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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-Gärding 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.
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III 1 + 3-dimensional dS (dS4) geometry and relativity (QFT)

15. DS4 wave equations 66
15.1. Computation in ambient notations 67
15.2. Link to intrinsic coordinates 69

16. Plane-wave type solutions 70
16.1. A global definition: dS4 plane waves in their tube domains 70
16.2. Precision on orbital basis of the cone 72
16.3. DS4 plane waves as generating functions for square-integrable eigenfunctions 73

16.3.1. DS4 plane waves as generating functions 73
16.3.2. Normalized eigenfunctions 75
16.3.3. Usual solutions by separation of variables 77
16.3.4. DS4 UIR’s: spacetime realization versus S3 realization 79

16.4. DS4 plane waves and the zero-curvature limit 79

17. QFT in dS4 spacetime 81
17.1. Local dS4 scalar fields: generalized free fields 81

17.1.1. Discussion: weak spectral condition 84
17.2. (Analytic) Wightman two-point functions for the dS4 (principal and complementary)

Klein-Gordon scalar fields 86
17.2.1. Plane-wave analysis of the two-point functions 86
17.2.2. Maximal analyticity and KMS condition 91

17.3. Minimally coupled scalar field as an illustration of a Krein structure 94
17.3.1. “Zero-mode” problem 94
17.3.2. (Krein-)Gupta-Bleuler triplet 96
17.3.3. Quantum field 97
17.3.4. Stress tensor 100

IV Notion of mass in (A)dS4 relativity

18. Discussion/reminder: mass and symmetries 104

19. Garidi mass: definition 104

20. Garidi mass: a more elaborate discussion 106
20.1. DS4 case 106
20.2. AdS4 case 107
20.3. Discussion: dark matter as a relic AdS4 curvature energy (?) 108

20.3.1. The assumptions 109
20.3.2. Sketching a parallel between dark matter and CMB 110

21. Garidi mass: examples and applications 111
21.1. “Partially massless” fields 111
21.2. The question of Graviton “mass” 116

21.2.1. Passage from flat Minkowski spacetime to a curved background 116
21.2.2. Einstein spaces 118
21.2.3. Discussion: Garidi interpretation 118

Acknowledgements 119

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-16045-5


The complete version of the book is available at this DOI link: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-16045-5.4

V Appendices

A. DS2 Killing vectors 119

B. 2× 2-quaternionic matrices 121

C. Wigner classification of the Poincaré group UIR’s 122
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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
[1] (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 Inönü [3], Lévy-Leblond [4], and Voisin [5]
who applied the Wigner ideas to Galilean systems, and by Gürsey [6] and Fronsdal [7, 8] who extended
them to dS and anti-dS (AdS) systems, respectively.
In this paper, following the path initiated by Wigner and others in Refs. [1–8], we review the con-

struction 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 [1, 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
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formidable obstacle to the extension of physical models appears; generally, no literal or unique extension
of the aforementioned physical notions exists (?!).1 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 gµν , 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 <∞).

Those spacetimes, which meet flat Minkowski spacetime as the curvature goes to zero (R→∞), are the
ordinary dS and AdS spacetimes, the maximally symmetric solutions to the vacuum Einstein’s equations
with, respectively, positive and negative cosmological constant Λ (R =

√
3/|Λ|) [9]. The former, dS

spacetime, admits SO0(1, 4) (or its universal covering Sp(2, 2)) as a group of motions. It is essentially
finite in extension [10]; 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 SO0(2, 3) (or its double covering Sp(4,R), or even its universal covering ˜SO0(2, 3)).
Interestingly, as Minkowski spacetime is the limit R → ∞ of the ordinary dS and AdS spacetimes, the
Poincaré group can be obtained as a contraction of either SO0(1, 4) or SO0(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.2

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 [17]), 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 [1, 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
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

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. [11–16]).
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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 structures, 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” transition 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 [22–26]. 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 SO0(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
Gärding 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 Gärding 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).3

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 Gärding axioms equipped with analyticity
requirements in the 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

3 For this, except the references cited above, see also Refs. [41–46].
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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 I, to set the stage for better understanding the mathemat-
ical materials, we discuss 1 + 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 II, 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 III, we proceed with
the corresponding QFT formulation. Finally, part IV is devoted to the notion of mass in dS and, for the
sake of comparison, AdS relativities.
The main conventions of our notations are:

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

• We distinguish between 1 + 1-dimensional dS spacetime and its 1 + 3-dimensional counterpart by
adding the relevant subscripts ‘2’ (dS2) and ‘4’ (dS4), 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 dS4 relativity.

• We use the letters a, b, c, ... for the indices 0, 1, 2, the letters µ, ν, ρ, ... 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 A,B, 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 I

As a preliminary: 1 + 1-dimensional dS (dS2)
geometry and relativity

2. DS2 MANIFOLD AND ITS SYMMETRY GROUP

DS2 spacetime is a globally hyperbolic spacetime with the topology of R1 × S1 (R1 being a timelike
direction). This spacetime, by its embedding in a 1+2-dimensional Minkowski spacetime R1+2 (by abuse
of notation, let us say R3), can be conveniently described as a one-sheeted hyperboloid MR of constant
radius R:

MR ≡
{
x = (x0, x1, x2) ∈ R3 ; (x)2 ≡ x · x = ηabx

axb = −R2
}
, a, b = 0, 1, 2 , (2.1)

where xa’s are the Cartesian coordinates in R3 and ηab = diag(1,−1,−1) is the natural metric of R3.
The dS2 metric then is defined by inducing ηab on MR.

The dS2 (relativity) group is SO0(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 A):

Kab = xa∂b − xb∂a , Kab = −Kba . (2.2)

2.1. Precision on SO0(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
R3 carrying x into x′ (x, x′ ∈ R3) such that the indefinite quadratic form (x)2 = ηabx

axb 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
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into x′ in such a way that if x0 > 0 or x0 < 0, then we get x′0 > 0 or x′0 < 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 dS2 group, denoted here by SO0(1, 2). As already pointed
out, we refer to the latter as the dS2 (relativity) group.
In view of the approach adopted in this paper, it is convenient to take a closer look at the action of

SO0(1, 2) on R3. The fact that the quadratic form (x)2 = ηabx
axb is not positive definite has a significant

impact. Technically, the form (x)2 = ηabx
axb = 0 determines a cone, with vertex at the origin, in R3.

It then follows that, under the action of SO0(1, 2), R3 is divided into three domains: the cone itself
(x)2 = 0, the interior of the cone (x)2 > 0, and the exterior of the cone (x)2 < 0. More accurately,
considering (x)2 = r (r being a real number), we have three types of orbit4, apart from the trivial one
x0 = x1 = x2 = 0, in R3:

• The upper and lower sheets of the cone, with r = 0 and x0 ≷ 0, respectively.

• The upper and lower sheets of the two-sheeted hyperboloids, with r > 0 and x0 ≷ 0, respectively.

• The one-sheeted hyperboloid, with r < 0 (note that the dS2 hyperboloid (2.1) belongs to this type,
with r = −R2).

2.2. Homomorphism between SO0(1, 2) and SU(1, 1)

The dS2 group SO0(1, 2) is homomorphic to the SU(1, 1) group. The latter is the group of all 2 × 2-
matrices g verifying the following conditions:

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

• The pseudo-unitary condition; g†σ3g = σ3, where g
† stands for the Hermitian adjoint of g and

σ3 =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
is the third Pauli matrix.

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

SU(1, 1) =

{
g =

(
α β
β∗ α∗

)
; α, β ∈ C , det(g) = |α|2 − |β|2 = 1

}
, (2.3)

where α∗ and β∗ stand for the complex conjugate of α and β, respectively.
To make the homomorphism between SO0(1, 2) and SU(1, 1) apparent, we associate with each point

x = (x0, x1, x2) in R3 a Hermitian matrix:

h =

(
x0 x1 + ix2

x1 − ix2 x0

)
, (2.4)

where det(h) = (x0)2 − (x1)2 − (x2)2 = (x)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 x 7→ x′ = g ⋄ x (x, x′ ∈ R3), as:

ghg† =

(
x′0 x′1 + ix′2

x′1 − ix′2 x′0

)
. (2.5)

Note that: (i) The transformed matrix ghg† is also Hermitian and clearly corresponds to a point x′ =
(x′0, x′1, x′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)2, which means that this linear
transformation preserves the quadratic form (x)2. (iv) If x0 > 0 or x0 < 0, then x′0 > 0 or x′0 < 0,
respectively. Consequently, the linear transformation x′ = g ⋄ x, realized by the action (2.5), belongs
to SO0(1, 2), as well. More precisely, for every transformation in SO0(1, 2), there are two elements

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 ⋄ p ; g ∈ 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′).
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±g ∈ SU(1, 1), since, according to the action (2.5), we have g ⋄ x = (−g) ⋄ x. This means that SU(1, 1) is
two-to-one homomorphic to SO0(1, 2) (or in other words, the SU(1, 1) group is a two-valued representation
or double covering of SO0(1, 2)).

5 The kernel of this homomorphism6 {±12}, where 12 stands for the
2× 2-unit matrix, is isomorphic to Z2, thus SU(1, 1)/Z2 ∼ SO0(1, 2).

7

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 × 2-matrix,

for instance, u = 1√
2

(
1 −i
1 i

)
, based upon which one can associate with each ḡ ∈ SL(2,R) a matrix

g = uḡu† ∈ SU(1, 1).
Here, for more detailed discussions on the above topics, readers are referred to Ref. [48].

3. RELATIVISTIC MEANING OF THE DS2 GROUP: GROUP DECOMPOSITION

In this section, we review three decomposition types of the dS2 group SU(1, 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 dS2 spacetime, phase spaces of dS2
elementary systems, and dS2 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 7→ gt, where the superscript ‘t’
denotes transposition, can be decomposed into [49]:

g =

(
α β
β∗ α∗

)
= j l , (3.1)

where li(l) = llt = 12 (that is, l is orthogonal; lt = l−1). The set of all matrices l forms the noncompact
subgroup L of SU(1, 1):

L =

{
l =

(
cosh φ

2 i sinh φ
2

−i sinh φ
2 cosh φ

2

)
; φ ∈ R

}
, (3.2)

which is isomorphic to SO0(1, 1). On the other hand, the element j, appeared in Eq. (3.1), can be
determined through the following equation:

jjt = ggt =

(
α2 + β2 2Re(αβ∗)
2Re(αβ∗) α∗2 + β∗2

)
≡
(
eiθ coshψ sinhψ
sinhψ e−iθ coshψ

)
, (3.3)

where 0 ⩽ θ = arg(α2 + β2) < 2π and ψ = sinh−1(αβ∗ + α∗β) ∈ R. A possible solution to the above
equation reads:

j = k(θ) a(ψ) , (3.4)

where:

k(θ) = ϱ k̃(θ) , with ϱ = ±12 and k̃(θ) =

(
eiθ/2 0
0 e−iθ/2

)
, (3.5)

a(ψ) =

(
cosh ψ

2 sinh ψ
2

sinh ψ
2 cosh ψ

2

)
. (3.6)

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 SO0(1, 2), SU(1, 1), or their covering group.
It is, however, significant to know how many times SO0(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 eH is the identity element of H, then the

kernel of f (denoted by ker(f)) is: ker(f) =
{
g ∈ G ; f(g) = 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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Given θ and ψ, the parameter φ is specified through the identity l(φ) = j−1g:

φ = 2 tanh−1

(
− i

β − α∗eiθ tanh ψ
2

α− β∗eiθ tanh ψ
2

)
.

The above identities provide a global, but nonunique, decomposition of the dS2 group SU(1, 1):

SU(1, 1) ∋ g = k(θ) a(ψ) l(φ) = ϱ exp(θYs) exp(ψYt) exp(φYl) , (3.7)

where Ys, Yt, and Yl are the corresponding infinitesimal generators:

Ys =
dk̃(θ)

dθ

∣∣∣
θ=0

=
i

2

(
1 0
0 −1

)
=

i

2
σ3 ,

Yt =
da(ψ)

dψ

∣∣∣
ψ=0

=
1

2

(
0 1
1 0

)
=

1

2
σ1 ,

Yl =
dl(φ)

dφ

∣∣∣
φ=0

=
1

2

(
0 i
−i 0

)
= −1

2
σ2 , (3.8)

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

[Ys, Yl] = −Yt , [Ys, Yt] = Yl , [Yl, Yt] = Ys , (3.9)

which represent the su(1, 1) Lie algebra.
Now, we make clear in what sense we call the group decomposition (3.7) the space-time-Lorentz de-

composition of the dS2 group SU(1, 1). In the above parametrization, the factor j ≡ j(θ, ψ) is indeed a
kind of “spacetime” square root, which provides a system of global coordinates for dS2 spacetime. To see
the point, we define the three coordinates in R3 as:

x0 = R sinhψ , x1 = R cos θ coshψ , x2 = R sin θ coshψ , (3.10)

or equivalently, as:

Rjjt
(
0 1
1 0

)
=

(
R sinhψ Reiθ coshψ

Re−iθ coshψ R sinhψ

)
≡
(

x0 x1 + ix2

x1 − ix2 x0

)
= Υ(x) , (3.11)

where, like before, 0 < R < ∞. The SU(1, 1) group acts on the Υ(x)’s set by the left action on the set
of matrices j:

SU(1, 1) ∋ g : j 7→ j′ ≡ g ⋄ j , gj = j′l′ , (3.12)

and therefore:

Υ(x′) = R j′j′t
(
0 1
1 0

)
= R g j jtgt

(
0 1
1 0

)
= g

[
R j jt

(
0 1
1 0

)] [(
0 1
1 0

)
gt
(
0 1
1 0

)]
= g Υ(x) g† . (3.13)

This action is linear and, as is obvious from Eq. (3.13), is determinant-preserving:

det
(
Υ(x′)

)
= det

(
Υ(x)

)
= (x0)2 − (x1)2 − (x2)2 = −R2 . (3.14)

The above identity clearly defines an embedded hyperboloid (of constant radius R) in R3 of the 1 + 1
dS2 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) = dS2 × L.
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In this realization, the subgroup L represents the stabilizer8 of the point x⊙ = (0, R, 0), chosen as the
origin of the dS2 hyperboloidMR, while the set of matrices j maps this origin to any point x = (x0, x1, x2)
in MR:

j

(
0 R
R 0

)
j† =

(
R sinhψ Reiθ coshψ

Re−iθ coshψ R sinhψ

)
≡
(

x0 x1 + ix2

x1 − ix2 x0

)
. (3.15)

[The family (ψ, θ) actually provides a kind of global coordinates for the dS2 hyperboloid MR.] This
reveals that SU(1, 1) acts transitively on MR; its action on MR has only one orbit, that is, the entire of
MR. In this sense, the dS2 hyperboloid is called a SU(1, 1) homogeneous space.

Moreover, Eq. (3.15) makes clear the interpretation of the transformations generated by Ys and Yt
(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
SO0(1, 1). On the other hand, Yl is interpreted as the generator of the subgroup of the “Lorentz trans-
formations”, since the associated subgroup L (isomorphic to the other SO0(1, 1)), which leaves a given
point of dS2 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 dS2 spacetime behaves like
flat Minkowski spacetime of special relativity. In this regard, one can also easily check the fact that the
dS2 spacetime, realized by the identity (3.14), is locally Minkowskian by considering the left-invariant
metric ds2, in the global coordinates:

t◦ = Rψ , and x◦ = Rθ , (3.16)

which yield:

ds2 =
(
dt◦
)2 − cosh2(R−1t◦)

(
dx◦

)2
. (3.17)

Note that the coordinates (3.16) are obtained by letting θ and ψ 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. [49–51]):

g =

(
α β
β∗ α∗

)
= p k , (3.18)

with p ∈ P and k ∈ K. This decomposition is technically carried out with respect to the Cartan involution
i(g) : g 7→ (g†)−1, in the sense that P is made of all elements p ∈ SU(1, 1) such that i(p) = p−1, that
is, p

(
= p†

)
is Hermitian, while K is made of all elements k ∈ SU(1, 1) unchanged under the involution,

that is, k† = k−1, which means that k is unitary. Accordingly, besides the elements k given by:

k ≡ k(θ) =
(
eiθ/2 0
0 e−iθ/2

)
, 0 ⩽ θ = 2 arg α < 4π , (3.19)

which were already encountered in the space-time-Lorentz factorization (see subsection 3.1;K ∼ U(1) is
the maximal compact subgroup of SU(1, 1)), the elements p are determined by:

p ≡ p(z) =
(
δ δz
δz∗ δ

)
, z = β/α∗, δ = |α| = (1− |z|2)−1/2 , (3.20)

with |z| < 1.

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 ∈ G ; g ⋄ p = 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 g ⋄ p = 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−1, which is isomorphic to S(p).
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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 admits the coordinates φ and ϖ:

z = eiϖ tanh φ
2 , with −∞ < φ <∞ and 0 ⩽ ϖ < 2π . (3.21)

To make this homeomorphism apparent, we first define:

ρpp†
(
= ρp2

)
=

ρ

1− |z|2

(
1 + |z|2 2z
2z∗ 1 + |z|2

)
≡
(

x0 x1 + ix2

x1 − ix2 x0

)
, (3.22)

where 0 < ρ <∞ and, again, xa’s (a = 0, 1, 2) are the three Cartesian coordinates in R3. The action of
SU(1, 1) on the set of matrices ρp2, representing the coset space SU(1, 1)/K, can be found from its left
action on the matrices p:

SU(1, 1) ∋ g : p(z) 7→ p(z′) ≡ p(g ⋄ z) , g p(z) = p(z′) k(θ′) , (3.23)

from which, we have:

ρp(z′)p†(z′)
(
= ρp2(z′)

)
= ρ

(
g p(z) k−1(θ′)

) (
k(θ′) p(z) g†

)
= g

(
ρp2(z)

)
g† . (3.24)

This action is clearly linear and determinant-preserving:

det
(
ρp2(z′)

)
= det

(
ρp2(z)

)
= (x0)2 − (x1)2 − (x2)2 = ρ2 . (3.25)

The above identity shows that each element of the set of matrices ρp2 is in one-to-one correspondence
with each point of the upper sheet L+ of the two-sheeted hyperboloids (x)2 = ρ2 in R3:9

L+ ≡
{
x = (x0, x1, x2) ∈ R3 ; (x0)2 − (x1)2 − (x2)2 = ρ2 , x0 ⩾ ρ

}
. (3.26)

[The subgroup K is the stabilizer of the point x⊙ = (ρ, 0, 0) chosen as the origin of the upper sheet.] On
the other hand, one can check that the coordinates (φ,ϖ), given in Eq. (3.21) for the open unit-disk D,
represent the (pseudo-)angular coordinates for the upper sheet as well:

x0 = ρ
1 + |z|2

1− |z|2
= ρ coshφ ,

x1 = ρ
z + z∗

1− |z|2
= ρ sinhφ cosϖ ,

x2 = iρ
z∗ − z
1− |z|2

= ρ sinhφ sinϖ . (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. 1).
This projection explicitly reads:

L+ ∋ (x0, x1, x2) 7→ z =
x1 + ix2

x0 + ρ
=

√
x0 − ρ
x0 + ρ

ei(arg z) ∈ D . (3.28)

9 Note that each element of the set of matrices ρp2 is simultaneously in one-to-one correspondence with each point of the
lower sheet L− ≡

{
x = (x0, x1, x2) ∈ R3 ; (x0)2 − (x1)2 − (x2)2 = ρ2 , x0 ⩽ ρ

}
. To check this point it is sufficient to

allocate a negative sign to ρ, namely, ρ 7→ −ρ.
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FIG. 1: z ∈ D as the stereographic projection of a point x = (x0, x1, x2) ∈ 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 z′ ≡ g ⋄ z as:

D ∋ z 7→ z′ = (αz + β)(β∗z + α∗)−1 ∈ D , (3.29)

while:

k(θ′) =

(
βz∗+α
|βz∗+α| 0

0 β∗z+α∗

|β∗z+α∗|

)
. (3.30)

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

3.3. Iwasawa decomposition

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

g =

(
α β
β∗ α∗

)
= k(θ) a(ψ) n(λ) , (3.31)

where:

k(θ) = k̃(θ) ϱ =

(
eiθ/2 0
0 e−iθ/2

)
×
(
± 12

)
, elliptic class , (3.32)

a(ψ) =

(
cosh ψ

2 sinh ψ
2

sinh ψ
2 cosh ψ

2

)
, hyperbolic class , (3.33)

n(λ) =

(
1 + iλ/2 −iλ/2
iλ/2 1− iλ/2

)
, parabolic class , (3.34)
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with:

θ = 2 arg(α+ β) , ϱ = 12 , for 0 ⩽ arg(α+ β) < π ,

θ = 2 arg(α+ β)− 2π , ϱ = −12 , for π ⩽ arg(α+ β) < 2π ,

ψ = 2 ln |α+ β| ∈ R , and λ = 2
Im(αβ∗)

|α+ β|2
∈ R . (3.35)

The first two factors, k(θ) and a(ψ), already appeared in the space-time-Lorentz factorization (see sub-
section 3.1). They respectively belong to the maximal compact subgroup, K ∼ U(1), and the Cartan
maximal Abelian subgroup, A ∼ SO0(1, 1). The factor n(λ), on the other hand, belongs to the nilpotent
subgroup N ∼ R. Note that the subgroups A and N are of noncompact type and simply connected10.
The Iwasawa decomposition of SU(1, 1) then reads SU(1, 1) = KAN .

In this context, we denote by M ∼ Z2 ∼ {ϱ = ±12} the centralizer of A in K, that is, M =
{
k ∈

K ; ka = ak, ∀a ∈ A
}
. Now, since both A and M normalize N ,11 B = MAN is a closed subgroup

of SU(1, 1), called minimal parabolic subgroup (note that AN is a solvable12 connected subgroup). The
coset space SU(1, 1)/B ∼ K/M, yielded by the minimal parabolic subgroup, clearly characterizes the
unit-circle S1 (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 k̃(θ) from the left:

SU(1, 1) ∋ g : k̃(θ) 7→ k̃(θ′) ≡ k̃(g ⋄ θ) , g k̃(θ) = k̃(θ′) ϱ′a′n′ , (3.36)

based upon which, we get:

S1 ∋ eiθ 7→ eiθ
′
= (αeiθ + β)(β∗eiθ + α∗)−1 ∈ S1 . (3.37)

Note that
(
αeiθ + β

)/(
β∗eiθ + α∗

)
=
(
αei

θ
2 + βe−i

θ
2

)/(
αei

θ
2 + βe−i

θ
2

)∗
.

The map (3.37) explicitly recovers the action of SU(1, 1) on the open unit-disk D extended to its
boundary (see the relation (3.29)). Utilizing this map, one can also recover the action (3.13) of SU(1, 1)

on the set of matrices Υ
(
x(θ, ψ)

)
≡
(

x0 x1 + ix2

x1 − ix2 x0

)
when, admitting the coordinates (3.10), ψ tends

to infinity; symbolically:

Υ
(
x(θ′, ψ′)

)
= g
(

lim
ψ→∞

Υ
(
x(θ, ψ)

))
g† . (3.38)

Actually, for the elements Υ
(
x(θ, ψ)

)
, by letting ψ tend to infinity, we get x0/(x1 − ix2) ≈ eiθ, and

consequently, det
(
Υ(x)

)
= (x0)2 − |x1 − ix2|2 ≈ 0. On the other hand, for the transformed elements

Υ
(
x(θ′, ψ′)

)
≡
(

x′0 x′1 + ix′2

x′1 − ix′2 x′0

)
, we have x′0/(x′1 − ix′2) ≈ (αeiθ + β)(β∗eiθ + α∗)−1 ≡ eiθ

′
, and

therefore, det
(
Υ(x′)

)
≈ 0. This result, as one can easily see, is clearly recovered by the map (3.37).

Note that this realization of the map (3.37), yielded by the space-time-Lorentz decomposition, reveals
an interesting manifestation of the unit-circle S1. As a matter of fact, taking the coordinates (3.16) into
account, the limit ψ →∞ implies that either t◦ tends to infinity, while R is fixed, based upon which S1 is
viewed as the dS2 timelike infinity, or R goes to zero, while t◦ is fixed, based upon which S1 is viewed as
the projective null cone in R3. In the latter case, by proceeding as before, one can show that the nilpotent
subgroup N , appeared in the Iwasawa decomposition, is the stabilizer of the point x⊙ = (1, 1, 0) chosen
as the origin of the upper sheet of the null cone in R3, and the set of matrices k(θ)a(ψ) maps this origin
to any point x = (x0 = eψ, x1 = eψ cos θ, x2 = eψ sin θ) on the upper sheet of the null cone:

k(θ) a(ψ)

(
1 1
1 1

)
a†(ψ) k†(θ) = eψ

(
1 eiθ

e−iθ 1

)
≡
(

x0 x1 + ix2

x1 − ix2 x0

)
= Υc(x) , det

(
Υc(x)

)
= 0 .(3.39)

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 MG.

11 This means that, for all a ∈ A and m ∈ M, we have aN = Na and mN = Nm, respectively.
12 A group G is called solvable if there are subgroups 1 = G0 < G1 < ... < Gk = G such that Gj−1 normalizes Gj , and

the quotient group Gj/Gj−1 is an abelian group, for all j = 1, 2, ... , k.
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4. DS2 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) dS2 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 dS2 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 [21] 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 ∈ G, one can
define a differentiable map from G to itself as g′ 7→ g g′g−1. This map leaves the identity element g′ = e
invariant. The derivative of this map at g′ = e defines the adjoint action, denoted here by Adg. This
action is an invertible linear transformation of the Lie algebra g onto itself. Technically, for r ∈ (−δ, δ),
with δ > 0, such that erY ∈ G and the infinitesimal generator Y ∈ g, the adjoint action reads:

Adg(Y ) ≡ d

dr

[
g erY g−1

]∣∣∣
r=0

. (4.1)

Adg(Y ) is actually a tangent vector in the tangent space at the identity, Adg(Y ) ∈ TeG = g. If G is a
matrix group, the adjoint action Adg(Y ) is simply matrix conjugation:

Adg(Y ) = g Y g−1 . (4.2)

The associated co-adjoint action of g ∈ G, denoted here by Ad♯g, is obtained by dualization; Ad♯g acts

on the dual linear space to g, namely, g⊛.13 This action explicitly reads:

⟨Ad♯g(Y
⊛) ; Y ⟩ = ⟨Y ⊛ ; Adg−1(Y )⟩ , Y ⊛ ∈ g⊛ , Y ∈ g , (4.3)

where ⟨· ; ·⟩ ≡ ⟨· ; ·⟩g⊛,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 ⊛) ≡
{
Ad♯g(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 3.1,
the matrix realization of the dS2 Lie algebra su(1, 1) can be obtained by the linear span of the three
infinitesimal generators Ys = i

2σ3, Yt = 1
2σ1, and Yl = − 1

2σ2 (σk’s, with k = 1, 2, 3, being the Pauli
matrices):

su(1, 1) =

{
ξsYs + ξtYt + ξlYl =

1

2

(
iξs ξt + iξl

ξt − iξl −iξs

)
≡
(
iu ζ
ζ∗ −iu

)
; ξs, ξt, ξl ∈ R

}
. (4.5)

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 ckij , 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 = ckijXk∂

i ∧ ∂j . This Poisson structure forms a Lie algebra isomorphic to g [20].]

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-16045-5


The complete version of the book is available at this DOI link: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-16045-5.16

It then follows that su(1, 1) is specified by (three) free real parameters ξs, ξt, and ξl, and hence, there is a
one-to-one correspondence between this algebra and R3 (by abuse of notation, let us say su(1, 1) ∼ R3).

The su(1, 1) Lie algebra is simple, and admits the following symmetric bilinear form:

⟨Y1;Y2⟩ ≡ tr(Y1Y2) = 2
(
− u1u2 +Re(ζ1)Re(ζ2) + Im(ζ1)Im(ζ2)

)
, (4.6)

which, as already expected for a simple Lie algebra, is nondegenerate14. Therefore, as mentioned above,
the classification of its co-adjoint orbits would be equivalent to the classification of its adjoint orbits:

Adg(Y ) = gY g−1 =

(
iu′ ζ ′

ζ ′∗ −iu′
)
, (4.7)

where, borrowing the notations used in Eq. (2.3), g =

(
α β
β∗ α∗

)
, with α, β ∈ C and |α|2 − |β|2 = 1, and

consequently, u′ = u
(
|α|2 + |β|2

)
− 2Im(αβ∗ζ) and ζ ′ = −2iαβu+ α2ζ − β2ζ∗. The action (4.7) is linear

and determinant-preserving:

det(gY g−1) = det(Y ) = ξ2s − ξ2t − ξ2l = r , r ∈ R . (4.8)

Accordingly, proceeding as before (see subsection 2.1), one can show that in the vector space su(1, 1) ∼ R3,
under the (co-)adjoint action (4.7), three types of orbits (apart from the trivial one ξs = ξt = ξl = 0 (the
origin)) appear: the one-sheeted hyperboloids, with r < 0; the upper and lower sheets of the two-sheeted
hyperboloids, with r > 0 (ξs ≷ 0, respectively); and the upper and lower sheets of the cone, with r = 0
(ξs ≷ 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 dS2 spacetime, with fixed “energy” at rest.

4.2. DS2 (co-)adjoint orbits as possible phase spaces for motions on dS2 spacetime

The first type of the (co-)adjoint orbits, introduced above, corresponds to the transport of the particular
element 2κYt, with 0 < κ < ∞, under the action (4.7). With respect to this action, the subgroup
stabilizing the element 2κYt is the dS2 time-translation subgroup. [Recall from subsection 3.1 that this
subgroup is of noncompact type (hyperbolic class) and isomorphic to SO0(1, 1).] Actually, this family
of the su(1, 1) (co-)adjoint orbits admits a homogeneous space realization identified by the coset space
O(2κYt) ∼ SU(1, 1)/SO0(1, 1). According to the space-time-Lorentz decomposition (3.7), this realization
is achieved by applying the Lorentz boosts and space translations to transport the element 2κYt under
the action (4.7):

Adg(2κYt) = k(θ) l(φ)
(
2κYt

)
l−1(φ) k−1(θ)

= κ

(
i sinhφ eiθ coshφ

e−iθ coshφ −i sinhφ

)
≡ Y (θ, φ) , (4.9)

where k−1(θ) = k(−θ) and l−1(φ) = l(−φ). The above action is linear and determinant-preserving,
and since det

(
Y (θ, φ)

)
= −κ2 < 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 κ.
Interestingly, for a given κ, there is an biunivocal correspondence between the matrix Y (θ, φ), represent-

ing a point in the (co-)adjoint orbit O(2κYt), and a point in the phase space of a relativistic test particle
in dS2 spacetime15. To make this correspondence apparent, we first adopt the following parametrization:

p = κ sinhφ , θ = ϖ + tan−1
κ

p
,

14 This form is proportional to the so-called Killing form for Lie algebras g, namely K(X,Y ) ≡ tr(adXadY ), where the
adjoint action adX is defined as the linear action g ∋ Y 7→ 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 (4.2) 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 ⩽ ϖ < 2π. Besides (θ, φ), the new parameters (p,ϖ) also define a system of global
coordinates for the (co-)adjoint orbit O(2κYt). Accordingly, we can rewrite the orbit generic element
(4.9) as:

Y (θ, φ) → Y(p,ϖ) =

(
ip (p+ iκ)eiϖ

(p− iκ)e−iϖ −ip

)
. (4.10)

Here, concerning the latter parameters (i.e., (p,ϖ)), we note in passing that, letting κ (0 < κ < ∞)
be proportional to the particle “mass”16, one can define the Minkowskian-like “energy” identity as p0 ≡
|(p+iκ)eiϖ| =

√
p2 + κ2. This interpretation is actually quite interesting, since it associates with each dS2

“massive” test particle, with a specific “mass”, a (co-)adjoint orbit O(2κYt) of a certain radius κ, 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,ϖ)

)
= −κ2). 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:

J0 ≡ p ,

J1 ≡ p cosϖ − κ sinϖ ,

J2 ≡ p sinϖ + κ cosϖ . (4.11)

Note that the triplet (J0, J1, J2) are indeed cartesian coordinates for the orbit O(2κYt):

Y(p,ϖ) =

(
ip (p+ iκ)eiϖ

(p− iκ)e−iϖ −ip

)
=

(
iJ0 J1 + iJ2

J1 − iJ2 −iJ0

)
, (4.12)

with:

J2
2 + J2

1 − J2
0 = κ2 . (4.13)

Now, following the simple instruction given in Ref. [53], one can show that the coordinates (p,ϖ) are
canonical with respect to the two-form Ω = dp ∧ dϖ; by defining the Poisson bracket on classical dS2
observables17 f(p,ϖ): {

f1, f2
}
≡ ∂f1

∂p

∂f2
∂ϖ
− ∂f1
∂ϖ

∂f2
∂p

, (4.14)

one can show the canonical relation
{
p,ϖ

}
= 1 and the commutation rules of the su(1, 1) algebra:{

J0, J1
}
= −J2 ,

{
J0, J2

}
= J1 ,

{
J1, J2

}
= J0 . (4.15)

In the above sense, we identify the canonical coordinates (p,ϖ) as the phase-space parameters. As a
matter of fact, the point (p,ϖ) belongs to the space R1×S1 =

{
x ≡ (p,ϖ) ; p ∈ R, 0 ⩽ ϖ < 2π

}
, which

defines the phase space of a test particle moving on the unit circle (p and ϖ, respectively, stand for a
momentum and a position). Following the instruction given in appendix E, one can simply show that the
invariant measure on this phase space, in terms of the coordinates (p,ϖ), is given by dµ(p,ϖ) = dpdϖ.
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 dS2 spacetime is very convenient for describing the action of the
symmetry group, since we simply have Y(p′, ϖ′) = gY(p,ϖ)g−1, while det

(
Y(p′, ϖ′)

)
= det

(
Y(p,ϖ)

)
=

−κ2, which means that the relation p0 =
√
p2 + κ2 =

√
J2
1 + J2

2 , 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 dS2 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 κ (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 dS2 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 IV.
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.

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-16045-5


The complete version of the book is available at this DOI link: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-16045-5.18

5. UIR’S OF THE DS2 GROUP AND QUANTUM VERSION OF DS2 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 Γ denote a canonical phase space, equipped with some measure dµ
(for instance, its canonical phase-space measure); as pointed out above, Γ can be identified by a co-adjoint
orbit. As a measure space, Γ (strictly speaking, (Γ,dµ)) provides us with a statistical reading of the set
of all measurable real- or complex-valued functions f(x) on Γ. [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 L2(Γ) (strictly speaking,
L2(Γ,dµ)) of all square-integrable functions f(x) on Γ:∫

Γ

|f(x)|2 dµ(x) <∞ . (5.1)

The functions f(x) 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 L2(Γ)), one needs a
continuous map Γ ∋ x 7→ |x⟩ ∈ H (in Dirac notations18), which defines a set of states

{
|x⟩
}
x∈Γ verifying

the following requirements:

• normalization:

⟨x|x⟩ = 1 , (5.2)

• resolution of the unity in H: ∫
Γ

|x⟩⟨x| dν(x) = 1H , (5.3)

where dν(x) is another measure on Γ, usually absolutely continuous in terms of dµ(x); this implies
that there is a positive measurable function h(x), for which, we have dν(x) = h(x)dµ(x). 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(x) then is carried out by associating with J(x) the operator:

Ĵ ≡
∫
Γ

J(x)|x⟩⟨x| dν(x) , (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 7→ Ĵ is linear, and that the function J(x) = 1 goes to the identity operator.
Generally, to get such families of quantum states |x⟩, different approaches are considered in the lit-

erature (see Refs. [50, 52, 55] 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 Γ is characterized by a Lie group G with its
Lie algebra g being isomorphic to the Lie algebra of a local symmetry of Γ, 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 repre-
sentation space H (in some restricted sense) identifies the corresponding quantum states space, since, in
this context, the map Γ ∋ x 7→ |x⟩ ∈ H is well established: on one hand, a specific state, say, |x0⟩, is
transported along the orbit

{
|g ⋄ x0 ≡ x⟩, g ∈ G

}
by the action of the group G based upon which Γ 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
(5.2) and (5.3). Eventually, applying the Stone theorem [56] to the UIR of one-parameter subgroups of

18 As is well known, in Dirac notations, any quantum state |x⟩ 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(x)

}
n∈N, as members of L2(Γ).
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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 in g (g being group
elements of G), every one-parameter subgroup may be expressed, according to the Stone theorem, in

the form Ut = exp
(
−itĴ

)
, where Ĵ 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 Ĵ 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 dS2 elemen-

tary systems, here it would be convenient to point out that all UIR’s of the dS2 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 categories/series: the principal, complementary, and discrete series. In a short-
cut, while we have in mind the three types of (co-)adjoint orbits (phase spaces) that appear for (free)
elementary systems in the context of dS2 relativity (see section 4), we assert that:

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

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

• The quantization of the two sheets of the cone in R3 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 DS2 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 dS2 Killing vectors Kab (see Eq. (2.2)) 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 MR (or on the (co-)adjoint orbits
(phase spaces) given in section 4). In the first case, these representations read:

Kab 7→ Lab =Mab = −i(xa∂b − xb∂a) . (6.1)

The associated second-order Casimir operator then reads:

Q = −1

2
MabM

ab = −t(t+ 1)1 , (6.2)

where its eigenvalues characterize the set of dS2 UIR’s such that the values t = − 1
2−iv, with−∞ < v <∞,

refer to the principal series, −1 < t < 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 ∋ g 7→ 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(g1g2) = U(g1)U(g2), for all g1, g2 ∈ 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−1) = U−1(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 .19 This implies that ⟨U(g)v1, U(g)v2⟩ = ⟨v1, v2⟩, for all vectors v1, v2 ∈ V . On the
other hand, a representation is called irreducible, if there is no nontrivial subspace V0 ⊂ V , which is
invariant under the operators U(g). Technically, this means that there is no nontrivial subspace V0 ⊂ V ,
such that for all vectors v0 ∈ V0 and all g ∈ G, we have U(g)v0 ∈ V0.

6.1.1. Group representations by shift operators

Let G be a transformation group of a set S,20 and V be a linear space of functions f(s) for s ∈ S.
Then, for each invariant subspace V0 ⊂ 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:

f ′(s′) = f(g−1 ⋄ s′) = f(s) . (6.3)

Note that the introduction of the inverse g−1 in Eq. (6.3) ensures that the action defines a group
homomorphism:

(U(g1) (U(g2)f)) (s) = (U(g1)f) (g
−1
2 ⋄ s) = f

(
g−12 ⋄ (g

−1
1 ⋄ s)

)
= f

(
(g1g2)

−1 ⋄ s
)
= (U(g1g2)f) (s) ,(6.4)

for all g1, g2 ∈ G and f ∈ V0.

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 Q and T (q) (q ∈ Q), respectively, denote a subgroup of a group G
and its representation in a vector space VQ. We also consider VG as the set of vector functions f(s) on
S = G, taking values in VQ and verifying the following conditions:

• First, for any element q of VQ, the scalar function ⟨f(s), q⟩ on S = G is measurable with respect to

the left-invariant measure dµ(s) on S = G, as well as ⟨f(s), f(s)⟩, where:∫
⟨f(s), f(s)⟩ dµ(s) <∞ . (6.5)

• Second, for any element q of Q, we have:

f(s ⋄ q) = T (q)f(s) . (6.6)

On this basis, one can easily show that the space VG is invariant for the left-shift operator
(
U(g)f

)
(s) =

f(g−1 ⋄ s), for all g ∈ G. Actually, the first condition is trivially fulfilled by f(g−1 ⋄ s), and the second
condition by:

(U(g)f) (s ⋄ q) = f(g−1 ⋄ s ⋄ q) = T (q)f(g−1 ⋄ s) = T (q) (U(g)f) (s) . (6.7)

It follows from the invariance of VG 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 Q = {e}, for which the second condition is automatically verified.
Another interesting case appears when we consider the trivial representation of any subgroup Q, namely,
T (q) = 1 for all q ∈ Q, which is realized in the space of constant functions on Q. In this case, the second
condition turns into f(s ⋄ q) = f(s), based upon which the trivial representation T (q) = 1 induces the
representation

(
U(g)f

)
(s) = f(g−1 ⋄ s), in the space of vector functions f(s) on the homogeneous coset

space S = G/Q (for which, Q being the stabilizer of the orbit points, we automatically have f(s⋄q) = f(s)
for all q ∈ 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 7→ s′ = g ⋄ s of S, while, for any two elements g1, g2 ∈ G and s ∈ S, we have (g1g2) ⋄ s = g1 ⋄ (g2 ⋄ s).
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6.1.3. Representations of groups with operator factors

We again invoke the notations/mathematical materials introduced in subsubsection 6.1.1. A represen-
tation of the form of shift operators on the (infinite dimensional) function space V0 (in the sense given in
subsubsections 6.1.1 and 6.1.2) typically includes a wide variety of important subrepresentations, includ-
ing representations on subspaces of polynomials, continuous functions, smooth (differentiable) functions,
analytic functions, normalizable (L2) 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(e, s) = 1 , N(g1g2, s) = N(g1, s)N(g2, g
−1
1 ⋄ s) ⇒ N−1(g, s) = N(g−1, g−1 ⋄ s) . (6.8)

Then, a multiplier representation explicitly reads:(
U(g)f

)
(s) = N(g, s) f(g−1 ⋄ s) . (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 decom-
position of SU(1, 1) (see subsection 3.3) 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 ∼ SO0(1, 1) is
the Cartan maximal abelian subgroup, M is the centralizer of A in K, and N ∼ 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 S1, carries the principal series UIR’s of SU(1, 1).21

The principal series is indeed induced by a continuous homomorphism of the minimal parabolic subgroup
B on S1 (i.e. a character of B), for which the Lie algebra of AN acts as a real polarization for the
differential of this character.22 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 = Ind
SU(1,1)
B (m× 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 (ε, t) denote the set of pairs of
numbers ε, taking the values 0 and 1/2, and complex numbers t. With each such family we associate a
space Dε,t of all complex-valued functions φ(z) of the complex variable z = x+ iy, such that:

• The functions φ(z) are infinitely differentiable in x and y at all points z = x + iy ∈ C, with the
exception of z = 0.

