 massive elementary system (introduced in Eq. (18.2])), we also obtain:

he ?Jﬁds402 — mc? for s=1/2,
By, =5 v(0) = (20.6)
Mg, c? + O(W) — me* + OV) for s#£1/2,

where, again, the arrow ‘—’ stands for the contraction (type) limit under vanishing curvature.

20.2. AdS; case

Similarly, for the AdS, discrete (massive) cases, we also consider the following Laurent expansion of ¢ in a given
neighborhood of ¥ =0 (9 € (0, Ymaz)):

1
g:g(ﬁ):5+a0+a1ﬂ+ —|—an0”+ ey (207)
where, again, the coefficients a,, are pure numbers to be specified. Note that limy_,o s(9)9 = 1 recovers asymptotically
the identity m = hAc/cR. As a matter of fact, the AdS, mass formula appears as a perfect example of the above
expansion formula. To see the point, it is sufficient to substitute the following expansion into the AdS4 mass formula
(119.8) (associated with the AdS, massive cases):

3 1 N 103 1\2 /0 )
_3. /1 B R 3\ (Y 1/]s —1/2|]. 20.
@ =35+\5+(5-35) =5+5+(-3) (Fro)., ve©1ls-1/2 (20.8)
By comparing the above expansion with the generic one (20.7)), we obtain ay = 3/2. Moreover, considering the
expansion (20.8)) along with the relation (19.9), for the AdS, massive cases, the AdS, rest energy given in Eq. (18.1])
takes the form:

he Maas, 2 + Shw — mc® + Shw for s=1/2,
B, =g )= (20.9)
Mouas, 2 + 3hw + O(W) — mc® + 3hw + O(Y) for s#1/2.

Again, the arrow ‘—’ refers to the contraction (type) limit under vanishing curvature, and w = ¢/R. The above
relation reveals that, at the first order in the curvature (x 1/R), an AdS, massive elementary system asymptotically
appears as the sum of a relativistic free particle and a quantum harmonic oscillator, respectively, with the rest energy
mc? and zero-point energy %hw (in this regard, see also appendix . This is indeed an interesting feature of AdSy
(generally, AdS) relativity, which contains a universal pure vibration energy besides the matter one; the coming
subsection is devoted to a brief discussion on this phenomenon and its possible relevance to the current existence of
dark matter. The situation for dS, (generally, dS) relativity, however, is less tractable. The point is well exemplified
by the absence of any constant term in Eq. .

At the end, for later use, it is useful to give the massless counterpart of Eq. 7 as well; proceeding as before,
by multiplying Eq. by the factor Aw (w = ¢/R), while we have in mind the identity hw/9 ~ hws = mc? which
vanishes in the massless cases, we have:

E =hw(s+1). (20.10)

AdSy

102 Here, one must notice that the above expansion formula does not alter the contraction procedure from the point of view of a local
Minkowskian observer, except the fact that it allows us to determine the values of v (either positive or negative) with respect to values
of ¥ in a (positive) neighborhood of ¥ = 0.
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20.3. Discussion: dark matter as a relic AdS; curvature energy (?)

As mentioned above, Eq. reveals that, at the first order in the curvature (< 1/R), the rest energy of an
AdS, elementary system consists of two sectors, i.e., a “visible” sector mc?, like in flat Minkowski spacetime, and a
“dark” sector %hw, which is reminiscent of the zero-point energy of a quantum (three-dimensional) isotropic harmonic
oscillator. In this subsection, taking this fact into account and following the proposal put forward in recent works
[128,[129] by one of us, we discuss a conjectural interpretation of the origin of dark matter'®® and its possible relevance
to the “dark” sector of the rest energy of AdS, elementary systems. At a glance, according to this proposal, dark
matter is nothing but a pure QCD effect, strictly speaking, a gluonic Bose-Einstein condensate'®*, which is a relic of
the so-called quark epoch of the Universe; the quark epoch began approximately 107!2 seconds after the Big Bang,
when the Universe with temperature T > 102K was filled with quark-gluon plasma (QGP)'°®, and ended when
the Universe was about 1076 seconds old, when the temperature had fallen sufficiently to allow the quarks from
the preceding quark epoch to bind together into hadrons.'®® This proposal actually supports the fundamental idea
that, aside from the violation of the matter/antimatter symmetry verifying the Sakharov’s requirements [140)], the
reconciliation of particle physics and cosmology does not necessitate the recourse to any ad hoc fields, particles or
hidden variables. The very point that lies at the heart of this proposal and relates it to our group-theoretical reading of
AdS, elementary systems is rooted in the fact that a QCD vacuum energy density, because of trace anomaly, results
in a Lorentz-invariant negative-valued contribution to the cosmological constant (see, for instance, Ref. [I37] and
references therein). In this sense, it is naturally expected that the aforementioned primordial QCD world-matter had
experienced an effective geometric environment analogous to the AdS, phase; the quark epoch, which immediately
follows the dS, inflationary phase, may be viewed as an “AdS4 bounce” (AdS, phase as anti-inflation!). [To see more
arguments on the latter point, see Ref. [128] and references therein.]

20.3.1. The assumptions

The aforementioned proposal technically rests on three basic assumptions:

e First, the nature of dark matter, which is observed as an energy more or less localized in halos surrounding
baryonic matter in galaxies and galaxy clusters, is assumed to be relevant to some effective AdS, curvature.
Then, for instance, for spin 1/2 elementary systems x, according to Eq. (20.9), we have:

\ 3
E§§;4 = mAdS4 (X)C2 + ihw ) Eom(x) = r(x) mAdS4 (X)CQa (20.11)
visible

dark (EEDM (X))

where the ratio 7(x) = Epu(x)/Maas, (x)¢? is expected to reflect to some extent the ratio of dark matter to
visible matter. Here, by “to some extent” is meant that this individual ratio should be clearly larger than 1, to
be compatible with the estimated total ratio dark matter/visible matter, that is, 27/5 = 5.4 (see footnote 103),
and of course it should not be too large, to remain compatible with most of the observed ratios halo mass/stellar
mass. Generally, a galaxy with a stellar mass ~ 2 x 108M, (M, being the solar mass) should possess a dark
matter mass ~ 6 x 10'°M, (see, for instance, Ref. [132], and for notable exceptions Ref. [135]).

103 We here give some (observational) facts about dark matter. According to the recent Planck analysis [I30] of the power spectrum of the
cosmic microwave background (CMB), cold dark (nonbaryonic) matter constitutes 27% of our Universe, while the remaining parts are
5% baryonic matter and 68% dark energy. Dark matter is technically observed by its gravitational effect on luminous (baryonic matter)
[I31]; its mass halo and the total stellar mass are coupled via a function varying smoothly with mass (see, for instance, Ref. [132] and
references therein), with some possible (and of course notable) exception(s) as recently pointed out in Refs. [I33HI35]. Unfortunately,
so far, all attempts in theoretical physics to give a satisfactory explanation of the origin of dark matter have failed. As a matter of fact,
all hypothetical particle models (such as WIMP, Axions, Neutrinos, etc.) have failed in direct or indirect detection tests. On the other
hand, alternative theories (such as MOND), negating the existence of dark matter as a physical entity, have also failed in the explanation
of clusters and the observed pattern in the CMB. [For an overview on the current status of dark matter, including experimental evidence
and theoretical motivations, readers are referred to Ref. [136].]

In condensed matter physics, a Bose-Einstein condensate is a state of matter that is typically formed when a gas of bosons at low
densities is cooled to temperatures very close to absolute zero.

For experimental evidence (RHIC, LHC) in support of QGP, as a super-liquid which is produced in ultra-relativistic heavy ion collisions,
see Refs. [I37THI39]. The experimental data show that quarks, anti-quarks, and gluons flow independently in this super-liquid.

The following period, when quarks became confined within hadrons, lasting from 10~%s to 1s with temperature 7" > 10'°K, is known
as the hadron epoch.

104
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e Second, the appearance of dark matter is assumed to occur over a period in which, in the sense of validity of
the equipartition theorem applied to the quantum-oscillator-like energy spectrum of AdS, elementary systems,
the temperature(s) T, was (were) compatible with a phase of entities x:

2r(x)
3

kpTy ~ hw ~ Maas, ()2, (20.12)
where kg refers to the Boltzmann constant. Note that, in agreement with the above assumptions and while
we restrict our attention merely to spin 1/2 elementary systems, the most probable candidates for x are the
stable light quarks v and d when, at the end of the quark epoch, the QGP had experienced the phase transition,
namely, hadronization. Currently, the hadronization temperature for light quarks [I38] is estimated to be
T.; = 156.5 £ 1.5MeV =~ 1.8 x 102K (“chemical freeze-out temperature”). Hence, for Mauas, = m (see Eq.
), we get:

2 2
T, ~ 1.8 x 10K =~ w ~ r(x) m(x)e
kB 3 k‘B

(20.13)

Then, for the quarks u (with m(u) ~ 2.2 MeV/c?) and d (with m(d) ~ 4.7 MeV/c?), the estimated values of
r(x = u,d) would be:

r(u) ~ 108, r(d) = 49. (20.14)

Note that these values seem quite reasonable according to the first assumption. Furthermore, the value of T,
through Eq. (20.13]), determines the corresponding AdS, radius curvature R = ¢/w and its lifetime t = 1/w:

kT, ~ hw = R=8fm, t=27x10"%s. (20.15)

This AdS, length scale R = 8 fm is to be compared with the typical distance scales in the context of QGP,
which exceed the size of the largest atomic nuclei and the low typical momentum scale (in the Pb case, Rp, =
5.3788 fm).

e Third, at the critical hadronization point, the pure AdS,; curvature energy (the “dark” sector) decouples from
the rest mass energy and abides as a free component of the Universe along its following periods.

Note that, besides the supplementary mass granted to the (anti-)quarks living at the quark epoch by an AdS,
environment (as briefly pointed out above), the existence of dark matter may also be originated from the gluonic
component of the respective QGP. Concerning the latter case, Eq. reveals that the rest energy of a gluon,
strictly speaking, a spin-1 massless boson, living at the quark epoch in an AdS, effective background is purely “dark”,
and is precisely equal to 2hw. Quite similar to the above, according to the equipartition kpTes ~ hw, we qualitatively

get (see Eq. (20.13)):

2hw 2% 2

PV XTT(“) x m(u) = 144 x m(u) ~ 317 MeV /c2. (20.16)
c

This gluonic effective mass is approximately 4/3 times the effective mass that quarks and anti-quarks acquired in that

QGP-AdS, environment.

20.83.2. Sketching a parallel between dark matter and CMB

Now, it is interesting to sketch a parallel between dark matter and CMB, because the latter is considered as the
emergence of the photon decoupling, exactly when photons began to move freely through space instead of constantly
being scattered by electrons and protons in plasma. As a matter of fact, one may argue that a (substantial) part of
the gluonic component of the QGP living at the quark epoch freely survives after hadronization, within an effective
AdS, environment. This gluonic component is assumed to be an assembly of a large number, say, Ng, of non-
interacting entities, strictly speaking, of decoupled gluonic colorless systems (not individual free gluons), which form
a grand canonical Bose-Einstein ensemble. As discussed in Ref. [128], the simplest purely gluonic system, susceptible
to constitute a Bose-Einstein condensate is a di-gluon. The di-gluons can actually be named “dark matter quasi-
particles”, which, with an (effective) AdS, rest mass equal to ii/cR, constitute a Bose-Einstein condensate, since their
Compton wavelength and average relative distances are equal to the AdS, radius of curvature R. [Note that the
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aforementioned (effective) AdS, rest mass h/cR, with respect to Eq. , is associated with a massless scalar
(s = 0) particle in AdSy relativity.]