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⊛×g → R,

then we may define an alternating bilinear form Bf on g by:

Bf (X,Y ) = ⟨f ; [Y,X]⟩ , f ∈ g⊛ and X,Y ∈ g ,

where [Y,X] is the bracket in g. By definition, a subalgebra h ⊂ g is said to be a real polarization at f if h is a maximal
totally isotropic subspace for Bf , i.e., ⟨f ; [X, h]⟩ = 0 ⇐⇒ X ∈ h. See more details in Ref. [61].
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• The functions φ(z) have given parity:

φ(−z) = (−1)2εφ(z) , (6.11)

where, for ε = 0, they are even and, for ε = 1/2, they are odd.

• The functions φ(z) are homogeneous, with the degree of homogeneity 2t:

φ(az) = a2tφ(z) , (6.12)

for any positive number a.

Now, let ℸ 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 φ(z) ∈ Dε,t can be uniquely determined by its values on ℸ through the
homogeneity property:

φ(z) =

∣∣∣∣ zz0
∣∣∣∣2t( z

z0

)2ε

φ(z0) , (6.13)

where z0 is the point of intersection of the curve ℸ and the line joining this point to the origin. Accordingly,
Dε,t can be viewed as a space of functions on ℸ. Of course, if ℸ intersects the straight lines passing through
the origin at several points, the space Dε,t can be realized by the space of functions given on ℸ which
verifies certain additional criterions, arising from the parity and homogeneity of φ(z) inDε,t. For instance,

ℸ being the unit circle S1 (compact realization), the space Dε,t, for ε = 0, can be realized by the space of

even infinitely differentiable (in x and y) functions on S1 (they take equal values at diametrically opposite
points) and, for ε = 1/2, by the space of odd infinitely differentiable (in x and y) functions on S1 (they
take values at diametrically opposite points which differ only in sign).
It is actually more convenient to merge the two cases ε = 0 and ε = 1/2 into a unique one by defining

in each case a function f on S1 as:

D0,t ∋ φ 7→ f
(
eiϖ
)
= φ

(
ei

ϖ
2

)
, (6.14)

D1/2,t ∋ φ 7→ f
(
eiϖ
)
= ei

ϖ
2 φ
(
ei

ϖ
2

)
. (6.15)

Hence, for any pair (ε, t) the space Dε,t can be realized as the space D of infinitely differentiable (in x

and y) functions on S1. However there is a deep topological meaning behind the existence of the two
possibilities, even (ε = 0) and odd (ε = 1/2). It 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 D0,t, when they are expressed as φ

(
ei

ϖ
2

)
, do not feel the difference and can be qualified of

scalar fields while the odd functions in D1/2,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 Dε,t:

SU(1, 1) ∋ g =

(
α β
β∗ α∗

)
: φ(z) 7→

(
Tε,t(g)φ

)
(z) = φ(α∗z − βz∗) , (6.16)

One easily check that the parity ε and the degree of homogeneity t are conserved and the representation
property Tε,t(g1)Tε,t(g2) = Tε,t(g1g2) holds true. Let us now express this representation in terms of
actions on the space of functions f in D as there introduced in Eqs. (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 Uε,t in order to be
consistent with (6.10):

SU(1, 1) ∋ g =

(
α β
β∗ α∗

)
: f
(
eiϖ
)
7→
(
Uε,t(g)f

) (
eiϖ
)
= (−β∗eiϖ + α)t+ε(−βe−iϖ + α∗)t−ε f

(
α∗eiϖ − β
−β∗eiϖ + α

)
≡ Nε,t

(
g, eiϖ

)
f
(
g−1 ⋄ eiϖ

)
.

(6.17)

Recall that according to the Iwasawa decomposition of SU(1, 1), we have :

S1 ∋ eiϖ 7→ eiϖ
′
= g−1 ⋄ eiϖ = (α∗eiϖ − β)(−β∗eiϖ + α)−1 ∈ S1 . (6.18)
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6.2.3. Hilbert space and condition for being unitary

In the sense of (6.10) and the above material, the compact realization of the principal series UIR’s
of SU(1, 1) entails the action of the representation operators Uε,t in the Hilbert space L2

C(S1,dϖ/2π) ≡
L2
C(S1) densely23 generated by all those complex-valued functions f

(
eiϖ
)
, ϖ ∈ [0, 2π) mod 2π, in D,

which are square integrable with respect to the scalar product:

⟨f1, f2⟩ =
1

2π

∫
S1
f∗1
(
eiϖ
)
f2
(
eiϖ
)
dϖ , (6.19)

namely:

∥f∥2 ≡ ⟨f, f⟩ = 1

2π

∫
S1
|f
(
eiϖ
)
|2 dϖ <∞ . (6.20)

The representations (6.17) are unitary if we set t = − 1
2 − iv, while v ∈ R. The proof is based on the

transformation of the differential dz under the homographic action z 7→ z′ = (az + b)(cz + d)−1 in the
complex plane:

dz′ = d
az + b

cz + d
=

ad− bc
(cz + d)2

dz , (6.21)

and in particular for z = eiϖ, z′ = eiϖ
′
, and g =

(
α β
β∗ α∗

)
∈ SU(1, 1):

dϖ′ =
dϖ

|αeiϖ + β|2
. (6.22)

Hence, for g ∈ SU(1, 1), and with eiϖ
′
= g−1 ⋄ eiϖ:

⟨Uε,t(g)f1, Uε,t(g)f2⟩ =
1

2π

∫
S1
f∗1
(
g−1 ⋄ eiϖ

)
|Nε,t(g, z)|2 f2

(
g−1 ⋄ eiϖ

)
dϖ

=
1

2π

∫
S1
f∗1

(
eiϖ

′
)
f2

(
eiϖ

′
) ∣∣α∗eiϖ − β∣∣4Re(t)+2

dϖ′

= ⟨f1, f2⟩ if t = −1

2
− iv ,

(6.23)

which implies that the representations Uε,t=− 1
2−iv

≡ U
ps
ε,t=− 1

2−iv
are unitary. From the above, it is also

obvious that the two families of the representations U
ps
ε,t=− 1

2−iv
and U

ps
ε,−t−1=− 1

2+iv
are unitary equivalent.

Below, we will show that there is a correspondence between the parameters v and κ (the latter was
already encountered in subsection 4.2, and denotes the radius (“mass”) of the SU(1, 1) (co-)adjoint orbits
of hyperbolic (“massive”) type), as κ = ±v, for v ≷ 0, respectively.

6.2.4. Irreducibility and infinitesimal operators

Now, we show that the unitary representations U
ps
ε,t=− 1

2−iv
, with ε = 0, 1/2 and v ∈ R, are irreducible.

To do this, the first task is to find an expression for the infinitesimal operators of U
ps
ε,t . 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.

We begin with the subgroup L of matrices of the form l(φ) =

(
cosh φ

2 i sinh φ
2

−i sinh φ
2 cosh φ

2

)
, with φ ∈ R, for

which we have:

l−1(φ) =

(
cosh φ

2 −i sinh φ
2

i sinh φ
2 cosh φ

2

)
. (6.24)

23 A subspace Md of a topological space M is called dense in M , if every point in M either belongs to Md or is a limit point
of Md, that is, the closure of Md 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, Md is dense in M if and only if the smallest closed subspace of M containing Md is M itself.

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-16045-5


The complete version of the book is available at this DOI link: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-16045-5.24

From Eq. (6.17), we have:(
U
ps
ε,t

(
l(φ)

)
f
)
(eiϖ) =

(
i sinh φ

2 e
iϖ + cosh φ

2

)t+ε(
− i sinh φ

2 e
−iϖ + cosh φ

2

)t−ε
f

(
cosh φ

2 e
iϖ − i sinh φ

2

i sinh φ
2 e

iϖ + cosh φ
2

)
.(6.25)

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

Ŷl ≡ Ĵ1 =
i∂
(
U
ps
ε,t

(
l(φ)

))
∂φ

∣∣∣
φ=0

= −(t+ ε)
eiϖ

2
+ (t− ε)e

−iϖ

2
− i cosϖ

d

dϖ
. (6.26)

In the same way, to the one-parameter subgroups A and K, respectively constituted by matrices of the

forms a(ψ) =

(
cosh ψ

2 sinh ψ
2

sinh ψ
2 cosh ψ

2

)
, with ψ ∈ R, and k(θ) =

(
eiθ/2 0
0 e−iθ/2

)
, with 0 ⩽ θ < 4π, correspond

the respective infinitesimal operators:

Ŷt ≡ Ĵ2 =
i∂
(
U
ps
ε,t

(
a(ψ)

))
∂ψ

∣∣∣
ψ=0

= −i(t+ ε)
eiϖ

2
− i(t− ε)e

−iϖ

2
+ i sinϖ

d

dϖ
, (6.27)

and:

Ŷs ≡ Ĵ0 =
i∂
(
U
ps
ε,t

(
k(θ)

))
∂θ

∣∣∣
θ=0

= −ε− i
d

dϖ
. (6.28)

Considering the latter, the operators Ĵ1 and Ĵ2 can also be rewritten as:

Ĵ1 = −it sinϖ + cosϖĴ0 ,

Ĵ2 = −it cosϖ − sinϖĴ0 . (6.29)

These operators obey the following commutation relations:

[Ĵ0, Ĵ1] = −iĴ2 , [Ĵ0, Ĵ2] = iĴ1 , [Ĵ1, Ĵ2] = iĴ0 , (6.30)

which generate the su(1, 1) algebra.

Here, it must be underlined that the operators Ĵa (a = 0, 1, 2) are unbounded, and hence, they cannot
be defined on the whole Hilbert space L2

C(S1). They are indeed essentially self-adjoint operators on a
suitable common dense subspace ∆ ⊂ L2

C(S1) (see footnote 23). In the following, we will show that such a
∆ exists and can be spanned with respect to all finite linear combinations of elements of the orthonormal
basis

{
|n⟩
}
≡
{
exp(−inϖ)

}
, with n ∈ Z, in L2

C(S1) such that the aforementioned infinitesimal operators

establish the UIR’s U
ps
ε,t of the SU(1, 1) group on it. To prove the irreducibility of the representations

U
ps
ε,t , then, it would be sufficient to show that there are no subspaces ∆0 ⊂ ∆, other than {0} and ∆

itself, invariant under the action of all the operators Ĵ0, Ĵ1, and Ĵ2. Here, however, instead of Ĵ0, Ĵ1, and
Ĵ2, it would be more convenient to use their linear combinations Ĵ ′0 = −Ĵ0 and Ĵ± = −iĴ2 ∓ Ĵ1. Besides
the former which is quite obvious, the other two, considering Eqs. (6.26) and (6.27), explicitly read:

Ĵ+ = ie−iϖ
d

dϖ
− (t− ε)e−iϖ ,

Ĵ− = −ieiϖ d

dϖ
− (t+ ε)eiϖ . (6.31)

They verify [Ĵ+, Ĵ−] = 2Ĵ ′0 and [Ĵ ′0, Ĵ±] = ±Ĵ±. 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 Ĵ ′0, Ĵ+, and Ĵ−.

Technically, the aforementioned orthonormal basis
{
|n⟩ ; n ∈ Z

}
, which is supposed to generate the

common dense invariant subspace ∆ ⊂ L2
C(S1), is constituted by the eigenfunctions of Ĵ ′0:

Ĵ ′0 |n⟩ = (ε+ n) |n⟩ . (6.32)

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

Ĵ+ |n⟩ = (ε− t+ n) |n+ 1⟩ , (6.33)

Ĵ− |n⟩ = −(ε+ t+ n) |n− 1⟩ . (6.34)

Therefore, in the allowed ranges of parameters, the operators Ĵ ′0 and Ĵ± are well defined in the common
dense ∆. Moreover, ∆ is clearly invariant, with no nontrivial subspace invariant, for the given infinitesimal
operators. The irreducibility of the representations U

ps
ε,t then is proved.
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6.2.5. Quantum Casimir operator

The associated quadratic quantum Casimir operator reads:

Q = Ĵ2
2 + Ĵ2

1 − Ĵ2
0 =
−Ĵ+Ĵ− − Ĵ−Ĵ+

2
− Ĵ ′20 = −t(t+ 1)1 , t = −1

2
− iv , v ∈ R . (6.35)

By adjusting κ = ±v, respectively, for v ≷ 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” κ, in dS2 spacetime:

Q = Ĵ2
2 + Ĵ2

1 − Ĵ2
0 = (κ2 +

1

4
)1 . (6.36)

Considering the above, one can also check that the functions f(z) ∈ ∆, which characterize the (true)
quantum states carrying the principal series representations, are indeed eigenfunctions of the quadratic
Casimir operator Q for the eigenvalues (κ2 + 1

4 ), namely,
(
Q − (κ2 + 1

4 )
)
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 III, when the spacetime realization of the dS4 representations is taken into account, to give the
“wave equations” of dS4 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 (6.17) defines the unitary representations U
ps
ε,t=− 1

2−iv
(belonging to the

principal series) in L2
C(S1) only for 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 (6.17) 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 Ucs, is specified by −1 < t < 0 and ε = 0. The corresponding Hilbert space
L2
C(S1 × S1) is defined as the space of functions f

(
eiϖ
)
on the unit-circle S1, which verify:

⟨f1, f2⟩ = c

∫∫
S1×S1

f∗1
(
eiϖ1

)
f2
(
eiϖ2

)
|ϖ1 −ϖ2|−2t−2 dϖ1dϖ2 <∞ , (6.37)

where c is an arbitrary constant. The operators Ucs
0,t act in the Hilbert space as:

SU(1, 1) ∋ g =

(
α β
β∗ α∗

)
: f
(
eiϖ
)
7→
(
Ucs
0,t(g)f

) (
eiϖ
)
=
∣∣−β∗eiϖ + α

∣∣2t f ( α∗eiϖ − β
−β∗eiϖ + α

)
≡ N0,t

(
g, eiϖ

)
f
(
g−1 ⋄ eiϖ

)
.

(6.38)

Note that the representations Ucs
0,t and U

cs
0,−t−1 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:

Ys 7→ Ŷs ≡ Ĵ0 = −i d

dϖ
, (6.39)

Yl 7→ Ŷl ≡ Ĵ1 = −it sinϖ + cosϖĴ0 , (6.40)

Yt 7→ Ŷt ≡ Ĵ2 = −it cosϖ − sinϖĴ0 , (6.41)

with:

[Ĵ0, Ĵ1] = −iĴ2 , [Ĵ0, Ĵ2] = iĴ1 , [Ĵ1, Ĵ2] = iĴ0 . (6.42)

The associated quantum quadratic Casimir operator is:

Q = Ĵ2
2 + Ĵ2

1 − Ĵ2
0 = −t(t+ 1)1 , −1 < t < 0 . (6.43)
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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 (ε, t) taking values t = −1,−2, ... , for ε = 0, and t = −1/2,−3/2, ... , for ε = 1/2. These
operators act in the Fock-Bargmann Hilbert space L2

C(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:

∥f∥2 =
−2t− 1

2π

∫∫
D

|f(z)|2 (1− |z|2)−2t−2d2z <∞ , d2z =
i

2
dz ∧ dz∗ = d

(
Re(z)

)
d
(
Im(z)

)
, (6.44)

for t ̸= −1/2,24. The action of the representation operators Uds
ε,t (g) on the functions f(z) is defined by:

SU(1, 1) ∋ g =

(
α β
β∗ α∗

)
: f(z) 7→

(
Uds
ε,t (g)f

)
(z) = (−β∗z + α)2t f

(
α∗z − β
−β∗z + α

)
≡ Nε,t(g, z) f(g−1 ⋄ z) .

(6.45)

Remind that according to the Cartan decomposition of SU(1, 1), we have :

D ∋ z 7→ z′ = g−1 ⋄ z = (α∗z − β)(−β∗z + α)−1 ∈ 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):

Ys 7→ Ŷs ≡ Ĵ0 = z
d

dz
− t , (6.47)

Yl 7→ Ŷl ≡ Ĵ1 =
1 + z2

2

d

dz
− tz , (6.48)

Yt 7→ Ŷt ≡ Ĵ2 = −i
(1− z2

2

d

dz
+ tz

)
, (6.49)

which obey the commutation rules:

[Ĵ0, Ĵ1] = −iĴ2 , [Ĵ0, Ĵ2] = iĴ1 , [Ĵ1, Ĵ2] = iĴ0 . (6.50)

Finally, the quantum quadratic Casimir operator takes the form:

Q = Ĵ2
2 + Ĵ2

1 − Ĵ2
0 = −t(t+ 1)1 , t = −1,−3/2,−2, ... . (6.51)

Part II

1 + 3-dimensional dS (dS4) geometry and
relativity (classical and quantum mechanics)

In this part, we extend the above group-theoretical construction to dS4 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 dS4 spacetime
and physical content of the theory under vanishing curvature. We begin with a brief description of dS4
spacetime and its causal structure.

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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7. DS4 MANIFOLD AND ITS CAUSAL STRUCTURE

DS4 spacetime is topologically R1 × S3 (R1 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 R1+4 (by abuse of notation, let us say R5):

MR ≡
{
x = (x0, ... , x4) ∈ R5 ; (x)2 ≡ x · x = ηABx

AxB = −R2
}
, A,B = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 , (7.1)

where xA’s stand for the corresponding Cartesian coordinates and ηAB = diag(1,−1,−1,−1,−1) for the
ambient Minkowski metric. From a cosmological viewpoint, the (constant) radius of curvature is given by
R = H−1, where H is the Hubble constant (which fixes the rate of expansion of the dS4 spatial sections).

The global causal ordering of MR is induced by that of R5. Technically, to see the point, let:

V + ≡
{
x ∈ R5 ; (x)2 = x · x ⩾ 0, x0 > 0

}
. (7.2)

[For future use, we also denote the interior of V + by V̊
+
≡
{
x ∈ R5 ; (x)2 > 0, x0 > 0

}
.] Then, for two

“events” x, x′ ∈MR, we say that x′ is future connected to x (symbolized here by x′ ⩾ x), if x′−x ∈ V +,
i.e., (x′ − x)2 ⩾ 0 (or equivalently,25 x · x′ ⩽ −R2), with (x′0 − x0) > 0. Indeed, the future (respectively,
past) cone of a given event x ∈MR is determined by Σ+(x) (respectively, by Σ−(x)):

Σ+(x)
(
respectively, Σ−(x)

)
=
{
x′ ∈MR ; x′ ⩾ x

(
respectively, x′ ⩽ x

)}
. (7.3)

With this definition, the “light-cone” ∂Σ(x), as the boundary set of Σ+(x)
⋃

Σ−(x), is the union of all
linear generatrices of MR containing the event x:

∂Σ(x) =
{
x′ ∈MR ; (x′ − x)2 = 0

(
or equivalently, x · x′ = −R2

)}
. (7.4)

On the other hand, two events x, x′ ∈ MR are said in “acausal relation” or “spacelike separated”, if
x′ /∈ Σ+(x)

⋃
Σ−(x), i.e., if (x′ − x)2 < 0 (or equivalently, x · x′ > −R2).

Finally, let us point out that the (pseudo-)distance d(x, x′) on MR is implicitly defined by [35]:

cosh

(
d(x, x′)

R

)
= −x · x

′

R2
, for x and x′ timelike separated ,

cos

(
d(x, x′)

R

)
= −x · x

′

R2
, for x and x′ spacelike separated such that |x · x′| < R2 . (7.5)

8. DS4 RELATIVITY GROUP SO0(1, 4) AND ITS COVERING SP(2, 2)

The relativity group of dS4 spacetime, as the Lorentz group of the ambient Minkowski spacetime R5,
is SO0(1, 4). It is the ten-parameter group of all linear transformations in R5 which leave invariant the
quadratic form (x)2 = ηABx

AxB , have determinant 1, and do not reverse the direction of the “time”
variable x0. [Analogous to the 1 + 1-dimensional case (see subsection 2.1), this invariant quadratic form
(x)2 = ηABx

AxB , besides the origin xA = 0 (with A = 0, ... , 4), determines three types of orbits in R5:
the upper and lower sheets of the cone, with (x)2 = 0 (x0 ≷ 0, respectively); the upper and lower sheets
of the two-sheeted hyperboloids, with (x)2 > 0 (x0 ≷ 0, respectively); and the one-sheeted hyperboloid,
with (x)2 < 0. Note that the dS4 manifold MR belongs to the latter case.] A familiar realization of the
corresponding Lie algebra is achieved by the linear span of the ten Killing vectors:

KAB = xA∂B − xB∂A , KAB = −KBA . (8.1)

The universal covering of the dS4 relativity group is the symplectic Sp(2, 2) group.26 The latter comes
to fore when dealing with half-integer spins (in the same way as SO(3) is replaced by SU(2), or SO0(1, 3)

25 Note that (x′ − x)2 = −2(R2 + x · x′), for x, x′ ∈MR.
26 The phrase “universal covering” refers to the fact that Sp(2, 2), as the covering group of SO0(1, 4), is simply connected.
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is replaced by SL(2,C)). The Sp(2, 2) group is suitably described as the group of all 2 × 2-matrices g,

with quaternionic components27, which verify the unimodular and pseudo-unitary conditions:

Sp(2, 2) =

{
g =

(
a b
c d

)
; a,b, c,d ∈ H, det(g) = 1, g†γ0g = γ0

}
, (8.2)

where g† = g⋆t, g⋆ being the quaternionic conjugate of g (see more details in appendix B) and gt the

transpose of g, and γ0 =

(
1 0
0 -1

)
, with components 1 and 0 being, respectively, the unit and zero 2× 2

matrices.
It is worth noting that this matrix γ0 is a part of the Clifford algebra determined by:

γAγB + γBγA = 2ηAB14 , γA
†
= γ0γAγ0 , (8.3)

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

γk = (−1)k+1

(
0 iσk
iσk 0

)
=

(
0 ek
ek 0

)
, γ4 =

(
0 1
−1 0

)
, (8.4)

with k = 1, 2, 3. Note that, in the above, 14 stands for the 4× 4-unit matrix. Among the set of the γA’s,

γ0 is the unique one to belong to Sp(2, 2). Due to (8.3), one checks that γA
†
γ0γA = −γ0 for all A ̸= 0.

Moreover, we should point out that the determinant of g is given by:

det(g) = |a|2|d− ca−1b|2 = |b|2|c− db−1a|2 = |c|2|b− ac−1d|2 = |d|2|a− bd−1c|2 , (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 g†γ0g = γ0, on one hand, we obtain the following auxiliary relations

between the (quaternionic) matrix elements:

|a|2 − |c|2 = 1 , |d|2 − |b|2 = 1 , a⋆b = c⋆d , (8.6)

and, on the other hand, since det(g) ̸= 0, we get:

g−1 = γ0g†γ0 =

(
a⋆ −c⋆

−b⋆ d⋆

)
. (8.7)

Now, considering the fact that gg−1 = g−1g =

(
1 0
0 1

)
, along with the identity (8.7), we obtain:

|a|2 − |b|2 = 1 , |d|2 − |c|2 = 1 , ac⋆ = bd⋆ . (8.8)

Finally, comparing the identities given in (8.6) with those in (8.8) results in:

|a| = |d| , |b| = |c| . (8.9)

One can easily check that the matrix g =

(
a b
c d

)
, with generic quaternionic components, possessing the

conditions (8.6), (8.8), and (8.9), verifies det(g) = 1, as well. Moreover, one can check that the constraints
(8.6) or, equivalently, (8.8), reduce to 10 the 16 parameters of a generic 2× 2-quaternionic matrix.

27 Note that, in this paper, we merely consider the 2× 2-matrix representation of the set of quaternions, based upon which
the quaternionic basis is given by

{
1 ≡ 12, ek ≡ (−1)k+1iσk ; k = 1, 2, 3

}
, where σk’s are the Pauli matrices. For more

details, see appendix B.
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8.1. Homomorphism between SO0(1, 4) and Sp(2, 2) and some discrete symmetries

In order to give an explicit realization of the homomorphism between the groups SO0(1, 4) and Sp(2, 2),
with any x ∈ R5 we associate the matrix /x defined by:

/x = xAγA =

(
1x0 −x
x⋆ −1x0

)
, /x

2 =
(
(x0)2 − |x|2

)
14 = (x)214 , (8.10)

where x = (x4, x⃗) ∈ H is a quaternion (again, in the 2× 2-matrix notations). On the other hand, a given
matrix of the form /x uniquely determines a point x ∈ R5 in such a way that its components are:

xA =
1

4
tr
(
γA/x

)
. (8.11)

Accordingly, this correspondence defines a one-to-one map between R5 and the set of 4× 4-matrices /x.
Considering the above, the action of Sp(2, 2) on R5, for each element g ∈ Sp(2, 2), is given by:

/x
′ = g/xg−1 =

(
1x′0 −x′
x′⋆ −1x′0

)
. (8.12)

[A full justification of this action is given in the next section.] The transformed matrix /x
′ represents a

unique point x′ in R5, with the components:

x′A =
1

4
tr
(
γA/x

′)
=

1

4
tr
(
γAg/xg−1

)
=

1

4
tr
(
γAgγBg

−1)xB . (8.13)

For the sake of simplicity, we symbolize the above action by x′ = g ⋄ x. This action is clearly linear

and determinant-preserving; det
(
g/xg−1

)
= det(/x) =

(
(x)2

)2
. Moreover, this action does not change the

signature of x0, i.e., if x0 > 0 then we get x′0 = 1
4 tr
(
γ0gγBg

−1)xB > 0. To see the point, let us set
x = (1, 0, 0, 0, 0), then:

x′0 =
1

4
tr
(
γ0gγ0g

−1)
=

1

4

(
|a|2 + |b|2 + |c|2 + |d|2

)
> 0 . (8.14)

These facts show that the linear transformation x′ = g ⋄ x, which leaves invariant the quadratic form

(x)2, belongs to SO0(1, 4), as well. Actually, for every transformation in SO0(1, 4), there are two elements
±g ∈ Sp(2, 2), since g ⋄x = (−g)⋄x. In this sense, Sp(2, 2) is two-to-one homomorphic to SO0(1, 4), with

the kernel isomorphic to Z2:

Sp(2, 2)/Z2 ∼ SO0(1, 4) . (8.15)

Another interesting point to be highlighted here is that, as an element of Sp(2, 2), the group action of
γ0 corresponds to the discrete symmetry:

/x 7→ /x
′ = γ0/x

(
γ0
)−1

= γ0/xγ0 =

(
1x0 x
−x⋆ −1x0

)
= /x

† , i.e., x = (x0,x) 7→ x′ = (x0,−x) . (8.16)

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

/x 7→ /x
′ = γk/x

(
γk
)−1

= −γk/xγk =

(
−1x0 −ekx⋆ek
ekxek 1x0

)
, i.e., x = (x0,x) 7→ x′ = (−x0, ekx⋆ek) ,

(8.17)

/x 7→ /x
′ = γ4/x

(
γ4
)−1

= −γ4/xγ4 =

(
−1x0 −x⋆

x 1x0

)
, i.e., x = (x0,x) 7→ x′ = (−x0,x⋆) . (8.18)

It follows that the action of γ0γk changes the sign of the components x0 and xk, γ4γk changes the sign
of the components x4 and xk, and finally γ0γ4 changes the sign of the components x0 and x4. Note that
while the so-called antipodal symmetry x 7→ −x (see, for instance, Ref. [67]) cannot be obtained through
such actions, it can be yielded by combining the action of γ0γ4 with quaternionic conjugation /x 7→ /x

⋆:

/x 7→ /x
′ = γ0γ4/x

⋆
(
γ0γ4

)−1
= γ0γ4/x

⋆γ0γ4 = −/x i.e., x = (x0,x) 7→ −x . (8.19)

9. RELATIVISTIC MEANING OF THE DS4 GROUP: GROUP DECOMPOSITION

9.1. Space-time-Lorentz decomposition

Any g ∈ Sp(2, 2), with respect to the group involution i(g) : g 7→ γ0γ4g†γ0γ4, can be decomposed
into:

g =

(
a b
c d

)
= j l , (9.1)

where the factor l is an element of the subgroup:

L =
{
l ∈ Sp(2, 2) ; i(l) = l−1

}
. (9.2)

Considering l =

(
al bl
cl dl

)
, with generic quaternionic components, the definition (9.2) along with the

identity (8.7) result in:

al = dl , bl = −cl . (9.3)

On the other hand, it is truly expected that the quaternionic components of l
(
∈ Sp(2, 2)

)
verify the

conditions (8.6) and (8.8), as well. This directly implies that:

a⋆

l bl + b⋆

l al = 0 , alb
⋆

l + bla
⋆

l = 0 , (9.4)

for which, by defining al ≡ (a4l , a⃗l) and bl ≡ (b4l , b⃗l), we obtain the condition a4l b
4
l + a⃗l · b⃗l = 0. Then, a

possible solution to the set of Eqs. (9.4) can be given by allocating to al and bl, respectively:

al = cosh φ
2

(
1, 0⃗
)
, bl = sinh φ

2

(
0, u⃗
)
, (9.5)

where φ ∈ R and the pure vector quaternion29 u⃗ ≡
(
0, u⃗
)
, with u⃗ =

(
u1, u2, u3

)
, belongs to SU(2) (that

is, |u⃗| = |u⃗| =
√
(u1)2 + (u2)2 + (u3)2 = 1). The above solution can be simply generalized by readjusting

al 7→ val and bl 7→ vbl, where v ≡
(
cos ϑ2 , sin

ϑ
2 v⃗
)
∈ SU(2), with 0 ⩽ ϑ < 2π, v⃗ =

(
v1, v2, v3

)
, and

|v| = |v⃗| = 1. Accordingly, a generic form of the matrix l reads:

l =

(
v 0
0 v

)(
1 cosh φ

2 u⃗ sinh φ
2

−u⃗ sinh φ
2 1 cosh φ

2

)
. (9.6)

28 Note that, since γA’s, with A ̸= 0, are not elements of the Sp(2, 2) group, their respective inverses
(
γA
)−1

’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 B).
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Here, in a shortcut, we would like to point out that the subgroup L, with the above generic element, is ac-
tually 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:30

j i(j) = g i(g) =

(
ad⋆ + bc⋆ ab⋆ + ba⋆

cd⋆ + dc⋆ cb⋆ + da⋆

)
≡
(
w2 coshψ 1 sinhψ
1 sinhψ w⋆2 coshψ

)
, (9.7)

where ψ ∈ R and w ≡
(
cos θ2 , sin

θ
2 w⃗
)
∈ SU(2), with 0 ⩽ θ < 2π, w⃗ =

(
w1, w2, w3

)
, and |w| = |w⃗| = 1.

A possible solution for the factor j, verifying Eq. (9.7), is:

j =

(
w 0
0 w⋆

)(
1 cosh ψ

2 1 sinh ψ
2

1 sinh ψ
2 1 cosh ψ

2

)
. (9.8)

In summary, the above construction presents a global, but nonunique, decomposition of Sp(2, 2) as:

Sp(2, 2) ∋ g =
(∏

k

exp(θkXk)
)
exp(ψX0)

(∏
k

exp(ϑkY k)
)(∏

k

exp(φkZk)
)
, (9.9)

where Xk, X0, Y k and Zk, with k = 1, 2, 3, denote the corresponding infinitesimal generators:

Xk =
d

dθk

(
w 0
0 w⋆

) ∣∣∣
θk=0

=
1

2

(
ek 0
0 −ek

)
, (9.10)

X0 =
d

dψ

(
1 cosh ψ

2 1 sinh ψ
2

1 sinh ψ
2 1 cosh ψ

2

) ∣∣∣
ψ=0

=
1

2

(
0 1
1 0

)
, (9.11)

Y k =
d

dϑk

(
v 0
0 v

) ∣∣∣
ϑk=0

=
1

2

(
ek 0
0 ek

)
, (9.12)

Zk =
d

dφk

(
1 cosh φ

2 u⃗ sinh φ
2

−u⃗ sinh φ
2 1 cosh φ

2

) ∣∣∣
φk=0

=
1

2

(
0 ek
−ek 0

)
. (9.13)

They obey the following commutation relations:[
Y i, Y j

]
= Eijk Y k ,[

Y i, Xj

]
= Eijk Xk ,[

Xi, Xj

]
= Eijk Y k ,[

Y i, Zj
]

= Eijk Zk ,[
Xi, Zj

]
= −δij X0 ,[

Zi, Zj
]

= −Eijk Y k ,[
X0, Xi

]
= −Zi ,[

X0, Zi
]

= −Xi ,[
X0, Y i

]
= 0 , (9.14)

where i, j, k = 1, 2, 3 and Eijk is the three-dimensional totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol. The
above commutation relations can be brought into a form which explicitly exhibits the dS4 Lie algebra
sp(2, 2), by defining:

K4k ≡ Xk , K04 ≡ X0 , Kki ≡ Ekij Y j , K0k ≡ Zk , (9.15)

30 Note that γ0γ4 = −γ4γ0 and γ0γ4γ0γ4 = γ0γ0 = −γ4γ4 = 14, and that the quaternion field, as a multiplicative group,
is H ∼ R+ × SU(2) (for the latter see appendix B).
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based upon which, we get:

[KAB ,KCD] = −
(
ηACKBD + ηBDKAC − ηADKBC − ηBCKAD

)
, A,B = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 . (9.16)

Note that KAB = −KBA.
Here, we must underline that, quite analogous to the 1 + 1-dimensional case, the factor j (see Eq.

(9.8)) plays the role of “spacetime” square root, which exemplifies the dS4 topology R1 × S3. To make
this point apparent, following the instruction given in subsection 3.1, we define the coordinates (x0,x) in
R5 as:

Υ(x) = R j i(j) (−γ4) = R

(
1 sinhψ −w2 coshψ

w⋆2 coshψ −1 sinhψ

)
≡
(
1x0 −x
x⋆ −1x0

)
= /x , (9.17)

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

Sp(2, 2) ∋ g : j 7→ j′ ≡ g ⋄ j , gj = j′l′ , (9.18)

from which, recalling that l ∈ L (that is, i(l) = l−1), γ0γ4 = −γ4γ0, and γ0γ4γ0γ4 = γ0γ0 = −γ4γ4 = 14,
we obtain:

Υ(x′) = R j′ i(j′) (−γ4)

= R
(
gjl′−1

) [
γ0γ4

(
(l′−1)†j†g†

)
γ0γ4

]
(−γ4)

= R gj
[
l′−1 γ0γ4

(
(l′−1)†

)
γ0γ4

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=14

[
γ0γ4

(
j†g†

)
γ0γ4

]
(−γ4)

= g
[
R j

(
γ0γ4j†γ0γ4

)]
(−γ4)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=Υ(x)

γ4
[
γ0γ4g†γ0γ4

]
(−γ4)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=γ0g†γ0

= gΥ(x)g−1 = /x
′ . (9.19)

This is the justification of the group action already given in (8.12). Since this group action preserves the
determinant:

det
(
Υ(x′)

)
= det

(
Υ(x)

)
=
(
(x0)2 − |x|2

)2
= R4 , (9.20)

as well as the identity (x0)2 − |x|2 = −R2 (see Eq. (8.10)):

(/x
′)2 = g/xg−1g/xg−1 = (/x)2 =

(
(x0)2 − |x|2

)
14 = −R2

14 , (9.21)

we understand from the factorisation (9.1) that each point of the corresponding dS4 hyperboloid is in one-
to-one correspondence with each class of the left coset Sp(2, 2)/L, i.e., Sp(2, 2) = dS4 ×L, topologically.

Technically, in the above group decomposition, the factor l ∈ L leaves the point x⊙ = (0, 0, 0, 0, R),
chosen as the origin of the dS4 hyperboloid MR, invariant.

31 The tangent space to MR on the base
point x⊙ (that is, the hyperplane {x ∈ R5 ; x4 = R}) is considered as the 1 + 3-dimensional Minkowski
spacetime (with pseudo-metric dx20−dx21−dx22−dx23) onto which dS4 spacetime can be contracted at the
zero-curvature limit. In this sense, the subgroup L (isomorphic to SO0(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 k and Zk (see Eqs. (9.12) and (9.13)).
They are indeed the “space rotations” and “boost transformations”, respectively. Correspondingly, the
parameters v, u⃗ and φ 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 x⊙ = (0, 0, 0, 0, R) to any point of MR:

j

(
0 −1R
1R 0

)
j−1 = R

(
1 sinhψ −w2 coshψ

w⋆2 coshψ −1 sinhψ

)
≡
(
1x0 −x
x⋆ −1x0

)
= /x . (9.22)

31 Just remember that this choice is purely arbitrary due to the SO0(1, 4) or Sp(2, 2) symmetry; any other point is physically
equivalent. If we were to deal with the unit sphere S4 as representing a four-dimensional manifold in R5, 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 (ψ,w2) actually provides global coordinates for MR:

x0 = R sinhψ , x
(
= (x4, x⃗)

)
= Rw2 coshψ . (9.23)

[Recall that w ≡
(
cos θ2 , sin

θ
2 w⃗
)
∈ SU(2), where 0 ⩽ θ < 2π and w⃗ =

(
w1, w2, w3

)
, with (w1)2 + (w2)2 +

(w3)2 = 1. One can also show that w2 =
(
cos θ, sin θw⃗

)
∈ SU(2).] In this sense, the corresponding

generators Xk and X0 (see Eqs. (9.10) and (9.11)) are interpreted as the “space translations” and “time
translations”, respectively.
Here, taking the coordinates (9.23) into account, the fact that dS4 spacetime is locally Minkowskian

can also be viewed by considering the left-invariant metric ds2 in the following global coordinates (yielded
by letting ψ, θ → 0 in the coordinates (9.23)):

t◦ = Rψ , and x⃗◦ ≡ (x1◦, x
2
◦, x

3
◦) = Rθw⃗ , (9.24)

from which, we get:

ds2 =
(
dt◦
)2 − cosh2(R−1t◦)

(
dx⃗◦

)2
. (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 7→ (g†)−1, based upon which any g ∈ Sp(2, 2) can be decomposed into [61]:

g =

(
a b
c d

)
= p k , (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† = k−1). Utilizing
the conditions (8.6), (8.8), and (8.9) along with the identities given in appendix B, one can show that:

p =

(
|a|1 |a|q
|a|q⋆ |a|1

)
∈ P , and k =

(
a
|a| 0

0 d
|d|

)
∈ K , (9.27)

where q = bd−1, q⋆ = (bd−1)⋆ = (d−1)⋆b⋆ = db⋆/|d|2 = ca⋆/|a|2 = ca−1, and a
|a| ,

d
|d| ∈ SU(2),

while |a| = |d| = (1 − |q|2)−1/2, with |q| < 1. The subgroup K, as the maximal compact subgroup of
Sp(2, 2), can be realized by the isomorphism K ∼ SU(2)× SU(2).32 Moreover, one can define:

q = bd−1 ≡ tanh
φ

2

b

|b|
d⋆

|d|
, (9.28)

where tanh φ
2 = |b|

|d| , with φ ∈ R, and b
|b| ,

d⋆

|d| ∈ SU(2). It then follows that:

|a| = |d| = cosh
φ

2
, |b| = |c| = sinh

φ

2
. (9.29)

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

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

(g1, g2)(g
′
1, g

′
2) = (g1g

′
1, g2g

′
2) , g1, g

′
1 ∈ G1, g2, g

′
2 ∈ G2 .

In this context, neutral element is (e1, e2). With the identifications g1 ∼ (g1, e2), g2 ∼ (e1, g2), both G1 and G2 are
invariant subgroups of G1 ×G2. In the matrix realization, if G1 and G2 are respectively considered to be groups of n×n

and m×m matrices, the direct product G1×G2 represents the group

{(
g1 0
0 g2

)
; g1 ∈ G1, g2 ∈ G2

}
of block diagonal

(n+m)× (n+m) matrices, since

(
g1 0
0 g2

)(
g′1 0
0 g′2

)
=

(
g1g

′
1 0

0 g2g
′
2

)
.
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unit-ball B =
{
q ; |q| < 1

}
, well-described by the coordinates

(
φ, b
|b|

d⋆

|d| ≡ v ∈ SU(2)
)
(see Eq. (9.28)).

To make this homeomorphism apparent, we define:

ρpp†γ0
(
= ρp2γ0

)
=

ρ

1− |q|2

(
1(1 + |q|2) −2q

2q⋆ −1(1 + |q|2)

)
≡
(
1x0 −x
x⋆ −1x0

)
= /x , (9.30)

where 0 < ρ < ∞ and, again, xA’s
(
= 1

4 tr(γ
A/x)

)
are the Cartesian coordinates in R5. The action of

Sp(2, 2) on the set of matrices ρp2γ0, 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) ∋ g : p(q) 7→ p(q′) ≡ p(g ⋄ q) , g p(q) = p(q′) k′ , (9.31)

from which, we get:

ρ p(q′) p†(q′) γ0
(
= ρ p2(q′) γ0

)
= ρ

(
g p(q) k′−1

)(
k′ p(q) g†

)
γ0

= g
(
ρp2(q)γ0

)
γ0g†γ0

= g
(
ρp2(q)γ0

)
g−1 . (9.32)

The above action is linear and determinant-preserving:

det
(
ρp2(q′)γ0

)
= det

(
ρp2(q)γ0

)
=
(
(x0)2 − |x|2

)2
= ρ4 . (9.33)

Moreover, it preserves (x0)2 − |x|2 = ρ2 (see Eq. (8.10)):

(/x
′)2 = g/xg−1g/xg−1 = (/x)2 =

(
(x0)2 − |x|2

)
14 = ρ214 . (9.34)

These identities clearly reveal that each element of the ρp2(q)γ0’s set is in one-to-one correspondence

with each point of the upper sheet L+ of the two-sheeted hyperboloids (x)2 = ρ2 in R5:33

L+ ≡
{
x = (x0,x) ∈ R5 ; (x0)2 − |x|2 = ρ2, x0 ⩾ ρ

}
. (9.35)

Note that the subgroup K stabilizes the point x⊙ = (ρ,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
(
φ, b
|b|

d⋆

|d| ≡ v ∈ SU(2)
)
:

x0 = ρ
1 + |q|2

1− |q|2
= ρ coshφ ,

x = ρ
2q

1− |q|2
= ρ sinhφ

b

|b|
d⋆

|d|
. (9.36)

This makes apparent the correspondence between each point (x0,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:

L+ ∋ (x0,x) 7→ q =
x

x0 + ρ
=

√
x0 − ρ
x0 + ρ

b

|b|
d⋆

|d|
∈ B . (9.37)

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 ⋄ q as:

B ∋ q 7→ q′ = (aq+ b)(cq+ d)−1 ∈ B , (9.38)

and correspondingly q′⋆ = (dq⋆ + c)(bq⋆ + a)−1, while:

k′ =

(
bq⋆+a
|bq⋆+a| 0

0 cq+d
|cq+d|

)
. (9.39)

33 One can also check the one-to-one correspondence between each element of the ρp2(q)γ0’s set and each point of the lower

sheet L− ≡
{
x = (x0,x) ∈ R5 ; (x0)2 − |x|2 = ρ2, x0 ⩽ ρ

}
by giving a negative sign to ρ, i.e., ρ 7→ −ρ.

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-16045-5


The complete version of the book is available at this DOI link: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-16045-5.35

9.3. Iwasawa decomposition

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

g =

(
a b
c d

)
= k a n , (9.40)

with:34

k =

(
v 0
0 w

)
∈ K , (9.41)

a =

(
1 cosh ψ

2 1 sinh ψ
2

1 sinh ψ
2 1 cosh ψ

2

)
∈ A , (9.42)

n =

(
1+ y⃗ −y⃗
y⃗ 1− y⃗

)
∈ N , (9.43)

where:

v =
a+ b

|a+ b|
∈ SU(2) , w =

c+ d

|c+ d|
∈ SU(2) , (9.44)

eψ/2 = |a+ b| = |c+ d| , (9.45)

and the pure vector quaternion y⃗ is:

y⃗ =
b⋆a− a⋆b

2|a+ b|2
=

d⋆c− c⋆d

2|c+ d|2
. (9.46)

As for the Cartan decomposition the subgroup K ∼ SU(2) × SU(2) is the maximal compact subgroup,
while A ∼ R and N ∼ R3 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 =

{
ϱ =

(
w 0
0 w

)
; w ∈ SU(2)

}
is the centralizer of A in K; both A and M normalize N .

Considering:

k =

(
v 0
0 w

)
=

(
vw⋆ 0
0 1

)(
w 0
0 w

)
≡ k̃(u) ϱ , (9.47)

where u ≡ vw⋆ = (a + b)(c + d)−1 ∈ 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 S3 (the boundary of the open unit-ball B).35 The

action of Sp(2, 2) on the unit-sphere S3 is found by the usual left action on the set of matrices k̃(u):

Sp(2, 2) ∋ g : k̃(u) 7→ k̃(u′) ≡ k̃(g ⋄ u) , g k̃(u) = k̃(u′) ϱ′a′n′ , (9.48)

where ϱ′a′n′ ∈ B and u′ ≡ g ⋄ u is given by:

S3 ∋ u 7→ u′ = (au+ b)(cu+ d)−1 ∈ S3 . (9.49)

The map (9.49) clearly recovers the action of Sp(2, 2) on the open unit-ball B (see Eq. (9.38)) extended
to the boundary of B. It also recovers the action of Sp(2, 2) on the set of matrices Υ

(
x(ψ,w2)

)
≡(

1x0 −x
x⋆ −1x0

)
(see Eqs. (9.17) and (9.19)), when ψ goes to infinity; symbolically:

Υ
(
x(ψ′,w′2)

)
= g
(

lim
ψ→∞

Υ
(
x(ψ,w2)

))
g−1 . (9.50)

34 Again, the conditions (8.6), (8.8), and (8.9) along with the identities given in appendix B are used here.
35 For this homeomorphism, see appendix E.
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To see the argument lying behind the latter case, one must notice, on one hand, that for the elements
Υ
(
x(ψ,w2)

)
, by letting ψ →∞, we obtain (1x0)(x⋆)−1 ≈ w2 ∈ SU(2), which implies that det

(
Υ(x)

)
=(

(x0)2 − |x|2
)2 ≈ 0 and, on the other hand, that for the transformed elements Υ(x′) ≡

(
1x′0 −x′
x′⋆ −1x′0

)
,

we get (1x′0)(x′⋆)−1 ≈ (aw2 + b)(cw2 + d)−1 ≡ w′2 ∈ SU(2), and hence, det
(
Υ(x′)

)
≈ 0. In this

realization of the map (9.49), admitting the coordinates (9.24) interestingly entails two manifestations of
the unit-sphere S3. Actually, the limit ψ →∞ means that either t◦ →∞ and R being fixed, based upon
which S3 depicts the dS4 timelike infinity, or R→ 0 and t◦ being fixed, based upon which S3 represents
the projective null cone in R5. Regarding the latter case, for the upper (respectively, the lower) sheet of
the projective null cone in R5, the subgroup N , present in the Iwasawa decomposition of Sp(2, 2), acts
as the stabilizer of the base point x⊙ = (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:

k a

(
±1 ∓1
±1 ∓1

)
a−1k−1 = ±eψ

(
1 −u
u⋆ −1

)
≡ ±

(
1x0 −x
x⋆ −1x0

)
= Υc(x) , det

(
Υc(x)

)
= 0 . (9.51)

Recall that u = vw⋆ and ψ ∈ R.

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

In this subsection, considering the above group decompositions, we point out three important integra-
tion formulas on Sp(2, 2). Let dµ(g) be a Haar measure on Sp(2, 2). Then [24]:

• From the space-time-Lorentz decomposition Sp(2, 2) ∋ g = j(w, ψ) l(v, u⃗, φ) (see subsection 9.1),
we have:∫
Sp(2,2)

f(g) dµ(g) =

∫ +∞

−∞
e3ψ dψ

∫ +∞

−∞
e3φ dφ

∫
S3
dµ(w)

∫
S3
dµ(v)

∫
S3
f
(
g(w, ψ,v, u⃗, φ)

)
dµ(u⃗) .(9.52)

• From the Cartan decomposition Sp(2, 2) ∋ g = p(q) k(v,w) (see subsection 9.2), we have:∫
Sp(2,2)

f(g) dµ(g) =

∫
B

(1− |q|2)−4 dµ(q)

∫
S3
dµ(v)

∫
S3
f
(
g(q,v,w)

)
dµ(w) . (9.53)

• From the Iwasawa decomposition Sp(2, 2) ∋ g = k(v,w) a(ψ) n(y⃗) (see subsection 9.3), we have:∫
Sp(2,2)

f(g) dµ(g) = 23
∫ +∞

−∞
e3ψ dψ

∫
S3
dµ(v)

∫
S3
dµ(w)

∫
R3

f
(
g(v,w, ψ, y⃗)

)
d3y⃗ . (9.54)

• From the (nonunique) “KAK” decomposition of Sp(2, 2), which implies that any g ∈ Sp(2, 2) can
be decomposed as:

g =

(
a b
c d

)
=

(
1 0
0 u

)(
1 cosh ψ

2 1 sinh ψ
2

1 sinh ψ
2 1 cosh ψ

2

)(
v 0
0 w

)
, (9.55)

where u ≡ c
|c|

a⋆

|a| ∈ SU(2), cosh ψ
2 ≡ |a| and sinh ψ

2 ≡ |b|, with ψ ⩾ 0, and finally v ≡ a
|a| ∈ SU(2)

and w ≡ b
|b| ∈ SU(2), we have the integration formula:∫

Sp(2,2)

f(g) dµ(g) = 2π2

∫
S3
dµ(u)

∫
S3
dµ(v)

∫
S3
dµ(w)

∫ +∞

0

f
(
g(u, ψ,v,w)

)
(sinhψ)3 dψ .(9.56)

10. RELATIVISTIC MEANING OF THE DS4 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 Inönü and Wigner
[69] and then developed by Saletan [70], stands a delicate question: what is the relevance between two
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symmetry groups when the 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 c→∞ (c 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 λ such that for all values of λ except one (usually, λ = 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 λ tend to that particular point (say λ→ 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 X1, ... , Xr with the commutation relations

[Xσ, Xι] = cυσιXυ, where σ, ι, υ = 1, ... , r and cυσι’s stand for the structure constants of the algebra.
For a subset X1, ... , Xs of this basis, with s ⩽ r, we define:

Yi ≡ λXi , i = 1 , ... , s ⩽ r , (10.1)

and accordingly, we rewrite the commutation relations in terms of Yi’s as:

[Yi, Yj ] = λckijYk , [Yi, Xm] = ckimYk + λcnimXn , [Xm, Xn] = λ−1ckmnYk + clmnXl , (10.2)

with i, j, k ⩽ s and s < m,n, l ⩽ r. The contraction of the Lie algebra (when it is possible) is
carried out by letting λ tend to zero, provided that we specify under which conditions the elements
Y1, ... , Ys, Xs+1, ... , Xr form a new Lie algebra designated as the contracted algebra. Considering the
above, a necessary condition is:

ckmn = 0 , for k ⩽ s and s < m,n ⩽ r . (10.3)

Note that, in this case, the generators Xs+1, ... , Xr, possessing the commutation relations [Xm, Xn] =
clmnXl, 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. DS4 group (algebra) contractions

DS4 relativity involves the universal length R, denoting the radius of curvature of the dS4 hyperboloid
MR, and the universal speed of light c. As a matter of fact, as long as c is not normalized to unity,
the radius of curvature of MR is given by R = cH−1, where H is like the Hubble constant (within a
cosmological framework). Taking these fundamental physical constants into account, the physical analysis
of dS4 relativity, specially from the point of view of the question of mass (see part IV), is irremediably
relevant to its flat (R → ∞) and nonrelativistic (c → ∞) 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.36 We are here solely concerned with the algebraic level; the geometrical level
has been already discussed in subsection 9.1, and the representation level will be discussed in subsection
14.2.

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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The set of all possibilities of contractions from the dS4 (relativity) group algebra, with respect to
symmetry principles and some physically reasonable assumptions, namely space is isotropic, parity and
time-reversal are group 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., deformation37.] Here, as pointed out above, we
are particularly interested in the flat and nonrelativistic contraction 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:

dS4 group (algebra) −→ Poincaré group (algebra)y y
Newton group (algebra) −→ Galilei group (algebra)

(10.4)

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

10.2.1. Contraction of the dS4 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:

[KAB ,KCD] = −
(
ηACKBD + ηBDKAC − ηADKBC − ηBCKAD

)
, (10.5)

where A,B = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 and ηAB = 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 SO0(1, 3) or its universal covering SL(2,C). Now, we define jµν ≡ Kµν and pµ ≡ R−1K4µ, where
µ, ν = 0, 1, 2, 3, while R, interpreted as the radius of curvature of MR, plays the role of contraction
parameter. Accordingly, at the null-curvature limit (R→∞), we get:

[pµ, pν ] = R−2[K4µ,K4ν ] = R−2Kµν = R−2jµν → 0 , (10.6)

[pρ, jµν ] = R−1[K4ρ,Kµν ] = −R−1
(
ηρνK4µ − ηρµK4ν

)
→ −

(
ηρνpµ − ηρµpν

)
, (10.7)

[jµν , jρσ] = [Kµν ,Kρσ] = −
(
ηµρKνσ + ηνσKµρ − ηµσKνρ − ηνρKµσ

)
= −

(
ηµρjνσ + ηνσjµρ − ηµσjνρ − ηνρjµσ

)
. (10.8)

Note that all the indices, appeared above, only take the values 0, 1, 2, 3. The above commutation relations
between the (ten) generators pµ and jµν interestingly display the Lie algebra of the Poincaré group; the
infinitesimal generators pµ and jµν 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
SO0(1, 3) (or SL(2,C)); note that jµν = −jνµ. 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 SO0(1, 3)
(or SL(2,C)), whose Lie algebra, given by Eq. (10.8), 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 9.2, footnote 32). Hence, let us remind here just semi-direct product of two groups G1 and G2. Suppose given
a homomorphism α from G2 into the group Aut(G1) of automorphisms of G1. Then, we define the semi-direct product
G = G1 ⋊G2 as the Cartesian product, endowed with the group law:

(g1, g2)(g
′
1, g

′
2) = (g1αg2

(g′1), g2g
′
2) ,

Neutral element is (e1, e2) and the inverse of (g1, g2) is (g1, g2)−1 =

([
α
g−1
2

(g1)
]−1

, g−1
2

)
.]
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We now turn to the contraction of the Poincaré group towards the Galileo one. The latter is the relativ-
ity group of classical mechanics. This group is constituted by the spacetime translations (corresponding
to the four generators pµ, with µ = 0, 1, 2, 3), the space rotations (three generators denoted here by rik,
with i, k = 1, 2, 3 (note that rik = −rki)), and the inertial transformations (three generators denoted here
by bi). Thus, the Galileo group also admits ten infinitesimal generators.
The contraction of the Poincaré group algebra towards the Galileo one is obtained by adjusting rik ≡ jik

and bi ≡ c−1j0i. In this case, the parameter c, interpreted as the speed of light, represents the contraction
parameter. When c→∞, the Lie algebra of the Poincaré group, given above, turns into:

[ril, bk] = c−1[jil, j0k] = c−1
(
ηlkj0i − ηikj0l

)
→ ηlkbi − ηikbl , (10.9)

[bi, bk] = c−2[j0i, j0k] = −c−2jik = −c−2rik → 0 , (10.10)

[bi, pµ] = c−1[j0i, pµ] = c−1
(
ηµip0 − ηµ0pi

)
→ 0 , (10.11)

with the following unchanged commutation relations:

[pµ, pν ] = 0 , and [rik, rlm] = −
(
ηilrkm + ηkmril − ηimrkl − ηklrim

)
, (10.12)

where the indices i, k, l,m = 1, 2, 3 and µ, ν = 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 ℓi ≡ rjk, where (i, j, k) is even

permutation of (1, 2, 3), so that, [ℓi, ℓj ] = ℓk.]

10.2.2. Contraction of the dS4 group −→ the Newton group −→ the Galileo group

The contraction of the dS4 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 p′0 ≡ cR−1K40, p

′
i ≡ R−1K4i, rik ≡ Kik, and

finally bi ≡ c−1K0i, where i, k = 1, 2, 3, while c and R, again, refer to the speed of light and the radius of
MR, respectively. In this case, c and R play the role of contraction parameters. Letting c,R→∞, while
τa = R/c remains unchanged,38 we get:

[ril, bk] = c−1[Kil,K0k] = c−1
(
ηlkK0i − ηikK0l

)
→ ηlkbi − ηikbl , (10.13)

[p′0, p
′
i] = cR−2[K40,K4i] = cR−2K0i → τ−2a bi , (10.14)

[p′0, bi] = R−1[K40,K0i] = R−1K4i → p′i , (10.15)

[p′i, p
′
k] = R−2[K4i,K4k] = R−2Kik → 0 , (10.16)

[bi, bk] = c−2[K0i,K0k] = −c−2Kik → 0 , (10.17)

[p′i, bk] = c−1R−1[K4i,K0k] = −c−1R−1ηikK40 → 0 , (10.18)

with the following unchanged commutation relations:

[rik, rlm] = −
(
ηilrkm + ηkmril − ηimrkl − ηklrim

)
, (10.19)

where the indices i, k, l,m = 1, 2, 3. The above commutation relations characterize the Newton group
algebra. Finally, one can check that letting τa → ∞ 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 τa, will be clarified in the next
section.
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11. DS4 LIE ALGEBRA AND CLASSICAL PHASE SPACES

Quite analogous to the 1 + 1-dimensional case (see subsection 4.1), dS4 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:

• The dS4 Lie algebra sp(2, 2) (in quaternionic notations, with the quaternionic basis {1 ≡ 12, ek ≡
(−1)k+1iσk; k = 1, 2, 3}, where σk’s refer to the Pauli matrices) can be realized by the linear span
of the infinitesimal generators Xk, X0, Y k, and Zk, respectively, given in Eqs. (9.10), (9.11),
(9.12), and (9.13):39

sp(2, 2) =

{
2akXk + 2jkY k + 2d0X0 + 2dkZk =

(
(ak + jk)ek d01+ dkek
d01− dkek (−ak + jk)ek

)

≡

(
n⃗(l) d

d⋆ n⃗(r)

)
; ak, jk, d0, dk ∈ R

}
, (11.1)

where d, n⃗(l), n⃗(r) ∈ H (n⃗(l) and n⃗(r) are pure vector quaternions).40 It follows that the sp(2, 2)
algebra, specified by the (ten) free real parameters ak, jk, d0, and dk (k = 1, 2, 3), is in one-to-one
correspondence with R10 (again, by abuse of notation, let us say sp(2, 2) ∼ R10). Taking ak, jk, d0,
and dk (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
4.1, footnote 13) are given directly by the commutation relations (9.14) among the corresponding
Lie algebra generators: {

jm, jn
}

= Emnk jk ,{
jm, an

}
= Emnk ak ,{

am, an
}

= Emnk jk ,{
jm, dn

}
= Emnk dk ,{

am, dn
}

= −δmn d0 ,{
dm, dn

}
= −Emnk jk ,{

d0, am
}

= −dm ,{
d0, dm

}
= −am ,{

d0, jm
}

= 0 , (11.2)

where m,n, k = 1, 2, 3 and again Emnk is the three-dimensional totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita
symbol.

• The adjoint action of the Sp(2, 2) group on its Lie algebra sp(2, 2) is defined by:

g ∈ Sp(2, 2), X ∈ sp(2, 2) ; Adg(X) = gXg−1 . (11.3)

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 (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 X0. Moreover, referring
to the subsubsection 10.2.1, 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 SO0(1, 3)
(or SL(2,C)) is recognized as the Lorentz subalgebra in both Poincaré and dS4 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 ‘(l)’ and ‘(r)’ in n⃗(l) and n⃗(r), is
to make a connection with the discussions that will be given in the next section.
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Below, we will briefly discuss four (related) families of (co-)adjoint orbits and their phase-space inter-
pretations.

11.1. Phase space for scalar “massive”/“massless” elementary systems in dS4 spacetime

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

the transport of the element 2κX0 = κ

(
0 1
1 0

)
, with a given 0 < κ < ∞, under the (co-)adjoint action

(11.3). In this case, the subgroup stabilizing the element 2κX0 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):

S =

{
g =

(
v 0
0 v

)(
1 cosh ψ

2 1 sinh ψ
2

1 sinh ψ
2 1 cosh ψ

2

)
; v ∈ SU(2), ψ ∈ R

}
∼ SU(2)× SO0(1, 1) . (11.4)

This family of the (co-)adjoint orbits therefore can be identified by the group coset O(2κX0) ∼
Sp(2, 2)/

(
SU(2) × SO0(1, 1)

)
. The latter in turn, with respect to the space-time-Lorentz decomposi-

tion of Sp(2, 2), can be realized by applying the space-translations and Lorentz-boosts subgroups to
transport the element 2κX0 under the effective (co-)adjoint action (11.3). Let:

{
space translations× Lorentz boosts

}
=

{(
w 0
0 w⋆

)(
1 cosh φ

2 u⃗ sinh φ
2

−u⃗ sinh φ
2 1 cosh φ

2

)
; w, u⃗ ∈ SU(2), φ ∈ R

}
≡
{
s(w) b(φ, u⃗)

}
, (11.5)

then, according to the (co-)adjoint action (11.3), we have:

Adg(2κX0) = s(w) b(φ, u⃗)
(
2κX0

)
b−1(φ, u⃗) s−1(w)

=

(
p⃗ p0w

2

p0w
2⋆ −w2⋆p⃗w2

)
≡
(

p⃗ p0z
p0z

⋆ −z⋆p⃗z

)
≡ X(z, p⃗) , (11.6)

where p⃗ ≡ κwu⃗w⋆ sinhφ is a pure vector quaternion and p0 = κ coshφ =
(
κ2 +

∣∣p⃗∣∣2)1/2. This

parametrization makes clear the topological nature S3 × R3 =
{
X(z, p⃗) ; z ∈ SU(2) ∼ S3, p⃗ ∼ R3

}
of the (6-dimensional) (co-)adjoint orbits O(2κX0). Note that the invariant measure on O(2κX0)’s, in
terms of the coordinates (z, p⃗), reads [76]:

dµ(z, p⃗) = dµ(z) d3p⃗ , (11.7)

where dµ(z) is the O(4)-invariant measure on S3.
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, p⃗) of the (co-)adjoint orbits O(2κX0), as a member of
the sp(2, 2) Lie algebra (see Eq. (11.1)), by:(

p⃗ p0z
p0z

⋆ −z⋆p⃗z

)
≡

(
n⃗(l) = (0, a⃗+ j⃗) d = (d0, d⃗)

d⋆ = (d0,−d⃗) n⃗(r) = (0,−a⃗+ j⃗)

)
. (11.8)

[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, p⃗), it is quite straightforward to show that d⋆n⃗(l) = −n⃗(r)d⋆ and
∣∣d∣∣2 − ∣∣n⃗(l)

∣∣2 = κ2.
These identities respectively result in the following conditions:

j⃗ =
1

d0
d⃗× a⃗ , (⃗j · d⃗ = 0 = j⃗ · a⃗)

κ2 = (d0)2 + d⃗ · d⃗− a⃗ · a⃗− j⃗ · j⃗ , (11.9)

where the symbols ‘·’ and ‘×’ 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 (11.9) between a⃗, j⃗, d0, and d⃗,
the number of degrees of freedom in (the dual of) sp(2, 2) ∼ R10 reduces from 10 to 6, which is exactly
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the degrees of freedom on each O(2κX0) (that is where we began from). Hence, although one may

still find other relations between the components n⃗(l), n⃗(r),d, and d⋆ of the (co-)adjoint generic element
X(z, p⃗), for instance, from det

(
X(z, p⃗)

)
= κ4 (the (co-)adjoint action (11.3) 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(2κX0) in (the dual of)
sp(2, 2) ∼ R10:

O(2κX0) =
{
(⃗a, j⃗, d0, d⃗) ; j⃗ =

1

d0
d⃗× a⃗, κ2 = (d0)2 + d⃗ · d⃗− a⃗ · a⃗− j⃗ · j⃗

}
. (11.10)

Interestingly, for a given κ, recognizing the (co-)adjoint orbit O(2κX0) as the phase space of a scalar dS4
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
MR, the universal speed of light c, and a “mass”41 m. Technically, they allow to associate with the

variables (⃗a, d0, d⃗) proper physical dimensions:

a⃗ = κ
p⃗

mc
, d0 = κ

E

mc2
, d⃗ = κ

q⃗

R
, (11.11)

with κ = mc2. The conditions (11.9) then read:

j⃗ = κ
c

ER
l⃗ , with l⃗ ≡ q⃗ × p⃗ ,

0 = E4 + E2
(
−m2c4 − c2(p⃗ · p⃗) + m2c4

R2
(q⃗ · q⃗)

)
− m2c6

R2
(⃗l · l⃗) . (11.12)

At the Poincaré contraction limit R→∞ (see subsubsection 10.2.1), the above dS4 construction coincides
with the mass shell hyperboloid:

E2 − c2(p⃗ · p⃗) = m2c4 , (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 c,R→∞, τa = R/c being fixed (see section 10.2.2), this
dS4 construction leads to:

E = mc2 +
( 1

2m
(p⃗ · p⃗)− m

2τ2a
(q⃗ · q⃗)

)
+

1

2mc2

( 1

2m
(p⃗ · p⃗)− m

2τ2a
(q⃗ · q⃗)

)2
+O

( 1

c2

)
, (11.14)

which exhibits the energy of a system constituted by a relativistic free particle (with the rest energy mc2)
and an anti -harmonic oscillator with time constant τa arising from the dS4 curvature.

We end our discussions in this subsection by pointing out that:

• The phase space for dS4 “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 (κ → 0) of the “massive”
(co-)adjoint orbits (11.10).

• 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, p⃗). To see the point, having in
mind (respectively, the first and second columns of) the matrix exhibition of X(z, p⃗) given in Eqs.
(11.6) and (11.8), let:

q ≡ n⃗(l)(d⋆
)−1

= p⃗
(
p0z

⋆
)−1

= κwu⃗w⋆ sinhφ
(
κw2⋆ coshφ

)−1
= wu⃗w tanhφ , (11.15)

and:

q̄ ≡ d
(
n⃗(r))−1 = p0z

(
− z⋆p⃗z

)−1
= κw2 coshφ

(
− κw⋆u⃗w sinhφ

)−1
= wu⃗w cothφ . (11.16)

41 Readers should notice that the name “mass” is purely formal here; for a comprehensive discussion on the notion of mass
in dS4 relativity, one can refer to part IV.
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Independent of the values of κ, 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 q̄, as two
general quaternions, respectively verify |q| < 1 and |q̄| > 1). Now, to get a more explicit realization

of these orbits, let 2κ(Z3 + ϵY 2) = κ

(
ϵe2 e3
−e3 ϵe2

)
∈ O(2κX0), with ϵ ≈ 0,42 determine their

origins; accordingly, we have indeed q⊙ = ϵe2(−e3)−1 ≈ 0 as the origin of the unit-ball B and
q̄⊙ = e3(ϵe2)

−1 ≈ ∞ as the origin of its exterior. One can check that the maximal compact
subgroup of Sp(2, 2):

S =

{
g =

(
v 0
0 v

)(
w 0
0 w⋆

)
; v,w ∈ SU(2)

}
∼ SU(2)× SU(2) , (11.17)

stabilizes these origins simultaneously, namely:

S(v,w)
(
2κ(Z3 + ϵY 2)

)
S−1(v,w) = κ

(
vwϵe2w

⋆v⋆ vwe3wv⋆

−vw⋆e3w
⋆v⋆ vw⋆ϵe2wv⋆

)
≡

(
n⃗(l)(v,w) d(v,w)

d⋆(v,w) n⃗(r)(v,w)

)
,

⇒ q(v,w) = n⃗(l)(v,w)
(
d⋆(v,w)

)−1 ≈ 0 ,

⇒ q̄(v,w) = d(v,w)
(
n⃗(r)(v,w)

)−1 ≈∞ . (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) × 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 13.5.] The invariant measure on the unit-ball B is given by [24]:(

1− |q|2
)−4

dµ(q) . (11.19)

Finally, readers who find it interesting to compare the above results with the AdS4 case are referred to
Refs. [78, 79].

11.2. Phase space for “spin” “massive” elementary systems in dS4 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
√
2κ(X0 + Y 3) =

√
2κ/2

(
e3 1
1 e3

)
, again with a given 0 < κ <∞, under the (co-)adjoint action

(11.3). In this case, the stabilizer subgroup is:

S =

{
g =

(
v3 0
0 v3

)(
1 cosh ψ

2 1 sinh ψ
2

1 sinh ψ
2 1 cosh ψ

2

)
; v3

(
≡ v41+ v3e3︸ ︷︷ ︸

v4,v3∈R

(v4)
2+(v3)

2=1

)
∈ U(1), ψ ∈ R

}
∼ U(1)× SO0(1, 1) ,(11.20)

and hence, this family of the (co-)adjoint orbits can be identified with the group coset O
(√

2κ(X0+Y 3)
)
∼

Sp(2, 2)/
(
U(1) × SO0(1, 1)

)
. An explicit realization of the latter can be achieved by considering the

transportation of the element
√
2κ(X0 + Y 3) under the action (11.3), when g involved in the action

42 Here, considering the two identities (given above Eq. (11.9)) which characterize the generic element X(z, p⃗)
(

∈

O(2κX0)
)
, we must underline that the components of the chosen point κ

(
ϵe2 e3
−e3 ϵe2

)
literarily verify the first iden-

tity and, for an infinitesimally small ϵ, approximately verify the second one. Therefore, the chosen point is not exactly
located in the orbit O(2κX0), but it is infinitely close to the orbit such that, by abuse of notation, we can yet say

κ

(
ϵe2 e3
−e3 ϵe2

)
∈ O(2κX0).

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-16045-5


The complete version of the book is available at this DOI link: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-16045-5.44

belongs to:{
s(w) b(φ, u⃗) r′(v/3)

}
=

{(
w 0
0 w⋆

)(
1 cosh φ

2 u⃗ sinh φ
2

−u⃗ sinh φ
2 1 cosh φ

2

)(
v/3 0

0 v/3

)
;

w, u⃗ ∈ SU(2), v/3
(
≡ v′41+ v1e1 + v2e2︸ ︷︷ ︸

v′4,v1,v2∈R

(v′4)
2+(v1)

2+(v2)
2=1

)
∈ SU(2)/U(1) ∼ S2, φ ∈ R

}
,(11.21)

based upon which, we obtain:

Adg
(√

2κ(X0 + Y 3)
)

= s(w) b(φ, u⃗) r′(v/3)
(√

2κ(X0 + Y 3)
)
r′−1(v/3) b

−1(φ, u⃗) s−1(w)

=

√
2

2

 p⃗(w, u⃗, φ) + p⃗′(v⃗,w, u⃗, φ)
(
p0(φ) + p′0(v⃗,w, u⃗, φ)

)
w2

w2⋆
(
p0(φ)− p′0(v⃗,w, u⃗, φ)

)
w2⋆

(
− p⃗(w, u⃗, φ) + p⃗′(v⃗,w, u⃗, φ)

)
w2



≡
√
2

2

 p⃗(w, u⃗, φ) + p⃗′(v⃗,w, u⃗, φ)
(
p0(φ) + p′0(v⃗,w, u⃗, φ)

)
z(w)

z⋆(w)
(
p0(φ)− p′0(v⃗,w, u⃗, φ)

)
z⋆(w)

(
− p⃗(w, u⃗, φ) + p⃗′(v⃗,w, u⃗, φ)

)
z(w)


≡ X(z, p⃗, v⃗) , (11.22)

where: (i) like the previous subsection, p⃗(w, u⃗, φ)
(
= p⃗

)
≡ κwu⃗w⋆ sinhφ and p0(φ)

(
= p0

)
≡ κ coshφ,

(ii) p⃗′(v⃗,w, u⃗, φ)
(
= p⃗′

)
≡ κw

(
v⃗ cosh2 φ2 + u⃗v⃗u⃗ sinh2 φ2

)
w⋆ is a pure vector quaternion, while v⃗ ≡

v/3e3v
⋆

/3
as a pure vector quaternion belongs to SU(2), strictly speaking, to the group coset SU(2)/U(1)

homeomorphic to S2, and finally (iii) p′0(v⃗,w, u⃗, φ)
(
= p′0

)
≡ κw(u⃗v⃗− v⃗u⃗)w⋆ sinh φ

2 cosh φ
2 . [Here, since

the generic element (11.22) has a rather complicated form, it is perhaps worthwhile reviewing how we
claim that the parameters (z, p⃗, v⃗) 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
(11.22), possessing 8 degrees of freedom, is characterized by the parameters w (3 degrees of freedom),
u⃗ (2 degrees), φ (1 degree), and finally v⃗ (2 degrees). In the alternative exhibition X(z, p⃗, v⃗) instead,
the coordinate z covers the 3 degrees of freedom of w, p⃗ subsequently gives the 2 + 1 degrees of freedom
carried by u⃗ and φ, and eventually the remaining 2 degrees of freedom carried by v⃗ are covered by v⃗
itself.] According to this parametrization, the topological nature of the (8-dimensional) (co-)adjoint orbits

O
(√

2κ(X0 + Y 3)
)
is S3 × R3 × S2 =

{
X(z, p⃗, v⃗) ; z ∈ SU(2) ∼ S3, p⃗ ∼ R3, v⃗ ∈ SU(2)/U(1) ∼ S2

}
.

Note that the invariant measure on O
(√

2κ(X0 + Y 3)
)
’s, in terms of the coordinates (z, p⃗, v⃗), is given

by:

dµ(z, p⃗, v⃗) = dµ(z) d3p⃗ dµ′(v⃗) , (11.23)

where dµ(z) and dµ′(v⃗) are the invariant measures on S3 and S2, respectively.
Now, let us identify the generic element (11.22) of the (co-)adjoint orbits O

(√
2κ(X0 + Y 3)

)
, as a

member of the sp(2, 2) Lie algebra (see Eq. (11.1)), by:
√
2

2

(
p⃗+ p⃗′ (p0 + p′0)z

z⋆(p0 − p′0) z⋆(−p⃗+ p⃗′)z

)
≡

(
n⃗(l) = (0, a⃗+ j⃗) d = (d0, d⃗)

d⋆ = (d0,−d⃗) n⃗(r) = (0,−a⃗+ j⃗)

)
. (11.24)

Trivially, there must be two independent conditions between a⃗, j⃗, d0, and d⃗, to reduce the number of
degrees of freedom in (the dual of) sp(2, 2) ∼ R10 from 10 to 8, i.e., to the degrees of freedom on

each O
(√

2κ(X0 + Y 3)
)
. The first condition is issued from the relation

∣∣n⃗(l)
∣∣2 +

∣∣n⃗(r)
∣∣2 = 2

∣∣d∣∣2, 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 conditions respectively read:

0 = (d0)2 + d⃗ · d⃗− a⃗ · a⃗− j⃗ · j⃗ ,

κ2 = |d|2
∣∣∣∣1− ( 1

|d|2
+

d2

|d|4

)
n⃗(r)n⃗(l) +

d

|d|4
n⃗(r)d n⃗(l)

∣∣∣∣
= (d0)2 + d⃗ · d⃗− a⃗ · a⃗+ j⃗ · j⃗ +O

(
1

(d0)2 + d⃗ · d⃗

)
. (11.25)
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Then, the aforementioned family of (co-)adjoint orbits O
(√

2κ(X0 + Y 3)
)
in (the dual of) sp(2, 2) ∼ R10

is identified by:

O
(√

2κ(X0 + Y 3)
)
=

{
(⃗a, j⃗, d0, d⃗) ; 0 = (d0)2 + d⃗ · d⃗− a⃗ · a⃗− j⃗ · j⃗,

κ2 = (d0)2 + d⃗ · d⃗− a⃗ · a⃗+ j⃗ · j⃗ +O

(
1

(d0)2 + d⃗ · d⃗

)}
.(11.26)

Proceeding as before, by taking into account the universal length R, the universal speed of light c, and
a mass m as:

a⃗ = κ
p⃗

mc
, j⃗ = κ

c

ER
l⃗ , d0 = κ

E

mc2
, d⃗ = κ

q⃗

R
, with κ =

mc2

R
, (11.27)

the (co-)adjoint orbit O
(√

2κ(X0+Y 3)
)
can be interpreted as the phase space of a “spin” “massive” dS4

elementary system. Subsequently, the conditions (11.25), reading as:

0 =
E2

R2
− c2

R2
(p⃗ · p⃗) + m2c4

R4
(q⃗ · q⃗)− m2c6

E2R4
(⃗l · l⃗) ,

m2c4 = E2 − c2(p⃗ · p⃗) + m2c4

R2
(q⃗ · q⃗) + m2c6

E2R2
(⃗l · l⃗) +O

(
1

E2 + m2c4

R2 (q⃗ · q⃗)

)
, (11.28)

can be interpreted as the conservation laws for the system.
The very point to be noticed here is that, quite contrary to the dS4 scalar “massive” (co-)adjoint orbits

for which taking the “massless” limit (κ→ 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 dS4 spacetime

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

algebra, which is relevant to the transport of the element (Y 3 −X3) =

(
0 0
0 e3

)
under the (co-)adjoint

action (11.3); note that det(Y 3 − X3) = 0. Having the Cartan decomposition of the Sp(2, 2) group in
mind (see subsection 9.2), the stabilizer subgroup of this element is:

S =

{
g =

(
u 0
0 v3

)
; u ∈ SU(2), v3

(
≡ v41+ v3e3︸ ︷︷ ︸

v4,v3∈R

(v4)
2+(v3)

2=1

)
∈ U(1)

}
∼ SU(2)×U(1) , (11.29)

and subsequently, the (co-)adjoint orbit O(Y 3−X3), homeomorphic to the group coset Sp(2, 2)/
(
SU(2)×

U(1)
)
, can be realized by considering the transportation of the element (Y 3−X3) under the action (11.3),

when g involved in this action belongs to:

{
p(q) k′(v/3)

}
=

{(
1− |q|2

)−1/2( 1 q
q⋆ 1

)(
1 0
0 v/3

)
; q ∈ B (that is, |q| < 1),

v/3
(
≡ v′41+ v1e1 + v2e2︸ ︷︷ ︸

v′4,v1,v2∈R

(v′4)
2+(v1)

2+(v2)
2=1

)
∈ SU(2)/U(1) ∼ S2

}
.(11.30)

Accordingly, we have:

Adg(Y 3 −X3) = p(q) k′(v/3)
(
Y 3 −X3

)
k′ −1(v/3) p

−1(q)

=
(
1− |q|2

)−1(−qv⃗q⋆ qv⃗
−v⃗q⋆ v⃗

)
≡ X(q, v⃗) , (11.31)
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where, again, the pure vector quaternion v⃗ ≡ v/3e3v
⋆

/3
∈ SU(2)/U(1) ∼ S2. The topological nature of

the (6-dimensional) (co-)adjoint orbit O(Y 3 − X3) then is B × S2 =
{
X(q, v⃗) ; q ∈ B, v⃗ ∼ S2

}
. The

corresponding invariant measure, in terms of the coordinates (q, v⃗), reads:

dµ(q, v⃗) =
(
1− |q|2

)−4
dµ(q) dµ′(v⃗) , (11.32)

where dµ′(v⃗) is the invariant measure on S2.
Now, let us identify the generic element X(q, v⃗) of the (co-)adjoint orbit O(Y 3 −X3), as a member of

the sp(2, 2) Lie algebra (see Eq. (11.1)), by:

(
1− |q|2

)−1(−qv⃗q⋆ qv⃗
−v⃗q⋆ v⃗

)
≡

(
n⃗(l) = (0, a⃗+ j⃗) d = (d0, d⃗)

d⋆ = (d0,−d⃗) n⃗(r) = (0,−a⃗+ j⃗)

)
. (11.33)

In this case, there are four independent conditions between a⃗, j⃗, d0, and d⃗, which reduce the number
of degrees of freedom in (the dual of) sp(2, 2) ∼ R10 from 10 to 6, i.e., to the degrees of freedom on

O(Y 3 − X3). The first three conditions are issued from the relation n⃗(r) = d⋆
(
n⃗(l))−1d, and fourth

one from
∣∣n⃗(l)

∣∣∣∣n⃗(r)
∣∣ = ∣∣d∣∣2; other possible relations between the components of the (co-)adjoint generic

element X(q, v⃗), for instance, the one that obtains from det
(
X(q, v⃗)

)
= 0, do not lead to any new

condition (see the relevant argument in subsection 11.1). On this basis, we get the following conditions:

a⃗− j⃗ =
(
d⃗(d⃗·) + (d0)2 − 2d0(d⃗×) + d⃗× (d⃗×)

) (⃗a+ j⃗)

(⃗a+ j⃗) · (⃗a+ j⃗)
,

0 =
(
(d0)2 + d⃗ · d⃗

)2 − (a⃗ · a⃗+ j⃗ · j⃗
)2

+ 4(⃗a · j⃗)2 . (11.34)

Then, in (the dual of) sp(2, 2) ∼ R10, the (co-)adjoint orbit O(Y 3 −X3) reads:

O(Y 3 −X3) =

{
(⃗a, j⃗, d0, d⃗) ; a⃗− j⃗ =

(
d⃗(d⃗·) + (d0)2 − 2d0(d⃗×) + d⃗× (d⃗×)

) (⃗a+ j⃗)

(⃗a+ j⃗) · (⃗a+ j⃗)
,

0 =
(
(d0)2 + d⃗ · d⃗

)2 − (a⃗ · a⃗+ j⃗ · j⃗
)2

+ 4(⃗a · j⃗)2
}
. (11.35)

Again, considering the universal length R, the universal speed of light c, and a mass43 m:

a⃗ =
p⃗

mc
, j⃗ =

c

ER
l⃗ , d0 =

E

mc2
, d⃗ =

q⃗

R
, (11.36)

the (co-)adjoint orbit O(Y 3 − X3) can be interpreted as the phase space of a “spin” “massless” dS4
elementary system,44 while the conditions (11.34), interpreted as the conservation laws for the system,
take the forms:

p⃗

mc
− c

ER
l⃗ =

(
q⃗

R

(
q⃗

R
·
)
+

(
E

mc2

)2

− 2
E

mc2

(
q⃗

R
×
)
+
q⃗

R
×
(
q⃗

R
×
)) (

p⃗
mc +

c
ER l⃗

)
(
p⃗
mc +

c
ER l⃗

)
·
(
p⃗
mc +

c
ER l⃗

) ,
0 =

(
E2

m2c4
+

1

R2
(q⃗ · q⃗)

)2

−
(

1

m2c2
(p⃗ · p⃗) + c2

E2R2
(⃗l · l⃗)

)2

+
4

E2R2m2
(p⃗ · l⃗)2 . (11.37)

12. UIR’S OF THE DS4 GROUP AND QUANTUM VERSION OF DS4 MOTIONS

Quantum counterparts of the classical phase spaces of dS4 elementary systems correspond in a biuni-
vocal way to the UIR’s of the dS4 group Sp(2, 2) (see section 5). Technically, on the quantum level, the

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 IV.