Here, one must notice that the described “effective dark Universe” above, which is assumed to explain the cosmo-
logical standard model with a quantum vacuum or a ground state, is not exactly an “empty spacetime” in which just
some objects would move. It is actually a medium which, according to the Giirsey terminology [141], involves scintil-
lation events,'%7 i.e., events each consisting in the virtual creation and subsequently, a short time later, annihilation
of a particle-antiparticle pair. Note that, the created particle-antiparticle being bosons (respectively, fermions), the
corresponding event contributes to the AdS, (respectively, dS4) world matter, as a kind of a gluonic Bose-Einstein
condensate (respectively, baryonic Fermi-Dirac sea), at the interior (respectively, exterior) of the Hubble horizon
[143].

Accordingly, we take into account an assembly of these Ng dark matter di-gluons, which are practically quasi-
particles in an effective AdS; environment with individual energies E, = FE.5, + nhw, where the term FE .5,
corresponding to m = mg (being zero or negligible) is given by Eq. at s = 0, and with degeneracy
gn = (n+ 1)(n + 3)/2 [144]; in this sense, these residue di-gluons behave quite similar to isotropic harmonic os-
cillators in three-space. These entities are supposed to form a grand canonical Bose-Einstein ensemble, with the
chemical potential p determined by the condition that the sum over all occupation probabilities at temperature T
results in [I45] [146]:

oo E rest
Ne=Y" In vy = —r (20.17)

K
n=0 €Xp (% (n+wvy— ,u)) -1
This is a very large number, and therefore, it is expected that this Bose-Einstein gas condensates at temperature:

Nﬁw(NG
ke \CB)

to turn into the presently observed dark matter. Note that: (i) For the involved Riemann function, we have ((3) ~ 1.2.
(i) The above is the standard formula for all isotropic harmonic traps'®® (see, for instance, Ref. [145]). In support
of this model, with respect to the ultra-cold atoms physics, it has been shown in Ref. [147] that Bose-Einstein
condensation not only can occur in non-condensed matter but also in gas, and that this phenomenon is not rooted in
interactions but instead in the correlations implied by quantum statistics.

Of course, we do not know exactly at which stage after the quark epoch the aforementioned gluonic-Bose Einstein
condensation had occurred, but still it is interesting to examine whether Eq. gives reasonable orders of
magnitude by setting T, equal to the current CMB temperature, that is, T, = 2.78K, and |A,qs,| &~ % X % X Ags, =

0.39 x Ags,, where Ays, = current cosmological constant A = 1.1 x 10752 m~2. On this basis, from Eq. (20.18)), we
obtain the estimated number of di-gluons in the condensate as:

1/3
) ~ 118 X 1072 X \/[Anas, | N2, (20.18)

Ng ~ 5 x 10%. (20.19)

This result already seems reasonable, because the number of gluons are about 10° times that of baryons which is
estimated to be about 103°. Keeping this number in Eq. ([20.18]) gives us an estimation of the scaling factor:

A _
0c = 5t ~ 185 x 10° x NG*® ~1.36 x 10753, (20.20)

Therefore, taking T, to be of the order of “Matter-dominated era” temperature, that is, 10*K, results in the following
value for the corresponding Agg,:

Ays, =~ 1.36 x 107 % m~2. (20.21)

107 The mass scintillation mechanism assumed by Giirsey is analogous to the Bondi’s steady state cosmology [T42] based upon which the
creation, at constant density of matter-energy, induces the expansion of the Universe.

108 The term “harmonic trap”, that used here, may cause confusion. As a matter of fact, there is no actual harmonic trap here, but rather
a harmonic spectrum on the quantum level which is originated from the AdS4 geometry.
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21. GARIDI MASS: EXAMPLES AND APPLICATIONS

In this section, following Refs. [47, [127] and taking some known examples into account, we discuss how the dSy
Garidi mass formula , possessing a rich group-theoretical content, simplifies the debate over the notion of mass
in dSy relativity. As the first example, we consider a class of gauge-invariant fields known in the literature under the
name of “partially massless” fields, which have been widely studied by Deser et al. in a series of papers [T48H153].
Then, we encounter the question of graviton mass in dS; spacetime, as has been discussed by Novello et al. in Ref.
[154].

Note that, for the sake of comparison, in this section we consider the units ¢ = 1 = h and also set R = H~! (since
the references cited above, that we are going to compare our result with them, have done so!).

21.1. “Partially massless” fields

First of all, we would like to point out that, throughout this paper, the spin-s fields which are referred to as
(strictly) massive, admitting no gauge invariance, possess 2s + 1 degrees of freedom. On the other hand, for what
we call (strictly) massless fields, the degrees of freedom, due to the appearance of gauge invariance, reduce to 2 (i.e.,
the helicities +s). There are yet intermediate fields, for which gauge invariance allows “intermediate sets of higher
helicities” between the 2s 4+ 1 degrees of freedom of the (strictly) massive fields and the 2 helicities of the (strictly)
massless ones. These fields are relevant to a novel gauge invariance, which was first discovered by Deser et al. in Ref.
[148] in the case of spin-2 fields. They are usually called partially massless fields, due to their light-cone propagation
properties [153].

Here, considering the above categories, we evaluate (positive) forbidden ranges of mass for dS, fields, within our
group-theoretical construction, when the fields masses are identified by the Garidi definition (see Eq. ) The
very point to be noticed here is that all these three categories of dS, fields can be entirely characterized in the context
of dSy4 group representation theory through the invariant parameters (p, q) (in the Dixmier notations; see section ,
or equivalently, through the (invariant) Garidi mass and spin parameters (93?384, s). Considering the latter parameters,
it simply follows that, for a given dS, field with spin s, (positive) forbidden ranges of mass are those that trace back
to gaps between two unitary representations. As already pointed out, we also would like to compare our results with
those that have been already given by Deser et al. in Refs. [I148HI53|]. Technically, they have shown that, for a dSy
field with s > 1, the plane defined by the mass (squared) parameter, say Deser mass smgSi, and the cosmological

constant A = 3H? is divided into different unitary and nonunitary areas, which are distinguished by lines of the
aforementioned gauge invariant fields. Accordingly, they have argued that the physically irrelevant (positive) mass
ranges for the field are those that correspond to the nonunitary areas.

We begin with integer spin dS, fields, while, to keep the argument straight, we stick to the fields with spins up to
s=3:

e According to Deser et al., for the first two integer cases, i.e., the scalar (s = 0) and vector (s = 1) dS4 fields, no
new gauge invariance and no (positive) forbidden range of mass exist; the allowed ranges of mass for both cases
are determined by 93?;824 > 0. This result completely agrees with the one obtained through our group-theoretical
construction, well described by the Garidi mass formula . As a matter of fact, by 9)1334 > 0, for both
scalar and vector cases, one can continuously cover the unitary regions, as is shown in FIG.

Spin 0 Spin 1

3

+3 2
Compl. S. Princ. S. Mz, Compl. S. Princ. S. "AEy

0 HE.;._I 0 Hi_f-i

FIG. 8: Mass ranges for the scalar (s = 0) and vector (s = 1) dS4 fields; the terms ‘Compl. S.” and ‘Princ. S.” are respectively
abbreviation for the ‘complementary series’ and ‘principal series’, while the ‘black squares’ refer to the discrete series members,
with integer spins.

e According to Deser et al. (see also Ref. [I55] by Higuchi), in the spin-2 case, a partially massless gauge field
appears. It is identified by 93?{1324 = 2A/3 = 2H?, while the (strictly) massless one is given by 93?11324 = 0.
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Adopting the Garidi mass formula , one can simply show that these fields are associated with two specific
representations in the discrete series UIR’s of the dS, group, respectively, characterized by (p = 2,¢ = 1) or
equivalently by (93?354 = 2H? s = 2), with 4 degrees of freedom, and by (p = 2,q = 2) or equivalently by
(9)?554 =0,s = 2), with 2 degrees of freedom. The predicted (positive) forbidden mass range in both (say Deser
and Garidi) approaches exactly coincides, and based on our group-theoretical terminology, it refers to the gap
between the aforementioned unitary representations, as is shown in FIG. [0

Spin 2 3

Unitary
dof=5

Forbidden

mass range Compl. 8. Princ. S. 2
|t | =
0 2H2 9H? /4

12 2
M, Mis,

FIG. 9: Mass ranges for spin-2 dS4 fields and phase diagram (showing partially massless lines); the terms ‘dof’ is an abbreviation
for the ‘degrees of freedom’.

e According to Deser et al., in the spin-3 case, two partially massless gauge fields with 9)?334 =2\ = 6H? and
93?;34 = 4A/3 = 4H? appear, while the (strictly) massless one is given by 93?;34 = 0. Again, with respect to the
Garidi mass formula , one can easily check that they correspond to specific representations in the discrete
series UIR’s, respectively, characterized by (p = 3,¢ = 1) or equivalently by (M3, = 6H?, s = 3), with 6 degrees
of freedom, by (p = 3,¢ = 2) or equivalently by (932354 = 4H?,s = 3), with 4 degrees of freedom, and finally
by (p = 3,¢ = 3) or equivalently by (9)?384 = 0,s = 3), with 2 degrees of freedom. And, again, the (positive)
forbidden mass ranges in both approaches are exactly the same, and correspond to the gaps between the above
unitary representations, as is shown in FIG.

dof =2

0,

A . ¥ _ 6
Spin 3 3 NS 6
Forbidden 'ﬂ":é
mass range & Unitary
am2 dof =7 0
/ \‘ Compl. 5. Princ. S. 'Ilrdsl M3s,
0 AH? GH2 25H? /4

FIG. 10: Mass ranges for spin-3 dS4 fields and phase diagram (showing partially massless lines).

Now, we deal with half-integer spin dSy fields, which are controversial. Again, we stick to the cases with s < 3:

e According to Deser et al., for the spin-1/2 case (like the scalar and vector cases), no (positive) forbidden mass
range exists. This result agrees with what we obtain from our group-theoretical construction through the Garidi
mass formula. The situation, however, is different in the spin-3/2 and spin-5/2 cases.
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e According to Deser et al., for the spin-3/2 and spin-5/2 dS, fields, FIG. [11| holds. The corresponding (strictly)
massless fields, with 2 degrees of freedom, are respectively determined by 93?3524 = —A/3 (in the spin-3/2 case)
and by 93?;34 = —4A/3 (in the spin-5/2 case). On this basis, since in the dS4 case A > 0, the Deser mass formula
for both cases lead to negative values; the same result holds for the partially massless case, with 4 degrees of
freedom, in the spin-5/2 case, i.e., 9)1234 = —A/3 < 0. In this sense, Deser et al. have argued that these cases
belong to AdSy relativity (for which A < 0); no (strictly) massless or partially massless fields with s = 3/2
and s = 5/2 (and correspondingly with higher half-integer spins) in dS, relativity exists! This result is clearly
in contradiction with ours. Actually, in our group-theoretical construction, the dS, (strictly) massless integer
and half-integer spin fields all (except the scalar one which belongs to the complementary seri% belong to the

lower limit of the discrete series UIR’s, characterized by II

+

P=s,q=s

with s € N/2 (see section [14), and all have

meaningful dS, Garidi masses, which are always equal to zero (see section .109 For instance, according to
the Garidi mass formula, for the aforementioned spin-3/2 and spin-5/2 dS4 cases, FIGs. [12] and [13]| hold.

Spin %

Unitary
dof =4

1

dE4

Nonunitary &
dof =4 G

Unitary
dof =6

3

Spin 3

o, 2

d54

Nonunitary
dof =6

Nonunitary
dof =6

'f/—

w2

'/; 4, = —4H? = —4A /3, dof = 2

M3, = —H? = —A/3, dof =4

FIG. 11: Phase diagrams (showing partially massless lines) for spin-3/2 and spin-5/2 dSy fields, according to the Deser et al.

arguments.