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 13.5 and 14.3.
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associated (ten) dS4 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 MR (or on the phase spaces given in the previous section). In the first
case, these representations read as:

KAB 7→ LAB =MAB + SAB , A,B = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 , (12.1)

where the orbital part is given by MAB = −i(xA∂B − xB∂A) and the spinorial part SAB 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:

[LAB , LCD] = −i
(
ηACLBD + ηBDLAC − ηADLBC − ηBCLAD

)
. (12.2)

In this context, there are two Casimir operators:

Q(1) = −1

2
LABL

AB (quadratic) , (12.3)

Q(2) = −WAW
A (quartic) , (12.4)

where the WA’s, as the dS4 counterparts of the Pauli-Lubanski operators (see appendix C), are given by:

WA = −1

8
EABCDELBCLDE . (12.5)

Here, EABCDE is the five-dimensional totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol. The operators WA

transform like vectors:

[LAB ,WC ] = i
(
ηBCWA − ηACWB

)
. (12.6)

Particularly, one can show that:

WA = i[W0, LA0] , A = 1, 2, 3, 4 . (12.7)

Moreover, they obey the following commutation rules:

[WA,WB ] = −iEABCDEWCLDE . (12.8)

Here, it must be reminded that the introduced Casimir operators commute with all generator repre-
sentatives LAB ; 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.
We begin by pointing out thatW0 shows the difference of two commuting su(2)-Casimirs. This operator

at first glance reads as:

W0 = −
(
L12L34 + L23L14 + L31L24

)
= −J ·A , (12.9)

where J ≡ (L23, L31, L12)
t and A ≡ (L14, L24, L34)

t (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)):

[Ji,Jj ] = iEijk Jk , [Ji,Aj ] = iEijk Ak , [Ai,Aj ] = iEijk Jk , (12.10)

where, again, Eijk (i, j, 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:

N(L) ≡ 1

2
(A+ J) , N(R) ≡ 1

2
(A− J) , (12.11)

with: [
N

(L)
i ,N

(L)
j

]
= iEijk N

(L)
k ,

[
N

(R)
i ,N

(R)
j

]
= −iEijk N

(R)
k . (12.12)

Accordingly, as already mentioned, one can rewriteW0 as the difference of two commuting su(2)-Casimirs:

W0 = −J ·A = −A · J =
(
N(L)

)2 − (N(R)
)2
. (12.13)
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The spectrum ofW0, as an operator on a direct sum of the SU(2) UIR’s, is therefore made of the numbers
jl(jl + 1)− jr(jr + 1), with jl, jr ∈ 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) ∋ g 7→ U(g) ∈ Aut(H)
determine a UIR of the dS4 group Sp(2, 2) acting in a Hilbert space H (the symbol ‘Aut(H)’ stands for
the set of all automorphism of H). The restriction to K ∼ SU(2) × SU(2), as the maximal compact
subgroup of Sp(2, 2), then would be quite reducible:

H = ⊕(jl,jr)∈ΓU
Hjl,jr , Hjl,jr ∼ C2jl+1 × C2jr+1 , (12.14)

where ΓU ⊂ N/2 × N/2 stands for the set of pairs (jl, jr) in such a way that the UIR Djl ⊗ Djr of the

maximal compact subgroup K appears once and only once in the reduction of the restriction U
∣∣
K. In

Ref. [25], Dixmier defines p ∈ N/2 as the infimum (greatest lower bound) of the set of jl + jr:
45

p ≡ inf
(jl,jr)∈ΓU

(jl + jr) . (12.15)

Moreover, he defines q0 ∈ Z/2 and q1 ∈ Z/2, respectively, as:

q0 ≡ min
(jl,jr)∈ΓU

jl+jr=p

(jr − jl) , q1 ≡ max
(jl,jr)∈ΓU

jl+jr=p

(jr − jl) . (12.16)

The generic case for pairs (jl, jr) is shown in FIG. 2, where the half-lines ∆p,∆0,∆1 delimit the allowed
values of these pairs in the quadrant {jr ⩾ 0, jl ⩾ 0}, and q0 ⩽ q ⩽ q1 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:

• q1 = p and 0 < q0 ≡ q ⩽ p, characterizing elements of the discrete series, denoted by Π+
p,q.

• q0 = −p and 0 < −q1 ≡ q ⩽ p, characterizing elements of the discrete series, denoted by Π−p,q.

45 Note that the parameter p by construction is the natural candidate for carrying the notion of spin in dS4 relativity.
Below, we clarify this point in two steps:

• First, we briefly recall the construction of the representations of Ji’s (with i = 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
11, 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± ≡ J1 ± iJ2 so that the
first set of the commutation relations in (12.10) become [J3,J±] = ±J± and [J+,J−] = 2J3. These generators
are supposed to be represented by some linear transformations J3 → T (J3) and J± → T (J±) (the so-called rais-
ing/lowering operators), which act on some vector space V . To construct this space, we begin from a highest weight
vector |vj⟩, and define the actions of T (J3) and the raising operator T (J+) on it respectively by T (J3)|vj⟩ = j|vj⟩
and T (J+)|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 |vj⟩ re-
peatedly (Tn(J−)|vj⟩ ∝ |vj−n⟩, with 0 ⩽ n ⩽ 2j), we will get all other (relevant) 2j+1 weight vectors |vj⟩, ... , |v−j⟩
of V . [The latter actually consists of all linear combinations of the |v⟩’s.]

• Second, we draw attention to the definitions given in (12.11), based upon which we get Ji = N
(L)
i − N

(R)
i (with

i = 1, 2, 3). Then, defining N
(L)
± ≡ N

(L)
1 ± iN

(L)
2 and N

(R)
± ≡ N

(R)
1 ∓ iN

(R)
2 , we have J± = N

(L)
± − N

(R)
∓ .

Interestingly, the linearity of the transformations T allows us to write T (J)’s in terms of T
(
N(L)

)
’s and T

(
N(R)

)
’s,

i.e., 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 N

(L)
± and N

(R)
±

are given above in such a way that is consistent with this very point; T
(
N

(L)
±
)
and T

(
N

(R)
±
)
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 (J+)|vj⟩ =
(
T
(
N

(L)
+

)
− T

(
N

(R)
−
) )

|vj⟩ = 0. Since the actions of T
(
N

(L)
+

)
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 |vj⟩
(of T (J)’s) is considered respectively as a highest weight vector for the left-handed representations T

(
N(L)

)
and as

a lowest weight vector for the right handed ones T
(
N(R)

)
, that is, T

(
N

(L)
+

)
|vj⟩ = 0 = T

(
N

(R)
−
)
|vj⟩. Accordingly, by

allocating jl, jr ∈ N/2 as the respective highest weights to T
(
N(L)

)
’s and T

(
N(R)

)
’s, we have T

(
N

(L)
3

)
|vj⟩ = jl|vj⟩

and T
(
N

(R)
3

)
|vj⟩ = −jr|vj⟩. Now, considering the action T (J3)|vj⟩ =

(
T
(
N

(L)
3

)
− T

(
N

(R)
3

) )
|vj⟩ = j|vj⟩, the

highest weight j can be clearly viewed as the infimum (greatest lower bound) of the set of jl+jr, i.e., j = inf (jl + 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 (jl + jr) can be referred to as the parameter which carries the notion of spin in dS4 relativity. Supplementary
information describing ‘meaningful dS4 ...’ will be given in section 14.
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• q0 = q1 = 0 ≡ q, characterizing elements lying at the lower end of the discrete series, denoted by
Πp,0.

These cases are shown in FIG. 3. For the principal and complementary series denoted by Υp,σ, σ ≡
q(1− q), one still has p ∈ N/2, but now the parameter q becomes real or complex and is constrained by
−2 < σ < −∞.

FIG. 2: Dixmier parameters (p, q) for classifying the unitary discrete dual of Sp(2, 2) (a generic case for notations);
the half-lines ∆p,∆0,∆1 are defined by jr + jl = p, jr − jl = q0, and jr − jl = q1, respectively.

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 Π+

p,q and Π−
p,q, the third figure to the remarkable

(“degenerate”) series Πp,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 dS4 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 Π±p,q. In this case, the two Casimir operators are explicitly given by:

Q(1) =
(
− p(p+ 1)− (q + 1)(q − 2)

)
1 , (12.17)
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Q(2) =
(
− p(p+ 1)q(q − 1)

)
1 . (12.18)

In this series, two distinguished categories of the UIR’s appear:

• The nonsquare-integrable scalar cases Πp,0, with p = 1, 2, ... .

• The spinorial cases Π±p,q, with p = 1/2, 1, 3/2, ... and q = p, p− 1, ..., 1 or 1/2 (q > 0). Note that the

representations determined by q = 1/2, i.e., Π±
p, 12

, are not square integrable.

Note that the symmetric cases Π±p,p, with p > 0, correspond to the so-called massless representations
with helicity s = p. More details will be given in section 14.

12.2. Principal series

The dS4 UIR’s belonging to the principal series (in the Dixmier notations) are characterized by Ups
s,ν ≡

Υp=s,σ=q(1−q), where q =
1
2 ± iν. In this context, the parameter p possesses a spin meaning and the two

Casimir operators explicitly read:

Q(1) =
(
− p(p+ 1) + (σ + 2)︸ ︷︷ ︸

−(q+1)(q−2)

)
1 =

(
−s(s+ 1) +

(
9

4
+ ν2

))
1 , (12.19)

Q(2) =
(
p(p+ 1)σ

)
1 =

(
s(s+ 1)

(
1

4
+ ν2

))
1 . (12.20)

In this series, two distinguished categories of the UIR’s appear:

• The integer spin principal cases, with ν ∈ R (i.e., σ ⩾ 1
4 ) and s = 0, 1, 2, ... .

• The half-integer spin principal cases, with ν ∈ R− {0} (i.e., σ > 1
4 ) and s = 1/2, 3/2, ... .

In both categories, the two sets of representations Ups
s,ν and U

ps
s,−ν are equivalent. [Note that the parameter

τ = − 3
2−iν will also be used in the sequel. The aforementioned equivalence then holds under τ 7→ −3−τ .]

Moreover, we should point out that in the case ν = 0 (or equivalently, τ = −3/2), namely q = 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:

U
ps
s,0 = Π+

s, 12
⊕Π−

s, 12
. (12.21)

12.3. Complementary series

The UIR’s belonging to the complementary series are symbolized by Ucs
s,ν ≡ Υp=s,σ=q(1−q), where

q = 1
2 ± ν, for which the parameter p has a spin meaning and the two Casimir operators explicitly read:

Q(1) =
(
− p(p+ 1) + (σ + 2)︸ ︷︷ ︸

−(q+1)(q−2)

)
1 =

(
−s(s+ 1) +

(
9

4
− ν2

))
1 , (12.22)

Q(2) =
(
p(p+ 1)σ

)
1 =

(
s(s+ 1)

(
1

4
− ν2

))
1 . (12.23)

[Note that, here too, another parameter will also be used in the sequel: τ = − 3
2 − ν.] In this series, two

distinguished categories of the UIR’s appear:

• The scalar case Ucs
0,ν , with ν ∈ R and 0 < |ν| < 3/2 (namely, −2 < σ < 1/4).

• The spinorial cases Ucs
s,ν , with ν ∈ R and 0 < |ν| < 1/2 (namely, 0 < σ < 1/4) and s = 1, 2, 3, ... .

In both categories, the two sets of representations Ucs
s,ν and Ucs

s,−ν are equivalent (in other words, the
equivalence holds under τ 7→ −3− τ).
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12.4. Discussion: a natural fuzzyness of dS4 spacetime

Here, having the above mathematical materials in mind, we would like to highlight in passing another
appealing characteristic of the dS4 group structure relevant to the possibility of constructing a noncom-
mutative spacetime46. Actually, considering WA’s (the dS4 counterparts of the Pauli-Lubanski operators
introduced above), one can define a noncommutative structure for dS4 spacetime by substituting the
classical variables xA of the ambient Minkowski spacetime R5 with the suitably normalized operators
WA, through the “fuzzy” variables x̂A:

xA 7→ x̂A = lWA , (12.24)

where the (positive) real parameter l is supposed to be of length dimension; in practice, for any given
dS4 UIR characterized by the parameters p and q, a specific l has to be introduced (l ≡ lp,q). Then, the
following noncommutative relation holds:

[x̂A, x̂B ] = −ilEABCDE x̂CLDE . (12.25)

This identity tends to zero when l does. On the other hand, the classical constraint −xAxA = R2,
describing the dS4 hyperboloid of radius R in R5, is replaced in the fuzzy case by:

−x̂Ax̂A = −l2p(p+ 1)q(q − 1) , (12.26)

which gives the identification:

R = l
√
−p(p+ 1)q(q − 1) . (12.27)

Note that the parameter l, determining the dimensionality of the fuzzy variables, can be naturally in-
terpreted 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. [81].

13. UIR’S OF THE DS4 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

13.1.1. Hilbert space and representations

Let U
ps
0,τ 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 τ is a complex number. The

operators U
ps
0,τ act in the Hilbert space L2

C(S3) as the space of all complex-valued functions f(z) on the

unit-sphere S3 (S3 ∋ z 7→ f(z) ∈ C),47 which are infinitely differentiable in terms of z, and are square
integrable with respect to:

⟨f1, f2⟩ =
∫
S3
f∗1 (z)f2(z) dµ(z) , (13.1)

46 For noncommutative spacetimes, as one of the approaches to Planck scale physics, see Ref. [80] and references therein.
47 Recall from the Iwasawa decomposition of Sp(2, 2) that Sp(2, 2)/B ∼ K/M ∼ S3 (see subsection 9.3).
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where dµ(z) = sin2 ψ sin θ dψdθdϕ, with 0 ⩽ ψ, θ ⩽ π and 0 ⩽ ϕ < 2π, is the O(4)-invariant measure on

S3. The action of U
ps
0,τ on the functions f(z) is given by:

Sp(2, 2) ∋ g =

(
a b
c d

)
: f(z) 7→

(
U
ps
0,τ (g)f

)
(z) =

∣∣− b⋆z+ d⋆
∣∣2τf( a⋆z− c⋆

−b⋆z+ d⋆

)
≡ N(g, z) f(g−1 ⋄ z) , (13.2)

while, according to the Iwasawa decomposition of the Sp(2, 2) group (see subsection 9.3), the following
map holds:

S3 ∋ z 7→ z′ ≡ g−1 ⋄ z = (a⋆z− c⋆)(−b⋆z+ d⋆)−1 ∈ S3 . (13.3)

[Again, the quaternionic components a,b, c, and d are presented in terms of the basis
{
1 ≡ 12, ek ≡

(−1)k+1iσk; k = 1, 2, 3
}
, where σk’s are the Pauli matrices.]

13.1.2. Condition for being unitary

The above representations are unitary if and only if τ = − 3
2 − iν, with ν ∈ R. The proof, quite

analogous to what we have pointed out in the previous part, is based on the transformation of the
differential dµ(z) under the homographic action z 7→ z′ = (az+ b)(cz+ d)−1, when z and z′ belong to

S3 and g =

(
a b
c d

)
∈ Sp(2, 2), that is:

dµ(z′) =
1

|cz+ d|6
dµ(z) . (13.4)

Then, for g ∈ Sp(2, 2) and z′ = g−1 ⋄ z, we have:

⟨Ups
0,τ (g)f1, U

ps
0,τ (g)f2⟩ =

∫
S3
f∗1 (g

−1 ⋄ z) |N(g, z)|2 f2(g−1 ⋄ z) dµ(z)

=

∫
S3
f∗1 (z

′)
∣∣− b⋆z+ d⋆

∣∣4Re(τ)+6
f2(z

′) dµ(z′)

= ⟨f1, f2⟩ if τ = −3

2
− iν , (13.5)

which means that the representations U
ps
0,τ=− 3

2−iν
are unitary. Considering the above, it is also quite

clear that two sets of representations U
ps
0,τ=− 3

2−iν
and U

ps
0,−3−τ=− 3

2+iν
are unitary equivalent.

13.1.3. Irreducibility and infinitesimal operators

In order to check the irreducibility of the representations U
ps
0,τ=− 3

2−iν
(ν ∈ R), an expression for the

infinitesimal operators of U
ps
0,τ is required. Technically, to fulfill this requirement, we employ the following

system of global coordinates to describe any z = (z4, z⃗) ∈ SU(2) ∼ S3:

z4 = cosψ ,

z1 = sinψ sin θ cosϕ ,

z2 = sinψ sin θ sinϕ ,

z3 = sinψ cos θ , (13.6)

where 0 ⩽ ψ, θ ⩽ π and 0 ⩽ ϕ < 2π, for which dµ(z) = sin2 ψ sin θ dψdθdϕ. Now, let g(t) denote a
one-parameter subgroup (with a parameter t) of the Sp(2, 2) group. According to the Stone theorem [56],

the associated infinitesimal operator X̂ is obtained by:

i∂
(
U
ps
0,τ

(
g(t)

)
f(ψ, θ, ϕ)

)
∂t

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0

= i

[
∂N(g, z)

∂t
f(ψ′, θ′, ϕ′) +

(
N(g, z)

)∂f(ψ′, θ′, ϕ′)
∂t

]
t=0

= i

[
∂N(g, z)

∂t

∣∣∣
t=0

+
∂ψ′

∂t

∣∣∣
t=0

∂

∂ψ
+
∂θ′

∂t

∣∣∣
t=0

∂

∂θ
+
∂ϕ′

∂t

∣∣∣
t=0

∂

∂ϕ

]
f(ψ, θ, ϕ)

= X̂ f(ψ, θ, ϕ) ,
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where f(z) ≡ f(ψ, θ, ϕ) and f(g−1 ⋄ z) = f(z′) ≡ f(ψ′, θ′, ϕ′). Then, it follows that:

X̂ = i

[
∂N(g, z)

∂t

∣∣∣
t=0

+
∂ψ′

∂t

∣∣∣
t=0

∂

∂ψ
+
∂θ′

∂t

∣∣∣
t=0

∂

∂θ
+
∂ϕ′

∂t

∣∣∣
t=0

∂

∂ϕ

]
. (13.7)

Proceeding as above, while the one-parameter subgroups appeared in the space-time-Lorentz decom-
position of the Sp(2, 2) group (see subsection 9.1) are taken into account, we now present the infinites-

imal operators of the representations U
ps
0,τ . We begin with the subgroup of space rotations, spanned

by the infinitesimal generators Y k, with k = 1, 2, 3 (see Eq. (9.12)); g
k
(t) =

(
a b
c d

)
≡ exp(Y kt) =(

exp
(
1
2ekt

)
0

0 exp
(
1
2ekt

)). For k = 1, it yields:

(a⋆z− c⋆) = exp
(
1
2e

⋆

1 t
)
z ,

(−b⋆z+ d⋆) = exp
(
1
2e

⋆

1 t
)
,

(−b⋆z+ d⋆)−1 =
(−b⋆z+ d⋆)⋆

| − b⋆z+ d⋆|2
= exp

(
1
2e1t

)
.

Accordingly, with respect to the coordinates (13.6) and the identity (B.4), the components of z′ =
(a⋆z− c⋆)(−b⋆z+ d⋆)−1 are:

z′4 = z4 ⇒ cosψ′ = cosψ ,

z′1 = z1 ⇒ sinψ′ sin θ′ cosϕ′ = sinψ sin θ cosϕ ,

z′2 = z3 sin t+ z2 cos t ⇒ sinψ′ sin θ′ sinϕ′ = (sinψ cos θ) sin t+ (sinψ sin θ sinϕ) cos t ,

z′3 = z3 cos t− z2 sin t ⇒ sinψ′ cos θ′ = (sinψ cos θ) cos t− (sinψ sin θ sinϕ) sin t .

These equations allow to calculate the derivatives of ψ′(t), θ′(t), ϕ′(t), and N(g
k
, z) with respect to t:

∂ψ′

∂t

∣∣∣
t=0

= 0 ,

∂θ′

∂t

∣∣∣
t=0

= sinϕ ,

∂ϕ′

∂t

∣∣∣
t=0

= cot θ cosϕ ,

∂N(g
k=1

, z)

∂t

∣∣∣
t=0

= 0 .

The associated infinitesimal operator then takes the form:

Ŷ 1 = i
(
sinϕ

∂

∂θ
+ cot θ cosϕ

∂

∂ϕ

)
. (13.8)

Similarly, for k = 2 and k = 3, we respectively obtain:

Ŷ 2 = i
(
− cosϕ

∂

∂θ
+ cot θ sinϕ

∂

∂ϕ

)
, (13.9)

Ŷ 3 = i
(
− ∂

∂ϕ

)
. (13.10)

The other infinitesimal operators associated with the scalar representations U
ps
0,τ are obtained in the

same way. They respectively read [76]:

• The infinitesimal operator of time translations:

X̂0 = i
(
− τ cosψ + sinψ

∂

∂ψ

)
. (13.11)

• The infinitesimal operators of space translations:

X̂1 = i
(
− sin θ cosϕ

∂

∂ψ
− cotψ cos θ cosϕ

∂

∂θ
+

cotψ sinϕ

sin θ

∂

∂ϕ

)
, (13.12)

X̂2 = i
(
− sin θ sinϕ

∂

∂ψ
− cotψ cos θ sinϕ

∂

∂θ
− cotψ cosϕ

sin θ

∂

∂ϕ

)
, (13.13)

X̂3 = i
(
− cos θ

∂

∂ψ
+ cotψ sin θ

∂

∂θ

)
. (13.14)
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• The infinitesimal operators of boosts:

Ẑ1 = i
(
− τ sinψ sin θ cosϕ− cosψ sin θ cosϕ

∂

∂ψ
− cos θ cosϕ

sinψ

∂

∂θ
+

sinϕ

sinψ sin θ

∂

∂ϕ

)
,(13.15)

Ẑ2 = i
(
− τ sinψ sin θ sinϕ− cosψ sin θ sinϕ

∂

∂ψ
− cos θ sinϕ

sinψ

∂

∂θ
− cosϕ

sinψ sin θ

∂

∂ϕ

)
,(13.16)

Ẑ3 = i
(
− τ sinψ cos θ − cosψ cos θ

∂

∂ψ
+

sin θ

sinψ

∂

∂θ

)
. (13.17)

One can check that the given infinitesimal operators verify the following commutation relations:[
Ŷ i, Ŷ j

]
= iEijk Ŷ k ,[

Ŷ i, X̂j

]
= iEijk X̂k ,[

X̂i, X̂j

]
= iEijk Ŷ k ,[

Ŷ i, Ẑj
]

= iEijk Ẑk ,[
X̂i, Ẑj

]
= −iδij X̂0 ,[

Ẑi, Ẑj
]

= −iEijk Ŷ k ,[
X̂0, X̂i

]
= −iẐi ,[

X̂0, Ẑi
]

= −iX̂i ,[
Ŷ i, X̂0

]
= 0 , (13.18)

where, again, i, j, k = 1, 2, 3 and Eijk 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:48

M4k ≡ X̂k , M04 ≡ X̂0 , Mki ≡ Ekij Ŷ j , M0k ≡ Ẑk , (13.19)

we explicitly get:

[MAB ,MCD] = −i
(
ηACMBD + ηBDMAC − ηADMBC − ηBCMAD

)
, A,B = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 . (13.20)

Note that MAB = −MBA.
Quite analogous to the situation in the 1 + 1-dimensional case, the above operators cannot be defined

on the whole Hilbert space L2
C(S3), since they are unbounded. Below, we will show that they are indeed

essentially self-adjoint operators on the common dense invariant subspace ∆
(
⊂ L2

C(S3)
)
made of all

finite linear combinations of elements of the orthonormal basis
{
|Llm⟩

}
≡
{
YLlm(z)

}
, where YLlm(z)’s,

with (L, l,m) ∈ N × N × Z, 0 ⩽ l ⩽ L and −l ⩽ m ⩽ l, are the hyperspherical harmonics on S3 (for
the explicit form of YLlm(z)’s, see appendix D). Then, to check the irreducibility of the corresponding

representations U
ps
0,τ , it is sufficient to show that ∆ 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

{
|Llm⟩

}
’s respectively read [76]:

• The actions of the space-rotation operators:

Ŷ 1 |Llm⟩ = i
(
sinϕ

∂

∂θ
+ cot θ cosϕ

∂

∂ϕ

)
|Llm⟩

= −1

2

√
(l +m)(l −m+ 1) |Ll,m− 1⟩ − 1

2

√
(l −m)(l +m+ 1) |Ll,m+ 1⟩ ,(13.21)

Ŷ 2 |Llm⟩ = i
(
− cosϕ

∂

∂θ
+ cot θ sinϕ

∂

∂ϕ

)
|Llm⟩

= − i

2

√
(l +m)(l −m+ 1) |Ll,m− 1⟩+ i

2

√
(l −m)(l +m+ 1) |Ll,m+ 1⟩ ,(13.22)

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 III.
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Ŷ 3 |Llm⟩ = i
(
− ∂

∂ϕ

)
|Llm⟩ = m |Llm⟩ . (13.23)

• The action of the time-translation operator:

X̂0 |Llm⟩ = i
(
− τ cosψ + sinψ

∂

∂ψ

)
|Llm⟩

=
i

2

√
(L− l + 1)(L+ l + 2)

(L+ 1)(L+ 2)
(−τ + L) |L+ 1, lm⟩

− i

2

√
(L+ l + 1)(L− l)

L(L+ 1)
(τ + L+ 2) |L− 1, lm⟩ . (13.24)

• The actions of the space-translation operators:

X̂3 |Llm⟩ = i
(
− cos θ

∂

∂ψ
+ cotψ sin θ

∂

∂θ

)
|Llm⟩

= i

√
(l −m+ 1)(L+ l + 2)(L− l)(l +m+ 1)

(2l + 1)(2l + 3)
|L, l + 1,m⟩

−i

√
(l −m)(L+ l + 1)(L− l + 1)(l +m)

(2l + 1)(2l − 1)
|L, l − 1,m⟩ , (13.25)

X̂2 |Llm⟩ = −i[X̂3, Ŷ 1] |Llm⟩ =
1

2

(√
(l −m+ 1)(l −m+ 2)(L+ l + 2)(L− l)

(2l + 1)(2l + 3)
|L, l + 1,m− 1⟩

+

√
(l +m− 1)(l +m)(L+ l + 1)(L− l + 1)

(2l + 1)(2l − 1)
|L, l − 1,m− 1⟩

+

√
(l +m+ 1)(l +m+ 2)(L+ l + 2)(L− l)

(2l + 1)(2l + 3)
|L, l + 1,m+ 1⟩

+

√
(l −m)(l −m− 1)(L+ l + 1)(L− l + 1)

(2l + 1)(2l − 1)
|L, l − 1,m+ 1⟩

)
,(13.26)

X̂1 |Llm⟩ = −i[X̂2, Ŷ 3] |Llm⟩ = − i

2

(√
(l −m+ 1)(l −m+ 2)(L+ l + 2)(L− l)

(2l + 1)(2l + 3)
|L, l + 1,m− 1⟩

+

√
(l +m− 1)(l +m)(L+ l + 1)(L− l + 1)

(2l + 1)(2l − 1)
|L, l − 1,m− 1⟩

−

√
(l +m+ 1)(l +m+ 2)(L+ l + 2)(L− l)

(2l + 1)(2l + 3)
|L, l + 1,m+ 1⟩

−

√
(l −m)(l −m− 1)(L+ l + 1)(L− l + 1)

(2l + 1)(2l − 1)
|L, l − 1,m+ 1⟩

)
.(13.27)

• The actions of the boost operators:

Ẑ3 |Llm⟩ = i[X̂0, X̂3] |Llm⟩ =
i(−τ + L)

2

(
−

√
(l −m)(l +m)(L− l + 1)(L− l + 2)

(L+ 1)(L+ 2)(2l + 1)(2l − 1)
|L+ 1, l − 1,m⟩

+

√
(l −m+ 1)(l +m+ 1)(L+ l + 2)(L+ l + 3)

(L+ 1)(L+ 2)(2l + 1)(2l + 3)
|L+ 1, l + 1,m⟩

)

− i(τ + L+ 2)

2

(√
(l −m)(l +m)(L+ l + 1)(L+ l)

L(L+ 1)(2l + 1)(2l − 1)
|L− 1, l − 1,m⟩

−

√
(l −m+ 1)(l +m+ 1)(L− l)(L− l − 1)

L(L+ 1)(2l + 1)(2l + 3)
|L− 1, l + 1,m⟩

)
,(13.28)
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Ẑ2 |Llm⟩ = i[X̂0, X̂2] |Llm⟩ =
−τ + L

4

(√
(l +m− 1)(l +m)(L− l + 1)(L− l + 2)

(L+ 1)(L+ 2)(2l + 1)(2l − 1)
|L+ 1, l − 1,m− 1⟩

+

√
(l −m+ 1)(l −m+ 2)(L+ l + 2)(L+ l + 3)

(L+ 1)(L+ 2)(2l + 1)(2l + 3)
|L+ 1, l + 1,m− 1⟩

+

√
(l +m+ 1)(l +m+ 2)(L+ l + 2)(L+ l + 3)

(L+ 1)(L+ 2)(2l + 1)(2l + 3)
|L+ 1, l + 1,m+ 1⟩

+

√
(l −m)(l −m− 1)(L− l + 1)(L− l + 2)

(L+ 1)(L+ 2)(2l + 1)(2l − 1)
|L+ 1, l − 1,m+ 1⟩

)

+
τ + L+ 2

4

(√
(l +m− 1)(l +m)(L+ l + 1)(L+ l)

L(L+ 1)(2l + 1)(2l − 1)
|L− 1, l − 1,m− 1⟩

+

√
(l −m)(l −m− 1)(L+ l + 1)(L+ l)

L(L+ 1)(2l + 1)(2l − 1)
|L− 1, l − 1,m+ 1⟩

+

√
(l +m+ 1)(l +m+ 2)(L− l)(L− l − 1)

L(L+ 1)(2l + 1)(2l + 3)
|L− 1, l + 1,m+ 1⟩

+

√
(l −m+ 1)(l −m+ 2)(L− l)(L− l − 1)

L(L+ 1)(2l + 1)(2l + 3)
|L− 1, l + 1,m− 1⟩

)
,(13.29)

Ẑ1 |Llm⟩ = i[X̂0, X̂1] |Llm⟩ =
i(−τ + L)

4

(
−

√
(l +m− 1)(l +m)(L− l + 1)(L− l + 2)

(L+ 1)(L+ 2)(2l + 1)(2l − 1)
|L+ 1, l − 1,m− 1⟩

−

√
(l −m+ 1)(l −m+ 2)(L+ l + 2)(L+ l + 3)

(L+ 1)(L+ 2)(2l + 1)(2l + 3)
|L+ 1, l + 1,m− 1⟩

+

√
(l +m+ 1)(l +m+ 2)(L+ l + 2)(L+ l + 3)

(L+ 1)(L+ 2)(2l + 1)(2l + 3)
|L+ 1, l + 1,m+ 1⟩

+

√
(l −m)(l −m− 1)(L− l + 1)(L− l + 2)

(L+ 1)(L+ 2)(2l + 1)(2l − 1)
|L+ 1, l − 1,m+ 1⟩

)

− i(τ + L+ 2)

4

(√
(l +m− 1)(l +m)(L+ l + 1)(L+ l)

L(L+ 1)(2l + 1)(2l − 1)
|L− 1, l − 1,m− 1⟩

−

√
(l −m)(l −m− 1)(L+ l + 1)(L+ l)

L(L+ 1)(2l + 1)(2l − 1)
|L− 1, l − 1,m+ 1⟩

−

√
(l +m+ 1)(l +m+ 2)(L− l)(L− l − 1)

L(L+ 1)(2l + 1)(2l + 3)
|L− 1, l + 1,m+ 1⟩

+

√
(l −m+ 1)(l −m+ 2)(L− l)(L− l − 1)

L(L+ 1)(2l + 1)(2l + 3)
|L− 1, l + 1,m− 1⟩

)
. (13.30)

The above relations reveal that, on ∆ ⊂ L2
C(S3), the given infinitesimal operators of the scalar represen-

tations U
ps
0,τ are well defined (in the allowed ranges of parameters), and also that the common dense ∆ is

invariant, with no nontrivial subspace invariant, under the actions of the aforementioned operators. The
irreducibility of the given representations then is proved.
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13.1.4. Quantum Casimir operator

Having in mind the identities given in Eq. (13.19), the corresponding (scalar) quadratic Casimir
operator reads:49

Q
(1)
0 = −1

2
MABM

AB = X̂
2

0 +

3∑
i=1

Ẑ
2

i −
3∑
i=1

X̂
2

i −
3∑
i=1

Ŷ
2

i = −τ(τ + 3)1 , (13.31)

with τ = − 3
2 − iν (ν ∈ 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) ∈ ∆, which identify the (true) quantum states carrying the dS4 scalar principal representations,

are indeed eigenfunctions of the quadratic Casimir operator Q
(1)
0 for the eigenvalues ( 94 + ν2), namely,(

Q
(1)
0 − ( 94 + ν2)

)
f(z) = 0. Again, this point (extended to the whole three series of the dS4 UIR’s) will

be employed in part III, when the spacetime realization of the dS4 UIR’s is considered, to present the
“wave equations” of dS4 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 L2

C2s+1(S3). The action of the representation operators Ups
s,ν on the functions f(z) ∈

L2
C2s+1(S3) reads:

Sp(2, 2) ∋ g =

(
a b
c d

)
: f(z) 7→

(
Ups
s,ν(g)f

)
(z) = N(g, z) Ds

( −z⋆b+ d

| − z⋆b+ d|

)
f(g−1 ⋄ z) , (13.32)

where the definitions of N(g, z) and g−1 ⋄ z are precisely the same as those given in Eq. (13.2), and
Ds’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 E). Clearly, by adjusting s = 0, the UIR’s (13.32) coincide with the scalar ones (13.2).
Taking steps parallel to those pointed out in subsubsection 13.1.3, one can check that the infinitesimal

operators LAB of the UIR’s Ups
s,ν are constituted by an orbital part MAB , which is exactly the one

already given in Eq. (13.19), and a spinorial part SAB (LAB = MAB + SAB). These infinitesimal
operators explicitly read:

L4k =
(
M4k

)
12s+1 + Ĵk ,

L04 =
(
M04

)
12s+1 −

3∑
k=1

zkĴk ,

Lki =
(
Mki

)
12s+1 − Ekij Ĵj ,

L0k =
(
M0k

)
12s+1 + z4Ĵk + Ekij ziĴj , (13.33)

where i, j, k = 1, 2, 3 and z1, ... , z4 are given by the identities in Eq. (13.6), while the matrix elements

of the (2s+ 1)× (2s+ 1) matrices Ĵk are given by:(
Ĵk=1

)
mm′

=
1

2

√
(s+m)(s−m+ 1) δm,m′+1 +

1

2

√
(s−m)(s+m+ 1) δm,m′−1 ,(

Ĵk=2

)
mm′

=
1

2i

√
(s+m)(s−m+ 1) δm,m′+1 −

1

2i

√
(s−m)(s+m+ 1) δm,m′−1 ,(

Ĵk=3

)
mm′

= m δm,m′ , (13.34)

where m and m′ are such that −s ⩽ m,m′ ⩽ s and s ±m, s ±m′ are integers. Note that the Ĵk’s set
exhibits the matrix realization of the spin s representation of the su(2) Lie algebra:

[Ĵk, Ĵi] = −iEkij Ĵj . (13.35)

49 Note that the quartic Casimir operator vanishes in this case.
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Considering the above, one can also check that the infinitesimal operators LAB verify the commutation
relations (12.2), and that the two Casimir operators (12.3) and (12.4) respectively take the following
forms:

Q(1) =
(
− s(s+ 1)− τ(τ + 3)

)
1 , (13.36)

Q(2) =
(
− s(s+ 1)(τ + 1)(τ + 2)

)
1 , (13.37)

again, with τ = −3/2− iν (ν ∈ R).

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

In this subsection, we explicitly present the given action of Ups
s,ν(g)’s in the Hilbert space L2

C2s+1(S3)
(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)× SU(2). Such elements are determined by g =

(
v 0
0 w

)
, with v,w ∈ SU(2)

(see subsection 9.2). On this basis, the action (13.32) takes the form:(
Ups
s,ν(k)f

)
(z) = Ds(w)f(v⋆zw) . (13.38)

Now, let D(jl,jr) denote the (2jl + 1) × (2jr + 1)-dimensional UIR of SU(2) × SU(2) on the vectors
f ∈ L2

C2s+1(S3); note that, again, the subscripts ‘l’ and ‘r’ refer to the left and right regular UIR’s of

SU(2), respectively, and that Ds ∼ D(0,s). Then, the representations Ups
s,ν(g), with g ∈ SU(2) × SU(2),

decompose into the infinite direct sum:⊕
j∈N/2

D(0,s) ⊗D(j,j) =
⊕
j∈N/2

⊕
|j−s|⩽i⩽j+s

D(j,i) . (13.39)

In the above decomposition, the UIR D(j,i) appears once and only once in the reduction of the restriction
Ups
s,ν

∣∣
SU(2)×SU(2)

.