Spin %

Forbidden
mass range

Prine. S.

Mis,
Mis,

-

0,dof=2

Mis, =

Unitary
dof =4 &
Mys,

FIG. 12: Mass ranges for spin-3/2 dS4 fields and phase diagram (showing partially massless lines), according to the Garidi
mass formula; the ‘black circles’ denote the discrete series members, with half-integer spins. Note that the case 9)?354 = H?,
which is “contiguous” to the principal (massive) series, does not determine a partially massless field.

109 Moreover, we must emphasize again that the only group-theoretical consistent formulation for the AdSs mass is exactly the one given

in Eq. (19.7) [126, 127].
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0, dof =2

koo

Spin :

Forbidden
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De 4

FIG. 13: Mass ranges for spin-5/2 dS4 fields and phase diagram (showing partially massless lines), according to the Garidi
mass formula. Note that the case 93??,34 = 4H?, which is “contiguous” to the principal (massive) series, does not determine a
partially massless field.

Although, this comparison has been done merely for dS, fields with spins up to s = 3, the result is quite clear. The
Garidi mass formula, for integer spin dS, fields, covers the results that have been already given by Deser et al. in Refs.
[IT48HI53]. In the case of half-integer spin fields, with s > 3/2, however, contradictions come to fore. We believe that
these contradictions stem from an improper choice of the mass parameter by Deser at al., since it associates negative
values of mass with the known dS, (strictly) massless unitary representations Hff:s,qzs, with s = 3/2,5/2, ..., which
are meaningful from the point of view of a Minkowskian observer (see section . Again, here, it would be convenient
to recall from section |19 that adopting the Garidi mass formula , for all dS4 UIR’s meaningful from the point of
view of a Minkowskian observer (including the aforementioned (strictly) massless UIR’s), we have always 93?354 > 0.
In this regard, to articulate more clearly our group-theoretical point of view on the very question of the existence of
(strictly) massless and partially massless fields in dS, relativity, we explicitly specify in FIG. 14| the allowed ranges of
the invariant parameters (p,q) for the dS; representations with p = s < 3 (in the Dixmier notations; see section .
On this basis, one can recognize all the dS, (strictly) massless and partially massless fields, as members of the discrete
series representations (again, except the scalar massless field which belongs to the complementary series), in terms of
their degrees of freedom; contrary to the dSs (strictly) massless fields, which are meaningful from the Minkowskian
point of view (see section , the partially massless ones are associated with those discrete series UIR’s (i.e., IT,, ,
with 0 < g # p) which have no meaning from the viewpoint of a tangent Minkowskian observer.



117

p p
dof=6 dof= 4 dof=2
3 — —/- a - R e e P T dof= 7
® @ L Qe ssrraTaEsT BEE TR AR S dof= 6
2 [P el ) | e dof=5
3 [ ] S ——— dof=4
i B Stricty rnasylf:as diagonal
] — — ek } |seansre e e e e daf='3
./ Massless scalar ®----------"—— - dof= 2
, : ‘ — L e foommo - fommmo- >
-1 0 1 2 3 Re(q) 1 2 3 Im(q)

FIG. 14: Allowed ranges of the invariant parameters (p, q) for the dS4 representations, with p = s < 3. The marked points on
the diagonal lines, characterizing the discrete series members, refer to the dS4 (strictly) massless and partially massless fields
with (half-)integer spins (with the exception of those with Re(q) = 1/2 and p = 3/2,5/2, ..., which are not (strictly) massless,
and are “contiguous” to the principal series).

21.2. The question of Graviton “mass”

Generally, to describe the graviton field in dSy spacetime, two different procedures can be followed. One can either
begin from the flat Minkowski background and then turn on gravity to get the dS, structure, or directly begin from
the geometry of dS, spacetime itself. Roughly speaking, the former procedure is based on the following equation:

1
R, — §R9W = —rTp , (21.1)

for which the fundamental state containing the maximum number of symmetries is the Minkowskian geometry, while
the latter procedure explicitly includes A as:'19

1
R,uu - iRg,lu/ + Aguy = 71171#” ) (212)

for which the fundamental state containing the maximum number of symmetries is the (A)dS; geometry. Below,
following the lines sketched in Refs. [127, 154 [156], we will briefly review both procedures, respectively. Then, we
will interpret the results within our group-theoretical construction, i.e., by considering the described graviton field
as a dS, elementary system associated with a UIR of the dS; group. We will show that how our group-theoretical
approach, through the Garidi mass formula, simplifies the debate over the question of “mass” of graviton in dSy
spacetime.

21.2.1. Passage from flat Minkowski spacetime to a curved background

The passage of the spin-2 field equation from flat Minkowski spacetime to a general curved Riemannian manifold
entails some ambiguities, which technically originate from the presence of second order derivatives of the rank-2

symmetric tensor ¥, = \I'E?l,) (u,v = 0,1,2,3) in the so-called Einstein frame (see, for instance, Refs. [157, [158]).

110 Note that, here, by A is meant some sort of bare cosmological constant, and not exactly the observed one which should contain
modifications stemmed from the matter fields fluctuations (either classical or quantum fluctuations).
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All these ambiguities, however, can be lifted, if one takes the Fierz frame representation into account [I54] [156]. The
latter deals with the three-index tensor:

1
F)\uu = 5(8;1,\111/)\ - a)\\puu + nuuF/\ - 77/\VFH) )

where F\ = 9" Fy,, = 0\V — 9,V (all the indices take values 0,1,2,3). There results a unique form of minimal

coupling, free of ambiguities. In this context, from V¥, two auxiliary fields G,(ﬁ,) and G,(ﬁz are defined:

G = %(D\PW + VRV = (VYW + Vo V0,0 — g, (O = V,9,07) ), (21.3)
G = %(D\IIW VLV — (VAV, 0, + VAV, ) gy (D0 — vAvpfo*ﬂ)) : (21.4)

where ¥/ = ¢, U*”. Note that these entities are the same except the order of the second derivative in the specified
terms. The equation of motion, free of ambiguities, involves:

~ _ 1 a b
G,, = i(GfW) +G{), (21.5)
and precisely reads:
A 1
G + imQ(‘I’m/ —guw¥') =0. (21.6)

Note that the field ¥, possesses 5 degrees of freedom. In the flat Minkowski background, the degrees of freedom for
the massless field ¥, reduce to 2. This is a direct result of the invariance of the action under the gauge transformation:

U =V +0¥,,, (21.7)
in which
0V, = 0,8, + 0,6, . (21.8)

Now, let us restrict our attention to the special case of dS; background, for which a similar analysis as above holds.
The corresponding action, in the Fierz-Pauli frame, reads:

1 1
S=17 / V=g [F,\WFA”” — F,F" — 59)11;53 (P, 0" — ' 2) | d'e. (21.9)
With the dS, counterpart of the transformation (21.8)):
0V, =V + V&, (21.10)
the action (21.9) turns into:!!!
1
08 =3 / V=9(Z2" = M2 Fr)E, dl, (21.11)
where Z#, defined as Z" = QVVGW, takes the value Z# = —%AF“. For the particular case that the mass parameter
M2 takes the value:
4
2
mi2 = —gA, (21.12)

the above action admits a gauge invariance, based upon which the degrees of freedom of the field reduce to 2 (the
strictly massless spin-2, say the graviton, field), while for any other values of E)JT’d’SZ, the degrees of freedom remain 5.
At first glance, this result seems quite surprising, because the gauge invariance of the action occurs for the dS, field
W, with a nonvanishing zm;’si. Moreover, since in the dSy case A > 0, it yields a negative value for the parameter
smgs‘j relevant to the graviton field in dS4 spacetime (though it is positive in the AdS, case, since A < 0); a massless
graviton in dS, spacetime appears as a tachyonic particle in the Minkowskian sense (!). Before getting involved with
the physical interpretation of this result (obtained by Novello et al. in Ref. [I54]), let us revisit the above argument
leading to the fine-tuning mass identity in the context of the second procedure, i.e., when the starting point

is the geometry of dS, spacetime itself.

111 Note that, in an arbitrary curved Riemannian background, the action is not invariant under such a transformation.
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21.2.2. FEinstein spaces

By definition, Einstein spaces are described by geometries verifying Eq. (21.2)) without matter:
Ry — Agu, = 0. (21.13)

Such spaces contain the dS; and AdS, geometries as special cases. In this context, the Riemannian curvature Ry ..
is given by:

A
RApuV = W/\puu + 59)\/);411 ; (2114)
where W, is the Weyl conformal tensor and ¢xpur = gaugpr — Grvgpu- One can also rewrite Eq. (21.13)) as:

Gv + Mgy =0, (21.15)

where G, is the Einstein tensor. Perturbation of this equation around the dSs solution, for which the Weyl tensor
vanishes, yields:

6G 0 + Ay =0, (21.16)

where 6G ., and dg,,, = h,, respectively denote the perturbation of the Einstein tensor and the metric. On this basis,
a direct computation leads to:

G — %(hw — W guw) =0, (21.17)
or equivalently, to:

(On +2H*) by — g (O — H)R — (VY - hy + V.V - hy) + 9,V VPhy, + V, VR =0, (21.18)
where h' = hy,,g"” and G, is the dS4 counterpart of Eq. |j Note that the above equation is invariant under the

gauge transformation (21.10]).
A comparison of Eq. (21.17) with (21.6), quite compatible with the previous result (see Eq. (21.12)), shows that

the fine-tuning mass identity for the graviton field in dS, spacetime is:

m? = —%A =2, (21.19)
Again, the above result can be interpreted as a graviton mass in the Minkowskian sense for the AdS, case (since A < 0),
while, for the dS, case (A > 0), it involves a tachyonic interpretation (in the Minkowskian sense!) of the existence
of the graviton which in turn creates serious interpretative difficulties. Respecting the very approach adopted in this
paper, there is yet another interpretation of the above result to be presented in the coming subsubsection. Here, just
to prepare the ground, we recall from the beginning of this subsection that, in order to describe the graviton field in
(A)dS, spacetime, one may either begin from a Minkowskian background and then turn on gravity to get the (A)dSy
structure, or begin directly from the (A)dSs geometry itself. Concerning the latter case, one must notice that giving
the bare cosmological constant A the status of a fundamental constant (as much small as it can be) has a significant
impact on our interpretation of basic physical quantities such as mass. As a matter of fact, for a non-vanishing A, the
Minkowskian geometry is no longer a solution to the corresponding Einstein’s equations and, in this sense, becomes
physically irrelevant; in this case, the absence of gravitation is shown by the (A)dSs geometry. Then, trivially, for
a non-vanishing A, the use of ordinary Poincaré relativity will no longer be justified, and needs to be replaced by
(A)dS, relativity (as we have discussed throughout this paper). In this sense, the Garidi definition of mass in (A)dS,
relativity once again comes to fore.

21.2.3. Discussion: Garidi interpretation

Considering the above and for the sake of argument, we convert the field equation (21.18) into its counterpart
written in terms of ambient space notations (see the instruction given in section :

_ _ 1. __ 1 _
0*V — H?*S920 - U — 500 - ¥ + 52288\11’ + §H222x8\11’ =0, (21.20)
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Pursuing this path, to make the group-theoretical content of the theory explicit, we also express the above field
equation in terms of the quadratic Casimir operator of the dS; group:

(QS" +6)W(x) + Doty - W(w) =0, (21.21)

where Do W = H~2%, (5 - Hzx)\Il is the generalized gradient and 0y - ¥ = 0 - ¥ — H?z¥’ — %5\11’ is the generalized
divergence; the subscript ‘2’ refers to the fact that the carrier space is constituted by second rank tensors. Note that
the above equation is derivable from the following Lagrangian density:

1

[
212

- (Qa+6)¥ + %(agwlf)?, (21.22)

where the symbol ‘--” stands for total contraction. This Lagrangian density is invariant under ¥ — W + Dy( (¢ being

an arbitrary vector field), which is the ambient space counterpart of (21.10]).
Now, a comparison of Eq. (21.21) with the eigenvalue equation (15.1)) reveals that the corresponding physical

subspace (which can be associated with a dS, UIR) is constituted by the solutions to:

(QSY +6)W(z) =0, (21.23)
This subspace carries the discrete series UIR H§=2,q=2 (since (le)> = —6), which means that the field equation

corresponding to the fine-tuning mass identity smgsi = —2A/3 and satistying Eq. characterizes a usual dSy
(strictly) massless elementary system, with the Garidi mass 93?354 = 0, for which, due to the gauge invariance, the
degrees of freedom reduce to 2 (i.e., helicities £2).