13.4. Complementary series

The complementary series of the Sp(2, 2) UIR’s, like its principal counterpart, is issued from the
Iwasawa factorization 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 L2

C2s+1(S3 × S3), while the measure can be found through a
reproducing kernel (see the process pointed out in the dS2 case). For instance, in the scalar case s = 0,
we have [24]:

⟨f1, f2⟩−τ−3 =
Γ(−τ − 1) Γ(τ + 3)

2π2 Γ(−2τ − 3)

∫∫
S3×S3

f∗1 (z1)f2(z2) |z1 − z2|−2τ−6 dµ(z1)dµ(z2) , (13.40)

where τ is real and bounded, −3 < τ < −3/2, and again dµ(z) is the O(4)-invariant measure on S3. Note
that by expanding the kernel in terms of the hyperspherical harmonics on S3 (see appendix F):50

Γ(−τ − 1) Γ(τ + 3)

2π2 Γ(−2τ − 3)
|z− z2|−2τ−6 =

∑
L,l,m

Γ(L+ τ + 3)

Γ(L− τ)
YLlm(z1)Y∗Llm(z2) , (13.41)

we achieve the following orthonormal basis of the corresponding Hilbert space L2
C(S3 × S3):{

ỸτLlm(z) ≡

√
Γ(L− τ)

Γ(L+ τ + 3)
YLlm(z), L ∈ N, 0 ⩽ l ⩽ L, −l ⩽ m ⩽ l

}
. (13.42)

50 Note that the value τ = −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.
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The action of the associated representation operators Ucs
0,τ on the functions f(z) ∈ L2

C(S3 × S3) reads:

Sp(2, 2) ∋ g =

(
a b
c d

)
: f(z) 7→

(
Ucs

0,τ (g)f
)
(z) =

∣∣− b⋆z+ d⋆
∣∣2τf( a⋆z− c⋆

−b⋆z+ d⋆

)
≡ N(g, z) f(g−1 ⋄ z) . (13.43)

In a spinorial case, with spin s = 1, 2, 3, ... , this action extends to:

Sp(2, 2) ∋ g =

(
a b
c d

)
: f(z) 7→

(
Ucs
s,τ (g)f

)
(z) =

∣∣− b⋆z+ d⋆
∣∣2τ Ds( −z⋆b+ d

| − z⋆b+ d|

)
f
( a⋆z− c⋆

−b⋆z+ d⋆

)
≡ N(g, z) Ds

( −z⋆b+ d

| − z⋆b+ d|

)
f(g−1 ⋄ z) , (13.44)

where, in this case, the functions f(z) ∈ L2
C2s+1(S3 × S3) and, again, Ds’s are the 2s + 1-dimensional

UIR’s of SU(2), while −2 < τ < −3/2. Apart from the the values of τ , the above actions are quite similar
to those given in the principal case (see Eqs. (13.2) and (13.32), 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 τ).

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 9.2). The corresponding UIR’s are specified by two parameters p and q, namely, Uds ≡ Π±p,q,
such that p, q ∈ N/2, 1 ⩽ q ⩽ p, and p−q ∈ N [24]. In a general case with given p and q in their respective
allowed ranges, these UIR’s act in the Hilbert space L2

C2p+1(B) as the space of vector-valued functions
f(z), analytic inside the open unit-ball B, with values in C2p+1; the latter determines the carrier space
of either UIR’s Dp ⊗ 1 or 1 ⊗ Dp of the maximal compact subgroup K ∼ SU(2) × SU(2) of Sp(2, 2),51

which are respectively referred to by the superscripts ‘−’ and ‘+’ in the representation operators (see Eq.
(13.47)). The functions f(z) are also supposed to be square integrable with respect to the scalar product
[24]:

⟨f1, f2⟩ = cp,q

∫
B

⟨f1(z), f2(z)⟩C2p+1

(
1− |z|2

)2q−2
dµ(z) , (13.45)

where:

cp,q =
(2q − 1)(p+ q)(p− q + 1)

π2
, (13.46)

while ⟨·, ·⟩C2p+1 stands for the scalar product in C2p+1, and
(
1−|z|2

)2q−2
dµ(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 Π±p,q in the

Hilbert space L2
C2p+1(B) reads:

Sp(2, 2) ∋ g =

(
a b
c d

)
: f(z) 7→

(
Π±p,q(g)f

)
(z) =

∣∣− b⋆z+ d⋆
∣∣2τ Dp((η±(g, z))−1) f( a⋆z− c⋆

−b⋆z+ d⋆

)
≡ N(g, z) Dp

((
η±(g, z)

)−1)
f(g−1 ⋄ z) , (13.47)

where τ = −q − 1 and:(
η+(g, z)

)−1
=
−z⋆b+ d

| − z⋆b+ d|
,

(
η−(g, z)

)−1
=

−zc+ a

| − z⋆b+ d|
. (13.48)

Note that | − z⋆b + d| = | − zc + a|. Moreover, considering the Cartan decomposition of Sp(2, 2) (see
subsection 9.2), we have:

B ∋ z 7→ z′ ≡ g−1 ⋄ z = (a⋆z− c⋆)(−b⋆z+ d⋆)−1 ∈ B , (13.49)

51 Note that Dp’s refer to the 2p+ 1-dimensional UIR’s of SU(2) (see appendix E).
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Proceeding as before, it is a matter of straightforward calculations to show that the infinitesimal
operators LAB of the UIR’s Π±p,q, constituted by an orbital part MAB and a spinorial part SAB (LAB =
MAB + SAB), are given respectively by:

L4k = i
(
zk

∂

∂z4
− z4

∂

∂zk

)
12s+1 ± Ĵk ,

L04 = i
(
− τz4 + z4

4∑
σ=1

zσ
∂

∂zσ
− |z|

2 + 1

2

∂

∂z4

)
12s+1 ∓

3∑
k=1

zk

|z|
Ĵk ,

Lki = −i
(
zk

∂

∂zi
− zi

∂

∂zk

)
12s+1 − Ekij Ĵj ,

L0k = i
(
− τzk + zk

4∑
σ=1

zσ
∂

∂zσ
− |z|

2 + 1

2

∂

∂zk

)
12s+1 ±

z4

|z|
Ĵk + Ekij

zi

|z|
Ĵj , (13.50)

where, again, i, j, k = 1, 2, 3 and the (2s+1)×(2s+1)-matrices Ĵk 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:

Q(1) =
(
− p(p+ 1)− τ(τ + 3)

)
1 , (13.51)

Q(2) =
(
− p(p+ 1)(τ + 1)(τ + 2)

)
1 , (13.52)

again, with τ = −q − 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”.

13.5.1. Discrete series: scalar case (Πp⩾1,0)

Let Hp−1 ≡ L2
C(S3) denote the carrier Hilbert space of Πp,0 (p = 1, 2, ...), that is, the closure of the

linear span of all square-integrable functions S3 ∋ z 7→ f(z) ∈ C, according to the inner product [24]:

⟨f1, f2⟩p−1 =
(−1)p+1

4π2(2p− 1)!

∫∫
S3×S3

f∗1 (z1)f2(z2) |z1 − z2|2(p−1) log |z1 − z2|−2 dµ(z1)dµ(z2) , (13.53)

where dµ(z) is the O(4)-invariant measure on S3. The functions f(z) are also supposed to verify the
following orthogonality condition: ∫

S3
Y∗Llm(z)f(z) dµ(z) = 0 , (13.54)

for all triplets (Llm), with 0 ⩽ L ⩽ p − 1. Therefore, if the function f(z) belongs to L2
C(S3), it lies in

the subspace orthogonal to the finite-dimensional subspace Vp−1 with the orthonormal basis
{
YLlm ; 0 ⩽

L ⩽ p − 1, 0 ⩽ l ⩽ L, −l ⩽ m ⩽ l
}
. The subspace Vp−1, considering the allowed ranges of L, l, and

m, is of p(p + 1)(2p + 1)/6 dimension, and carries the irreducible (nonunitary!) dS4 finite-dimensional
representations, which, with respect to the notations given in appendix G, are determined by (n1 =
0, n2 = p − 1). These representations are Weyl equivalent52 to the UIR’s Πp,0. [We will revisit the
above mathematical structure in detail later in subsection 16.3, when the spacetime realization of the
representations is taken into account.]
An orthonormal basis for the Hilbert space Hp−1, with respect to the identities given in appendix F,

is: {
Ỹτ=−p−2Llm (z) ≡

√
(L+ p+ 1)!

(L− p)!
YLlm(z), L ⩾ p, 0 ⩽ l ⩽ L, −l ⩽ m ⩽ l

}
. (13.55)

52 If two representations are Weyl equivalent, then they share same Casimir eigenvalue.
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The action of the UIR’s Πp,0 in Hp−1 is realized by:

Sp(2, 2) ∋ g =

(
a b
c d

)
: f(z) 7→

(
Πp,0(g)f

)
(z) =

∣∣− b⋆z+ d⋆
∣∣2τf( a⋆z− c⋆

−b⋆z+ d⋆

)
≡ N(g, z) f(g−1 ⋄ z) , (13.56)

with τ = −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 τ which here, as already mentioned, are given by τ = −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 − z2|2p−2 log |z1 − z2|−2, given in appendix F.

14. “MASSIVE”/“MASSLESS” DS4 UIR’S AND THE POINCARÉ 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 → ∞).53 On this basis, naturally, three categories of the dS4 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 c (the speed of light) and ℏ (the Planck constant) are no

longer normalized to unity. Together with R, the radius of curvature of the dS4 hyperboloid MR, they
represent dimensionally independent quantities, which are employed to fix the natural unit of “mass”
ℏ/cR in dS4 relativity.

14.1. Group contraction (the representation level): a brief introduction

Let UR and U respectively denote a family of representations of a group G acting in a Hilbert space HR
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 i : G→ G′ (which is not a homomorphism).
We also need a topological space E (see FIG. 4), in which we can write the representations of G and G′.
This is achieved by having an injective map AR : HR 7→ E

(
⊃ H

)
such that, for all f ∈ HR, we get:

lim
R→∞

ARf = h , h ∈ H . (14.1)

Considering the above, the representation U is said to be the contraction of the representation UR,
symbolized here by UR −→ U , if:

for all f ∈ HR , lim
R→∞

ARU
R(g)f = U(g′)h = U(g′) lim

R→∞
ARf , (14.2)

where g′ ∈ G′ corresponds to g ∈ G by the bijection i.

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

14.2. DS4 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
dS4 principal series UIR’s Ups

s,ν , with s ∈ N/2 and ν ∈ R, are merely involved. In this sense, they
are usually called dS4 massive representations. Technically, for these representations, by introducing a
relation between the dS4 representation parameter ν and the Poincaré-Minkowski mass m as:

m =
ℏν
cR

, (14.3)

the Poincaré contraction explicitly reads [27, 28]:

Ups
s,ν −→

R→∞, ν→∞
ℏν/cR=m

c>P>s,m ⊕ c<P<s,m , (14.4)

where P≷
s,m respectively stand for the positive/negative energy Wigner UIR’s of the Poincaré group,

possessing mass m and spin s. Among the ‘coefficients’ c> 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 16.4 and
17.2, 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. (14.4), 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 dS4 massive elementary systems (associated 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 dS4 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 dS4 (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. DS4 massless UIR’s

In comparison with the dS4 massive UIR’s, the massless ones are more subtle. As a matter of fact,
the dS4 group has no UIR analogous to the so-called massless infinite-spin UIR’s of the Poincaré group.
Then, the dS4 massless UIR’s are distinguished as those UIR’s with a unique extension to the UIR’s
of the conformal group SO0(2, 4), while that extension is equivalent to the conformal extension of the
Poincaré massless UIR’s [29, 30]. Accordingly, two different categories of the dS4 massless UIR’s come
to fore (see appendix H):
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• The massless scalar case, which involves the only physical representation (in the sense of contrac-
tion/extension to the Poincaré/conformal UIR’s) of the dS4 complementary series, labelled in our
notations by Ucs

s=0,ν= 1
2
:

C>1,0,0 C>1,0,0 ←↩ P>0,0
Ucs

0, 12
↪→ ⊕ −→

R→∞
⊕ ⊕

C<−1,0,0 C<−1,0,0 ←↩ P<0,0 .
(14.5)

• The “helicity = ±s” cases, which involve all representations Π±p=s,q=s,
54 with s > 0, lying at the

lower limit of the dS4 discrete series:

C>s+1,0,s C>s+1,0,s ←↩ P>−s,0
Π+
s,s ↪→ ⊕ −→

R→∞
⊕ ⊕

C<−s−1,0,s C<−s−1,0,s ←↩ P<−s,0 .
(14.6)

C>s+1,s,0 C>s+1,s,0 ←↩ P>s,0
Π−s,s ↪→ ⊕ −→

R→∞
⊕ ⊕

C<−s−1,s,0 C<−s−1,s,0 ←↩ P<s,0 ,
(14.7)

Note that: (i) Above, we have denoted by the arrows ‘↪→’ unique extension and by P≷
s,0, respectively,

the positive/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 SO0(2, 4) or its fourth covering group SU(2, 2). Above,

the associated conformal UIR’s are denoted by C≷E0,jl,jr
, where the parameters (jl, jr) ∈ N/2×N/2 label

the UIR’s of SU(2)× SU(2), while E0 refers to the positive/negative conformal energy.

14.4. Discussion: rehabilitating the dS4 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 dS4 (generally, dS) relativity, which actually originates

from the existence of the discrete symmetry (8.16) in the dS4 group sending any point (x0,x) ∈MR to its
mirror image with respect to the x0-axis, that is, (x0,−x) ∈MR.

55 Considering this discrete symmetry,
the dS4 infinitesimal generators LA0 (see Eq. (12.1)), 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 L40, which contracts to the Poincaré energy
operator, moves us forwards or backwards in time (towards increasing or decreasing x0) 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 dS4 (generally, dS) spacetime.
On the other hand and besides the global considerations concerning the notion of energy in dS4 (gen-

erally, dS) relativity, it is yet critical to understand the physical content of dS4 relativity with respect
to its null-curvature limit at a given point x ∈ MR, 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. (14.4), it seems that, even at a specific point
(say x ∈ MR), one cannot give a precise meaning to the dS4 “rest energy” in terms of the Poincaré
contraction of the representations. In part III, we will come back to this significant point. We will show
that there is a proper choice of dS4 (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 prop-
erly. Respecting the analyticity prerequisite of these modes, the Poincaré contraction of the dS4 UIR’s

54 Here, the superscript ‘±’ stands for the helicities ±s.
55 To see the latter point, one can also consider Eq. (9.22), when ψ = 0 and w2

(
= (cos θ, sin θw⃗)

)
= −1 (that is, θ = π).
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can be controlled in such a way that they contract merely to the Poincaré UIR’s with positive energy.56

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 x ∈ MR may turn into modes at some point
x′ ∈MR which their flat limit is of negative energy. See the details in part III.

14.5. For comparison: AdS4 UIR’s and the Poincaré contraction

AdS4 spacetime is most easily described as embedded in R5 provided with the metric ηA′B′ =
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 R5, therefore, are denoted
by x = (x0, x1, x2, x3, x5). In this context, AdS4 spacetime can be visualized as (the covering space of)

the connected hyperboloid (x)2 = ηA′B′xA
′
xB

′
= (x0)2 − (x1)2 − (x2)2 − (x3)2 + (x5)2 = R2, where R is

the radius of curvature.
The AdS4 relativity group is SO0(2, 3), or its double covering Sp(4,R), or even its universal covering

˜SO0(2, 3).
57 A realization of the associated Lie algebra, quite similar to the dS4 case, is achieved by the

linear span of the following ten Killing vectors:

KA′B′ = xA′∂B′ − xB′∂A′ , KA′B′ = −KB′A′ . (14.8)

Here, however, contrary to the dS4 case, there exists one globally timelike Killing vector, i.e., K50.
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 AdS4 manifold (or on respective phase spaces). In
the former case, these representations read as: KA′B′ 7→ LA′B′ = MA′B′ + SA′B′ , where the definitions
of MA′B′ and SA′B′ are the same as the dS4 case (see Eq. (12.1) and its subsequent discussions). In this
context, and on the physical level, three classes of the AdS4 UIR’s (besides the trivial representations)
appear:

• The first class is constituted by those AdS4 UIR’s, which belong to the holomorphic discrete series
and its lower limit. In this class, the spectrum of the “energy” operator L50 has a lower (positive)
bound, say ς > 0, while the spin operator S12 admits eigenvalues −s, ... , s, with s ∈ N/2.

• The second class, constituted by the AdS4 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., −ς > 0.

• The third class includes those AdS4 UIR’s with unbounded energy and spin.

In the first case (i.e., the physically meaningful AdS4 UIR’s), the representations are usually denoted
by Ds,ς , with s ∈ N/2 and ς ⩾ s+1 (with the exception of a few of them),58 where the parameters s and
ς carry the physical meanings of spin and the lowest “energy”, respectively. [Note that, to some extent,
the parameter ς plays the role of the parameter ν in the classification of the dS4 UIR’s.] Among the AdS4
UIR’s Ds,ς , one must distinguish between the UIR’s with ς > s+ 1 and the two significant limit cases:

• The limit scalar cases D0,1 and D0, 12
(the latter is named the “Rac” [84]).

• The limit spinorial or tensorial cases Ds,s+1 and D 1
2 ,1

(the latter is named the “Di” [84]).

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 ˜SO0(2, 3).
Then, the time is not bounded.

58 To be more precise, the parameter ς takes the values ς ∈ N/2, for the UIR’s in the strict sense of the Sp(4,R) discrete

series, and the values ς ∈ R, while ς ⩾ s+ 1, for the “discrete” series UIR’s of ˜SO0(2, 3).
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Here, quite similar to the dS4 case, there exist two Casimir operators and their eigenvalues entirely
characterize the AdS4 UIR’s. These Casimir operators explicitly read:

Q(1) = −1

2
LA′B′LA

′B′
, (14.9)

Q(2) = −WA′WA′
, W′ = −1

8
EA′B′C′D′E′LB

′C′
LD

′E′
, (14.10)

and, according to the parameters introduced above, their respective eigenvalues are:

⟨Q(1)⟩AdS4
= s(s+ 1) + ς(ς − 3) , (14.11)

⟨Q(2)⟩AdS4
= −s(s+ 1)(ς − 1)(ς − 2) . (14.12)

Proceeding as the previous subsections, we now point out those AdS4 UIR’s which contract to the
Poincaré massive UIR’s (the so-called AdS4 massive representations) and those AdS4 UIR’s which have
a massless content (the so-called AdS4 massless representations). For the AdS4 massive cases, the (holo-
morphic) AdS4 discrete series representations Ds,ς , with s ∈ N/2 and ς > s + 1, are only involved [85].
For them, defining the Poincaré-Minkowski mass m as:

m =
ℏς
cR

, (14.13)

the Poincaré contraction yields [85]:

Ds,ς −→
R→∞, ς→∞

ℏς/cR=m

P>s,m . (14.14)

Evidently, for the AdS4 (generally, AdS) massive cases, quite contrary to the dS4 (generally, dS) relativity
(see Eq. (14.4)), the Poincaré contraction entails no energy ambiguity; the AdS4 (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 Ds,−ς :

Ds,−ς −→
R→∞, ς→∞

P<s,m . (14.15)

On the other hand, for the AdS4 massless (conformal) representations, two different categories appear
[29, 86]:

• The massless scalar case, involving the UIR D0,1.

• The spinorial or tensorial cases, involving all UIR’s Ds,s+1, with s > 0, lying at the lower end of
the holomorphic AdS4 discrete series.

For the above massless representations, the following extensions hold [29, 86]:

D0,1 ↪→ C>1,0,0 −→
R→∞

C>1,0,0 ←↩ P>0,0 , (14.16)

C>s+1,s,0 C>s+1,s,0 ←↩ P>s,0
Ds,s+1 ↪→ ⊕ −→

R→∞
⊕ ⊕

C>s+1,0,s C>s+1,0,s ←↩ P>−s,0 .
(14.17)

The arrows ‘↪→’, as before, denote unique extension. As is obvious from the above, for the AdS4 massless
cases, contrary to dS4 relativity, the extensions entail no energy ambiguity. There is, however, an ambi-
guity concerning helicity. As a matter of fact, the notion of helicity is not defined in AdS4 relativity at
all. At the end, we must underline that all other AdS4 representations have either nonphysical Poincaré
contraction limit or do not have Poincaré contraction limit.

Part III

1 + 3-dimensional dS (dS4) geometry and
relativity (QFT)

In the previous part, we have employed the dS4 relativity group Sp(2, 2) and its UIR’s (in the Wigner
sense) to provide a robust mathematical structure describing (free) elementary systems in dS4 spacetime
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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-Gärding axioms along with
analyticity requirements in the complexified pseudo-Riemanian manifold, we proceed with a consistent
QFT description of dS4 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 dS4 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 dS4 plane
waves (for massive cases that such a limit exists; see section 14) 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.59

This approach to QFT reading of elementary systems in dS4 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 Ψ̂ on
dS4 spacetime MR, solution to the field equation, with values in a set of symmetric operators in some
inner product (Fock) space H , and fulfilling the following physical requirements:

• Covariance, in the usual strong sense; there is a unitary representation U of the dS4 group Sp(2, 2)

on the Fock space of states H , such that U (g)Ψ̂(x)U −1(g) = Ψ̂(g ⋄ x) for any g ∈ Sp(2, 2) and
x ∈ MR. [Borrowing the notations used in the previous part, let U be the natural representation
of the dS4 group in a Hilbert space H. Then, U denotes the extension of U to the Fock space H
built on H.]

• Existence of a distinguished state Ω ∈H , called vacuum, which is invariant under the representa-
tion U (g), for all g ∈ Sp(2, 2).

• Locality/(anti-)commutativity, with respect to the dS4 causal structure (see section 7).

• 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 dS4 scalar fields, we will make this QFT construction explicit. Technically,

dS4 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 dS4 elementary systems. Moreover, it has been already
shown that all other (spinor-)tensor fields in dS4 spacetime can be given in terms of a copy of dS4 scalar
fields: for the massive and massless spin- 12 fields, see Ref. [41], for the massive and massless spin-1 fields,

respectively, Refs. [42] and [43], for the massive and massless spin- 32 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.
[90–96]. Then, in this sense also, the choice of dS4 scalar fields seems quite natural for our discussions.

15. DS4 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 dS4 hyperboloid MR. 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 dS4 plane waves are considered as eigendistributions60 of the quadratic Casimir oper-

ator Q(1) for the eigenvalues associated with the principal, complementary, and discrete series of the dS4
UIR’s.61 Accordingly, with respect to the Dixmier notations (see section 12), the wave equations read:(

Q(1) + p(p+ 1) + (q + 1)(q − 2)
)
Ψ(x) = 0 , x ∈MR , (15.1)

with the specific allowed ranges of values assumed by the parameters p and q for the three series of the
dS4 UIR’s (see subsections 12.1, 12.2, and 12.3).

59 The dS4 (generally, dSd) plane waves are also of great significance in constructing possible models of dS4/CFT3 (generally,
dSd/CFTd−1) correspondence. For this case, which is beyond the scope of this paper, readers are referred to Refs. [87–89].

60 See the next section.
61 Here, it is perhaps worthwhile to recall the arguments subsequent to Eq. (13.31).
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For the scalar waves (denoted here by ϕ(x)), 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 q = 0 (see section 12).
In both cases, the associated plane waves are characterized by solutions to the following wave equations:(

Q(1) + τ(τ + 3)
)
ϕ(x) = 0 , x ∈MR , (15.2)

where the unifying complex parameter τ , for the scalar principal series, takes the values τ = −q − 1 =
−3/2− iν, with ν ∈ R, for the scalar complementary series, the values τ = −q−1 = −3/2−ν, with ν ∈ R
and 0 < |ν| < 3/2, and for the scalar discrete series, the values τ = p− 1 or τ = −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
τ with Re(τ) < 0 (see subsection 16.3). Accordingly, for the scalar discrete series, the values τ = p − 1
need to be dropped. Indeed, this series begins with τ = −3, which is precisely where the complementary
series ends on its left.

15.1. Computation in ambient notations

In ambient space notations, dS4 fields are represented by symmetric (spinor-)tensor fields on the hy-
perboloid:

MR ∋ x 7→ Ψ(x) ≡ Ψ
(r)
A1 ... An

(x) , (15.3)

where r = n+1/2 (n being the tensorial rank) and A1, ... , An = 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 Ψ(r)(x) are supposed to be homogeneous functions in the R5-variables xA

with some arbitrarily chosen homogeneity degree ℓ:

x · ∂Ψ(r)(x)
(
≡ xA ∂

∂xA

)
= ℓΨ(r)(x) . (15.4)

Trivially, every homogeneous (spinor-)tensor field Ψ(r)(x) of the R5 variables does not represent a dS4
physical entity. Actually, to make sure that the field Ψ(r)(x) lies in the dS4 tangent spacetime, it also
must verify the transversality requirement for all indices A1, ... , An:

xAiΨ
(r)
A1 ... Ai ... An

(x) = (x ·Ψ)
(r−1)
A1 ... Ăi ... An

(x) = 0 , (15.5)

or more concisely x ·Ψ(r)(x) = 0, where Ăi means that this index is omitted.
We define here the symmetric, “transverse projector” θAB = ηAB + R−2xAxB , verifying θABx

A =
θABx

B = 0. [This projector is indeed the transverse form of the dS4 metric in ambient space notations;
this point will be clarified in the next subsection.] We employ θAB to construct transverse entities, such
as ∂̄A = θAB∂

B = ∂A +R−2xAx · ∂, called transverse derivative, for which we have:

∂̄AxB = θAB , and ∂̄A(x)
2 = 0 . (15.6)

The latter identity shows that the differential operator ∂̄ commutates with (x)2, which means that ∂̄ is
intrinsically defined on the dS4 hyperboloid (x)2 = −R2. Considering the above, for a general (spinor-

)tensor field Ψ
(r)
A1 ... An

(x), the operator T with the following definition:

(TΨ)
(r)
A1 ... An

(x) =

(
n∏
i=1

θBi

Ai

)
Ψ

(r)
B1 ... Bn

(x) , (15.7)

guarantees the transversality in each tensorial index; since the degree of homogeneity of θAB 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 dS4 quadratic Casimir operator in ambient space no-

tations. As already mentioned (see section 12), this operator is written in terms of the self-adjoint
operators LAB associated with each of the ten Killing vectors (8.1). In the Hilbert space of symmetric

(spinor-)tensors Ψ
(r)
A1...

(x) on MR, square integrable according to some invariant inner (Klein-Gordon

type) product, the generator representatives L
(r)
AB are defined by [97]:

L
(r)
AB =MAB + S

(n)
AB + S

( 1
2 )

AB , (15.8)
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where the orbital part is given by MAB = −i(xA∂B − xB∂A) = −i(xA∂̄B − xB ∂̄A), while the spinorial

parts S
(n)
AB and S

( 1
2 )

AB respectively act on the tensorial indices as:

S
(n)
ABΨ

(r)
A1 ... An

= −i
n∑
i=1

(
ηAAi

Ψ
(r)
A1 ... (Ai→B) ... An

− (A⇌ B)
)
,

and on the spinorial indices by S
( 1
2 )

AB = − i
4 [γA, γB ] (recall from section 8 that the five 4× 4-matrices γA

generate the Clifford algebra). The action of the quadratic Casimir operator on a given spinor-tensor

field Ψ
(r)
A1 ... An

(x) then reads:

Q(1)
r Ψ(r)(x) = −1

2
L
(r)
ABL

(r)AB Ψ(r)(x) = −1

2

(
MAB + S

(n)
AB + S

( 1
2 )

AB

)(
MAB + S(n)AB + S( 1

2 )AB
)
Ψ(r)(x)

= −1

2

(
MABM

AB + S
(n)
ABS

(n)AB + S
( 1
2 )

ABS
( 1
2 )AB

)
Ψ(r)(x)

−
(
MABS

(n)AB +MABS
( 1
2 )AB + S

( 1
2 )

ABS
(n)AB

)
Ψ(r)(x) , (15.9)

with:

1

2
MABM

AB Ψ(r)
(
= −Q(1)

0 Ψ(r)
)

= R2∂̄2 ,

1

2
S
(n)
ABS

(n)AB Ψ(r) = n(n+ 3)Ψ(r) − 2Σ2ηΨ
(r)′ ,

1

2
S
( 1
2 )

ABS
( 1
2 )AB Ψ(r) =

5

2
Ψ(r) ,

MABS
(n)AB Ψ(r) = 2Σ1∂x ·Ψ(r) − 2Σ1x∂ ·Ψ(r) − 2nΨ(r) ,

MABS
( 1
2 )AB Ψ(r) = − i

2
γAγBM

ABΨ(r) ,

S
( 1
2 )

ABS
(n)AB Ψ(r) = nΨ(r) − Σ1γ

(
γ ·Ψ(r)

)
. (15.10)

Note that: (i) The subscript ‘r’ in Q
(1)
r refers to the fact that the carrier space is constituted by rank

r spinor-tensors. (ii) Σm designates the symmetrizer of the tensor product of two symmetric (spinor-
)tensors Φ and Ψ of, respectively, tensorial rank m and n−m, where m ⩽ ⌊n/2⌋, based upon which the
components of the symmetrized tensor product are given by:(

ΣmΦΨ
)
A1 ... An

=
∑

i1<i2< ... <im

(
ΦAi1

Ai2
... Aim

)(
Ψ
A1, ... Ăi1

... Ăi2
... Ăim ... An

)
, (15.11)

where Ăi1 , Ăi2 , and Ăim mean that these terms are omitted. (iii) The trace, associated with the tensorial
part, of the spinor-tensor field Ψ(r) of tensorial rank n is denoted by Ψ(r)′, which is a symmetric spinor-
tensor field of tensorial rank n− 2, given by:

Ψ
(r)′
A1 ... An−2

= ηAn−1AnΨ
(r)
A1 ... An−2An−1An

. (15.12)

(iv) The operators Q
(1)
r and L

(r)
AB commutate with (x)2. Therefore, they are intrinsically defined on the

dS4 hyperboloid (x)2 = −R2.
Finally, taking all the above identities into account, we can explicitly rewrite Eq. (15.9) as:

Q(1)
r Ψ(r)(x) =

(
Q

(1)
0 +

i

2
γAγBM

AB − n(n+ 2)− 5

2

)
Ψ(r)

−2Σ1∂x ·Ψ(r) + 2Σ1x∂ ·Ψ(r) +Σ1γ
(
γ ·Ψ(r)

)
+ 2Σ2ηΨ

(r)′ . (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
(1)
r 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 dS4 UIR’s. In this sense, the aforementioned list

of requirements (the homogeneity and transversality) for a given (spinor-)tensor field Ψ
(r)
A1 ... An

(x) must
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be supplemented as follows:

x · ∂Ψ(r) = 0 , homogeneity ,

x ·Ψ(r) = 0 , transversality ,

∂ ·Ψ(r) = 0 , divergencelessness ,

γ ·Ψ(r) = 0 , tracelessness (associated with the spinorial part) conditions . (15.14)

Note that: (i) Here, for the sake of simplicity, we set the degree of homogeneity ℓ = 0. Accordingly,
for instance, regarding formulas that will be given in the next subsection, one can easily show that the
d’Alembertian operator □R ≡ ∇µ∇µ on dS4 spacetime (∇µ, with µ = 0, 1, 2, 3, being the covariant
derivative given in local (intrinsic) coordinates) coincides with its counterpart □5 ≡ ∂2 on R5. (ii) The
transversality and divergencelessness conditions together yield Ψ(r)′ = 0.

Considering the above conditions along with the relations leading to Eq. (15.13), the dS4 wave equations

for spinor-tensor fields Ψ
(r=n+1/2)
A1 ... An

(x) (see Eq. (15.1)), in ambient notations, take the form:(
Q

(1)
0 +

i

2
γAγBM

AB − n(n+ 2)− 5

2
+ [p(p+ 1) + (q + 1)(q − 2)]

)
Ψ

(r)
A1 ... An

(x) = 0 , (15.15)

for tensor fields Ψ
(r=n)
A1 ... An

(x):(
Q

(1)
0 − n(n+ 1) + [p(p+ 1) + (q + 1)(q − 2)]

)
Ψ

(n)
A1 ... An

(x) = 0 , (15.16)

and particulary, for scalar fields Ψ(r=0)(x) ≡ ϕ(x):(
Q

(1)
0 + τ(τ + 3)

)
ϕ(x) = 0 , (15.17)

where the allowed ranges of τ , corresponding to the three series of the dS4 scalar UIR’s, have been already
listed below Eq. (15.2).

15.2. Link to intrinsic coordinates

Since, often in the literature concerning dS4 (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 Ψ

(r)
µ1 ... µn

(X) is locally characterized by Ψ
(r)
A1 ... An

(x) through the following identity:

Ψ(r)
µ1 ... µn

(X) = xA1
, µ1

... xAn
, µn

Ψ
(r)
A1 ... An

(
x(X)

)
, (15.18)

where xAi
, µi

= ∂xAi/∂Xµi and Xµ’s, with µ = 0, 1, 2, 3, refer to the four local spacetime coordinates
for the dS4 hyperboloid MR. The corresponding dS4 metric gµν is determined by inducing the natural
metric of R5 on MR:

ds2 = ηABdx
AdxB

∣∣∣
(x)2=−R2

= gµνdX
µdXν . (15.19)

Considering Eq. (15.18), it follows that θAB is the only symmetric and transverse tensor which is
connected to the dS4 metric; gµν = xA, µx

B
, νθAB . In this context, the covariant derivatives are transformed

as:

∇µ∇ν · · · ∇ρ Ψ(r)
λ1 ... λn

= xA, µx
B
, ν ... x

C
, ρ xD1

, λ1
... xDn

, λn
T∂̄AT∂̄B ... T∂̄C Ψ

(r)
D1 ... Dn

. (15.20)

For scalar fields, which are of particular interest in this paper, the d’Alembertian operator reads:

□Rϕ = gµν∇µ∇νϕ = gµνxA, µx
B
, ν

(
∂̄A∂̄B −R−2xB ∂̄A

)
ϕ

= θAB
(
∂̄A∂̄B −R−2xB ∂̄A

)
ϕ = ∂̄2 ϕ . (15.21)

Considering this equation along with the first identity given in (15.10), we get Q
(1)
0 = −R2□R. Then, the

scalar-wave equations (15.17), by adjusting −τ(τ +3) = R2m2
R (mR being a “mass”62 term (ℏ = c = 1)),

yield the ordinary dS4 Klein-Gordon-like field equations
(
□R +m2

R

)
ϕ(x) = 0.

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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16. PLANE-WAVE TYPE SOLUTIONS

From now on, as already mentioned, to avoid technical (but not conceptual) complications, we merely
stick to dS4 scalar fields. According to Refs. [34, 35], there is a continuous family of simple solutions,
called dS4 plane waves, to the scalar-wave equations (15.17) defined by:

ϕτ,ξ(x) =
(x · ξ
R

)τ
, (16.1)

where x ∈MR and ξ lies in the null-cone C in R5:

C =
{
ξ ∈ R5 ; (ξ)2 = 0

}
. (16.2)

The plane waves (16.1), as functions of ξ in the null-cone C, are homogeneous with degree of homogeneity
τ . In this sense, they can be completely characterized by specifying their values on a well-chosen curve (the
orbital basis) ℸ of C. [Here, it is worthwhile noting that: (i) On the dS4 submanifold MR (⊂ R5) defined
by x · x = −R2, with R being constant, these waves are also homogeneous with degree of homogeneity τ .
(ii) As functions of R5, they are homogeneous, but with degree of homogeneity zero, since in this case R
should be viewed as a function of x: R(x) = −

√
−x · x.]

Here, in a shortcut and without getting involved in mathematical detail, we would like to highlight
two critical features of the dS4 plane waves (16.1). First, these waves, as functions on the dS4 manifold
MR, are only locally defined on connected open subsets of MR, because they are singular on some
specific lower dimensional subsets of the manifold, for instance, on the spatial boundaries given by
x0 = ±x4 ⇔ (x1)2 + (x2)2 + (x3)2 = R2; to see the latter point, it is sufficient to associate with these
boundaries, respectively, ξ = (ξ0 = ±ξ4, 0, 0, 0, ξ4) ∈ C, for which we get x · ξ = 0 (recall that τ is
generally a complex number, with Re(τ) < 0). Moreover, these waves, as functions on MR, are multi-
valued, since x · ξ 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 (16.1) to suitable domains in the complexified dS4 manifold M
(C)
R .

It turns out that the minimal domains of analyticity, which lead to such a single-valued, global definition

of the dS4 plane waves, are the forward and backward tubes of M
(C)
R .

Second, the plane waves (16.1) are not square integrable with respect to the Klein-Gordon inner
product. However, they can be considered as generating functions for physically meaningful dS4 entities,
like square-integrable eigenfunctions of the dS4 quadratic Casimir operator. [Such square-integrable
eigenfunctions, being constructed through continuous superpositions of these waves (by varying ξ in
C), generate (projective) Hilbert spaces carrying the dS4 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 dS4 (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, 35, 98], 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 dS4 complex hyperboloid:

M
(C)
R ≡

{
z = x+ iy ∈ C5 ; (z)2 = ηABz

AzB = (z0)2 − (z1)2 − (z2)2 − (z3)2 − (z4)2 = −R2
}
, (16.3)

where C5 stands for the ambient complex Minkowski spacetime. We begin with the dS4 complex hyper-

boloid M
(C)
R itself, which equivalently can also be realized by the following set:

M
(C)
R ≡

{
(x, y) ∈ R5 × R5 ; (x)2 − (y)2 = −R2, x · y = 0

}
. (16.4)

In order to provide a clear visualization of M
(C)
R , we first point out that the identity (x)2 − (y)2 = −R2

designates the following distinguished sets of points (x, y) in R5 × R5:
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• (x)2 < 0, or equivalently (y)2 < R2,

• x = 0 (that is, x = (0, 0, 0, 0, 0)), or equivalently (y)2 = R2, and finally

• (x)2 ⩾ 0 (x ̸= 0), or equivalently (y)2 ⩾ 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 II, we denote the points
x and y belonging to the latter case by (x0,x) and (y0,y), respectively. On this basis, we have:63

for x0y0 > 0 ; x · y = |x0||y0| − x · y , and for x0y0 < 0 ; x · y = −|x0||y0| − x · y . (16.5)

Then, according to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality (which implies that −|x||y| ⩽ x · y ⩽ |x||y|) and the
facts that (x)2 ⩾ 0 (i.e., |x0| ⩾ |x|) and (y)2 ⩾ R2 > 0 (i.e., |y0| > |y|), we have:

for x0y0 > 0 ; x · y ⩾ |x0||y0| − |x||y| > 0 , and for x0y0 < 0 ; x · y ⩽ −|x0||y0|+ |x||y| < 0 ,(16.6)

which both inequalities explicitly reveal that x · y ̸= 0. Accordingly, dropping the third case (with

(x)2 ⩾ 0, x ̸= 0), M
(C)
R can be visualized as the set of points (x, y) ∈ R5 × R5 with (x)2 < 0 or x = 0

(equivalently (y)2 ⩽ R2).
We also need to remind the notions of forward and backward tubes in C5, respectively, denoted by T+

and T−. By definition, T± = R5 + iV̊
±
, where the domains V̊

±
≡
{
y ∈ R5 ; (y)2 > 0, y0 ≷ 0

}
stem

from the causal structure on MR (see section (7)). Indeed, T+ and T− can be visualized as the set of
points z = x+iy ∈ C5 ((x, y) ∈ R5×R5), such that (y)2 > 0, with y0 > 0 and y0 < 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
(C)
R :

T + = T+ ∩M (C)
R , T − = T− ∩M (C)

R , (16.7)

where T + and T − are respectively called forward and backward tubes of M
(C)
R . Considering the above,

they can be viewed as the set of points z = x + iy ∈ C5, with −R2 < (x)2 < 0 or x = 0 (equivalently
0 < (y)2 ⩽ R2), while y0 > 0 and y0 < 0, respectively. Here, one must notice that the tubes T ± are

indeed domains and tuboids64 above MR in M
(C)
R , from which, in a well-defined way, one can take the

boundary value on MR of analytic functions in the distribution sense65 [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 (16.1) to the

dS4 complex hyperboloidM
(C)
R , the obtained complexified waves (z ·ξ/R)τ are defined globally and single

valued, provided that z varies in T + or T − and ξ lies in the future null-cone C+ ≡
{
ξ ∈ R5 ; (ξ)2 =

0, ξ0 > 0
}
, because then the imaginary part of (z · ξ/R) has a fixed sign and moreover z · ξ ̸= 0. To see

the point, let z = x+ iy ∈ T + or T − (that is, y = (y0,y) = Im(z) verify 0 < (y)2 ⩽ R2, with y0 > 0 and
y0 < 0, respectively) and, again using the quaternionic notations, ξ = (ξ0, ξ) ∈ C+ (that is, ξ0 > 0 and
|ξ| = ξ0). Taking parallel steps to the ones that led to Eqs. (16.5) and (16.6), one can show that:{

y · ξ > 0 for z ∈ T + ,

y · ξ < 0 for z ∈ T − . (16.8)

63 Note that the dot product of two quaternions is exactly their usual vector dot product.
64 A tuboid is a domain bordered by a set with real coordinates.
65 Let ϕ(z = x + iy) be an analytic function in a given local tube Θ = ∆ + iΞ. Then, for all f(x) in D(∆) (the latter

being the space of infinitely differentiable functions with compact support on the µ-measure space ∆), the sequence of
distributions

{
ϕy ; y ∈ Ξ

}
defined in D′(∆) by:

ϕy(f) =

∫
∆
ϕ(x+ iy)f(x) dµ(x) ,

is weakly convergent when y goes to zero in Ξ; this limit (ϕy |y∈Ξ, y→0) gives a distribution in D′(∆), called boundary
value of ϕ(z) on ∆ from the local tube Θ. 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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Therefore, for all z = x + iy in the domains T ± and ξ ∈ C+, we have z · ξ ̸= 0; no matter x · ξ ̸= 0 or
not, the term y · ξ is always nonzero. On the other hand, for an arbitrary value of τ and a fixed sign of
the imaginary part of (z · ξ/R), a single-valued determination of (z · ξ/R)τ is given by:(z · ξ

R

)τ
= exp

(
τ
[
i arg

(z · ξ
R

)
+ log

∣∣∣z · ξ
R

∣∣∣]) , arg
(z · ξ
R

)
∈ ]− π, π[ . (16.9)

Accordingly, one can define the single-valued, global dS4 plane waves as the boundary values, in the sense
of distributions, of analytic continuation to the forward (T +) or backward (T −) tube of the waves (16.1):

ϕ±τ,ξ(f) =

∫
MR

c
( (x+ iy) · ξ

R

)τ ∣∣∣
ξ∈C+, y∈V̊ ±

, y→0
f(x) dµ(x)

=

∫
MR

(
c
[
ϑ
(x · ξ
R

)
+ ϑ

(
− x · ξ

R

)
e±iπτ

] ∣∣∣x · ξ
R

∣∣∣τ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
≡ϕ±

τ,ξ(x)

f(x) dµ(x) , (16.10)

where, in the above “Fourier transform”, f(x) ∈ D(MR) (D(MR) being the space of infinitely differen-
tiable functions with compact support on MR), while dµ(x) stands for the invariant measure on MR, ϑ
for the Heaviside function, and c for a real-valued constant (this constant, as we will discuss in section
17, 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 ℸ of the future null-cone C+. Let xe and S(xe)
respectively denote a unit vector (in the sense |(xe)2| = 1) in R5 and its stabilizer subgroup in Sp(2, 2).
In the present context, two types of orbits are of interest:

• If xe ∈ V̊
+
, then ℸ would be the section of C+ characterized by a hyperplane of the form xe · ξ = a

(a > 0), i.e., an orbit (of spherical type) of the stabilizer subgroup S(xe) ∼ SO(4).66 To see the

point, let us set xe = (1, 0, 0, 0, 0). With this choice of the unit vector xe ∈ V̊
+
, the orbit ℸ ≡ ℸ0

reads:

ℸ0 =
{
ξ ∈ C+ ; ξ0 = a

}
=
{
ξ ∈ C+ ; (ξ1)2 + (ξ2)2 + (ξ3)2 + (ξ4)2 = a2

}
. (16.11)

• If (xe)
2 = −1, ℸ represents the union of the sections of C+ characterized by two hyperplanes of the

forms xe · ξ = ±b (b > 0), i.e., the union of two hyperboloid sheets, which are orbits of the stabilizer
subgroup S(xe) ∼ SO0(1, 3).

67 To see the point, we choose xe = (0, 0, 0, 0, 1). With this choice, the
orbit ℸ ≡ ℸ4 takes the form:

ℸ4 = ℸ+
4 ∪ ℸ−4 =

{
ξ ∈ C+ ; ξ4 = +b

}⋃{
ξ ∈ C+ ; ξ4 = −b

}
=
{
ξ ∈ C+ ; (ξ0)2 − (ξ1)2 − (ξ2)2 − (ξ3)2 = b2

}
. (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 dS4 fields. In this context, the null-vector ξ ∈ C+ is considered in terms

of the four-momentum (k0, k⃗) of a Minkowskian particle with mass m as follows:

ξ±
(
∈ ℸ±4

)
=

(
k0

m
=

√
k⃗ · k⃗
m2

+ 1,
k⃗

m
,±1

)
, (16.13)

based upon which, we have (k0)2 − k⃗ · k⃗ = m2. We will come back to this important point later.

66 We recall that under the action of Sp(2, 2) in R5, the region V̊
+

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) × 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 R5, the exterior of the cone (x)2 = 0, which here xe 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 SO0(1, 3), isomorphic to the Lorentz subgroup, plays the role of stabilizer subgroup (see subsection
9.1).
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16.3. DS4 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 ap-
propriate for describing a bounded version of dS4 spacetime, namely S3 × (−π/2, π/2). This system of
intrinsic coordinates, known as conformal coordinates, is given by:

x = (x0,x) =
(
R tan ρ,R(cos ρ)−1u

)
, (16.14)

where −π/2 < ρ < π/2 and u ∈ S3 (for an explicit form of u, see Eq. (13.6)). Note that the coordinate
ρ is actually timelike, and plays the role of a conformal time; the closure of the ρ-interval is taken into
account, when one studies compactified spacetime under conformal action.

16.3.1. DS4 plane waves as generating functions

Again, employing the quaternionic notations, let ξ = (ξ0, ξ) ∈ C+ (that is, ξ0 > 0 and ξ0 = |ξ|).
According to the identities given in appendices B and E, one can demonstrate ξ ∈ H ∼ R4 as ξ = |ξ|v,
with v ∈ SU(2) ∼ S3. The dot product x · ξ/R then can be given, in terms of the conformal coordinates
(16.14), as follows:

x · ξ
R

= (tan ρ)ξ0 − 1

cos ρ
u · ξ =

ξ0eiρ

2i cos ρ

(
1 + r2 − 2r(u · v)

)
, r = ie−iρ . (16.15)

Considering the above identity along with the generating function for the Gegenbauer polynomials C−τn (x)
(see Eq. (D.8)), it is straightforward to show that:

(x · ξ
R

)τ
=

(
ξ0eiρ

2i cos ρ

)τ(
1 + r2 − 2r(u · v)

)τ
=

(
ξ0eiρ

2i cos ρ

)τ ∞∑
n=0

rn C−τn (u · v) , Re(τ) <
1

2
. (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| = |ie−iρ| = 1. This failure, however, is circumvented here by giving a negative imaginary part to
the angle ρ → ρ − iϵ (ϵ > 0). This process, ensuring the convergence of the expansion, indeed amounts
to extend the ambient coordinates to the backward tube T − (see subsection 16.1).

Utilizing Eqs. (D.8) and (D.9) along with (D.15), we get the following auxiliary relation:(
1 + r2 − 2r(u · v)

)τ
= 2π2

∑
Llm

rL P−τL (r2) YLlm(u)Y∗Llm(v) , (16.17)

where, again, YLlm’s, with (L, l,m) ∈ N × N × Z, 0 ⩽ l ⩽ L and −l ⩽ m ⩽ l, are the hyperspherical
harmonics on the unit-sphere S3 (see appendix D), while the functions P−τL (r2) are defined in terms of
the hypergeometric functions as:

P−τL (r2) =
1

(L+ 1)!

Γ(L− τ)
Γ(−τ) 2F1(L− τ,−τ − 1;L+ 2; r2) , (16.18)

with the integral representation:

rL P−τL (r2) YLlm(u) =
1

2π2

∫
S3

(
1 + r2 − 2r(u · v)

)τ YLlm(v) dµ(v) . (16.19)

Now, combining the above auxiliary relation with Eq. (16.16), and substituting r = ie−iρ, the expansion
of the dS4 plane waves takes the form:(x · ξ

R

)τ
= 2π2

∑
Llm

ΦτLlm(x) (ξ0)τ Y∗Llm(v) , (16.20)
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where we introduce three sets of functions
{
ΦτLlm(x)

}
, in the allowed ranges of the unifying complex

parameter τ corresponding to the three series of the dS4 scalar representations, on MR as:

ΦτLlm(x) =
iL−τ e−i(L−τ)ρ

(2 cos ρ)τ
P−τL

(
− e−2iρ

)
YLlm(u)

=
iL−τ e−i(L−τ)ρ

(2 cos ρ)τ
Γ(L− τ)

(L+ 1)! Γ(−τ) 2F1(L− τ ,−τ − 1;L+ 2;−e−2iρ) YLlm(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):

ΦτLlm(x) = iL−τ e−i(L+τ+3)ρ (2 cos ρ)τ+3 Γ(L− τ)
(L+ 1)! Γ(−τ) 2F1

(
τ + 2, L+ τ + 3;L+ 2;−e−2iρ

)
YLlm(u) .(16.22)

Here, we must underline that:

• The introduced functions ΦτLlm(x) are well defined for all values of τ with Re(τ) < 0,68 and therefore,
are well defined for all the dS4 scalar UIR’s.

• In the conformal coordinates x = x(ρ,u), these functions are infinitely differentiable in their re-
spective allowed ranges of parameters.

• Due to the linear independence of YLlm’s, the functions ΦτLlm(x) play the role of the usual solutions
to the scalar-wave equations (15.17) (again, in the respective allowed ranges of τ), when one proceeds
with the proper separation of variables. [We will clarify this point in subsubsection 16.3.3.]

• Considering the orthonormality of YLlm’s on S3, the integral representation of ΦτLlm(x)’s, say the
“Fourier transform” on S3, is given by:

ΦτLlm(x) =
1

2π2
(
ξ0
)τ ∫

S3

(x · ξ
R

)τ
YLlm(v) dµ(v) . (16.23)

[We will also come back to the meaning of this Fourier transform later in subsubsection 16.3.4.]

• At the limit ρ → ±π/2, namely, the infinite dS4 “future”/“past”, the behavior of these functions,
with respect to the form (16.21), is determined by (see Eq. (D.31)):

ΦτLlm(x) ≈ρ→±π
2

iL−τ e−i(L−τ)ρ

(2 cos ρ)τ
Γ(L− τ) Γ(2τ + 3)

Γ(−τ) Γ(τ + 2) Γ(L+ τ + 3)
YLlm(u) , (16.24)

for − 3
2 < Re(τ) < 0, and, with respect to the alternative form (16.22), by (see Eq. (D.31)):

ΦτLlm(x) ≈ρ→±π
2

iL−τ e−i(L+τ+3)ρ (2 cos ρ)τ+3 Γ(−2τ − 3)

Γ(−τ) Γ(−τ − 1)
YLlm(u) , (16.25)

for Re(τ) < − 3
2 .

69 Considering the asymptotic relations (16.24) and (16.25) in their respective
domains of the parameter τ , it is clear that the functions ΦτLlm(x) are singular at the limit ρ →
±π/2 for all Re(τ) < −3 corresponding to the relation (16.25), where the asymptotic behavior is
dominated by the factor (cos ρ)τ+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 · ξ. Technically, this singularity occurs for the scalar discrete series (τ = −p − 2)
with p ⩾ 2, which includes all the scalar discrete series UIR’s Πp,0, with the exception of Πp=1,0

(τ = −3) associated with the so-called minimally coupled scalar field (this point will be used later
in subsection 17.3).

68 Note that this restriction on τ , namely, Re(τ) < 0, is issued from the domain of the Gamma function Γ(−τ) appeared in
the denominator of (16.21) (to see the properties of the Gamma functions, we refer readers to Ref. [100]).

69 Note that for Re(τ) = − 3
2
, which is the case for the scalar principal series τ = −3/2− iν (ν ∈ R), we need to give a small

imaginary part to ν, then we can use the above asymptotic formulas (see Ref. [101]).
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16.3.2. Normalized eigenfunctions

Here, we proceed with the examination of the introduced three sets of functions
{
ΦτLlm(x)

}
, in the

respective allowed ranges of τ , as three sets of basis elements for the spacetime realization of the (respec-
tive) carrier Hilbert spaces of the dS4 scalar (principal, complementary, and discrete series) UIR’s. Such
basis elements are supposed to be scalar-valued functions on MR, infinitely differentiable, and solutions
to the scalar-wave equations (15.17),70 which, so far, all are well fulfilled by ΦτLlm(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 func-
tions. Technically, for given solutions Φ1 and Φ2 to the scalar-wave equations (15.17), the Klein-Gordon
inner product is defined by:

⟨Φ1(x),Φ2(x)⟩ = i

∫
Σ

Φ∗1(x)
(→
∂ ν −

←
∂ ν
)
Φ2(x) dσ

ν ≡ i

∫
Σ

Φ∗1(x)
↔
∂ νΦ2(x) dσ

ν , (16.26)

where Σ and dσν respectively stand for a Cauchy surface71 and the area element vector on it. The
Klein-Gordon inner product is dS4 invariant and of course independent of the choice of Σ. Regarding the
choice of global coordinates x = x(ρ,u), that we have already made, this product takes the form:

⟨Φ1(x),Φ2(x)⟩ = iR2

∫
ρ=0

Φ∗1(ρ,u)
↔
∂ ρ Φ2(ρ,u) dµ(u) , (16.27)

where dµ(u) is the invariant measure on S3 (see appendix E).
Considering the orthogonality relations of YLlm’s, for the given sets of functions

{
ΦτLlm(x)

}
(the nor-

malizable ones), we have :

⟨ΦτL1l1m1
(x),ΦτL2l2m2

(x)⟩ = δL1L2
δl1l2δm1m2

∥ΦτL1l1m1
(x)∥2 , (16.28)

where, by admitting the form (16.21) and utilizing Eqs. (D.32), (D.33), and (D.34), we obtain:

∥ΦτLlm(x)∥2 = πR2 22−2L e−πIm(τ)
∣∣∣Γ(L− τ)

Γ(−τ)

∣∣∣2
×

[
Re

(
Γ∗
(L− τ + 1

2

)
Γ
(L− τ

2

)
Γ∗
(L+ τ + 4

2

)
Γ
(L+ τ + 3

2

))]−1
.(16.29)

For real values of τ , by employing the Legendre duplication formula72, Eq. (16.29) simplifies to:

∥ΦτLlm(x)∥2 = 23R2 Γ(L− τ)(
Γ(−τ)

)2
Γ(L+ τ + 3)

. (16.30)

According to Eqs. (16.29) and (16.30), it is manifest that the sets of functions
{
ΦτLlm(x)

}
, with −3 <

Re(τ) < 0, which is the case for the dS4 scalar principal and complementary series, are normalizable.
Hence, considering this fact along with the properties listed below Eqs. (16.21) and (16.22), we argue
that the functions ΦτLlm(x), in the respective ranges of τ corresponding to the dS4 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(τ) ⩽ −3 (τ = −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 (16.22) of the functions ΦτLlm(x), for which, the range Re(τ) ⩽ −3 is allowed. In this
case, the involved hypergeometric functions 2F1

(
− p, L− p+ 1;L+ 2;−e−2iρ

)
, with p = 1, 2, ..., reduce

to polynomials of degree p (see appendix D). Accordingly, for the scalar discrete series (τ = −p− 2), the
corresponding set of functions

{
ΦτLlm(x)

}
is divided into two parts:

• The set of
{
ΦτLlm(x)

}
, with L < p (say

{
ΦτL<plm

(x)
}
), 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.

70 Again, for the latter point, it is convenient to recall the arguments subsequent to Eq. (13.31).
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).
72 Γ(z) Γ(z + 1/2) = 21−2z√π Γ(2z).
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• The set of regular normalizable functions
{
ΦτLlm(x)

}
, with L ⩾ p (say

{
ΦτL⩾plm

(x)
}
).

Note that the invariant null-norm subspace
{
ΦτL<plm

(x)
}
can be interpreted as a space of “gauge” states,

which carries the irreducible (nonunitary) finite-dimensional representations of the dS4 group. Regarding
the notations introduced in appendix G, these representations are characterized by (n1 = 0, n2 = p− 1).
They are indeed Weyl equivalent73 to the discrete series UIR’s Πp,0.

Let us summarize the above results. In the allowed ranges of parameters, the normalized eigenfunctions

(denoted here by Φ̃τLlm(x)’s), as basis elements of the carrier Hilbert spaces of the dS4 scalar UIR’s, read
[102]:

Φ̃τLlm(x) = Nτ
L iL−τ e−i(L+τ+3)ρ (cos ρ)τ+3

2F1

(
τ + 2, L+ τ + 3;L+ 2;−e−2iρ

)
YLlm(u) , (16.31)

where, with respect to Eq. (16.29), the normalization factors Nτ
L are:

Nτ
L =

1

R
√
π

2L+τ+2 e
π
2 Im(τ) Γ(L− τ)

|Γ(L− τ)|
|Γ(−τ)|
Γ(−τ)

1

(L+ 1)!

×

√√√√Re

(
Γ∗
(L− τ + 1

2

)
Γ
(L− τ

2

)
Γ∗
(L+ τ + 4

2

)
Γ
(L+ τ + 3

2

))
. (16.32)

For real values of τ , which is the case for the complementary and discrete series (the normalizable ones),
the normalization factors Nτ

L simplify to:

Nτ
L =

2τ+
3
2

R

√
Γ(L− τ) Γ(L+ τ + 3)

(L+ 1)!
. (16.33)

In particular, for the scalar discrete series, determined by τ = −p − 2 (p = 1, 2, ...), the orthonormal
system turns into (L ⩾ p):

Φ̃τL⩾plm
(x) = Nτ

L⩾p
iL+p+2 e−i(L−p+1)ρ (cos ρ)−p+1

2F1

(
− p, L− p+ 1;L+ 2;−e−2iρ

)
YLlm(u) ,(16.34)

with:

Nτ
L⩾p

=
2−p−

1
2

R

√
Γ(L+ p+ 2) Γ(L− p+ 1)

(L+ 1)!
. (16.35)

As already mentioned, for the scalar discrete series with p ⩾ 2, these functions are singular at the limits
ρ = ±π/2.
Now, for the scalar principal and complementary series, we can rewrite the expansion formula (16.20),

representing the dS4 plane waves as generating functions, in terms of the orthonormal sets
{
Φ̃τLlm(x)

}
(in the respective ranges of τ) as:(x · ξ

R

)τ
= 2π2

∑
Llm

∥ΦτLlm(x)∥ Φ̃τLlm(x) (ξ0)τ Y∗Llm(v) , (16.36)

where ∥ΦτLlm(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:

(x · ξ
R

)τ=−p−2
= 2π2

p−1∑
L=0

∑
lm

ΦτL<plm(x) (ξ0)−p−2 Y∗Llm(v)

+2π2
∞∑
L=p

∑
lm

∥ΦτL⩾plm
(x)∥ Φ̃τL⩾plm

(x) (ξ0)−p−2 Y∗Llm(v) , p = 1, 2, ... ,(16.37)

where ∥ΦτL⩾plm
(x)∥’s are determined by Eq. (16.30), with τ = −p − 2. Accordingly, we have the

“spherical” modes in dS4 spacetime in terms of the dS4 plane waves.

73 Again, if two representations are Weyl equivalent, then they share same Casimir eigenvalue.
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16.3.3. Usual solutions by separation of variables

Let us now show that the three sets of functions
{
ΦτLlm

}
(or
{
Φ̃τLlm

}
), corresponding to the three series

of the dS4 scalar representations, can be actually obtained by directly solving the scalar-wave equations
(15.17). As already pointed out in subsection 15.2, the scalar Casimir operator is proportional to the

Laplace-Beltrami operator in dS4 spacetime (i.e., Q
(1)
0 = −R2□R), which, with respect to the conformal

coordinates x = x(ρ,u) (see Eq. (16.14)), takes the form:

□R =
1
√
g
∂ν
√
ggνµ∂µ =

1

R2
cos4 ρ

∂

∂ρ

(
cos−2 ρ

∂

∂ρ

)
− 1

R2
cos2 ρ ∆3 , (16.38)

with:

∆3 =
∂2

∂ψ2
+ 2 cotψ

∂

∂ψ
+

1

sin2 ψ

∂2

∂θ2
+ cot θ

1

sin2 ψ

∂

∂θ
+

1

sin2 ψ sin2 θ

∂2

∂ϕ2
, (16.39)

where the latter is the Laplace operator on S3 (note that here we have used the parametrization given
in Eq. (13.6), for which S3 ∋ u = u(ψ, θ, ϕ), with 0 ⩽ ψ, θ ⩽ π and 0 ⩽ ϕ < 2π). Solutions to the
scalar-wave equations (15.17), in the respective ranges of τ , then can be found by separation of variables,
ΦτLlm(x) = A(ρ)B(u), based upon which we get [102, 103]:(

∆3 + C
)
B(u) = 0 , (16.40)

(
cos4 ρ

d

dρ
cos−2 ρ

d

dρ
+ C cos2 ρ− τ(τ + 3)

)
A(ρ) = 0 . (16.41)

The relevant solutions to the angular part (16.40), with C = L(L + 2) and L ∈ N, are the usual
hyperspherical harmonics on S3, namely, B(u) = YLlm(u). On the other hand, for the ρ-dependent part
and for a given τ , the solutions (corresponding to the Euclidean vacuum) are [103]:

A(ρ) ≡ AλL(ρ) = χL (cos ρ)
3
2

(
PλL+ 1

2
(sin ρ)− 2i

π
QλL+ 1

2
(sin ρ)

)
, (16.42)

where Pλn and Qλn are the Legendre functions on the cut, with λ ≡ λ(τ) = ±(τ + 3
2 ), and χL is:

χL =

√
π

2R

(
Γ(L− λ+ 3

2 )

Γ(L+ λ+ 3
2 )

) 1
2

. (16.43)

Here, it must be underlined that the above relations provide us with three sets of solutions
{
ΦτLlm(x) =

AλL(ρ)YLlm(u)
}
in the allowed ranges of τ associated with the three series of the dS4 scalar representa-

tions, except for the case of discrete series (τ = −p− 2), with L < p, for which the above formulas break
down. These families of solutions obey the following orthogonality prescription:

⟨ΦτL′l′m′ ,ΦτLlm⟩ = δLL′δll′δmm′ , ⟨ΦτL′l′m′ ,
(
ΦτLlm

)∗⟩ = 0 . (16.44)

Now, to make apparent the link between the ρ-dependent part of the solutions AλL(ρ) and its coun-
terpart 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 ρ 7→ t

(
= r2

)
= −e−2iρ:(

t2(1− t)2 d2

dt2
+ 2t(1− t) d

dt
− 1

4
L(L+ 2)(1− t)2 − tτ(τ + 3)

)
A(t) = 0 , AλL(ρ) ≡ A(t) .(16.45)

Below, we proceed with the second approach.
Frobenius solutions to Eq. (16.45) in the neighborhood of t = 0.74 For the solutions of the form

A(t) = tc
∑
n⩾0 ant

n, the Frobenius indicial equation admits two sets of solutions, respectively, associated

74 At first glance, it might be argued that, with respect to the definition t = −e−2iρ, the neighborhood of t = 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 ρ→ ρ− iϵ (see the argument subsequent to Eq. (16.16)). Therefore,
the definition t = −e−2iρ should actually be read as t = −e−2iρe−2ϵ. In this sense, the neighborhood of t = 0 is quite
reachable by varying the value of ϵ (> 0).
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with the case c = c1 = L/2 and the case c = c2 = −(L + 2)/2. The former set of solutions, in the
neighborhood of t = 0, reads as:

A(t) = Ac1(t) = t
L
2 (1− t)τ+3

2F1

(
τ + 2, L+ τ + 3;L+ 2; t

)
, (16.46)

or alternatively, by making use of the Euler’s transformation (see Eq. (D.30)), as:

A(t) = Ac1(t) = t
L
2 (1− t)−τ 2F1

(
L− τ,−τ − 1;L+ 2; t

)
. (16.47)

By substituting t = −e−2iρ, one can easily check that the above alternative forms of solutions respectively
give the ρ-dependent part of the solutions (16.22) and (16.21), up to constant factors.
On the other hand, since c1 − c2 = L+ 1 ∈ N, for the latter set of solutions associated with c = c2 =

−(L+ 2)/2, we face a degenerate case, for which linearly independent solutions read:

A(t) = Ac2(t) =
(
log(t)

)
Ac1(t) +

∞∑
n=−L−1

bnt
n+L

2 , (16.48)

where the coefficients bn are recurrently specified by substituting the above solutions into Eq. (16.45).
Note that the second set of solutions is singular at t = 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:

∥Ac1∥2 = 23R2

(
(L+ 1)!

)2
Γ(L− τ) Γ(L+ τ + 3)

, (16.49)

which correspond to Eq. (16.29), and (for real values of bn’s):

∥Ac2∥2 = π2∥Ac1∥2 + uR2

( √
π 22−L(L+ 1)!

Γ(L−τ+1
2 ) Γ(L+τ+4

2 )
+ 4(−1)Lv

)
, (16.50)

where:

u =

∞∑
n=−L−1

(−1)nbn , v =

∞∑
n=−L−1

(−1)n(n+ L/2)bn . (16.51)

In the discrete series case (τ = −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. (16.45) in the neighborhood of t = 1, associated with the discrete series

(τ = −p−2). For the solutions of the form A(t) = (1−t)d
∑
n⩾0 cn(1−t)n, the Frobenius indicial equation

has two sets of solutions, respectively, associated with d = d1 = −τ = p+ 2 and d = d2 = τ + 3 = 1− p.
The second case represents the ρ-dependent part (t = −e−2iρ) of the (respective) solutions (16.21) or
(16.22). Solutions associated with the first case, in the neighborhood of t = 1, are given by:

A(t) = Ad1(t) = t
L
2 (1− t)p+2

2F1

(
L+ p+ 2, p+ 1;L+ 2; 1− t

)
, (16.52)

or equivalently, with respect to the Euler’s transformation (see Eq. (D.30)), by:

A(t) = Ad1(t) = t
L
2 −2p−1(1− t)p+2

2F1

(
− p, L− p+ 1;L+ 2; 1− t

)
. (16.53)

Again, because d1− d2 = 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:

A(t) = Ad2(t) =
(
log(1− t)

)
Ad1(t) +

∞∑
n=−2p−1

en(1− t)n+p+2 , (16.54)

where the coefficients en are recurrently specified by substituting the above solutions into Eq. (16.45),
while the latter admits the change of variables t 7→ 1 − t. Here, again, the second set of solutions is
singular, due to singularity of the logarithmic term at t = 1.
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16.3.4. DS4 UIR’s: spacetime realization versus S3 realization

This subsubsection is devoted to a more detailed discussion concerning the Fourier transform (16.23).
This transform actually intertwines two different realizations of the dS4 scalar principal series UIR’s,
namely the spacetime and S3 realizations, while the dS4 plane waves (x · ξ/R)τ 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 16.3.2, it is sufficient to recall from subsection 13.1 that the space spanned by
YLlm’s on S3 carries the ten essentially self-adjoint infinitesimal operators associated with the scalar
principal series UIR’s of the dS4 group Sp(2, 2) (the S3 realization).

Here, for all three series of the dS4 scalar UIR’s, we introduce the following kernel:

MR × S3 ∋ (x,v) 7→ K(x,v) ≡ R−1

2π2
2−

3
2 e

π
2 Im(τ) |Γ(−τ)| (ξ0)−τ

(x · ξ
R

)τ
, (16.55)

where we remind that ξ = (ξ0, ξ0v) ∈ C+, with ξ0 > 0 and v ∈ S3. This kernel for the scalar principal
series representations (with τ = −3/2− iν and ν ∈ R) expands as:

Kps(x,v) =
∑
Llm

Φ̃τLlm(x)
(
YτLlm(v)

)∗
. (16.56)

To get the above identity, we have used Eqs. (16.36) and (16.29), and then, after substituting τ =
−3/2− iν and considering the fact that Γ∗(z) = Γ(z∗), we have applied the Legendre duplication formula.
On the other hand, for the scalar complementary series representations (with τ = −3/2 − ν and ν ∈ R,
while 0 < |ν| < 3/2), taking Eq. (16.30) into account, the expansion of this kernel turns into:

Kcs(x,v) =
∑
Llm

Φ̃τLlm(x)
(
ỸτLlm(v)

)∗
, (16.57)

where ỸτLlm(v) =
√

Γ(L−τ)
Γ(L+τ+3) YLlm(v). For the scalar discrete series representations (with τ = −p − 2

and p = 1, 2, ...), one needs to consider Eqs. (16.37) and (16.30), based upon which:

Kds(x,v) = R−12−
3
2 (p+ 1)!

p−1∑
L=0

∑
lm

ΦτL<plm(x)
(
YτLlm(v)

)∗
+

∞∑
L=p

∑
lm

Φ̃τL⩾plm
(x)

(
ỸτLlm(v)

)∗
,(16.58)

where Ỹτ=−p−2Llm (v) =
√

(L+p+1)!
(L−p)! YLlm(v). We recall from subsections 13.4 and 13.5 that ỸτLlm(v)’s,

respectively, with τ = −3/2−ν and τ = −p−2 (L ⩾ p), generate the S3 realization of the carrier Hilbert
spaces of the dS4 scalar complementary and discrete series representations.
Accordingly, for all three series of the dS4 scalar UIR’s, we have the two transforms which, in the

respective allowed ranges of τ , connect the “wave functions” Φ̃τLlm(x) (square integrable with respect to
the Klein-Gordon inner product (16.27)) with the respective elements f(v) in the Hilbert space L2

C(S3),
for the scalar principal series, in L2

C(S3 × S3), for the scalar complementary series, and again in L2
C(S3),

for the scalar discrete series. These two transforms, which are inverse to each other, read:

Φ̃τLlm(x) = ⟨K∗(x, ·), f⟩L2 , (16.59)

f(v) = ⟨K(·,v), Φ̃τLlm⟩KG , (16.60)

where ⟨·, ·⟩L2 and ⟨·, ·⟩KG respectively refer to the L2(S3) inner product (see Eq. (13.1)) 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. DS4 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.75 We show that, at the flat (Minkowskian) limit, as

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 14).
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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.
According to the discussions given in subsection 16.1, the dS4 single-valued, global plane waves can be

obtained as the boundary values, in the distribution sense, of analytic continuation to the forward (T +)
or backward (T −) 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 T −. Then, for the dS4 scalar principal
waves, which are of interest in the current discussion, we have:

ϕ−ν,ξ(x) = c
[
ϑ
(x · ξ
R

)
+ ϑ

(
− x · ξ

R

)
e−iπτ

] ∣∣∣x · ξ
R

∣∣∣τ , (16.61)

where ξ ∈ C+, τ = − 3
2 − iν (ν ∈ R), and the real-valued constant c ≡ cν is:76

cν =

√
R−2 (ν2 + 1/4)

2(2π)3 (1 + e−2πν) m2
, (16.62)

in which m stands for the Poincaré-Minkowski mass. Note that, in the sequel (as in section 14), we
consider a relation between the representation parameter ν and m as ν = mR (c = 1 = ℏ).
Technically, to compute the flat limit (R → ∞) of the waves (16.61), one needs to consider an area

around a given point x ∈MR, in which all the distances are negligible in comparison with R. Regarding
the homogeneity of the dS4 hyperboloid MR under the action of Sp(2, 2), one can take, for instance,
the point x4 = R and xµ = 0, with µ = 0, 1, 2, 3.77 Letting R go to infinity, dS4 spacetime in the
neighborhood of this point admits its tangent plane, that is, the 1+3-dimensional Minkowski spacetime.
The coordinates xµ in this neighborhood are approximated as (see subsection 9.1, and the relations (9.24)
and (9.25)):

xµ = xµ◦ +O(R−1) , x4 = R+O(1) . (16.63)

Now, we can deal with the flat limit of the waves (16.61). In the first step, under the limit R → ∞,
for which e−iπτ ≈ 0 (recall that τ = − 3

2 − imR), these waves reduce to:

lim
R→∞

ϕ−ν,ξ(x) ≈ lim
R→∞

cν

[
ϑ
(x · ξ
R

)] ∣∣∣x · ξ
R

∣∣∣τ . (16.64)

Subsequently, taking Eq. (16.62) and the parametrization (16.63) into account, we obtain:

lim
R→∞

ϕ−ν,ξ(x) ≈
1√

2(2π)3
ϑ(−ξ4)

[
|ξ4|τ

(
1 +

ξµx
µ
◦

R|ξ4|

)− 3
2−imR

]
R→∞

. (16.65)

This limit solely exists for ξ4 < 0, due to the Heaviside function ϑ(−ξ4), and for |ξ4| = 1, due to the
term |ξ4|τ . Therefore, we consider the orbital basis ℸ−4 on C+ given in Eq. (16.12), based upon which we

can write ξ−
(
∈ ℸ−4

)
=
(
k0

m =

√
k⃗2

m2 + 1, k⃗m ,−1
)
, where (k0, k⃗) is the four-momentum of a Minkowskian

particle with mass m. With this choice of orbital basis for ξ ∈ C+, the above limiting process clearly
reveals that, under vanishing curvature, the dS4 principal waves ϕ

−
ν,ξ(x) meet the usual positive-frequency,

Minkowskain plane waves of a particle with mass m:

lim
R→∞

ϕ−ν,ξ(x) =


1√

2(2π)3
e−ik·x◦ , for x · ξ > 0 ,

0 , for x · ξ < 0 ,
(16.66)

where k · x◦ ≡ ηµνkµxν◦ , with µ, ν = 0, 1, 2, 3, and ηµν = 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−iπτ , the modes with x · ξ < 0, responsible for the appearance of negative energy

76 This point will be explicitly discussed later (see Eq. (17.35) and its relevant discussions).
77 From physical point of view, the only physical entity visible to a local observer on the dS4 hyperboloid MR 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 MR. Therefore, for the sake of reasoning
and without losing the generality, we can consider any point on MR.
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modes at the flat limit, are exponentially damped, while the ones with x · ξ > 0 meet the legitimate
(positive energy) Minkowskian on-shell 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 dS4 (generally, dS) spacetime. Actually, applying Bogoliubov transformations on the given
modes ϕ−ν,ξ may result in the appearance of conjugate modes (ϕ−ν,ξ)

∗ which their flat limit at some point

x′ is of negative energy, as soon as the point x′ verifies x′ · ξ > 0 (one can easily check the latter point by
repeating the above process for (ϕ−ν,ξ)

∗).
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 dS4 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. (14.4)). 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 dS4 (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 DS4 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 dS4 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 (intro-
duced 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 dS4 scalar quantum fields ϕ̂(x), 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 dS4 scalar fields: generalized free fields

The starting point, to get an elaborate formulation of the theoretical framework that is meant to be
presented here, is to consider the Borchers-Uhlmann algebra B [104] of terminating sequences of test-
functions f =

(
f0, f1(x1), ... , fn(x1, ... , xn), ... , 0, 0, ...

)
on MR, where f0 ∈ C and fn ∈ Dn (n ⩾ 1),

Dn being the space of infinitely differentiable functions with compact support on the cartesian product of
n copies of MR; Dn ≡ Dn

(
[MR]

n
)
. [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:∑
ni <∞.] In this ⋆-algebra, the product and the involution are respectively given by:

(fh)n =
∑
s,t∈N
s+t=n

fs ⊗ ht , (17.1)

f 7→ f∗ =
(
f∗0 , f

∗
1 (x1), ... , f

∗
n(xn, ... , x1), ... , 0, 0, ...

)
, (17.2)

where (fs⊗ht)(x1, ... , xs+t) = fs(x1, ... , xs)ht(xs+1, ... , xs+t). This algebra is supposed to be equipped
with a representation U(g) of the dS4 group Sp(2, 2) as follows:

U(g)f =
(
f0,
(
U(g)f1

)
(x1), ... ,

(
U(g)fn

)
(x1, ... , xn), ... , 0, 0, ...

)
, (17.3)

where, besides f0 which is invariant under this action, for fn (n ⩾ 1) in a natural way we have:(
U(g)fn

)
(x1, ... , xn) = fn

(
g−1 ⋄ x1, ... , g−1 ⋄ xn

)
. (17.4)
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A local QFT then is defined by a continuous linear functional W(f) onB, that is, a sequence
{
Wn(fn) ∈

D′n, n ∈ N
}
, in which Wn(fn)’s are distributions (Wightman n-point functions):

W0(f0) = 1 , and
{
Wn(fn) =

∫
Wn(x1, ... , xn)fn(x1, ... , xn) dµ(x1) ... dµ(xn), n ⩾ 1

}
,(17.5)

where dµ(x) is the invariant measure on MR. [The algebra B 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:

• Covariance. Each Wn is invariant under the dS4 group action, i.e., Wn

(
U(g)fn

)
= Wn(fn), for

all g ∈ Sp(2, 2). This is of course equivalent to the invariance of the functional W itself, i.e.,

W
(
U(g)f

)
=W(f), for all g ∈ Sp(2, 2).

• Locality. There is a “locality” ideal Iloc in B, which is defined in the same way as the Minkowskian
case (but with respect to the dS4 spacelike separation; see section 7), in which the functional W
vanishes (i.e., W(f) = 0, for all f ∈ Iloc).

• Positivity. For each f ∈ B, characterized by f0 ∈ C, f1 ∈ D1(MR), ... , fn ∈ Dn

(
[MR]

n
)
:

n∑
s,t=0

Ws+t(f
∗
s ⊗ ft) ⩾ 0 , (17.6)

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 dS4 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 Wn.

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
H , a UIR U(g) 7→ U (g) of the dS4 group,78 a vacuum vector Ω ∈H invariant under U , and finally an

operator-valued distribution ϕ̂, for which the sequence of its Wightman functions reads:{
Wn(x1, ... , xn) = ⟨Ω, ϕ̂(x1) ... ϕ̂(xn)Ω⟩, n ∈ N

}
. (17.7)

Moreover, the GNS construction provides us with the vector-valued distribution Φ̂n in such a way that:

Φ̂n(fn) =

∫ (
ϕ̂(x1) ... ϕ̂(xn)Ω

)
fn(x1, ... , xn) dµ(x1) ... dµ(xn) . (17.8)

Note that Φ̂n is actually an (unbounded) operator acting on H , defined on some dense domain of H .

The GNS construction also gives a representation f 7→ Φ̂(f) =
{
Φ̂n(fn), n ∈ N

}
of B, which contains

the basic field ϕ̂(x) as a special case:

ϕ̂(f1) ≡ Φ̂
(
(0, f1, 0, ... )

)
=

∫
ϕ̂(x)f1(x) dµ(x) . (17.9)

The operator ϕ̂(f1) (that is, a basic field ϕ̂(x) smeared out with a test function f1) represents a physical
operation performed on the system within the spacetime region determined by the support of f1. Roughly

speaking, the argument x of a basic field has direct physical significance. It marks the point where ϕ̂(x)
applied to a state produces a change. In this sense, using the basic fields, one can associate with each open
region O in MR a polynomial algebra P (O) of operators on Fock space, that is, the algebra generated by

all Φ̂(f0, f1, ... , fn, ... ), the fields smeared out with test functions fn(x1, ... , xn) possessing their support
in the region O; suppfn(x1, ... , xn) ⊂ On, for n ⩾ 1. The set P (O)Ω is actually a dense subset of H .
Here, we must underline that our interpretation of the theory is indeed based on the assertion that the
elements of this subalgebra of Φ̂(B) can be interpreted as representing physical operations performable

78 By U(g) 7→ U (g) is meant the extension of the natural representation U of the dS4 group on a Hilbert space H to the
corresponding Fock space H , where U denotes the extended representation.
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within O. This suggests that the net of algebras P (O) 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 Wtr
n (x1, ... , xn), with n ̸= 2, vanish.

The quantum theory therefore is completely encoded in the two-point function W = W2(x, x
′), that

is, a distribution on MR ×MR verifying the aforementioned requirements of covariance, locality, and
positivity, which imply that:

• Covariance. For all g ∈ Sp(2, 2), W(g ⋄ x, g ⋄ x′) =W(x, x′).

• Locality. For every spacelike separated pair (x, x′) ∈ MR, namely, (x − x′)2 < 0 (see section 7),
W(x, x′) =W(x′, x).

• Positivity. For all f1 ∈ D1(MR):∫
MR×MR

W(x, x′)f∗1 (x)f1(x
′) dµ(x)dµ(x′) ⩾ 0 . (17.10)

The GNS triplet (H , ϕ̂,Ω), corresponding to the functional W = W2(x, x
′), then can be explicitly

constructed. Actually, this triplet indicates the Fock representation of a generalized free scalar field ϕ̂
verifying the following commutation relations:[

ϕ̂(f1), ϕ̂(k1)
]
= C(f1, k1)× 1 =

∫
C(x, x′)f1(x)k1(x

′) dµ(x)dµ(x′)× 1 , (17.11)

for all f1, k1 ∈ D1, while the commutator function is given by C(x, x′) = W(x, x′) − W(x′, x). The
associated Hilbertian Fock space representation H of the field algebra is defined by the Hilbertian sum
H0 ⊕

[
⊕n S(H1)

⊗n], in which S stands for the symmetrization operation, H0 =
{
λΩ ; λ ∈ C

}
, and the

one-particle sector H1 is defined in such a way that:

• A regular element ḣ1 ∈ H1 is given by a class of functions h1(x) ∈ D1(MR) modulo the functions
k1, for which

∫
MR×MR

W(x, x′)k∗1(x)k1(x
′) dµ(x)dµ(x′) = 0.

• The associated norm, for such an element ḣ1, reads:

⟨ḣ1, ḣ1⟩ =
∫
MR×MR

W(x, x′)h∗1(x)h1(x
′) dµ(x)dµ(x′) ⩾ 0 . (17.12)

• Eventually, by completion of the space of regular elements, with respect to the above norm, the full
Hilbert space H1 is defined.

Note that a similar procedure for the regular elements ḣn ∈ Hn = S(H1)
⊗n is performed.

Each field operator ϕ̂(f1) can be decomposed into two parts, i.e., “creation” and “annihilation” parts:

ϕ̂(f1) = a†(f1) + a(f1). The actions of a†(f1) and a(f1), respectively, on the dense subset of “regular

elements” of the form ḣ =
(
ḣ0, ḣ1, ... , ḣn, ... , 0, 0, ...