In summary, considering all the above, if we analyze the graviton field in dS; spacetime in the sense of Poincaré
relativity the result (93?3’53) shows it as a particle which is not massless, strictly speaking, the result yields a misinter-
pretation of the graviton mass in dS, spacetime (imgsi < 0), while the same analyze in the context of dS, relativity

(through the Garidi mass formula 93?334) indicates the graviton as a massless spin-2 particle, with no acausal prop-

12

as, and its

agation. The relation between the results obtained by these two approaches, i.e., the relation between 9t

2

Garidi counterpart My , reads as:

2
M2+ 3A= mi, =0. (21.24)
As a final remark, we would like to insist on the fact that the current observational data point towards a small but
non-vanishing positive cosmological constant, which suggests that our Universe might presently be in a dS, phase. In

consistency with this fact, we propose to reevaluate the above equation which establishes the connection between the
bare cosmological term A and a “mass” attributed to the graviton.
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Part V
Appendices

Appendix A: DS, Killing vectors

In three-dimensional Minkowski R3, preferred reference frames (called inertial frames) exist. An inertial observer
can always choose coordinates (strictly speaking, global inertial coordinates) in such a way that the infinitesimal
interval between given points p(z) and p’(x + dx) in R? takes the form:

ds? = n,,dzda?, (A.1)
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where a,b =0,1,2 and n,, = (1,—1,—1) is the metric tensor in the inertial frame S(x). The interval between p and
p’, of course, does not depend on the choice of reference frame, therefore, the transition to another reference frame
S’(z") implies that:

napdatdz® = g, (2/)da'*da’®, (A.2)

where ¢/, is the metric in S’. The latter would be inertial if there exist coordinates x’ for which we get ¢., = 1,,,
or, in other words, if the transition S — S’ does not change the form''? of the metric. Note that such coordinate
transformations  — z’, which do not change the form of the metric, define the symmetry group of R?. Among all
such transformations, in the context of this paper, we are interested in those, which leave invariant the following
quadratic form as well:

(z)* = nabzaajb. (A.3)

These transformations define the dSo symmetry group.
In order to obtain the explicit form of the infinitesimal dSs group transformations, we consider the following generic
form of coordinate transformations in R3:

¢ — 2% =2+ (*(2), (A.4)

when ¢?(z) is infinitesimally small. The expansion of (*(z) in a power series reads:
CHx) = w4 wia® + wiabzt + .., (A.5)
with constant parameters w® = 0, wg, wp,, and ... . The vanishing parameter w® = 0 is trivially issued from the

condition (A.3). To fix the other coefficients, one must notice that the transformations (A.4]) relate the metrics 7,
and g/, by:

oz Ox°
Jap(@') = e /b e A Map — (0aCo + OpCa) - (A.6)
Form invariance of the metric is now expressed by the following Killing equation:

b = Jab(2) = Nap & —(0ap + 9pGa) = 0. (A7)
The requirement (A.7), considering the expansion formula (A.5)), implies that w® 4+ wb* = 0, and that the remaining
parameters wy, = ... = 0. Then, the infinitesimal, global dS; transformations would be, of linear type, defined in

terms of three constant parameters w® (recall that w® = —w®?®, while a,b = 0, 1,2):
C(x) = wial. (A.8)

Taking the above identity into account, one can easily check that the coordinate transformations (A.4) fulfill the

condition (A.3).
Now, we consider a generic field ¢(x), which is scalar with respect to the transformations (A.8)), that is, ¢'(z') = ¢(z).
The change of form of ¢ then reads:

dp(x) = (2" — 2")0.d(x) = _Wl?xbaad)(m)

= W Kad(e), (A.9)
where the generators, say the Killing vectors, K, are:
Koy = 240p — 140, - (A.10)
They obey the Lie algebra:
[K12, Ko0] = — Ko, (K12, K10] = Koo, (K20, K10] = K12, (A.11)
or equivalently:
(Kab, Kea) = = (e Kbd + MpaKac = NagKoe — Mk ad) , (A.12)

which exhibits the su(1,1) ~ so(1,2) algebra. According to the space-time-Lorentz factorization of the dSy group

(given in subsection , one can easily show that Ko, which is of compact type, stands for the space translations,

while K¢ and Ksq, which both are of noncompact type, refer to the time translations and Lorentz boosts, respectively.
To see more on the above topics, readers are referred to Ref. [159].

112 The form variation of a field F(z), defined by §F(z) = F’(x) — F(x), must be distinguished from its total variation, given by AF(z) =
F'(z') — F(z). When o’ — z = ( is infinitesimally small, we have: AF(z) = §F(z) + (0o F (z).
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Appendix B: 2 x 2-quaternionic matrices

The set of quaternions is defined by:

H = {x = (z*, ) = '+ xle, + 2%, +2de; 5 at xt 2? 2% € ]R} , (B.1)
——
scalar-vector notations Euclidean metric notations

where {1, e, }, with £ = 1,2, 3, is a basis such that:

€18y = —€3€; = €3,
€983 = —€3€y =€y,
€361 = —€;€3 = €y,
e e, = eye, =eze; = —1,
le, = ¢, l=¢,. (B.2)
The multiplication law of quaternions then reads:
x| — (m4x'4 77, T T X f/) _ (x4ac’4 ol _ 2,2 _x3$/3)1
+(x4$/1 ot 23 xSx’z)el
+(x4:r’2 RN S xlx’?’)eQ
+ (22 + 22?4+ 212" — 2%2 ey, (B.3)

where Z - 2’ and ¥ x & respectively refer to the Euclidean inner product and the cross product in R3. It is manifest
that generally xx’ # x'x, unless ¥ x & = 0. Moreover, the (quaternionic) conjugate of x is given by x* = (2%, —7),
while (xx')* = x"*x*, the squared norm by |x|? = xx* = (2*)? + (21)? + (22)? + (2*)2, and the inverse of a nonzero
quaternion by x~1 = x*/|x|?. Another useful identity is:

rle; + 2%e, + 236y

V(@2 + (22)? + (a7)

exp(x) = exp(x?) <cos(¢<x1>2 @)+ @2) + _sin(/(@)? + (22)7 + <x3>2)>  (B.4)
for (x1)? + (22)% + ()% # 0.

The basis {1,e,} also reveals the natural one-to-one correspondence between H and R* (by abuse of notation,
H ~ R*) given by the following mapping:

H>x =21 +z'e, +2%e, +2%e; — o= (2,22, 2% 2%) € RY. (B.5)

This mapping clearly does not change the norm |x|? = (2*)2 + (z1)% + (22)2 + (2%)?, due to the orthonormality of the
basis {1,e,}.

A realization of the basis {1,e,} can be achieved by allocating 2 x 2-matrix representations in such a way that
1=1;and e, = (—1)**ligy, where k = 1,2,3 and 0}’s are the Pauli matrices. On this basis, the matrix realization
of any x € H explicitly reads:

44 5.3 5.1 2

4 k. [T 417 1t —x
X = 1+I ek— (i$1+$2 .’L'4—i.'1','3> (B6)
In this realization, the conjugate of the quaternion x is given by the conjugate transpose of the corresponding
matrix. Taking this point into account, one can check that the matrix realization of a quaternion x € H

verifies the aforementioned identities. Moreover, one can show that det(x) = [x|?> and |xx'|? = |x|?|x/|? (since

det(xx’) = det(x) det(x’)). Accordingly, for any x € H, we have:!13
_ a f 2 2 _ .
x = |x| B ar) la|* + 18] =1 (withea,8 € C), (B.7)

which reveals that the quaternion field, as a multiplicative group, is H ~ Ry x SU(2). [To see more about the SU(2)
group, one can refer to appendix [E]]

113 In this manuscript, readers must distinguish between the symbol ‘*’ referring to the quaternionic conjugate, and the symbol “*’, which
refers to the complex conjugate of numbers belonging to C.



123

First Casimir or squared mass|Point p* of the mass hyperboloid, invariant under the little group action |Little group
(a) p> =m*>0,p" >0 (m,0,0,0) S0(3)
(b) p> =m*>0,p° <0 (=m,0,0,0) S0(3)
(c) p*=0,p" >0 (K, £,0,0) 150(2)
(d)p*=0,p"<0 (=K, k,0,0) 150(2)
(e) P> = N?>0 (0, N,0,0) SO(1,2)
Hp=0 (0,0,0,0) S0(1,3)

TABLE II: Wigner classification of the Poincaré UIR’s, according to the mass operator and the little group UIR’s.

Appendix C: Wigner classification of the Poincaré group UIR’s

In this appendix, we briefly recall the Wigner classification of the Poincaré group UIR’s [I] 2], accomplished with
respect to the eigenvalues of two Casimir operators of the Poincaré group. The corresponding quadratic Casimir

(or Klein-Gordon) operator takes the form Qg) =p* (= p"pu) = °)* — (p) 2, where p* = (p°,p) refers to the
four-momentum operator. [Note that here the metric tensor is 7, = diag(1, -1, -1, —1), with p,v = 0,1,2,3.] The
quartic Casimir operator, on the other hand, is Qg) = W? ( = W“Wu)7 with the Pauli-Lubanski operators defined

by W, = %Ewpgjl’”ﬁ”, 7P being the relativistic angular momentum tensor operators and E.vpo the four-dimensional
totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol. In the units ¢ = 1 = hA, these two Casimir operators respectively possess
eigenvalues <Qf§)> = m?, with m > 0, and in the nonzero mass cases (i.e., m > 0), ( g)> = —m?s(s + 1), with
s € N/2. This group-theoretical structure actually makes clear the notion of mass based on spacetime symmetries, in
the context of Einstein-Poincaré relativity.

According to the Wigner classification of the Poincaré group UIR’s, with respect to the mass operator Qg) and the
little (or stabilizer) group UIR’s given in TABLE[[I} it is commonly accepted that the physical cases are restricted to:

e The case (a), characterizing the massive UIR’s with positive energy, P;,,,.
e The case (c), characterizing the massless UIR’s with positive energy, 73; 0

e The case (f), characterizing the vacuum.

For an overview of the Poincaré group and its representations, one can refer to Refs. [160, [I61].

Appendix D: Some useful relations concerning the S* hyperspherical harmonics, Gegenbauer and Legendre
polynomials, and hypergeometric functions

Note that, in this appendix, we just point out those relations which are used in the context of our paper. For more
details, one can refer to Refs. [100] 162HI64].

1. Hyperspherical harmonics on S*

The hyperspherical harmonics on the unit-sphere S? are defined by:

(L + 1)(L — l>"> (Sil’l ¢)l ClLtll (COS w) Y—lm(aa ¢) ) (Dl)

ol
Vrim (ZW»Qv d’)) =12 <27T(L—|—l+1)
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where: (i) (L,l,m) € Nx N x Z, with 0 <1 < L and —I < m < [, (ii) the quaternion z = (2%, 2) € SU(2) ~ S? admits
the following parametrization:

2t = cosv,

2! = sintysinfcos ¢,

2?2 = sintysinfsing,

23 = sinvcosh, (D.2)

with 0 < 4,0 < 7 and 0 < ¢ < 2, (iii) ClLtll’s are the Gegenbauer polynomials:

—1)* (L —k)! o
]l M(%OSW“ " (D.3)
k=0

(iv) Yin’s are the ordinary spherical harmonics:

1
QI+ DI —m)" i
Yim@,)=| ————— | BP" 0) e™?, D4
l ( (rb) ( 47T(l I m)| l (COS ) e ( )
while P"’s stand for the associated Legendre functions:
_ (-t 0 Hmo
P"(cosf) = RCUT (sinf)™ (5‘(3030) (sinf)** . (D.5)

Below, we will provide more details on the Gegenbauer and Legendre polynomials.
Note that, with the above choice of constant factors, the set of hyperspherical harmonics fulfills the following
orthogonality (and normalization) conditions:

/S3 Viim @)V (2) App(2) = 611611000 5 (D.6)

where du(z) = sin? ¢ sin @ diydfd¢ is the invariant measure on S? (see appendix .

2. Gegenbauer polynomials

Generally, the Gegenbauer polynomials C;)(z) are defined by the formula:

FE T+ A—k) . 1
2:: n—zwr(x)m) B (D.7)

The variable z is real and between —1 and +1. It can be shown that the C;(x)’s are the coefficients of t" in the
power-series expansion of the function:

(1412 — 2xt)~ Z . |t <1. (D.8)

Another useful expansion formula is:
%]
1 m=2k+1)T(k+X—-1)T(A+n—k)
A _ 1 =
@) = T To =D D e Cr(@), K T(n—k+2) ' (D-9)

k=0

The Gegenbauer polynomials obey the following recurrence relations:

nCp(z) = 2\(2Cpt(z) — Cati(x)), (D.10)
nCr(z) = (2A+n—1)zCh_,(x) — 2A\(1 — 22)C 1 (x), (D.11)

2\ +n)C(z) = 2X(C T (z) — 2Cpti (7)), (D.12)
(n+2)Cpya(x) = 20 +n+1)azCpyy(x) — (2A +n)Cy(2), (D.13)
A" A @) = AN+ DA +2) . At — 1O (a). (D.14)
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Note the role of the particular rotationally invariant C}(z; - z2) as generating function of the S* hyperspherical
harmonics:

Cl(z1 - 22) = Zyum 21)Viim(22), 71,22 €SP, (D.15)

L+1

The Gegenbauer polynomials can also be expressed as the Legendre functions of the first kind:

11 —1 1_1 ( /\)
Ch(r) =72 2272 T(a+2)) (T(a+1)T(N) " (r? —1)3—2* Pa+/\7%(r) , (D.16)
where an integral representation of the Legendre functions of the first kind reads as:
1 T v
r(5 —p) (P2 = 1) xz 278 P (r) = / (r+ (r® = 1)% cost)” " (sint) =2 dt, (D.17)
0

with Re(u) < % Above, the argument r is a point in the complex plane under exclusion of points on the real axis
between +1 and —oo.

3. Associated Legendre polynomials

The associated Legendre polynomials P/™(z) fulfill the following recurrence relations:

aPM(@) = Pli(x) = (L+m)(1 =22 P (), (D.18)
Py(e) = Ply(x) = 21+ 1)1 —a”)2 P (), (D.19)
P (z) —2P(z) = (I—m+1)(1—2%)3P" (z), (D.20)
(1—2?)2P" M (2) = (I—m)aP"(2) — (1 +m)P" (), (D.21)
(1 =) SPr(e) = U+ DaPl" (@)~ (1~ m+ )P (@)
= —lzP"(z) + (I +m)P"(z), (D.22)
Q2+ 1DzP™(x) = (—=m+ 1P} (z) +({+m)P" (), (D.23)
21— ) PP@) = (o m)( - m o+ DR @)~ B a), (D.24)
) = (e m e DR @) ), (D.25)
(1=a”)2 " ) = (L =m+ )P () — (1 +m+ el (2), (D.26)
(I=m)(l+m+ 1)) = =P (2) = 2(m+ (1 —2®) 2P (w), (D.27)
@+ 1)1 -2 P z) = (—m)I—m~+ )P (x) — (L+m)(+m+1)P" (z). (D.28)
Again, the variable x is real and between —1 and +1.
4. Hypergeometric functions
The hypergeometric functions o F} (a, b; ¢; ) are defined by:
o T(c) > T(a+n)T(b+n) rm
2Py (a,bieir) = T(a) T(0) n;) Tlctn)  nl
_ 40 elet oG] c£0,—-1,-2, -3, ... (D.29)

c 1 cle+1) or
This series possesses the following properties:

e It converges in the open unit disk |r| < 1.
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e Its behavior on the circle of convergence |rr| = 1 is given by:

— divergent for Re(a +b—¢) > 1,
— absolutely convergent for Re(a + b —¢) < 0,
— conditionally convergent for 0 < Re(a + b — ¢) < 1, the point r = 1 being excluded.

e It reduces to a polynomial of degree n in r, when a or b is a negative integer —n (n =0,1,2,3,...).
The Euler’s transformation for the hypergeometric functions reads:
oF (a,b;c;7) = (1= 1) %P yF (¢ —a,c— byc;7). (D.30)
Other useful relations are:

I'(c)T(c—a—1b)

oF(a,b;¢;1) = Te—a)T(c=D) Re(a+b—c) <0, and c#0,—1,-2,..., (D.31)
d ab
T oF (a,b;¢1r) = - JFila+1,b+1e+157), (D.32)
I'(1 —-b
SFi(a,b;1+a—b;—1)=2"% /1 (L+a—b) 1+4a—-0#0,—-1,-2,..., (D.33)

L(1+3a—0b) T(H2)’

WPy (a,b;24+a—b;—1) = 27 m (b—1)"'T(2+a—10) (D.34)

1 1
X - - . 24a—-b#0,-1,-2,....
[(za) T(5+3a—b) T(H*)T(1+35a-0)

Appendix E: SU(2) group and its representations
1. SU(2) group

The special unitary group SU(2) consists of unimodular unitary matrices of the second order:

SU<2>—{g— (% 2. asec det<g>—|a|2+|ﬁ|2—1}. (E.)

[This group is indeed a subgroup of the special linear group SL(2, C), that is, the group of all 2 x 2-complex matrices of
determinant unity.] By defining a = 2% + iz and 3 = iz' — 22, where 2* € R (A = 1,2,3,4), we obtain an alternative
expression for the unimodular condition |a|? + |B]? =1 as:

(@) + (2)* + (%) + (2*)* = 1, (E.2)
which is the equation of the three-sphere S® of unit radius in R*, with center at the origin. On the other hand, one
can associate with each point z = (2!, 2%, 23, 2%) € S® the matrix h(z) defined by:

2t +iz? izt — 2?
h(ﬂf) = (l.’L‘l + 372 .’I]4 _ i{L‘g ) (ES)

with the property det(h(z)) = (2')? + (22)? + (2*)? 4 (2*)? = 1 (then, h(z) € SU(2)). Therefore, as a topological
space, the SU(2) group is homeomorphic to the unit-sphere S®. In other words, the underlying manifold of SU(2) is
S3, which shows that SU(2) is compact, connected and simply connected.

Considering the above, for any g € SU(2) and = € S3, a left action defined by h/(z) = gh(x) induces a linear
transformation 2/ = g oz on S? in such a way that det(h/(z)) = det(h(x)) = 1. This means that the induced linear
transformation g ¢ x preserves the form . Consequently, the left action of SU(2) on S? represents orthogonal
transformations belonging to O(4). More precisely, since the SU(2) group is connected, the orthogonal transformation
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g o belongs to SO(4). Similarly, a right action h(x)g also induces a rotation of R* associated with SO(4). The
sphere S? is therefore invariant under either left or right action of SU(2).
In the present context it is useful to remind the quaternionic realization of the SU(2) group, which has been
previously given in (B.7). To do this, we identify R* with the field of quaternions H by the mapping:
= (', 2% 2% %) = x=a"1+2Fe,, k=123, (E4)
where the quaternionic basis is {1 =1y, ¢, = (=) oy, k = 1,2,3}7 o)’s being the Pauli matrices. Then, the
aforementioned mapping h represents an isomorphism from the multiplicative group of quaternions with norm 1 (since
det(h(z)) = 1) onto SU(2) (in this regard, sce also Eq. ) In this sense, the SU(2) group can also be realized by:

SU@2) ~ {x e H; |x]* =1}. (E.5)

Regarding the content of our paper, we also would like to study the action of SU(2) x SU(2) on H. Technically,
this action is defined by:

d(u,v) 1 x = uxv ', (E.6)

where u,v,x € H, with [u| = [v| = 1 (in other words, u,v € SU(2)). Since det(uxv™') = det(x) (that is,
luxv!| = |x]; see appendix, the action ®(u, v) represents a rotation in H ~ R* belonging to O(4). More precisely,
the fact that SU(2) x SU(2) is connected implies that this action is an element of SO(4). It is also a matter of simple
calculations to show that all elements of SO(4), as rotations of H ~ R* around the origin, can be presented by the
maps of the form (see Ref. [165]). This reveals a surjective group homomorphism between SU(2) x SU(2) and
SO(4). The kernel of this homomorphism is { & (1,1)}. To see the point, let (u,v) € ker(®), namely, for each x € H,
we have uxv~! = x. Considering x = 1, it follows that u = v, and that u is in the center''* of H, which is equal to
R1. On the other hand, since |u| = |v| =1, we have u = v = £1. Then:

S0(4) ~ (SU(2) x SU(2))/{ £ (1,1)}. (E.7)

We end our brief introduction to the SU(2) group by recalling that the matrices J, = 1 (—1)""ioy, (k = 1,2,3)
form a basis for its Lie algebra denoted by su(2); any element J € su(2) can be written uniquely as:

L[ ity ity —t
J“L+bb+“hﬁujm Lt

5 ) ; t1,t2,t3 € R. (E.8)

Note that the matrices Jy, Jo, and J3 obey the commutation rules:
[ i, Jj] = €™ T, (E.9)

where 4,5,k =1,2,3 and Eijk is the three-dimensional totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol. The corresponding
Casimir operator is:

JE+ I+ JE, (E.10)
which commutes with all Ji’s (k =1,2,3).
2. Haar measure

Note that on any Lie group G two types of invariant measures (Haar measures) can be defined, by requiring
invariance against right translations [166]:

ﬂWNm@=/ﬂ@@M% (E11)
G G

or against left translations:

/ﬂMMMm:/ﬂQMM% (E.12)
G G

114 The center of a group G is the set of its elements that commute with every element of G.
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for all continuous functions f(g) with compact support on G (g, € G). These measures are unique up to a
constant factor. For a certain class of groups, including all compact Lie groups (like SU(2)), both measures coincide
dp, = dypy = dp [166].

A Haar measure on SU(2) is actually a measure on the unit-sphere S® invariant under SO(4). To find such a
measure, we consider the bicomplex angular coordinates (w,1,%2) on S* (embedded in R* ~ H), for which the
following parametrization reads:

z + iz = coswe? 2! 4 iz? = sinwel’? | (E.13)

with 0 <w < § and 0 < 41,92 < 27. Then, an element of SU(2) takes the form (see Eq. (E.3))):

coswe'¥t  isinwel??
9(w,1,12) = (i sin we~1¥2 coswe‘i‘bl) (E.14)
Let © denote the map (w,v1,19) = o = (21, 2%, 23, 2%). According to the relations given in (E.13), we have:
rl =sinwcosyy = dal = coswcosthy dw — sinwsin o dipsy
2% = sinwsin Py = dz? = coswsin 1o dw + sinw cos Py dips ,
3 =coswsiny, = da® = —sinwsiny; dw + coswcosp; di
' =coswcosyy; = da'=—sinwcosy; dw — coswsiny dy; . (E.15)

We can also rewrite the above equations as:

da! COS W COS P 0 — sin o
dz? | cosw sin i 0 cos 12 .
dz? | = | —sinwsiny, dwt 1 cos P dyy + 0 sinw dis
da* — sinw cos ¥y —siny 0
00 00 00
= o gy d ~ dys.