)
are given by:(

a†(f1)ḣ
)
n
(x1, ... , xn) =

1√
n

n∑
i=1

f1(xi) ḣn−1(x1, ... , x̆i, ... , xn) , (17.13)

(
a(f1)ḣ

)
n
(x1, ... , xn) =

√
n+ 1

∫
MR×MR

f1(x)W(x, x′) ḣn+1(x
′, x1, ... , xn) dµ(x)dµ(x

′) , (17.14)

where x̆i means that this term is omitted. One can easily show that the above formulas give the commu-
tation rules (17.11).
In summary, within the above framework, on one hand, due to the locality condition of W(x, x′), the

antisymmetric bidistribution C(x, x′) on MR vanishes coherently with the notion of locality inherent to
MR, i.e., C(x, x

′) = 0, for every spacelike separated pair (x, x′) ∈ MR. This clearly compels the scalar

field ϕ̂(x) to verify the requirement of local commutativity (since
[
ϕ̂(x), ϕ̂(x′)

]
= C(x, x′) × 1). On the

other hand, the covariance requirement of the two-point function necessitates the dS4 covariance of the

field operator ϕ̂(x), while the representation U (g) of the dS4 group in H 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 dS4 (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 dS4 (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 dS4 (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 dS4 (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 dS4 (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 dS4 (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 dS4 (gener-
ally, 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 iϵ-rule.)

In order to prepare the ground, we recall from Minkowskian QFT the well-known fact that the
spectral condition is equivalent to specific analyticity properties of the Wightman n-point functions
W◦n

(
(x◦)1, ... , (x◦)n

)
[32], arising from the Laplace transform theorem in C4n. [Again, the subscript

‘◦’ marks the entities defined in 1 + 3-dimensional Minkowski spacetime R4 or in its complex version
C4.] Technically, these analyticity properties necessitate that, for each n (n > 1), the distribution
W◦n

(
(x◦)1, ... , (x◦)n

)
is the boundary value of an analytic function W◦n

(
(z◦)1, ... , (z◦)n

)
given in the

tube:

T
+(n)
◦ =

{(
(z◦)1, ... , (z◦)n

)
; (z◦)k = (x◦)k + i(y◦)k ∈ C4, 1 ⩽ k ⩽ n

; (y◦)j+1 − (y◦)j ∈ V̊
+

◦ , 1 ⩽ j ⩽ n− 1
}
, (17.15)

where the domain V̊
+

◦ stems from the causal structure in R4 (the definition of V̊
+

◦ can be simply un-
derstood from the corresponding one given in section 7 for R5). 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◦2(x◦, x′◦) reads:

W◦(x◦, x′◦) =
1

2(2π)2

∫
e−ik·x◦ eik·x

′
◦ ϑ(k0) δ

(
(k)2 −m2

)
d4k , (17.16)

where ϑ refers to the Heaviside function. Note that the measure dµ = ϑ(k0) δ
(
(k)2 − m2

)
d4k 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◦, x′◦) appears as the boundary value of a function W◦(z◦, z
′
◦) holomorphic in the domain T

+(2)
◦ ,

while the boundary value is taken from T
+(2)
◦ .

In the case of dS4 spacetime (embedded in R5), a natural substitute to the above analyticity properties
is to requiring the given Wn(x1, ... , xn), for each n > 1, being the boundary value (in the distribution
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sense) of a function Wn(z1, ... , zn) holomorphic in:

T +(n) = T+(n) ∩
[
M

(C)
R

]n
=
{
(z1, ... , zn) ; zk = xk + iyk ∈M

(C)
R , 1 ⩽ k ⩽ n

; yj+1 − yj ∈ V̊
+
, 1 ⩽ j ⩽ n− 1

}
, (17.17)

where T+(n) is the tube associated with C5n and, again, V̊
+

is the domain resulting from the causal
structure on MR (see section 7). As a matter of fact, it has been shown, by Bros et al. [35, 108], that

T +(n) is a domain of
[
M

(C)
R

]n
and a tuboid above

[
MR

]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:

• Weak spectral condition. The distribution Wn(x1, ... , xn), for each n > 1, is obtained by taking

the boundary value of a function Wn(z1, ... , zn) holomorphic in the subdomain T +(n) of
[
M

(C)
R

]n
.

For a general dS4 two-point function, the above postulate of normal analyticity explicitly reads:

• The two-point function W = W2(x, x
′) = ⟨Ω, ϕ̂(x)ϕ̂(x′)Ω⟩ is the boundary value (in the sense of

distribution) of a function W (z, z′) analytic in the tuboid domain:

T +(2) =
{
(z, z′) ; z ∈ T −, z′ ∈ T +

}
. (17.18)

[We recall from subsection 16.1 that T ± = T± ∩M (C)
R are respectively the forward and backward tubes

of M
(C)
R .]

In the coming subsection, following Refs. [34, 35] and by further restricting our attention to the free dS4
Klein-Gordon scalar fields, we will examine the above instruction for a QFT reading of dS4 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 dS4 plane-wave type solutions (see the previous section).

79 Technically, the genuine
dS4-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 maximal analyticity properties80 of the two-point functions W (z, z′):

• W (z, z′)’s can be analytically continued in the cut-domain:

∆ =M
(C)
R ×M (C)

R \Γ
(C) , (17.19)

where the cut Γ(C) is the set
{
(z, z′) ; z ∈M (C)

R ×M (C)
R , (z − z′)2 = ϱ, ∀ϱ ⩾ 0

}
.

• W (z, z′)’s verify, in the cut-domain ∆, the complex covariance requirement:

W (g ⋄ z, g ⋄ z′) =W (z, z′) , (17.20)

for all g in the complexified dS4 group Sp(2, 2)(C).

• The permuted Wightman two-point functions W(x′, x) = ⟨Ω, ϕ̂(x′)ϕ̂(x)Ω⟩ are the boundary values
of W (z, z′)’s from the domain T −(2) =

{
(z, z′) ; z ∈ T +, z′ ∈ T −

}
.81 [For the sake of simplicity,

from now on, the two-point functions W (z, z′), which are analytic in the tuboid domain T −(2), are
denoted by W ′(z, z′), and correspondingly, W(x′, x) by W ′(x, x′).]

79 To see relevant arguments for higher spin fields in dS4 spacetime, one can refer to Refs. [41–46].
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(x′, x) are
obtained by taking the boundary values of W (z′, z)’s from the domain T +(2) =

{
(z, z′) ; z ∈ T −, z′ ∈ T +

}
. Neverthe-

less, the former statement is of more interest here, since through it, each Wightman two-point function W(x, x′) and the
corresponding permuted one W(x′, x) can be seen as two different realizations, strictly speaking, the boundary values
from two different domains T +(2) and T −(2) (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 dS4 scalar free fields
in a preferred representation, which is interestingly characterized by a well-established KMS condition
defined in proper domains of MR relevant to geodesic observers. This feature remarkably provides us
with a simple geometrical interpretation to the Hawking’s thermal effects in dS4 Universe [36, 37]. 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 dS4 (generally, dS) spacetime (see Refs.
[34, 35]).

17.2. (Analytic) Wightman two-point functions for the dS4 (principal and complementary)
Klein-Gordon scalar fields

In the beginning, let us point out that, in this subsection, we merely study the dS4 principal and
complementary Klein-Gordon scalar fields. The study of the dS4 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 dS4 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, 35]:

Wν =W (z, z′) = c2ν

∫
ℸ

(z · ξ
R

)− 3
2−iν(ξ · z′

R

)− 3
2+iν

dµℸ(ξ) , ν ∈ R , (17.21)

where: (i) z, z′ ∈ M
(C)
R , respectively, belong to the backward and forward tubes of M

(C)
R , i.e., z ∈

T −, z′ ∈ T +, (ii) the normalization factor c2ν 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 ℸ of the future null-cone C+ (see subsection 16.2), while dµℸ represents the natural C+ invariant
measure on ℸ induced from the R5 Lebesgue measure. By construction, it is evident that the two-point
function Wν(z, z

′), with respect to both variables z and z′, is a solution to the complex version of the
dS4 (principal) Klein-Gordon equation (15.17) (with τ = −3/2− iν and ν ∈ R), which is analytic in the
tuboid domain T +(2).
Regarding the integral representation (17.21), first of all one must notice that it defines the same

analytic two-point function for all ℸ ⊂ C+, namely, Wν = W
(ℸ)
ν . In other words, the value of the

integral (17.21), for given (z, z′) ∈ T +(2), is independent of the choice of orbital basis ℸ. This point
actually stems from the fact that the corresponding integrand appears as the restriction to ℸ of a closed
differential form82 [35]. Moreover, for given (z, z′) ∈ T +(2), the integrability of (17.21) at infinity on
noncompact bases ℸ of the type relevant to the stabilizer subgroup S(xe) ∼ SO0(1, 3) (see subsection
16.2) is ensured by the homogeneity properties of the integrand, which is clearly a homogeneous function
of ξ (on C+) with degree of homogeneity −3. To see the point, we can consider, for instance, the basis

ℸ = ℸ4

(
= ℸ+

4 ∪ ℸ−4
)
given in Eq. (16.12). Then, we can write ξ±

(
∈ ℸ±4

)
=
(
k0

m =

√
k⃗2

m2 + 1, k⃗m ,±1
)
,

while the associated invariant measure is dµℸ4
= dk⃗/k0 (again, (k0, k⃗) 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:

Wν(z, z
′) = c2ν

∑
l=+,−

∫ (z · ξl(k⃗)
R

)− 3
2−iν(ξl(k⃗) · z′

R

)− 3
2+iν dk⃗

k0
, (17.22)

82 A closed form is a differential form α whose exterior derivative is zero, dα = 0.
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which is absolutely convergent.
Now, we show that the corresponding Wightman two-point function Wν(x, x

′), which is character-
ized by taking the boundary value of Wν(z, z

′) from the tuboid domain T +(2), verifies the positivity
requirement (17.10). To do this, with each test function f1(x) ∈ D(MR) we associate the following
expression: ∫

MR×MR

Wν(z, z
′) f∗1 (x)f1(x

′) dµ(x)dµ(x′) , (17.23)

where z = x+ iy ∈ T − (y ∈ V̊
−
) and z′ = x′ + iy′ ∈ T + (y′ ∈ V̊

+
). After substituting the kernel (17.21)

into the above expression and then utilizing the Fourier transform (16.10) (when y, y′ → 0), we explicitly
get the positivity requirement (17.10):∫

MR×MR

Wν(x, x
′) f∗1 (x)f1(x

′) dµ(x)dµ(x′) =

∫
ℸ

dµℸ(ξ)

[

×
∫
MR

(
cν

[
ϑ
(x · ξ
R

)
+ ϑ

(
− x · ξ

R

)
e−iπ(−

3
2−iν)

] ∣∣∣x · ξ
R

∣∣∣− 3
2−iν︸ ︷︷ ︸

≡ϕ−
ν,ξ(x)

f∗1 (x)

)
dµ(x)

×
∫
MR

(
cν

[
ϑ
(x′ · ξ

R

)
+ ϑ

(
− x′ · ξ

R

)
eiπ(−

3
2+iν)

] ∣∣∣x′ · ξ
R

∣∣∣− 3
2+iν

︸ ︷︷ ︸
≡ϕ−∗

ν,ξ(x
′)

f1(x
′)

)
dµ(x′)

]

=

∫
ℸ

∣∣ϕ−ν,ξ(f∗1 )∣∣2 dµℸ(ξ) ⩾ 0 . (17.24)

Note that the hermiticity of the Wightman two-point function Wν is a byproduct of the property of
positive definiteness. It can also be realized by considering the boundary values from T +(2) of the
identity Wν(z

′, z) =
(
Wν(z

∗, z′∗)
)∗
.

At the next step, we examine the covariance property of the two-point function Wν(z, z
′). We begin by

pointing out this fact that, by definition, the forward and backward tubes T ± = T± ∩M (C)
R are invariant

under the action of the real dS4 group Sp(2, 2) (as T± and M
(C)
R are). Therefore, for all g ∈ Sp(2, 2), the

following expression still remains meaningful:

Wν(g ⋄ z, g ⋄ z′) = c2ν

∫
ℸ

( (g ⋄ z) · ξ
R

)− 3
2−iν(ξ · (g ⋄ z′)

R

)− 3
2+iν

dµℸ(ξ) . (17.25)

Having this point in mind, we first show that, for all g ∈ Sp(2, 2), the following identity holds:

Wν(g ⋄ z, g ⋄ z′) =Wν(z, z
′) . (17.26)

Let S(xe) denote a subgroup of Sp(2, 2), which stabilizes a unit vector xe (|(xe)2| = 1) in R5. Let ℸ denote
the corresponding orbital basis, invariant under S(xe), based upon which the integral representation
of the two-point function (17.21) is written. Regarding the invariance of the measure dµℸ and of ℸ
under the given subgroup S(xe), it is evident that the identity (17.26) is true for any g ∈ S(xe)

(
⊂

Sp(2, 2)
)
.83 On the other hand, from the space-time-Lorentz decomposition of Sp(2, 2) (see subsection

9.1), 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(xe). Accordingly, by associating with each of these dS4 subgroups S(xe)
the corresponding orbital basis ℸ (invariant under the respective subgroup S(xe)), while we have in mind

the above explanation along with the fact that Wν =W
(ℸ)
ν for all ℸ ⊂ C+, one can easily show that the

identity (17.26) holds true for all transformations of the real dS4 group Sp(2, 2). Now, to examine the

83 Note that, under the action of the dS4 group Sp(2, 2), the dS4 plane waves transform in such a way that:(
(g ⋄ z) · ξ

R

)τ

=

(
z · (g−1 ⋄ ξ)

R

)τ

, for all g ∈ Sp(2, 2) .
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complex covariance property of the two-point function Wν(z, z
′) (see Eq. (17.20)), we need to extend Eq.

(17.26) to the complexified dS4 group, g ∈ Sp(2, 2)(C). This task is accomplished by analytic continuation
in the group variables. This means that the two-point function Wν(z, z

′) can be analytically continued
in:

T +(2)
ext =

{
(z, z′) ∈M (C)

R ×M (C)
R ; z = g ⋄ z̄, z′ = g ⋄ z̄′, (z̄, z̄′) ∈ T +(2), g ∈ Sp(2, 2)(C)

}
, (17.27)

which precisely coincides with the cut-domain ∆ =
{
(z, z′) ∈M (C)

R ×M (C)
R ; (z − 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
+(2)
ext in C5 (see, for instance, Ref. [109]). The complex covariance requirement (17.20), in ∆, then

is fulfilled as a direct result of the identity (17.26). Note that, proceeding as above, one can similarly
show that the two-point functionW ′ν(z, z

′), which is analytic in the tuboid T −(2), can also be analytically
continued in ∆, in whichW ′ν(z, z

′) verifies the complex covariance requirementW ′ν(g⋄z, g⋄z′) =W ′ν(z, z
′),

for all g ∈ Sp(2, 2)(C).

Taking into account, on one hand, the fact that Wν(z, z
′) is analytic in T +(2) and, on the other hand,

the complex covariance property of Wν(z, z
′) (more specifically, the transitivity of the Sp(2, 2)(C) group

on M
(C)
R ), one can easily show that the two-point function Wν(z, z

′) extends to an invariant perikernel

[110, 111] onM
(C)
R (with analyticity domain ∆). This practically means thatWν(z, z

′) is a function of the

(pseudo-)distance between the two points z and z′ on M
(C)
R , that is, the single (complex) dS4-invariant

variable (z−z′)2 = −2R2−2z ·z′. This property, which interestingly allows for an explicit calculation by
fixing one of the two points (z, z′), will serve below as the starting point to prove the locality requirement
of Wν(x, x

′).
Technically, let us set the points (z(λ), z′) ∈ T +(2) in such a way that z(λ) · z′/R2 = coshλ, where

z(λ) =
(
− iR coshλ,−iR sinhλ, 0, 0, 0

)
and z′ =

(
iR, 0, 0, 0, 0

)
, with λ ⩾ 0; note that (z(λ) − z′)2 < 0.

At these given points, by choosing to integrate on the spherical basis ℸ0 of the future null-cone C+,84

the integral representation (17.21) of the two-point function results in:

Wν

(
z(λ), z′

)
= Cν P

(5)

− 3
2−iν

(z(λ) · z′
R2

)
, (17.28)

where Cν = 2π2m2e−πνc2ν and:85

P
(5)

− 3
2−iν

(z(λ) · z′
R2

)
= P

(5)

− 3
2−iν

(coshλ) =
2

π

∫ π

0

(
coshλ+ sinhλ cosψ

)− 3
2−iν sin2 ψ dψ , (17.29)

is the generalized Legendre function86 of the first kind (which is proportional to the Gegenbauer function

of the first kind C
3
2

− 3
2−iν

(coshλ) [112]; see also appendix D). Equation (17.28) explicitly reveals that the

two-point function Wν

(
z(λ), z′

)
is real valued for all λ, since:

P
(5)

− 3
2−iν

(z(λ) · z′
R2

)
= P

(5)

− 3
2+iν

(z(λ) · z′
R2

)
. (17.30)

Accordingly, we have:

Wν

(
z(λ), z′

)
=
(
Wν

(
z(λ), z′

))∗
=W ′ν

(
z∗(λ), z′∗

)
. (17.31)

84 For the sake of reasoning, the spherical basis ℸ0 =
{
ξ = (ξ0, ξ) ∈ C+; ξ0 = 1 (|ξ|2 = 1)

}
(see subsection 16.2)) is

described by the polar coordinates (ψ, θ, φ):

ξ1 = cosψ ,

ξ2 = sinψ cos θ ,

ξ3 = sinψ sin θ sinφ ,

ξ4 = sinψ sin θ cosφ ,

with 0 ⩽ ψ, θ ⩽ π and 0 ⩽ φ ⩽ 2π. The corresponding invariant measure dµℸ0
is chosen to be m2 times the rotation-

invariant measure on S3, i.e., dµℸ0
= m2 sin2 ψ sin θ dψdθdφ (see appendix E).

85 Here, we use the fact that the functions coshλ and sinhλ are even and odd, respectively.
86 Strictly speaking, in the sense given in appendix D, we actually refer to the integral representation (17.29) as Legendre

function by abuse of notations.

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-16045-5


The complete version of the book is available at this DOI link: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-16045-5.89

Here, we draw attention to the fact that each real spacelike separated pair
(
x(λ), x′

)
((x(λ)− x′)2 < 0),

where x(λ) = (−R sinhλ, 0, 0, 0,−R coshλ) and x′
(
= x⊙

)
= (0, 0, 0, 0, R), belongs to the same orbit of

Sp(2, 2)(C) as the pairs
(
z(λ), z′

)
and

(
z∗(λ), z′∗

)
do (since x(λ) ·x′/R2 = coshλ). 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 Wν and W ′ν , can be interpreted as the locality identity Wν

(
x(λ), x′

)
=

W ′ν
(
x(λ), x′

) (
=Wν

(
x′, x(λ)

))
at any such pair. Then, the locality of the construction is proved.

So far, concerning the dS4 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. (17.28); 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 c2ν . It is unambiguously fixed by considering the canonical commutation relations
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 dS4 and Minkowski distances, at short distances (in a tangent plane), are
asymptotically equal, one expects that the two-point function (17.28) fulfills the Hadamard requirement,
based upon which the constant factor c2ν can be determined by considering the canonical normalization
of its Minkowskian counterpart, which is equivalent to imposing the canonical commutation relations.

At coinciding points, i.e.,
{
(z, z′) ∈M (C)

R ×M (C)
R ; z = z′

}
, the singular behavior of Wν is determined

by the behavior of P
(5)

− 3
2−iν

in the vicinity of its singular point z · z′/R2 = −1 [35]:

Wν(z, z
′) ≈ 2 Cν

Γ( 32 − iν) Γ( 32 + iν)

(
1 +

z · z′

R2

)−1
, (17.32)

where 1 + z · z′/R2 = −(z − z′)2/2R2. On the other hand, for the Minkowskian Klein-Gordon two-point
function, the associated dominant term takes the form:

−iD(−)(z◦ − z′◦) =
1

4π2

−1
(z◦ − z′◦)2

. (17.33)

Accordingly, by comparing the coefficients in Eqs. (17.32) and (17.33), one obtains:

Cν =
Γ( 32 − iν) Γ( 32 + iν)

24π2R2
, (17.34)

and correspondingly:

c2ν =
Cν

2π2m2e−πν
=

R−2 (ν2 + 1
4 )

2(2π)3
(
1 + e−2πν

)
m2

, (17.35)

where, to get the above result, we have used the identity Γ( 32 − iν) Γ( 32 +iν) = (12 − iν)( 12 +iν) π/coshπν.

Note that, considering Eqs. (17.30) and (17.34), the given two-point functionWν(z, z
′) = CνP

(5)

− 3
2−iν

(
z·z′
R2

)
verifies the identity Wν(z, z

′) =W−ν(z, z
′).

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 T +(2):

Wν(x, x
′) = c2ν

∫
ℸ

[
ϑ
(x · ξ
R

)
+ ϑ

(
− x · ξ

R

)
e−iπ(−

3
2−iν)

] ∣∣∣x · ξ
R

∣∣∣− 3
2−iν

×
[
ϑ
(x′ · ξ

R

)
+ ϑ

(
− x′ · ξ

R

)
eiπ(−

3
2+iν)

] ∣∣∣x′ · ξ
R

∣∣∣− 3
2+iν

dµℸ(ξ) . (17.36)

Here, concerning the above formula, the following points must be underlined:

• It remarkably presents a factorization of the Wightman two-point function, in terms of the global
plane waves on MR, 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. (17.16)).
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.

• The permuted Wightman two-point function W ′ν(x, x′) would be the boundary value of W ′ν(z, z
′)

from the domain T −(2). This allows for the explicit construction of the corresponding commutator
and the Green functions.
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• Considering the instruction given in subsection 17.1, the one-particle Hilbert space H1 of the theory
can be realized by L2(ℸ,dµℸ), that is, the space of complex-valued functions ϕ−ν,ξ(f1) of the variable

ξ running in the orbital basis ℸ ⊂ C+ and square integrable with respect to the measure dµℸ (see
Eq. (17.24)).87 [Again, the full Hilbertian Fock space H of the theory is given by the Hilbertian

sum H0⊕
[
⊕n S(H1)

⊗n].] As a matter of fact, any ḟ1 ∈ H1 corresponds to a function f1(x) which,
with respect to the Fourier transform (16.10), is determined by:

f1(x) =

∫
ℸ
ϕ−ν,ξ(x) ϕ

−
ν,ξ(f1) dµℸ(ξ) , ϕ−ν,ξ(f1) ∈ L

2(ℸ,dµℸ) , (17.37)

where the definitions of ϕ−ν,ξ(x) and ϕ−ν,ξ(f1) have been already given in Eq. (17.24). This mani-
festation of the elements of the one-particle Hilbert space H1 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 16.4, we choose x⊙ = (0, 0, 0, 0, R) as the point of dS4 space-

time in the neighborhood of which the flat limit is going to take, and ℸ4 = ℸ−4 ∪ ℸ+
4 , given in Eq.

(16.12), as the orbital basis on which the integration is going to accomplish; regarding the latter,

we can write ξ±
(
∈ ℸ±4

)
=
(
k0

m =

√
k⃗2

m2 + 1, k⃗m ,±1
)
, where (k0, k⃗) denotes the four-momentum

of a Minkowskian particle with mass m (see Eq. (16.13)). Considering the decomposition of the
orbital basis, the (principal) Hilbert space H1 can be decomposed into two parts H1 = H+

1 ⊕H
−
1 :

f1(x) =

∫
ℸ−

4 ;ξ4<0

ϕ−ν,ξ(x) ϕ−ν,ξ(f1) dµℸ−
4
(ξ) +

∫
ℸ+

4 ;ξ4>0

ϕ−ν,ξ(x) ϕ−ν,ξ(f1) dµℸ+
4
(ξ) . (17.38)

At the flat limit, the second integral vanishes (see Eq. (16.64) and its subsequent discussions) and
one is left with:

lim
R→∞

f1(x) = f1(x◦) =

∫
e−ik·x◦√
2(2π)3

ϕ−k (f1)
dk⃗

k0
, (17.39)

where ϕ−k (f1) stands for the zero-curvature limit of ϕ−ν,ξ(f1) and, again, x◦ = (x0◦, x⃗◦) for the
coordinates of the tangent plane at x⊙, that is, the 1 + 3-dimensional Minkowski spacetime given
by Eq. (16.63). As is evident, taking the global dS4 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 H1, 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.

• Finally, we remark that the maximal analytic framework, leading to the Wightman two-point
function (17.36), entails the possibility of going to the Euclidean sphere S4 of “imaginary times”
(x0 = iy0)88 by analytic continuation; actually, by confining Wν(z, z

′) to the Euclidean sphere and
then getting the Schwinger function Sν(z, z

′).89 This feature interestingly allows for the identifica-
tion 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 prop-
erties of analytic continuation in all the variables must be respected as the basis of every treatment
of dS4 (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 dS4 (generally, dS) spacetime. This contains the constructive approach to
dS4 (generally, dS) QFT [113] or the application that the latter may get in Minkowskian construc-
tive QFT, for which the (constant) radius of curvature R of the dS4 hyperboloid MR appears as a
natural infrared cutoff (the Euclidean space turns into a compact one!).

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 T́± = R5 + iV ± and T́ ± = T́± ∩M(C)
R (for the definition of V ±, see section 7). Quite similar to T́+ ∪ T́−, which

contains the “Euclidean subspace” E5 =
{
z = (iy0, x1, x2, x3, x4) ; (y0, x1, x2, x3, x4) ∈ R5

}
of the complex Minkowski

spacetime C5, it can be simply shown that T́ + ∪ T́ − contains the sphere S4 =
{
z = (iy0, x1, x2, x3, x4) ; (y0)2 + (x1)2 +

(x2)2 + (x3)2 + (x4)2 = R2
}
. The latter is called “Euclidean sphere” of M

(C)
R .

89 This is of course permitted by the fact that S4 × S4, minus the set of coinciding points z = z′, constitutes a subset of the
cut-domain ∆.
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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.

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 dS4 complementary Klein-Gordon scalar field is simply obtained, in the allowed ranges of ν, by
replacing ν 7→ −iν in the integral representation (17.21):

W−iν(z, z
′) = c2−iν

∫
ℸ

(z · ξ
R

)− 3
2−ν(ξ · z′

R

)− 3
2+ν

dµℸ(ξ) , ν ∈ R, 0 < |ν| < 3

2
, (17.40)

where, again, (z, z′) ∈ T +(2), ℸ stands for any orbital basis of the future null-cone C+, and c2−iν can
be fixed by applying the Hadamard condition. By proceeding as before, one can show that W−iν(z, z

′)
satisfies all the requirements of positivity, locality, covariance, and normal analyticity. The corresponding
Wightman two-point function W−iν(x, x′) then would be the boundary value of W−iν(z, z

′) from the
domain T +(2) (in the same way as Eq. (17.36)).

17.2.2. Maximal analyticity and KMS condition

We here discuss the physical interpretation of the maximal analyticity properties of Wν(z, z
′). In order

to present this rather elaborate material, as in Ref. [36], we adopt the viewpoint of an observer moving
on the geodesic h(x⊙) of the point x⊙ = (0, 0, 0, 0, R) lying at the (x0, x4)-plane (see FIG. 5):

h(x⊙) =
{
x = x(t) ; x0 = R sinh

t

R
, x⃗ ≡ (x1, x2, x3) = 0, x4 = R cosh

t

R

}
, (17.41)

where t ∈ R. According to the arguments given in section 7, all events x = (x0, x1, x2, x3, x4) ∈ MR,
which can be connected with the observer by the reception of light-signals from the very beginning at
x′ ≡ x(t→ −∞), are determined by the following inequality:

x · x′ ⩽ −R2 ⇒ −e−t/R(x0 + x4)

2

∣∣∣
t→−∞

⩽ −R .

which merely holds for (x0 + x4) > 0. Similarly, all events x ∈ MR, which can ultimately be connected
with the observer at x′ ≡ x(t→ +∞) by the emission of light-signals, are characterized by the requirement
(x0 − x4) < 0 verifying:

x · x′ ⩽ −R2 ⇒ et/R(x0 − x4)
2

∣∣∣
t→+∞

⩽ −R .

The intersection of the above regions, determining all events of MR which can be connected with the
observer by the reception and the emission of light-signals, is denoted here by Rh(x⊙). It explicitly reads:

Rh(x⊙) =
{
x ∈MR ; x4 > |x0|

}
. (17.42)

This domain is bordered by:

B±h(x⊙) =
{
x ∈MR ; x0 = ±x4, x4 > 0

}
, (17.43)

where B±h(x⊙) are respectively called “future”/“past” event horizons of the observer sitting on geodesic

h(x⊙).
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FIG. 5: Causal domains associated with an observer moving on the geodesic h(x⊙).

Now, by interpreting the parameter t (which appears in Eq. (17.41)) as the proper time τ of the
observer with the geodesic h(x⊙), we refer to the time-translation group corresponding to h(x⊙), denoted
here by Th(x⊙), as a one-parameter subgroup of the dS4 group (Th(x⊙) ∼ SO0(1, 1); see subsection 9.1).

Under the action of Th(x⊙), the region Rh(x⊙) is foliated by hyperbolic trajectories hx⃗(x⊙) parallel to

the geodesic h(x⊙) = h0⃗(x⊙). To see the point, let x = x(τ , x⃗) be an arbitrary point in Rh(x⊙):

x(τ , x⃗) =


x0 =

√
R2 − x⃗ sinh τ

R ,

(x1, x2, x3) = x⃗ ,

x4 =
√
R2 − x⃗ cosh τ

R ,

τ ∈ R , (x⃗)2 = (x1)2 + (x2)2 + (x3)2 < R2 .(17.44)

For t ∈ R, the action of Th(x⊙)(t) on x(τ, x⃗), defining a group of isometric automorphisms of the domain

Rh(x⊙), is given by:

Th(x⊙)(t) ⋄ x(τ , x⃗) = x(t+ τ , x⃗) ≡ xt . (17.45)

The corresponding orbits (i.e., hx⃗(x⊙)’s) clearly represent all branches of hyperbolas of the domain
Rh(x⊙), in two-dimensional plane sections, parallel to the (x0, x4)-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 Th(x⊙),

the only orbit which represents a geodesic of MR is actually h(x⊙). In this sense, the interpretation of
the group Th(x⊙) as the time translation is merely relevant for either the observers moving on h(x⊙) or

in a vicinity of h(x⊙), which is small in comparison with the radius R of the dS4 hyperboloid MR.
From Eq. (17.44), one can easily see that the complexified orbits of Th(x⊙), i.e., the complex hyperbolas

h
(C)
x⃗ (x⊙) =

{
zt ≡ z(t + τ , x⃗), t ∈ C

}
, possess 2iπR periodicity in t (since z(t + τ , x⃗) = z(t + τ +

2iπR, x⃗)), and that all their nonreal points belong to T ±. Now, let ⟨Ω, ϕ̂ν(x)ϕ̂ν(x′t)Ω⟩ = Wν(x, x
′t)

and ⟨Ω, ϕ̂ν(x′t)ϕ̂ν(x)Ω⟩ = W ′ν(x, x′t)
(
= Wν(x

′t, x)
)
be the time-translated correlation functions of

two arbitrary events x and x′ in Rh(x⊙). Considering the above, the maximal analyticity properties

of Wν(z, z
′) entail that Wν(x, z

′t) characterizes a 2iπR-periodic analytic function of t with the domain

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-16045-5


The complete version of the book is available at this DOI link: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-16045-5.93

(periodic cut plane):

Ccut

x,x′ =
{
t ∈ C ; Im(t) ̸= 2nπR, n ∈ Z

}⋃{
t ; t− 2inπR ∈ Ix,x′ , n ∈ Z

}
, (17.46)

where, for every spacelike separated points x, x′ ∈ Rh(x⊙) (i.e., (x−x
′)2 < 0), Ix,x′ denotes a finite (real)

interval on which x and x′t remain spacelike separated, or in other words, (x − x′t)2 remains negative
(this interval trivially includes the origin in the real t-axis). One can also check that the boundary values
ofWν(x, z

′t) on R (in the distribution sense for the variable t and each given values of x, x′) coincide with
the aforementioned correlation functions (the jumps across the cuts being the advanced and retarded
commutators):

lim
ϵ→0+

Wν(x, z
′t+iϵ) = Wν(x, x

′t) ,

lim
ϵ→0+

Wν(x, z
′t−iϵ) = Wν(x

′t, x) . (17.47)

These properties explicitly imply thatWν(x, z
′t) is analytic in the stripS =

{
t ∈ C ; 0 < Im(t) < 2πR

}
,90

and verifies the following condition:

lim
ϵ→0+

Wν(x, z
′t+2iπR−iϵ) =Wν(x

′t, x) , x, x′ ∈ Rh(x⊙) , (17.48)

which is called KMS condition, after Kubo [38] and Martin and Schwinger [39]. This condition reveals that
Wν(x, x

′t) represents a finite-temperature equilibrium (two-point) correlation function at temperature
1/2πR.

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(x⊙) by analytic continuation with its antipodal

Rh(−x⊙) =
{
x = (x0, x⃗, x4) ∈ MR, −x ≡ (−x0, x⃗,−x4) ∈ Rh(x⊙)

}
(to see the point, it is sufficient to

consider Im(t) = πR). Note that the natural time variable relevant to an observer moving on the geodesic
h(−x⊙) (antipodal to h(x⊙)) would be equal to −t.91 This feature, as far as the correlation functions

are concerned, necessitates that the KMS analyticity strip is replaced by
{
t ; −2πR < Im(t) < 0

}
, and

correspondingly, Eq. (17.48) by:

lim
ϵ→0+

Wν(x, z
′t−2iπR+iϵ) =Wν(x

′t, x) , x, x′ ∈ Rh(−x⊙) . (17.49)

The “energy” operator Eh(x⊙), corresponding to the geodesic h(x⊙), is eventually defined by considering

the spectral decomposition (see, for instance, Ref. [114]) of the unitary representations
{
U h(x⊙)(t) ; t ∈

R
}
of the time-translation group Th(x⊙) in the Hilbertian Fock space H of the theory, namely:

U h(x⊙)(t) =

∫ ∞
−∞

eiωt dEh(x⊙)(ω) , (17.50)

which yields (in a given dense subspace of H ) the unbounded “energy” operator as follows:

Eh(x⊙) =

∫ ∞
−∞

ω dEh(x⊙)(ω) . (17.51)

Accordingly, one can easily see that, due to the KMS condition (17.48), energy measurements carried out
by an observer at rest at the origin (x⊙) on states localized in the region Rh(x⊙) are exponentially damped

by a factor exp(−2πRω) in the range of negative energies. At the null-curvature limit (R → ∞), this
factor, eliminating all negative energies, remarkably entails that the theory recovers the usual spectral

90 For each t in the strip S+ =
{
t ; 0 < Im(t) < πR

}
(respectively, S− =

{
t ; πR < Im(t) < 2πR

}
), the associated point

z(t+ τ , x⃗) is located in the domain T + (respectively, T −) of M
(C)
R .

91 This is because that the associated time-translation group Th(−x⊙) (which is obtained from Th(x⊙), for instance, by

a conjugation of the form Th(−x⊙) = rTh(x⊙)r
−1, r being a rotation of angle π in a plane orthogonal to the x0-axis)

verifies Th(−x⊙)(t) = Th(x⊙)(−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 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 −ω and proceeding as
above, one can show that the construction, possessing the respective KMS condition (17.49), 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 dS4
(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
dS4 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 dS4 (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 dS4 discrete Klein-Gordon scalar fields corresponding to the “lowest
limit” of this series, i.e., the representations Πp,0 (p = 1, 2, ...). These representations of the dS4 discrete
series have no physically meaningful Minkowskian limit (see section 14), but still, in the context of a
consistent QFT reading of dS4 elementary systems, their corresponding quantum fields are perfectly
legitimate to be studied.
Let us begin by recalling from subsection 16.3 that, for a given p = 1, 2, ..., the Hilbert space carrying

the representation Πp,0 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 dS4 irreducible (nonunitary) finite-dimensional representation (n1 = 0, n2 = p − 1)
(in the notations given in appendix G), which is Weyl equivalent to the given UIR Πp,0. Due to this
nonsquare-integrability feature of the representations Πp,0, quantization of the associated fields yet is
not known entirely, with the exception of that corresponding to the lowest case Πp=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 dS4 minimally coupled scalar field in a
different manner from the one applied to the other dS4 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.

17.3.1. “Zero-mode” problem

Here, like subsection 16.3, for the sake of reasoning, we invoke the system of conformal coordinates
x = x(ρ,u), where −π/2 < ρ < π/2 and u ∈ S3 (see Eq. (16.14)).92 Then, adapting the mathematical
structure introduced in subsection 16.3, the normalizable modes93, relevant to the representation Πp=1,0,
read:94

Φ̃τ=−3L⩾p=1lm
(x) = Φ̃L⩾p=1lm

(x)︸ ︷︷ ︸
for simplicity of presentation,
we drop the superscript τ = −3

=
Le−i(L+2)ρ + (L+ 2)e−iLρ

2R
√

2L(L+ 1)(L+ 2)
YLlm(u) . (17.52)

Note that for the L = 0 (constant) mode Φ0,0,0, the normalization constant breaks down. As a matter of
fact, adapting the discussions given in subsection 16.3 to the minimally coupled case Πp=1,0, this mode

92 Note that, according to the discussions given in subsection 16.3, among all the scalar fields associated with the discrete
series UIR’s Πp,0, the minimally coupled scalar field associated with Πp=1,0 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 16.3, we distinguish the normalizable
modes (with respect to the Klein-Gordon inner product (16.27)) by putting the ‘˜’ symbol on them.

94 Here, we use Eq. (16.34) along with the identity 2F1(−1, L;L+ 2;−e−2iρ) = 1 + L
L+2

e−2iρ.
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belongs to the corresponding one-dimensional (null-norm) “gauge” states space
{
ΦL<p=1lm

= Φ0,0,0

}
. In

this regard, it is perhaps worthwhile recalling that the Lagrangian:

L =
√
|g| gµν

(
∂µΦ

)(
∂νΦ

)
, (17.53)

of the free dS4 minimally coupled scalar field possesses the (global) gauge-like symmetry Φ → Φ + ϱ,
where ϱ is a constant function. This makes clear in what sense we call the appeared one-dimensional
null-norm subspace of constant functions

{
Φ0,0,0

}
the space of “gauge” states.

Trivially, the space generated by
{
Φ̃L⩾1lm

}
does not form a complete set of modes for the dS4 minimally

coupled scalar field. Moreover, this set of modes is not invariant under the dS4 group action. Considering
the form of the dS4 infinitesimal generators MAB (A,B = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4) in the conformal coordinates, given
in appendix I, the latter point can be easily seen, for instance, by the following action [115]:(

M03 + iM04

)
Φ̃1,0,0 = −i 4√

6
Φ̃2,1,0 + Φ̃2,0,0 +

3

4πR
√
6
, (17.54)

where the invariance of the given set of normalizable modes
{
Φ̃L⩾1lm

}
is clearly broken, because of

the last constant term. Therefore, any application of canonical quantization to
{
Φ̃L⩾1lm

}
results in

a noncovariant quantum field. Of course, constant functions constitute a part of solutions to the dS4
minimally coupled field equation Q

(1)
0 Φ = −R2□RΦ = 0 (for τ = −3 or τ = 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{
Φ̃L⩾1lm

}
and over a constant function as well; the latter, interpreted as a gauge state, is denoted here

by Φg
(
∈
{
Φ0,0,0

})
. 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 Φg 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. (16.41) when

τ = −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 Φg) [115]:

Φg =
1

2πR
, Φs =

−i
2πR

(
ρ+

1

2
sin 2ρ

)
. (17.55)

[The gauge state Φg is particularly interesting since it is the essence of the cosmological constant. This
point was more or less noticed by Kallosh in Ref. [117].] Note that these solutions have null norm, i.e.,
⟨Φg,Φg⟩ = 0 = ⟨Φs,Φs⟩, ⟨·, ·⟩ being the Klein-Gordon inner product (16.27), and that the the constant

factors are adjusted in such a way to get ⟨Φg,Φs⟩ = 1. Then, defining Φ̃0,0,0 = Φg + Φs/2, we obtain

the true (normalizable) zero mode; ⟨Φ̃0,0,0, Φ̃0,0,0⟩ = 1. This mode supplements the set
{
Φ̃L⩾1lm

}
in the

sense that the obtained set
{
Φ̃L⩾0lm

}
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]:(
M03 + iM04

)
Φ̃0,0,0 =

(
M03 + iM04

)
Φs

= −i
√
6

4

(
Φ̃1,0,0 +

(
Φ̃1,0,0

)∗)− √6
4

(
Φ̃1,1,0 +

(
Φ̃1,0,0

)∗)
. (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, 115, 116, 118, 119]).
Here, it is worth noting that, among all the dS4 infinitesimal generators MAB , only the four generators

M0B (B = 1, 2, 3, 4) are responsible for the dS4 symmetry breaking of the space of states
{
Φ̃L⩾0lm

}
.