Note that the vector given by x = @(w,wl,z/)g) and the three columns on the right-hand side are unit vectors and
orthogonal. They indeed constitute an orthonormal basis, which is direct (this can be easily checked for w = ¢ =
19 = 0). One can show that:

00 00 00 .
det (67&0’3%’31/12> =sinwcosw. (E.16)

The invariant (normalized) measure of SU(2) therefore takes the form:
1
du(g) = — sin 2w dwdyprdys , / du(g) =1, (E.17)
am SU(2)

and correspondingly, the invariant integral for an integrable function f(g) on SU(2) is

2 2m
/SU( )f(g) du(g) ) / / f(w, b1, 12) sin 2w dwdiprdis . (E.18)

In this paper, we also use the standard polar coordinates (1,6, ) to parameterize the elements of SU(2) ~ S3:

1

- = sinysinfcos ¢,
z? = sintysinfsin g,
3 = sintcosh,
zt = cos, (E.19)
with 0 < w, < mand 0 < ¢ < 2. Along the lines sketched above, the corresponding invariant (normalized) measure
of SU(2 )
1
du(g) = 57 sin? ¢ sin @ dipdfde . (E.20)
™

To see more on the above topic, one can refer to Refs. [T66HI68].
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3. Irreducible representations

Representations of the SU(2) group can be obtained as a special case of the representations of SL(2,C); the latter
acts on the two-dimensional complex linear space C? of all complex vectors z = (zl) , where z1, 20 € C. Accordingly,
2

following the lines sketched in Ref. [I69] by Talman, we consider the space V; of all homogeneous polynomials of
degree 2j spanned by monomials:

j+m j—m
)

V(i +m) (G —m)!’

where j is a nonnegative integer or half-integer and —j < m < j. Every UIR of the SU(2) group can be constructed
on Vj, and is characterized by a fixed value of j; clearly, there are (25 + 1) possible values for the index m, and hence,
the generated representation is of (2j + 1) dimensions.

Since the space V; is of finite dimension, an explicit matrix representation of g € SU(2) can be obtained by solving:

1) = (E.21)

1 . . M J+m2 . . 1 1 ]_m2
(cosw e W1z —isinw e”p222) ( —isinw e %22, + cosw elwlzg)

VG +ma)! (7 —m2)!

Z Dl (9 (2), (E.22)

mi=—j

f2 (g7 o) =

where, in the above, we have employed the aforementioned bicomplex angular coordinates (w, 11, 12). This expression

pr0v1des us with a generating function for the matrix elements Dmlmg( ). The desired elements read:

D), (9) = (—l)m“ 2V/(G+m)! (G —m)! (j +ma)! ( —m2)!
XZ —‘rl(L‘ _] mo—t (174_1.,1j )]+m1 —t (—J} —|—1$ )t+7n2—m1 ($2+i$1)t

my—t)  (GFmi—tl  (t+my—m)! T (E.23)

t

where the values of t to be summed over are those for which the arguments of the factorial functions remain non-
negative, namely, the values compatible with m; — my <t < 74+ mq and 0 < t < j — mo. Note that the above
representations are unitary, irreducible, and exhaust the SU(2 ) irreducible representations [169].

It is also worth noting that, under complex conjugation, these UIR’s transform as:

(Diyma(9)” = (~)™7™DL L (9), (E.24)
while their transpose are:
Dfﬂgml( ) (Dgnlmg( 71))* :( 1)m1 sz]—ml ’n’Lz(gil) * (E’25)

The matrix elements D, . (g) verify the following orthogonality relations:

i’ 272
J
/S oo Dl (9) (D) (9))” diallg) = a5 100 Ot oo (E.26)
where dyi(g) = sin® ¢ sin @ diydfd¢ (see Eq. (E.20)). Then, the normalized counterparts of DI, m,(g)’s are:

2j+1
Diys(9) =\ o Dhyrs () (E.27)

Regarding the reduction of the tensor product of two UIR’s of SU(2), the following equivalent formulas, involving
the so-called 3 — j symbols (proportional to the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients), read:

. . . . . .
N7 .7 ] ] ] ] ] j// %
2 (o ) (o vy vy) (P9
" " " ] j’ j// j j/ j// i
y _1\ym;—m
]//m//m/2/

Djprma (9D s (9)

myimsa mim}
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j J j// 2 j j/ j// ] j/ j//
J —_—
/SU(Z) Dims (9 )Dm1m2(g) Dm,l,mu( g9) du(g) =2m <m1 - m/1/> <m2 m m,2,>, (E.29)

where one of the multiple expressions of the 3 — j symbols, in the convention that they are all real, is:

(j j/ j”) _ (_l)j—j'—m”\/(j -‘rj/ _j//)! (j _j/ -‘rj”)! (_] +j/ +j”)!
(

m m’ m” 1+j+j’+j”)!

St g T T G G Gy

. E.30
TG LG —m LG 7 m A G Gy ol )

t

Again, the values of t are those for which the arguments of the factorial functions remain nonnegative.
Finally, the relations between the hyperspherical harmonics Yiim(u) (see Eq. (D.1))) and DJ, ., (u), for u € SU(2)
and L = 2j, are given by:

L+1 . A T A
Vum() = \[ T i D0 VAT (-1 (nil _ﬁ@ m) DI s (W), (E.31)
mi,msa
j _ Ltl2ms ((J
DI, (@) = 23+1 Z\/21+ ~1) 2 <m1 . m) Viim(u). (E.32)

Appendix F: Expansions of kernels on S$* x R, x §?
Considering Egs. and (D.15), an adaptation of the generating function for the Gegenbauer polynomials
leads to the following formula:
|71 — pao| 7 = (14 p* — 2pzy - 22) )
= > (L+1) p" PL(p®) CLlz - 22)

L>0
= Z p" PL(P?) Viim (21) Vi1 (22) , z1,25 € S°, (F.1)
L>0,l,m
where:
1 A+ 1L)
A2y 1. )

This formula is valid for |p| < 1 in the sense of functions and for |p| = 1 in the distribution sense. In the latter sense,
the expansion (F.1]) explicitly reduces to (see Eq. m :

‘21722|72)\ _ I;)F L+>\)) (?L 2;)—’— 3) (L+1) C},(Zl'z2)

B L+/\) T'(3—2)\)
= >, T)TE2-NT(L—-A+3)

Viim(21) Vi1 (22) - (F.3)

L>0,l,m

From the above identity, one can easily obtain Eq. (13.41)).
On the other hand, utilizing the identity I'(n 4+ 1) = nI'(n), which implies that:

T(3-2)) = (2—2)\)T(2—2)\),

r2-A) = (1-A) ((—1)LF(?&)L)> r(1-A-1L), (F.4)
we get:
ol = S (j)‘z(j.}Hg) (L+1) Clan )
= 4n? Z Z T (;)_ 2(2) 353 Veim(21) Vi 1m (22) - (F.5)

L=0l,m
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By taking the derivative of the above expression with respect to A and then letting A — 1 —p (p = 1,2,...), while we

consider the Laurent expansion of the function 1(z) = drlgz()zédz near z = —n:
1 oo n
P(z) = - +on+ D)+ Alz+n)", A= (=1)%(s)+ D> 0, (F.6)

z n
+ 5=2 t=1

where ((s) is the Riemann Zeta Function (see, for instance, Ref. [100]), we obtain:

p—1
2(p-1) -2 _ 99 1) 1)L Cp,L
Z1 — Z oglzy —z —1)! E —
|21 — 22| g |21 — 22| (2p—1) (=1) p—1-L) (p+1+L)!

oo

p (L —p)! 1
—(=1) LZ_;) p+2+L) (p+1 +L)!> (L+1) Cplz1 - 25)

Ar%(2p — 1)

ZZ SIS oFiTD)

L=0l,m

Z Z (L —p)! > Viim(21)Viim(22) (F.7)
L=p lm

p+2+ L) (p+1+L)!

where the coefficients ¢, 1 are:

p+L+1 1 2p—11
if 0SLL<p-2 = cr=— ) 50 adifL=p-1 = gr=g -3 <. (F.8)

s=p—L s=1

The identity (F.7)) serves in subsection [[3.5]

Appendix G: DS, complex Lie algebra sp(2,2)©

In this appendix, we present the irreducible (nonunitary!) finite-dimensional representations of the dSs group,
which entail to deal with the complex Lie algebra sp(2,2)(®). As a complex Lie algebra, sp(2,2)(© is realized by
complezification of its real counterpart sp(2,2) (see Eq. ) [The latter is a real, ten-dimensional vector space
equipped with an antisymmetric Lie bracket [.,.] verifying the Jacobi identity and linearity.] By complexification of
sp(2,2), we mean complexifying it as a vector space (i.e., extending its parameter space to complex numbers), and
then, extending the corresponding Lie bracket by linearity. Clearly, the complex dimension of sp(2, 2) (© is still 10,
but its real dimension is 2 x 10. Proceeding as above, while we have in mind Eq. , the generic element of
sp(2,2)© is given by:

=(1,C) (©
n d
5p(272)(c) > X(C) - <(d(<C))* ﬁ(r,C)) ) (G.1)

where d(©, ﬁ(l’c), i e HO (ﬁ(l’c) and 8% are indeed (complex) pure vector quaternions).
Note that: (i) From now on, for the sake of simplicity, we drop the indices ‘C’ from the elements of sp(2,2)(© and
H©, (ii) For the algebra of the complex quaternions H© (which can be realized by its isomorphism to 2 x 2 matrices
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over C), we have:!1?
7,7 cHO = 27/ = (7. 7,47 4474 2% 7)),
= z* = (21 -2), quaternionic conjugate,
= z'= ("7, complex conjugate ,
= (z*)* = (2, -2, Hermitain conjugate,
= |z =z2* = (1) + (1) + (%) + (%)%,

= z'=2z%/|z)?, (z#0).

It can be easily checked that, contrary to the real quaternion algebra H (see appendix, the product of two complex
quaternions can be zero, while neither is zero.

1. Cartan-Weyl basis

1/01
El = 2<1 0)7
_ ife; 0
=27 92\0 e/’
_ Lfes —es
41 = 5 e; —e3)’
Y. = 1 (e +ie, e +ie,
=27 g \—e —iey, —e —iey)’
_ 1l /e +ie, 0
=3 7 9 0 e +iey )’
X = 1 (e +ie, —e, —iey
=4 7 g \e t+ie, —e; —iey )’
_1lfe e
X5 - 2<_e3 —83 9
Y. = 1 (e —ie;, —e +ie,
=6 = 4\e —ie;, —e t+iey)’
:1 e, — ie, 0
=7 = 9 0 e —ie, )’
_ 1 /e —ie, e —ie,
Xy = 4 (—el—i—ie2 —e, +ie, )’ (G.2)

where here {1, ek}, with & = 1,2, 3, stands for the complex quaternionic basis. Computing the commutation relations

between the above generators, it is quite straightforward to check that the Lie algebra sp(2, 2)(@ is simple'16.
Here, it must be underlined that the above generators have been chosen in such a way that one subset of them,
constituted by b = spanc{H,, H,}, generates the maximal abelian subalgebra of sp(2,2)© ([H,, H,] = 0), while the

115 For the sake of comparison, it is perhaps worthwhile noting that, in the literature, the quaternionic and complex conjugates of a complex
quaternion, say, z, are usually denoted by z and Z; the Hermitain conjugate then is naturally denoted by z.

116 A simple Lie algebra, by definition, is a Lie algebra that is non-abelian and contains no nonzero proper ideals. A direct sum of simple
Lie algebras is called a semi-simple Lie algebra (in this regard, see also footnote 118). [Note that: (i) An algebra in which all members
commute is called abelian. (ii) An ideal is a special kind of subalgebra. Let g be a Lie algebra. If g; C g is an ideal, and X € g, and Y’
is any element of g, then [X,Y] € g;. Finally, a proper ideal is an ideal that is neither equal to {0} nor to g itself, which are two obvious
ideals of g.] Moreover, it worth noting that a finite-dimensional simple complex Lie algebra is isomorphic to either of the following:
sl(n)(©) 50(n)(©),sp(2n)(©) (classical Lie algebras) or one of the five exceptional Lie algebras. In our case, we have sp(4)(®) ~ sp(2,2)(©).
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other elements of the basis can be viewed as eigenvectors of the adjoint representation'” of either H, or H,, i.e., the
members of the aforementioned subalgebra f (called Cartan subalgebra). More precisely, for H = aH, + bH, € b,
with a,b € C, we have:

adﬂ(gl) = [H, X |=aX, =X,
ady(Xy) = [H, Xp] = (—a+0)X, = aX,,
ady(X3) = [H, X3] =bX3 = a3 X5,

adp (X4) [H, X, =(a+b)X, =X,
ady(X5) = [H,X5] = —aX; = a5 X5,

ady (Xg) = [H, X¢] = (a—b)Xs = asXg,
ady(X7) = [H,X;] = -bX; = a7 X7,
adg(is) = [H,Xg] = (—a—b)Xg = agXg.

With respect to the terminology of construction of the Cartan-Weyl basis for semi-simple Lie algebras (see, for
instance, Refs. [I70, [I71]), the eigenvalues «; (i = 1, ..., 8), strictly speaking, «;(H), are called roots of the basis X;
«;’s are actually some complex numbers which depend linearly on H € b, in this sense that they are linear functions
h — C, i.e., elements of the vector space h® dual to h. Correspondingly, the generators X, are called root vectors of
sp(2,2)(©. The set of all roots of sp(2,2)(©), denoted here by A = {ai i =1,2, .. ,8}, is called root system of

sp(2,2)©. Accordingly, the given basis (G.2) can be summarized as:

{ﬁi;izlﬂ}U{Xa;aeA}, (@.3)

which is called Cartan-Weyl basis of sp(2,2)(®). Note that, from a physical point of view, the dimension of the Cartan
subalgebra, determining the rank of the algebra (for instance, in our case, ‘the rank of sp(2,2)(©)’ = dim(h) = 2),
reveals the maximum number of quantum numbers which can be used to label (at least partially) the states of a
physical system possessing that symmetry algebra [170].

Considering the Jacobi identity, for all H € § and root vectors X, and X, (@i, a; € A), we have:

[H, (X, X0, )] = (ea(H) + a;(H)) (X, X ] (G4)

Q) == =0 ) ==y
based upon which, the following results hold:
o If oy +a; € A, then [X, , X, ] = Nao,a;, X, 40, With No,o, € C.
% g Kt} k3 g K]

elfa;+a;=0,then (X, , X |=H, €bh.
o If y +a; #0 and oy + a; ¢ A, then [Xai,zaj] =0.

2. Geometrical picture

A fundamental step in the analysis of semi-simple Lie algebras is to establish a geometrical picture of the algebra,
developed in terms of its root system. In this subsection, following the general instruction given for semi-simple Lie
algebras (see, for instance, Refs. [I70, [I71]), we aim to briefly introduce such a geometrical picture for the sp(2,2)(©
algebra. Accordingly, we first need to define something resembling a scalar product for the elements of the Lie algebra
itself.

117 Recall that with each element of a given Lie algebra g one can associate a linear transformation ad : g — End g (endomorphisms of g)
defined, for any X,Y € g, by ady (Y) = [X,Y]; following the arguments presented in subsection the latter identity can be easily
achieved by putting g = exp(rX), with » € (=4, ) and § > 0, in the adjoint action and taking the derivatives at r = 0. Utilizing the
Jacobi identity, it is a simple task to show that this linear transformation preserves the commutation relations of the algebra, namely, if
[X,Y] = Z then we have [ad y,ady] = ad,. In this sense, the operator ad provides a representation, called adjoint representation, of
X, for all X € g. In the context of adjoint representations, the Lie algebra itself serves as the vector space on which the representations
are defined; let g be of n dimensions, then these representations would be of n dimensions, namely, if we set up a particular basis, the
operators ady can be shown as n X n matrices.
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In the context of our study, admitting the Cartan-Weyl basis , there is a scalar product associated with the
algebra, but it is not defined on the algebra itself, but rather on the space containing the roots. Technically, this
scalar product is issued from the Killing form™® of sp(2,2)(© in the following manner. Since the associated Killing
form is nondegenerate (sp(2,2)(© is simple), one can associate with any root & € A an element H, € h, up to a
normalization constant, such that:

a(H) = K(H, H), (G.5)

for every H € h. Now, with the help of the elements H ,, obtained through the above formula, one can define a
(nondegenerate) inner product on the space containing the roots:

<C¥i;0[j> = K(H H ), (GG)

_—=; ==y

for all roots o, a; € A.

For reasons that will be clarified soon, we here deal with the elements H,, ,H, € b, respectively, associated with
the roots a1 (H) = an(aH; +bH,) = a and az(H) = as(aH, +bH,) = —a + b, with a,b € C. Trivially, since H
and H,, lie in b, they can be expressed as H,,. = ¢;H; + d;H,, with ¢;,d; € C. Therefore, we have:

ar(aHy)=a = K(H,,  aH,) = 6ac; = clzé,
al(bﬂ2) =0 = K(ﬂal,bﬂz) = 6bd1 = dl =0, (G?)
and:
as(aHy)=—-a = K(H,,,aH,) = 6acy = 02:—%,
as(bHy)=b = K(H,,,bH,) = 6bd, =  dy= %, (G.8)
Then, the elements of §) corresponding to the roots a; and «asy respectively read:
ﬂal = %El ) and EQQ = _%ﬂl + %ﬂg . (Gg)
Accordingly, having Eq. (G.6]) in mind, we obtain:
(a;01) = %7 (a1;a0) = *%a (23 a) = % (G.10)

We now turn back to the root system. The set of roots A (given above) can be split into a subset A, = {a €
A a> O} = {al,ag,ag,a4} of positive roots and, since except for —a no other multiple of a € A is a root, the
corresponding subset of negative roots A_ = { —a; a€ A+} = {a5, Qag, Oé7,(lg}. Hence:

{XQ;aeA}:{XQ;a>O}U{K,a;a>O}. (G.11)

By definition, a positive root which cannot be obtained as a linear combination of other positive roots with positive
coefficients is called a simple root. Some important properties of simple roots are: (i) The number of simple roots in
a given semi-simple Lie algebra is exactly the rank of the algebra. (ii) The difference of two simple roots is not a root
at all. (iii) Simple roots are linearly independent and provide a basis for the root space, which can span the whole
root space. In this sense and with respect to our chosen root system, the simple roots are {oq, ag}, for which one can
easily see that a; — ap ¢ A, and that the other roots can be written in terms of them as klaj + k2as = (KL, k2):

a1 = (1,0), as = (—1,0),
as =(0,1), ag = (0,-1),
as = (1,1), ar = (—1,-1),
ag = (2,1), ag = (—2,-1),

118 Recall that, for a given Lie algebra g, one can define K(X,Y) = tr(adX ady), with X, Y € g, called Killing form of g, which is bilinear
and symmetric, K(X,Y) = K(Y, X). [Technically, to evaluate K(X,Y), first of all one needs to choose a basis for g, say X1, Xo, ... .
Then, one can calculate for each X, the quantity [X, Y, Xj]] and express the result in terms of the X;’s. The coeflicient of X; would
be the contribution to the trace. We recall that the trace is independent of the choice of basis.] Here, it is worth noting that there is
an intimate relationship between the Killing form and the notion of semi-simpleness of Lie algebras. Actually, a Lie algebra is called
semi-simple if and only if the associated Killing form is nondegenerate (Cartan’s criterion), in other words, if and only if there exists no
element X # 0 in the algebra obeying K(X,Y) =0, for all Y in the algebra.
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where, as is evident, every positive root has been written as a positive sum of the simple roots. Finally, from the
given simple roots, we can form the Cartan matriz''® of sp(2, 2)(C):

A= (_22 _21> : (G.12)

3. Irreducible representations

In this subsection, again following the instruction given in Refs. [I70] I7I], we are going to present a finite-
dimensional irreducible representation of sp(2, 2) , denoted here by Tj,, that is, a mapping of the elements of
sp(2,2)(© into linear operators:

X, Tu(X,), acA, and H,—T(H), i=12,

which preserve the commutation relations of the Lie algebra; Tir( (X,Y] ) (X)), T, (Y)], for all X Y € sp(2, 2)(C).
Let V denote the vector space in which the linear operators Ti,(X ) and Tlr( ;) act. Since the H,’s commute, so
Tir(H,)’s do, we can select a basis for V in such a way that the TH( H;)’s are diagonal snnultaneously Therefore, we

can write:

Tix(H) |p) = p(H) |p) , (G.13)

where p, called a weight, is a member of the dual space h® just as the roots are, and |u) € V is called a weight vector.
The action of Ti,(X ), with @ € A, on |p) would be a weight vector with Welght w—+ o unless Tip (X ) |1y = 0. This
point can be easily seen through the following identity:

T (H)Tir(X,) 1) = (Tir(&a)Tir(ﬂ) + a(ﬁ)Tir(XQ)) )
— (M(g) +a(ﬂ))Tir(Lx) )

where we have used the identity [H, X ] = o(H)X,, for all H € h and a € A, along with the fact that the linear
operators T, preserve the commutation relations of the Lie algebra. Accordingly, one can refer to Ti, (X, )’s as raising
operators, and correspondingly, to T3, (X _)’s as lowering operators.

A finite-dimensional irreducible representation must possess a highest weight, denoted here by A, such that:

Tu(X,)[A)=0, VacA,. (G.14)

Considering the basis of simple roots {041, ag}, the highest weight A is specified in terms of two nonnegative integers,
i.e., the so-called “Dynkin coefficients”:

and ng =2 (G.15)
Having the coefficients n; and ny for the highest weight and with respect to the “Dynkin diagrams” of the algebra
(see, for instance, Refs. [I70L[171]), it is easy to determine the full set of weights (in terms of their Dynkin coefficients)

in the irreducible representation.
Dimension of this representation is given by the Weyl dimension formula [I70} [I71]:

L+ 1) (s 0q) 1
d _ z 1,2 _ =
my = ][ zl AT 6

a>0

119 Given a semi-simple Lie algebra, the Cartan matrix, summarizing the structure of the algebra entirely, is constructed over the simple
roots by:

Ay = glaiiay)
(ajsag)
where a; (¢ =1, ..., r) are the simple roots (r being the rank of the algebra). Clearly, the diagonal elements of this matrix are all equal

to two. This matrix is not necessarily symmetric, but if A;; # 0, then A;; # 0. Since the scalar product of two different simple roots is
nonpositive, the off-diagonal elements can be only 0, —1, —2, and —3. See more details, in Refs. [I70} [I71].
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Recall that any positive root a > 0 can be written in terms of the simple roots oy and as as Zi:u ki ag; ar = (1,0),
ag = (0,1), ag = (1,1) and ag = (2,1).

Finally, the eigenvalues of the corresponding (quadratic) Casimir operator QM can be found by considering its
action on the highest weight vector |A) [I71]:

QW IA) = (A; A +25),|A) (G.17)

where, according to the Dynkin coeflicients given in , the highest weight A is given by A = (n1 + na, %nl + na),
and § = %Za>0 a = (2, %) Moreover, we should point out that it is traditional to consider a scalar product which
gives the highest root'?° a length squared equal to 2. We have denoted this scalar product in the above equation by
(; )9. In our case, for the highest root determined by ay = (2,1), we have (a4; @) = 1/3, and therefore, the scalar
product (; ), differs from (; ) by a normalization factor equal to 6. On this basis, one can easily show that:

1
(A; A+ 26), = 5(nf + 213 + 2n1no + 4ng + 6na) . (G.18)

Comparing the Casimir eigenvalues given in Eq. (G.18) with those appeared in the context of the dS; UIR’s (see
section [12), up to their signatures,'?! reveals that for the possible solutions:

ni = —2q, ng=p+q—1, (G.19)
n=2—2, na=p-—gq, (G.20)
n=q—1, ng = —2p—2, (G.21)
n=-2p—2, na=p-—q, (G.22)

the given irreducible representations 75, share same Casimir eigenvalues with the dS; UIR’s. However, considering
the fact that the Dynkin coefficients are nonnegative integers, only the cases 7 with ¢ =0,p > 1, and ,
with p > ¢ > 1, represent possible Weyl equivalence between the finite-dimensional irreducible representations 75,
and the dS4 UIR’s, strictly speaking, with respect to the allowed ranges of p and ¢, the dS4 discrete series UIR’s H;—L, .

Appendix H: DS, UIR’s with a unique extension to the UIR’s of the conformal group

Let Lag’s, with 4,8 =10,1,2,3,4,5, denote the generators of the conformal group SO¢(2,4). These generators are
assumed to obey the commutation relations:

[Lm;a LCD] = *i(ﬁﬁerBrD + NapLac — NpcLap — ﬁmec) ) (H.1)

where 1,, = diag(1l, —1,—1,—1,—1,1). Here, following the lines sketched in Ref. [29], we merely consider those UIR’s

of SOg(2,4) which fulfill the following additional condition (representation relation):!22

{L/qg;, L/qC} = _ZATI’BC 5 (H2)

where A is a number and {Lm, LZC} denotes the anti-commutator of Lz and Lﬂc. Actually, according to Ref. [29],
only for special values of A are there nontrivial SOg(2,4) UIR’s. Below, we briefly review how the possible values of
A and correspondingly a complete classification of the respective UIR’s can be achieved.

120 The height of a root « is determined by the sum >°7_; k%, of the components of the root ow = >_7_; ki o; in the basis of simple roots (r
being the rank of the algebra). In this regard, the highest root is a root that its height is larger than that of any other root.

121 The point to be noticed here is that the signature of the Casimir eigenvalues in the above context varies with respect to the chosen root
system. On the other hand, in the context of the dS4 UIR'’s, this signature depends on the signature of the chosen metric. In this sense,
we here merely compare the respective Casimir eigenvalues up to their signatures.

122 For a complete classification of the SOg(2,4) UIR’s, which is beyond the scope of this paper, readers are referred to Refs. [T72HI76].
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From Eq. (H.2)), it follows immediately that the quadratic Casimir operator of SOg(2,4) reads as:
1
_iLﬂgLﬂg = 3)\]]. 5 (HB)

such that A can only take real values. Utilizing Eqs. (H.1|), (H.2) and (H.3)), it is straightforward to show that the
two Casimir operators (12.3) and (12.4)) of the dS; subgroup'®® SOq(1,4) (C SOg(2,4)) respectively take the following
forms:

1
QW :_iLABLABZQ)\]L7 (H.4)

QY = W, WA = A(1-M1. (H.5)

Recall from section that Lap’s, with A,B = 0,1,2,3,4, are the generators of SO¢(1,4) and that W, =
—%8 ABcpeLBCLPE where Expcpr is the five-dimensional totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol. [Note that
there are two distinct (but algebraically identical) SOg(1,4) subgroups in SOg(2,4), one generated by {Lap} =
{LOA, LAB} and the other by {LsA, LAB}, where Lyp’s, with A;B = 1,2,3,4, are the generators of the SO(4) subgroup

of SOy(1,4). Above, we have considered the former.] The only generator of the conformal group that lies outside
SO¢(1,4) is I'g = Lo, for which, we have:

1
(To)* = 5Lael* + AL. (H.6)

Note that, to get the above equation, we have used Egs. and .

According to Egs. and , both dS; quadratic and quartic Casimir operators are constants for repre-
sentations of the conformal group SO(2,4) characterized by . We then naturally suspect that the irreducible
representations of SOg(2,4) will remain irreducible also with respect to SOg(1,4). Yet, we only know that the ir-
reducible representations into which it reduces must have the same values of the quadratic and quartic Casimir
operators. If the irreducible representations remain irreducible with respect to SOg(1,4), then the SO(4) D> SO(3)
basis of SOg(1,4) is already a complete basis of the SOg(2,4) irreducible representation. To examine this very point,
we first recall that the UIR’s of the SO(4) group, denoted here by D(j“jr), are determined by two numbers j;, j, € N/2,
which are related to the values of the SO(4) Casimir operators by:

1 L ..
5 Ll = 2(5i (e + 1) + 5 (G + )T, (H.7)
1 . .
gf;‘m"DLABch = (G +1) = jr(Gr +1))1. (H.8)
From Eqgs. (H.6) and (H.7), we directly obtain:
spectrum (F0)2 =)+ 2(jl Gt + 1) +4.-(jr + 1)) . (H.9)

This implies that, besides the SO((2,4) generators lying inside SOg(1,4), the spectrum of I'y (up to a sign) is also
characterized by that of SO(4) in the irreducible representation of SOg(2,4). Therefore, the SO(4) D SO(3) basis of
SOg(1,4) is indeed a complete basis of the SO¢(2,4) irreducible representation.

We are now ready to go through a complete classification of UIR’s of SO¢(2,4) characterized by the additional
representation relation . Considering all the above, while we compare our UIR’s characterized by and
(H.5) with the complete list of the SOg(1,4) UIR’s given by Dixmier (see section , possible values of A € R are:

A=1-s%, s =0, (H.10)

where:

123 In this appendix, to keep the notations visually compatible, we will consider the dS4 group as SOg(1,4) instead of its universal covering
Sp(2,2). Then, one can manifestly visualize the interesting chain SOg(2,4) D SOg(1,4) D SO(4) D SO(3).
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e The case s = 0 corresponds to the dS; UIR U0 1 which in turn with respect to SOg(1,4) D SO(4) reduces as

fo,% ’50(4) =D (see section .

e Other values of s correspond to the dS UIR’s ITE, for which we have IT so(4) = DY and It |SO(4) =DO
(see section [12)).

The above SOp(1,4) UIR’s not only extend to SOg(2,4), but they also precisely extend to two inequivalent UIR’s of
SO¢(2,4). This additional doubling comes to fore when we take into account the sign of I'y. Actually, if we substitute
the p0551b1e Values of A given in Eq. m (and correspondingly, the respective values of (j;, ) given in the above
itemization) into , we find:

spectrum 'y = Ey = £(s + 1). (H.11)

Note that no operator in SOg(2,4) changes the sign of (s + 1) and consequently the sign of conformal energy FEj.
Therefore, the sign of Ey is another invariant of the SO((2,4) UIR’s. Accordingly, in this paper, we denote the

SO¢(2,4) UIR’s by cz
respectlvely

At the end, we must underline that the conformal extension of the above dS4 UIR’s is equivalent to the conformal
extension of the Poincaré massless UIR’s. [For the latter point, which is beyond the scope of this paper, readers are
referred to Ref. [30].] In this sense, the above dS, UIR’s are recognized as dS, massless representations.

Fo.ji.j.e 1 which the superscripts ‘2’ refer to the positive/negative sign of conformal energy,

Appendix I: DS, infinitesimal generators in terms of the conformal coordinates

In this appendix, we present the (orbital part of the) dS, infinitesimal generators Map = fi(xA(?B — :UB@A), with
A,B =0,1,2,3,4, in terms of the conformal coordinates z = x(p,u), where —7/2 < p < 7/2 and u € S* (see Eq.
(16.14)). In this context, the three infinitesimal generators of boosts take the form:

My = (—cospsmwbmﬂcosqbap —smpcoswsmﬁcow)a(z[} W% %%) (L1)
Moy = ( — cospbnnbsmﬁblnd)i — blnpcos¢bln951n¢% — %% - %%) ) (1.2)
Moz = i ( — cos psin 1 cos 088;) — blnpcoswcosH;w + %%) (L.3)
On the other hand, the infinitesimal generator of time translation reads:
M04:i(fcospcoszb—Jrsmpsmw w). (1.4)

The other six generators (of space rotations My; and space translations My (k, i = 1,2,3)), associated with the
compact SO(4) subgroup, take the same form as those already given in subsection (see Eq. m
Note that the O(1,4)-invariant measure on the dS4 hyperboloid is:

dp = (cos p)~* dpdp(u), (L.5)

where dyu(u) refers to the O(4)-invariant measure on S* (see appendix .

Appendix J: Precision on Eq.

In section we have shown that the AdS, group SOg(2, 3) represents the relativity group for an elementary system
which is a deformation of both a relativistic free particle (with the rest energy mc?) and a harmonic oscillator (with
the rest energy Qhw w = %). In this appendix, following Ref. [I77], we aim to make this argument more explicit
through the contraction process on the group/algebra level, as we have discussed in section [10] ! Of course, in order
to avoid technical (but not conceptual) difficulties, we deal with (1 + 1)-dimensional spacetime (AdSy case). The rest

energy of the (relevant) harmonic oscillator then would be %hw instead of %hw
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We adapt the notion of elementary systems to the one-dimensional harmonic oscillator, while the Newton group
[72] is considered as the relativity group. The Newton Lie algebra is generated by:

P2 1 2 2
with Poisson brackets:
P
{H,P} =mw?’L, {HL}=-—, {PL}=1. (J.2)
m

We also consider the Lie algebra of the Poincaré group generated by:

H
H,,, = Vp*c +m2ct, P=p, L=%w (J.3)

me?
where H,  is the energy, P the momentum, and L the observable associated with the (properly re-scaled) Lorentz
boost. The corresponding Poisson brackets are given by:
P H
H_,P}=0 H_ ., Ll =—— P L} =——=. J4
{ tot? } ’ { tot? } m’ { ? } ch ( )

If we restrict our attention to the kinetic energy instead of the total one, H = H, , — mc?, we get:

{(HPy=0, {HI}=—0, {(PL}=1-_" (1.5)

One can simply show that the Lie algebras (J.2) and (J.5)) contract, respectively, for w — 0 and for ¢ — oo, towards
the symmetry Lie algebra for the Galilean free particle:

{(HPy=0, {HI}=-1  (PL}=1. (1.6)

Now, we take into account the Lie algebra for the AdS, elementary system, namely, for a free particle with mass
M ras, living in AdSy spacetime:

P
mAdSQ ’

H
M ags, €2

Maas ?
PGl iy

{va}: R2 )

{H,L} = - (PL}=1- (J.7)

This algebra can be identified to the AdSs Lie algebra SOg(2,1). The Poincaré and Newton relativities then can be
simply achieved from the AdS, relativity through the contraction process; the limit R — oo results in the Poincaré
algebra (M5, —> m), whereas the limit ¢, R — oo (¢/R = w being fixed) results in the Newton algebra. Actually,
quite similar to the dS, case (see section , we have:

AdS, group (algebra) —— Poincaré group (algebra)

l l (J.8)
Newton group (algebra) —  Galilei group (algebra)

where, again, the arrows ‘—’ stand for the group (algebra) contractions.
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