Actually, the other six generators MAB (A, B = 1, 2, 3, 4), corresponding to the compact SO(4) subgroup,
preserve dS4 invariance and allow for (in the usual sense) a SO(4)-covariant QFT formulation of the dS4
minimally coupled scalar field. Of course, considering SO(4) covariance instead of full dS4 covariance (in
other words, spontaneous symmetry breaking) for the formulation, although is of some interest in the
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context of quantum cosmology, is not relevant to the aim of this paper, that is, presenting a consistent
QFT reading of elementary systems in dS4 spacetime.
Nevertheless, in Refs. [115, 116] the authors, employing group representation theory along with a

proper adaptation (Krein spaces) of the Wightman-Gärding 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 dS4, also gauge covariant, they have 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. [115, 116] 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.

17.3.2. (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, l,m) ∈ N× N× Z ; L ̸= 0, 0 ⩽ l ⩽ L, −l ⩽ m ⩽ l

}
for the positive

norm modes excluding the L = 0 mode, and K ′ = K ∪
{
0
}
for the whole set of positive norm modes.

Now, we elaborate the Gupta-Bleuler type structure lying behind the states space of the dS4 minimally
coupled scalar field:

• 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
{
Φ̃k ; k ∈ K ′

}
by applying the action of the dS4 group

(see, for instance, Eqs. (17.54) and (17.56)), reads:

H = H+ ⊕H∗+ , (17.57)

where:

H+ =
{
c0Φ̃0 +

∑
k∈K

ckΦ̃k ; c0, ck ∈ C,
∑
k∈K

|ck|2 <∞
}
, (17.58)

stands for a Hilbert space and H∗+ for an anti-Hilbert space (a space with definite negative inner
product):

⟨Φ̃k, Φ̃k⟩ = ⟨Φ̃0, Φ̃0⟩ = 1 , and ⟨(Φ̃k)∗, (Φ̃k)∗⟩ = ⟨(Φ̃0)
∗, (Φ̃0)

∗⟩ = −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 H+ nor H∗+ carries a representation of the dS4
group, and therefore, the decomposition of the total space H is not covariant (though, it is SO(4)
covariant!).

• 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 =
{
cgΦg +

∑
k∈K

ckΦ̃k ; cg, ck ∈ C,
∑
k∈K

|ck|2 <∞
}
. (17.60)

This subspace is a degenerate (semi-definite) inner product space:

⟨Φ̃k, Φ̃k⟩ = 1 , ⟨Φ̃k,Φg⟩ = ⟨Φg,Φg⟩ = 0 . (17.61)

for all k ∈ K.

• The subspace K in turn admits an invariant one-dimensional (gauge) subspace N , which is con-
structed over Φg. The latter, as already mentioned, is orthogonal to every element in K including
itself.
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These three invariant spaces of states all together form the (Krein-)Gupta-Bleuler triplet (see FIG. 6):

N ⊂ K ⊂ H , (17.62)

which carries the indecomposable structure for the UIR Πp=1,0 appearing in the case of the dS4 minimally
coupled scalar field:

Π1,0︸︷︷︸
H/K=

{
csΦs+(K/N )∗

} 7−→ Π1,0︸︷︷︸
K/N=

{∑
k∈K ckΦ̃k

} 7−→ Υ0︸︷︷︸
N=
{
cgΦg

} (17.63)

where, again, cs, ck, ct ∈ C, while
∑
k∈K |ck|2 < ∞, the arrows ‘7−→’ show the leaks under the group

action95, and finally Υ0 stands for the dS4 trivial UIR, on which both dS4 Casimir operators vanish.
Note that the trivial representation Υ0 is naturally carried by the space of constant functions, which here
plays the role of gauge states space.

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 Πp=1,0.
Another point that must be noticed here is that, in this construction, every positive norm state is not

physical (in other words, does not belong to K). For example, despite the positivity of the norm of Φ̃0,

it is not a physical state (Φ̃0 /∈ K), since, as already shown, its transformation under the action of the
group entails states of negative norm violating unitarity.

17.3.3. Quantum field

Since the distinction between the normalizable and non-normalizable modes has been well established
above, the ‘˜’ 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 ϕk ≡ Φ̃k, for k ∈ K ′ = K ∪
{
0
}
, ϕg ≡ Φg, and ϕs ≡ Φs.

Here, having the above arguments in mind and employing a new representation of the canonical com-
mutation relations, we present a covariant QFT reading à la Gupta-Bleuler of the dS4 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 H constructed over the total (Krein) space H,96 while
the expectation values of the corresponding observables, as usual in a Gupta-Bleuler construction, would

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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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 a†(ϕ) and annihilation a(ϕ) operators on the dense subset of “regular elements” of the form

ḣ =
(
ḣ0, ḣ1, ... , ḣn, ... , ḣN , 0, 0, ...

)
∈H respectively read:

(
a†(ϕ)ḣn

)
(x1, ... , xn) =

1√
n

n∑
i=1

ϕ(xi) ḣn−1(x1, ... , x̆i, ... , xn) , (17.64)

(
a(ϕ)ḣn

)
(x1, ... , xn) = iR2

√
n+ 1

∫
ρ=0

ϕ∗(ρ,u)
↔
∂ ρ ḣn+1

(
(ρ,u), x1, ... , xn

)
dµ(u) , (17.65)

where dµ(u) refers to the invariant measure on S3 and, again, x̆i means that this term is omitted.
It can be easily shown that the given creation and annihilation operators verify the usual commutation

relations:

[a(ϕ), a(ϕ′)] = 0 , [a†(ϕ), a†(ϕ′)] = 0 , [a(ϕ), a†(ϕ′)] = ⟨ϕ, ϕ′⟩ = 1 , (17.66)

and also:

U (g)a(ϕ)U ∗(g) = a
(
U(g)ϕ

)
, U (g)a†(ϕ)U ∗(g) = a†

(
U(g)ϕ

)
, (17.67)

where ⟨·, ·⟩ here stands for the Klein-Gordon inner product and, again, U(g) and U (g), respectively, for
the natural representation of the dS4 group on the total (Krein) space H and its extension to the Fock
space H .
Denoting the annihilators of the modes ϕk, ϕ0, ϕ

∗
0, and ϕ∗k (k ∈ K), respectively, by ak ≡ a(ϕk),

a0 ≡ a(ϕ0), b0 ≡ a(ϕ∗0), and bk ≡ a(ϕ∗k), the (unsmeared) field operator reads:

ϕ̂(x) =
∑
k

(
ϕk(x)ak + ϕ∗k(x)a

†
k

)
−
∑
k

(
ϕ∗k(x)bk + ϕk(x)b

†
k

)
+
(
ϕ0(x)a0 + ϕ∗0(x)a

†
0

)
−
(
ϕ∗0(x)b0 + ϕ0(x)b

†
0

)
, k ∈ K , (17.68)

where the nonvanishing commutation relations between the operators, for all k ∈ K ′ = K ∪
{
0
}
, are:

[ak, a
†
k] = 1 , [bk, b

†
k] = −1 . (17.69)

Note that: (i) Regarding the commutation relations given in (17.66), the fact that ⟨ϕ∗k, ϕ∗k⟩ = −1 leads

to the minus sign in [bk, b
†
k] = −1. (ii) It is obvious that the field operator ϕ̂(x), 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 ϕ̂(x) in the following form:

ϕ̂(x) =
∑
k

(
ϕk(x)ak + ϕ∗k(x)a

†
k

)
−
∑
k

(
ϕ∗k(x)bk + ϕk(x)b

†
k

)
+ϕg(x)

(
as + a†s

)
+ ϕs(x)

(
ag − a†g

)
, k ∈ K , (17.70)

where as ≡ a(ϕs) and ag ≡ a(ϕg); note that ϕ∗g = ϕg and ϕ∗s = −ϕs.
Now, we show that the introduced field operator ϕ̂(x) is covariant (in the strong sense) and local. We

begin with the covariance property implying that:

U (g)ϕ̂(x)U −1(g) = ϕ̂(g ⋄ x) , (17.71)

for all g ∈ Sp(2, 2). To clarify this point, following the general instruction presented in subsection 17.1,

we smear the field operator ϕ̂(x) with a real test function f1 ∈ D(MR):

ϕ̂(f1) =

∫
ϕ̂(x)f1(x) dµ(x) =

∑
k

∫
ϕk(x)f1(x) dµ(x) Ak +

∑
k

∫
ϕ∗k(x)f1(x) dµ(x) A

†
k

=
∑
k

⟨ϕ∗k(x), f1(x)⟩L2 Ak +
∑
k

⟨ϕk(x), f1(x)⟩L2 A
†
k , k ∈ K ′ = K ∪

{
0
}
,(17.72)
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where Ak ≡ ak − b
†
k, dµ(x) is the invariant measure, and ⟨·, ·⟩L2 designates the L2(MR) inner product:

⟨g, h⟩L2 =

∫
g∗(x)h(x) dµ(x) . (17.73)

[In order to distinguish between the above L2(MR) inner product and the Klein-Gordon one (which is
also used in the current discussion), we make precise our notation by adding proper subscripts ⟨·, ·⟩L2 and

⟨·, ·⟩KG, respectively.] Note that, the operators Ak = A(ϕk) and A
†
k = A†(ϕk) are, respectively, anti-linear

(or conjugate-linear) and linear in the argument ϕk (this point can be easily checked by considering the

definitions of Ak and A†k along with Eqs. (17.64) and (17.65)). Hence, we can rewrite the smeared field

operator ϕ̂(f1) in the following form:

ϕ̂(f1) =
∑
k

⟨ϕ∗k(x), f1(x)⟩L2 A(ϕk) +
∑
k

⟨ϕk(x), f1(x)⟩L2 A†(ϕk) ,

= A
(∑

k

⟨ϕk(x), f1(x)⟩L2 ϕk

)
+A†

(∑
k

⟨ϕk(x), f1(x)⟩L2 ϕk

)
, k ∈ K ′ = K ∪

{
0
}
.(17.74)

Defining:

p(f1) ≡
∑
k

⟨ϕk(x), f1(x)⟩L2 ϕk , k ∈ K ′ = K ∪
{
0
}
, (17.75)

which is a vector-valued distribution taking values in the total space H generated by the modes, we
obtain:

ϕ̂(f1) = A
(
p(f1)

)
+A†

(
p(f1)

)
. (17.76)

Note that the role of p is to associate with each test function f1 ∈ D(MR) 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 ψ ∈ H, we have:

⟨p(f1), ψ⟩KG = ⟨f1, ψ⟩L2 . (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 dS4 group, we obtain:

⟨U(g)p(f1) , ψ⟩KG = ⟨p(f1) , U−1(g)ψ⟩KG
= ⟨f1 , U−1(g)ψ⟩L2

= ⟨U(g)f1 , ψ⟩L2

= ⟨p(U(g)f1) , ψ⟩KG . (17.78)

Then, for the extension of the representation U(g) to its counterpart U (g) on the Fock space H (strictly
speaking, on the set of finite length elements of H ), we get:

U (g)ϕ̂(f1)U
−1(g) = A

(
U(g)p(f1)

)
+A†

(
U(g)p(f1)

)
= A

(
p(U(g)f1)

)
+A†

(
p(U(g)f1)

)
= ϕ̂

(
U(g)f1) . (17.79)

These identities explicitly reveal that p(f1), ϕ̂(f1), and, as we will show below, ϕ̂(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. (17.77),

which reads ⟨p(x), ψ⟩KG = ψ(x), for all ψ ∈ 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:

p(x) =
∑
k

ϕ∗k(x)ϕk −
∑
k

ϕk(x)ϕ
∗
k + ϕ∗0(x)ϕ0 − ϕ0(x)ϕ∗0

=
∑
k

ϕ∗k(x)ϕk −
∑
k

ϕk(x)ϕ
∗
k + ϕg(x)ϕs − ϕs(x)ϕg , k ∈ K . (17.80)
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Then, considering Eq. (17.68) (or equivalently (17.70)) along with (17.80), one can simply show that:

ϕ̂(x) = A
(
p(x)

)
+A†

(
p(x)

)
, (17.81)

which is the unsmeared form of (17.76). Then, following the identities (17.78) and (17.79), the covariance

property of the quantum field ϕ̂(x) 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 (dS4-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:

p(f)(x′) =

∫
W(x′, x)f(x) dµ(x) , (17.82)

where dµ(x) is the invariant measure. Then, having Eq. (17.77) in mind, for f1, h1 ∈ D(MR), we get:

⟨p(f1), p(h1)⟩KG = ⟨f1, p(h1)⟩L2

=

∫∫
f∗1 (x

′)W(x′, x)h1(x) dµ(x)dµ(x
′) , (17.83)

which in the unsmeared form reads:

W(x′, x) = ⟨p(x′), p(x)⟩KG . (17.84)

Substituting Eq. (17.80) into the above equation, we obtain:

W(x′, x) =
∑
k

ϕ∗k(x)ϕk(x
′)−

∑
k

ϕk(x)ϕ
∗
k(x
′) + ϕ∗0(x)ϕ0(x

′)− ϕ0(x)ϕ∗0(x′)

=
∑
k

ϕ∗k(x)ϕk(x
′)−

∑
k

ϕk(x)ϕ
∗
k(x
′) +

1

2πR

(
ϕs(x

′)− ϕs(x)
)
, k ∈ K , (17.85)

where we have used the fact that ϕg(x) = ϕg(x
′) = 1/2πR. The above formula explicitly reveals that

W(x′, x) = −iG̃(x, x′), where −iG̃ is the natural commutator.97 Thus, the vector-valued distribution p is
just the kernel of the natural commutator.
Having the commutation relations given in (17.66) along with Eq. (17.81) in mind, now the locality of

the field can be explicitly seen through the following relation:

[ϕ̂(x′), ϕ̂(x)] = 2⟨p(x′), p(x)⟩KG = −2iG̃(x, x′) , (17.86)

since G̃(x, x′) vanishes when x and x′ are spacelike separated.
In summary, so far, we have introduced a quantization of the dS4 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.

17.3.4. Stress tensor

First of all, we point out that the aforementioned classical gauge transformation ϕ(x) → ϕ(x) + ϱ
(ϕ ≡ Φ and ϱ being a constant function), on the quantum level, can be implemented by [116]:

V (ϱ) = exp
(
− πϱR(a†g − ag)

)
, (17.87)

97 We remind that dS4 (generally, dS) spacetime is globally hyperbolic, therefore the so-called commutator G̃ = Gadv −Gret

is uniquely defined [121]; the propagators Gadv and Gret are defined with respect to □xGadv(x, x′) = □xGret(x, x′) =
−δ(x, x′) and, for a given x′, the support in x of Gadv (respectively, Gret) lies in the past (respectively, future) cone of x′.

This commutator G̃(x, x′) is equal to + 1
2
for x in the future cone of x′, − 1

2
for x in the past cone of x′, and 0 elsewhere.
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based upon which, we have:

V (−ϱ)ϕ̂(x)V (ϱ) = ϕ̂(x) + ϱ1 . (17.88)

Now, we get involved with the definition of the (second-quantized) physical space, denoted here by K .
This space is generated from the Fock vacuum Ω by creating members of K (i.e., the set of one-particle
physical states):

ḣ
(
∈ K

)
=
(
a†g
)n0
(
a†k1
)n1

...
(
a†kl
)nlΩ , (17.89)

where the indices k1, ... , kl ∈ K. The subspace of K , constituted by those states orthogonal to every
element in K including themselves, is denoted by N̄ :

ḣ ∈ N̄ if ḣ ∈ K and ⟨ḣ, ḟ⟩ = 0 for all ḟ ∈ K . (17.90)

[In the above equation, ⟨·, ·⟩ stands for the Klein-Gordon inner product.]
Note that the operator ag, when is restricted to the physical states space K , is the null operator; for any

ḣğ ∝
(
a†k1
)n1

...
(
a†kl
)nl Ω ∈ K /N̄ , the state a†gḣğ belongs to N̄ . This implies that, for any ḣ ∈ K and

any real ϱ, the states ḣ and V (ϱ)ḣ (see Eq. (17.87)) are equal up to an element belonging to N̄ . In this
sense, we refer to N̄ as the second quantized space of global gauge states. [The above statement therefore
can be rephrased as: consistently, two physical states belonging to K 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. 7):

N̄ ⊂ K ⊂H . (17.91)

Again, H refers to the Fock space constructed over the total (Krein) space H.

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 Ω 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 N denote the space of dS4-invariant states of H , which technically can
be realized by the space generated from the vacuum by applying a†g. This space, as a subspace of N̄ ,
is trivially of infinite dimension. Then, it seems that the (Krein-)Fock vacuum Ω is not the unique
dS4-invariant state. However, regarding the above statements, one can simply verify that all the states
belonging to N are physically equivalent to a member of the one-dimensional space spanned by the
vacuum state. Therefore, the (Krein-)Fock vacuum state Ω is indeed unique, up to physical equivalence
(quasi-uniqueness).
We now turn to the duty of defining the observables of the theory. As usual in a Gupta-Bleuler

structure, observables are defined with respect to the property that they do not “see” the gauge states.
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An observable Ô therefore would be a symmetric operator on H in such a way that, when ḣ and ḣ′ are
equivalent physical states (i.e., members of K such that ḣ− ḣ′ ∈ N̄ ), it must verify:

⟨ḣ, Ô ḣ⟩ = ⟨ḣ′, Ô ḣ′⟩ . (17.92)

Accordingly, it is manifest that the field operator ϕ̂(x) itself is not an observable, due to the appearance
of a†s and as (see Eq. (17.70)) which do not commute with ag and a†g, respectively (they “see” the gauge
states); to get the point, one needs to consider Eq. (17.55) and its subsequent arguments along with

(17.66). The operators ∂µϕ̂(x), however, no longer carry those terms (containing a†s and as), and hence,
the physically interesting observables, such as the stress tensor Tµν , can be constructed in terms of them.
The above argument clearly reveals that why the approach through two-point functions is not rel-

evant for the dS4 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 depen-
dent 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

G(1)(x, x′) = 1
2 ⟨Ω, ϕ̂(x)ϕ̂(x

′) + ϕ̂(x′)ϕ̂(x) Ω⟩ 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 manifes-
tation of the Allen no-go theorem [107].
Now, let us study the behavior of the stress tensor Tµν which, as already mentioned, is an observable

in our construction. We show that the “negative frequency part” (with respect to the conformal time)
of the quantum field provides an automatic and covariant renormalization for the theory, allowing for a
trivial calculation of the mean values of the components of Tµν . We begin with the classical form of the
corresponding stress tensor:

Tµν = ∂µϕ ∂νϕ−
1

2
gµνg

ρσ∂ρϕ ∂σϕ , (17.93)

where µ, ν = 0, 1, 2, 3 stem from the conformal coordinates that we have used in our construction. We
consider the excited physical states as:

ḣğ
(
∈ K /N̄

)
=

1√
n1! ... nl!

(
a†k1
)n1

...
(
a†kl
)nl Ω . (17.94)

To compute the mean values ⟨ḣğ, Tµν ḣğ⟩, we start with ⟨ḣğ, ∂µϕ̂(x)∂ν ϕ̂(x) ḣğ⟩. Technically, the terms

containing ag, as, a
†
g, and a

†
s do not contribute in the calculations, since, on one hand, the terms including

as and a
†
s disappear due to the derivation and, on the other hand, the operators ag and a

†
g commute with

all the remaining operators including themselves, and hence, the associated terms neutralize each other
in the calculations. Then, we get:

⟨ḣğ, ∂µϕ̂(x)∂ν ϕ̂(x) ḣğ⟩ =
∑
k∈K

(
∂µϕk(x)∂νϕ

∗
k(x)− ∂µϕ∗k(x)∂νϕk(x)

)
+ 2

l∑
i=1

niRe
(
∂µϕ

∗
ki(x)∂νϕki(x)

)
.(17.95)

On the right-hand side, the first and third terms are exactly those that appear through the usual (Hilber-
tian) 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 bk and b†k, we automatically obtain:

⟨ḣğ, ∂µϕ̂(x)∂ν ϕ̂(x) ḣğ⟩ = 2

l∑
i=1

niRe
(
∂µϕ

∗
ki(x)∂νϕki(x)

)
. (17.96)

Extending the above result to the whole expression ⟨ḣğ, Tµν ḣğ⟩ 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 ḣğ, is a direct result of this automatic renormalization procedure:

⟨ḣğ, T00 ḣğ⟩ ⩾ 0 . (17.97)

The above quantity vanishes if and only if ḣğ = Ω (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
K , may lead to negative values for the energy operator, but obviously this does not raise any concern
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since these states are not physical. Therefore, on the free field level, the appearance of nonphysical states
in the Krein QFT formulation of the dS4 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 remarkably verifies the so-called Wald axioms:

• The causality and covariance of the procedure are trivially assured by construction.

• It yields the formal results for the physical states.

• The foundation of the above computations is the identity [bk, b
†
k] = −1, based upon which we get:

aka
†
k + a†kak + bkb

†
k + b†kbk = 2a†kak + 2b†kbk . (17.98)

Therefore, the above automatic renormalization of the stress tensor is equivalent to reordering when
one deals with the physical states (on which bk 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 H 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 ϕ′k = ckϕk − dkϕ∗k, with |ck|2 − |dk|2 = 1, still belongs to H. In this sense, the

given field operator ϕ̂ and consequently the corresponding (Krein-)Fock vacuum Ω are by construction
independent of any Bogoliubov transformation; quite contrary to the usual canonical quantization meth-
ods 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 H. 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 ϕ′k’s,

and correspondingly, several possibilities for the physical part ϕ̂′phys of the quantum field ϕ̂, 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)dS4 relativity

As already mentioned, in dS4 (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 dS4 (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 dS4 QFT’s. Moreover, giving explicit arguments based on symmetry considerations in part
II, we have shown that the concept of spin in dS4 relativity can be made precise, as well. Now, pursuing
our aim towards a consistent formulation of dS4 elementary systems, we are left with the task of finding a
suitable interpretation of the notion of mass in dS4 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 AdS4 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)dS4 and Poincaré towards each other.
Note that, in this part again, c (the speed of light) and ℏ (the Planck constant) are no longer normalized

to unity. Together with R, the radius of curvature of the (A)dS4 hyperboloid, they provide dimensionally
independent quantities, which are used to specify the natural unit of “mass” ℏ/cR.
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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) [1, 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 dS4 and AdS4 relativity groups [72] (see also Ref. [73]).
Accordingly, on the representation level, the massive UIR’s of the dS4 [24, 25] and the AdS4 [85, 86]
groups are respected as those that are realized by deformations of the Poincaré massive UIR’s with
positive energy P>s,m. The dS4 and AdS4 massive representations respectively belong to the dS4 principal

series, denoted here by Ups
s,ν , with ν ∈ R and s ∈ N/2, and to the AdS4 discrete series, denoted by Ds,ς ,

with s ∈ N/2 and ς + n > s + 1, n ∈ N, with possible extension to all real ς > s + 1 when dealing with
the universal covering of AdS4. In this group-theoretical context, the dS4-invariant parameter ν and the
AdS4-invariant parameter ς, as real dimensionless parameters, are considered as replacements for the
Minkowskian rest mass m in dS4 and AdS4 relativities, respectively. [For more details, one can refer to
section 14.]
Considering the above, there is however an irreconcilable difference between the dS4-invariant param-

eter ν and the AdS4-invariant parameter ς, which the existence/nonexistence of a lower bound for the
“energy spectrum” lies at its heart. In the AdS4 case, the parameter ς is in fact the lowest value of
the discrete spectrum of the generator of “time” rotations (see section 14, where we have denoted this
generator by L50). As a result, an unambiguous meaning of a rest energy (mass) in AdS4 relativity can
be carried by the AdS4-invariant parameter ς (in the energy AdS4 units ℏ/cR):

E rest

AdS4
≡ ℏcς

R
, ς > s+ 1 , and s ∈ N/2 . (18.1)

Hence, the physical notion of “energy at rest” survives when deforming the Poincaré group towards the
AdS4 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 dS4 (generally, dS) case, the
spectrum of the generator of “time” hyperbolic rotations covers the whole real line (see section 14). This
entails an ambiguous notion of rest energy (mass) in dS4 (generally, dS) relativity. Of course, despite
this ambiguity, it is still legitimate to allocate an “energy” dimension to the dS4-invariant parameter ν
(in the “energy” dS4 units ℏ/cR):

EdS4
≡ ℏcν

R
, ν ∈ R . (18.2)

Nevertheless, in 2003, a consistent and univocal definition of mass in dS4 (generally, dS) relativity has
been put forward by Garidi [47]98, which precisely gives sense to terms like “massive” and “massless”
fields in dS4 (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 dS4 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]:

M2
dS4

=
ℏ2

c2R2

(
⟨Q(1)⟩dS4

− ⟨Q(1)
p=q=s⟩dS4

)
, (19.1)

where: (i) ⟨Q(1)⟩dS4
stands for the eigenvalues of the dS4 quadratic Casimir operator (see section 12)

associated with those dS4 UIR’s which are meaningful from the Minkowskian point of view (see section

98 Readers should notice that this seminal paper, although never published, has been well acknowledged in the literature.

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-16045-5


The complete version of the book is available at this DOI link: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-16045-5.105

14), namely: the whole principal series representations, characterized by Ups
s,ν , with s ∈ N/2 and ν ∈ R;

the only physical representation (in the sense of contraction/extension to the Poincaré/conformal UIR’s)
of the complementary series, characterized by Ucs

s,ν , with s = 0 and ν = 1
2 ; and finally the representations

lying at the lower limit of the discrete series, characterized by Π±p,q, with p = q = s ∈ N/2. (ii) The

eigenvalues ⟨Q(1)
p=q=s⟩dS4

correspond to the dS4 UIR’s Π±p=s,q=s in the discrete series, the so-called dS4
massless UIR’s (see section 14):

⟨Q(1)
p=q=s⟩dS4

= −2(s2 − 1) . (19.2)

Before going any further, few points regarding the above mass definition must be underlined:

• The mass formula (19.1) is natural in the sense that when, proceeding as in section 15, the field
equations for the dS4 principal (massive) fields (for instance, of integer spin s) are rewritten in
terms of the Laplace-Beltrami operator □R, we obtain:99(
Q(1) − ⟨Q(1)⟩dS4

)
Ψ(r=s)(x) = 0 ⇒

(
□R +R−2s(s+ 1) +R−2⟨Q(1)⟩dS4

)
Ψ(s)(x) = 0 ,(19.3)

or, according to Eqs. (19.1) and (19.2):(ℏ2
c2
(
□R +R−2

[
2− s(s− 1)

])
+M2

dS4

)
Ψ(s)(x) = 0 . (19.4)

• Since the minimum values of ⟨Q(1)⟩dS4
occur at p = q = s ∈ N/2, which is the case for the lower limit

of the discrete series UIR’s (the dS4 massless representations), the mass formula (19.1) assures that
for every dS4 UIR, meaningful from the point of view of a Minkowskian observer, we have M2

dS4
⩾ 0.

To see the point, let us examine all such UIR’s one-by-one:

– For the dS4 massive cases, associated with the principal series representations Ups
s,ν , the Casimir

eigenvalues are given by Eq. (12.19), and hence, the Garidi mass takes the form:

MdS4
=

ℏ
cR

√
ν2 +

(
s− 1

2

)2
=

ℏ|ν|
cR

√
1 +

(
s− 1

2

)2
ν2

> 0 . (19.5)

[Note that
√
ν2 = |ν|, for ν ∈ R.100 Therefore, the indefiniteness of the dS4-invariant parameter

ν no longer leaks to the definition of Garidi mass MdS4 .] Moreover, considering the Poincaré-
Minkowski mass as m = ℏ|ν|/cR and quite similar to the Poincaré contraction limit (i.e.,
letting R and ν tend to infinity, while m = ℏ|ν|/cR remains unchanged (see section 14)), we
get:

MdS4
−→ m

√
1 +

(
s− 1

2

)2
ν2

(
> 0
)
=

 m for s = 1/2 ,

m+O(1/ν) for s ̸= 1/2 ,
(19.6)

where, borrowing the notation used in sections 10 and 14, the arrow ‘−→’ stands for the
contraction (type) limit under vanishing curvature. [Regarding Eqs. (19.5) and (19.6), 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.]

– For the dS4 massless cases, as discussed in section 14, two distinguished cases are involved: the

discrete series representations Π±p,q, with p = q = s ∈ N/2, for which ⟨Q(1)⟩dS4
= ⟨Q(1)

p=q=s⟩dS4
,

and the complementary series representation Ucs
s,ν , with s = 0 and ν = 1

2 , for which ⟨Q
(1)⟩dS4

=

2 = ⟨Q(1)
p=q=0⟩dS4

(see Eqs. (12.17) and (12.22), respectively). Obviously, according to the mass

definition (19.1), for both dS4 massless cases, we have MdS4
= 0.

• In the case of a dS4 UIR with no meaningful Minkowskian interpretation, one can still apply the
Garidi mass formula (19.1), but without referring to a Minkowskian meaning.

99 Here, for the sake of simplicity, we assume that the rank and the spin of the fields Ψ(r) are equal (r = s).
100 Here, one must also notice that, given a specific value of s, the principal series representations corresponding to the

parameters ν and −ν are equivalent (they have same Casimir eigenvalues).
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The counterpart of the Garidi mass formula (19.1) in AdS4 relativity reads [126, 127]:

M2
AdS4

=
ℏ2

c2R2

(
⟨Q(1)⟩AdS4

− ⟨Q(1)
ς=s+1⟩AdS4

)
, (19.7)

where, similarly, ⟨Q(1)⟩AdS4
refers to the eigenvalues of the AdS4 quadratic Casimir operator correspond-

ing to those AdS4 UIR’s which are meaningful from the Minkowskian point of view (see section 14).
Considering Eq. (14.11), it is easy to check that, for all AdS4 massless cases (see section 14), we have
MAdS4

= 0 and, for the AdS4 massive cases, i.e, the UIR’s Ds,ς with s ∈ N/2, ς > s + 1 for s ̸= 0, and
ς > 2 for s = 0, we have:

MAdS4 =
ℏ
cR

√(
ς − 3

2

)2
−
(
s− 1

2

)2
=

ℏ
cR

(
ς − 3

2

)√
1−

(s− 1/2

ς − 3/2

)2
> 0 . (19.8)

The case ς = 2 with s = 0 is special since it is the unique one for which MAdS4
= 0 whereas it does

correspond to a massive and not massless representation. Moreover, considering the Poincaré-Minkowski
mass as m = ℏς/cR and similar to the Poincaré contraction limit, we obtain:

MAdS4 −→ m

√
1−

(s− 1/2

ς − 3/2

)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 AdS4 relativities. In particular, the asymptotic relations between the
Minkowskian rest mass m and its (possible) dS4 and AdS4 counterparts have been given (see the con-
traction (type) formulas (19.6) and (19.9) for the dS4 and AdS4 cases, respectively). Here, we discuss
the above results more elaborately.

20.1. DS4 case

We begin by recalling the fact that dS4 spacetime is the maximally symmetric solution to the vacuum
Einstein’s equations with positive cosmological constant Λ. The latter is connected to the dS4 scalar
(Ricci) curvature, which is equal to 4Λ. By taking into account the astrophysical data coming from type

Ia supernovae [18], the dS4 radius of curvature is given by R =
√

3/Λ = c/H, where c is the speed of
light and H is the Hubble constant. The recent estimated value of the Hubble constant is:

H ≡ H0 = 2.5× 10−18 s−1 . (20.1)

Now, according to the formula (19.5), we can give the abstract (real) dimensionless parameter ν,
labeling the dS4 massive UIR’s, the status of a physical quantity in terms of other measurable physical
quantities:

|ν| = mcR

ℏ
=
mc2

ℏH
, (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 dS4 spacetime as a perturbation of the flat Minkowski background, it would be typical to

define the following dimensionless physical (in the Minkowskian sense) quantity:

ϑ ≡ ϑm =
ℏ

mcR
=

ℏ
√
Λ√

3mc
=

ℏH
mc2

=
mH

m
, (20.3)

where mH = ℏH/c2 is a “Hubble mass”.101 Clearly, for m = mH , we get ϑ = 1. For some known masses
m and the recent estimated value of the Hubble constant H0, the estimated values of the parameter ϑ

101 It is worth noting that the parameter ϑ can also be viewed as ϑ = λcmp/R, the ratio of the (reduced) Compton wavelength
λcmp = ℏ/mc of a Minkowskian object with m > 0 considered at the limit with the universal length R (yielded by the
dS4 geometry).
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∣∣∣ Mass m ϑm ≈∣∣∣ Hubble mass 1∣∣∣ up. lim. neutrino mass mν 0.165× 10−32∣∣∣ electron mass me 0.3× 10−37∣∣∣ proton mass mp 0.17× 10−41∣∣∣ W± boson mass 0.2× 10−43∣∣∣ Planck mass MPl 0.135× 10−60

TABLE I: Estimated values of the parameter ϑ for some known masses m and the recent estimated value of the
Hubble constant H0.

are given in TABLE I. 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 Λ does not allow
for any practical dS4 effect on the level of high energy physics experiments (no dS4 effect is perceptible
in LHC experiments!). However, if ϑ gets closer to 1, namely, when one deals either with theories based
on large values of Λ or with theories giving an infinitely small masses to photons, gravitons, or other
massless gauge fields, adopting the dS4 point of view (or Λ 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 ν, assigned to “physics” in a constant-curvature spacetime, as a
meromorphic function of ϑ; ν = ν(ϑ). Then, in a certain neighborhood of ϑ = 0 (i.e, the convergence
interval ϑ ∈ (0, ϑmax)), we have the following Laurent expansion:

ν = ν(ϑ) =
1

ϑ
+ e0 + e1ϑ+ ... + enϑ

n + ... , (20.4)

where en’s, denoting the expansion coefficients, are pure numbers to be specified.102 Note that by
multiplying the above equation by ϑ and letting ϑ 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:

|ν| ≡ |ν(ϑ)| =
√

1

ϑ2
−
(
s− 1

2

)2
=

1

ϑ
−
(
s− 1

2

)2(ϑ
2
+O(ϑ2)

)
, ϑ ∈ (0, 1/|s− 1/2|] , (20.5)

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:

EdS4
=

ℏc
R
ν(ϑ) =

MdS4
c2 −→ mc2 for s = 1/2 ,

MdS4
c2 +O(ϑ) −→ mc2 +O(ϑ) for s ̸= 1/2 ,

(20.6)

where, again, the arrow ‘−→’ stands for the contraction (type) limit under vanishing curvature.

20.2. AdS4 case

Similarly, for the AdS4 discrete (massive) cases, we also consider the following Laurent expansion of ς
in a given neighborhood of ϑ = 0 (ϑ ∈ (0, ϑmax)):

ς = ς(ϑ) =
1

ϑ
+ a0 + a1ϑ+ ... + anϑ

n + ... , (20.7)

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 ν (either positive or negative)
with respect to values of ϑ in a (positive) neighborhood of ϑ = 0.
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where, again, the coefficients an are pure numbers to be specified. Note that limϑ→0 ς(ϑ)ϑ = 1 recovers
asymptotically the identity m = ℏς/cR. As a matter of fact, the AdS4 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 (19.8) (associated with the AdS4 massive cases):

ς(ϑ) =
3

2
+

√
1

ϑ2
+
(
s− 1

2

)2
=

1

ϑ
+

3

2
+
(
s− 1

2

)2(ϑ
2
+O(ϑ2)

)
, ϑ ∈ (0, 1/|s− 1/2|] . (20.8)

By comparing the above expansion with the generic one (20.7), we obtain a0 = 3/2. Moreover, considering
the expansion (20.8) along with the relation (19.9), for the AdS4 massive cases, the AdS4 rest energy
given in Eq. (18.1) takes the form:

E rest

AdS4
=

ℏc
R
ς(ϑ) =

MAdS4
c2 + 3

2ℏω −→ mc2 + 3
2ℏω for s = 1/2 ,

MAdS4
c2 + 3

2ℏω +O(ϑ) −→ mc2 + 3
2ℏω +O(ϑ) for s ̸= 1/2 .

(20.9)

Again, the arrow ‘−→’ refers to the contraction (type) limit under vanishing curvature, and ω = c/R.
The above relation reveals that, at the first order in the curvature (∝ 1/R), an AdS4 massive elementary
system asymptotically appears as the sum of a relativistic free particle and a quantum harmonic oscillator,
respectively, with the rest energy mc2 and zero-point energy 3

2ℏω (in this regard, see also appendix J).
This is indeed an interesting feature of AdS4 (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 dS4
(generally, dS) relativity, however, is less tractable. The point is well exemplified by the absence of any
constant term in Eq. (20.5).
At the end, for later use, it is useful to give the massless counterpart of Eq. (20.9), as well; proceeding

as before, by multiplying Eq. (20.8) by the factor ℏω (ω = c/R), while we have in mind the identity
ℏω/ϑ ≈ ℏως = mc2 which vanishes in the massless cases, we have:

E rest

AdS4
= ℏω(s+ 1) . (20.10)

20.3. Discussion: dark matter as a relic AdS4 curvature energy (?)

As mentioned above, Eq. (20.9) reveals that, at the first order in the curvature (∝ 1/R), the rest energy
of an AdS4 elementary system consists of two sectors, i.e., a “visible” sector mc2, like in flat Minkowski
spacetime, and a “dark” sector 3

2ℏω, 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 matter103 and its possible relevance to the “dark” sector of the rest energy of AdS4
elementary systems. At a glance, according to this proposal, dark matter is nothing but a pure QCD
effect, strictly speaking, a gluonic Bose-Einstein condensate104, which is a relic of the so-called quark
epoch of the Universe; the quark epoch began approximately 10−12 seconds after the Big Bang, when the
Universe with temperature T > 1012K was filled with quark-gluon plasma (QGP)105, and ended when the
Universe was about 10−6 seconds old, when the temperature had fallen sufficiently to allow the quarks

103 We here give some (observational) facts about dark matter. According to the recent Planck analysis [130] 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) [131]; 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. [133–135]. 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].]

104 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.

105 For experimental evidence (RHIC, LHC) in support of QGP, as a super-liquid which is produced in ultra-relativistic heavy
ion collisions, see Refs. [137–139]. The experimental data show that quarks, anti-quarks, and gluons flow independently
in this super-liquid.
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from the preceding quark epoch to bind together into hadrons.106 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 AdS4 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. [137] 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 AdS4 phase; the quark epoch, which
immediately follows the dS4 inflationary phase, may be viewed as an “AdS4 bounce” (AdS4 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:

• 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 AdS4 curvature. Then, for instance, for spin 1/2 elementary systems χ, according to Eq.
(20.9), we have:

E rest

AdS4
= MAdS4

(χ)c2︸ ︷︷ ︸
visible

+
3

2
ℏω︸ ︷︷ ︸

dark
(
≡EDM(χ)

), EDM(χ) = r(χ) MAdS4
(χ)c2 , (20.11)

where the ratio r(χ) ≡ EDM(χ)/MAdS4
(χ)c2 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× 108M• (M• being the solar mass) should possess a dark matter mass ≈ 6× 1010M• (see, for
instance, Ref. [132], and for notable exceptions Ref. [135]).

• 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
AdS4 elementary systems, the temperature(s) Tχ was (were) compatible with a phase of entities χ:

kBTχ ≈ ℏω ≈ 2r(χ)

3
MAdS4

(χ)c2 , (20.12)

where kB 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 χ are the stable light quarks u 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 [138] is estimated to be Tcf = 156.5±1.5MeV ≈ 1.8×1012K (“chemical
freeze-out temperature”). Hence, for MAdS4

≈ m (see Eq. (19.9)), we get:

Tχ ≈ 1.8× 1012K ≈ ℏω
kB
≈ 2r(χ)

3

m(χ)c2

kB
. (20.13)

Then, for the quarks u (with m(u) ≈ 2.2 MeV/c2) and d (with m(d) ≈ 4.7 MeV/c2), the estimated
values of r(χ = u, d) would be:

r(u) ≈ 108 , r(d) ≈ 49 . (20.14)

106 The following period, when quarks became confined within hadrons, lasting from 10−6s to 1s with temperature T > 1010K,
is known as the hadron epoch.
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Note that these values seem quite reasonable according to the first assumption. Furthermore, the
value of Tχ, through Eq. (20.13), determines the corresponding AdS4 radius curvature R = c/ω
and its lifetime t ≡ 1/ω:

kBTχ ≈ ℏω ⇒ R = 8 fm , t = 2.7× 10−23s . (20.15)

This AdS4 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, RPb = 5.3788 fm).

• Third, at the critical hadronization point, the pure AdS4 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 AdS4 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. (20.10) reveals that
the rest energy of a gluon, strictly speaking, a spin-1 massless boson, living at the quark epoch in an
AdS4 effective background is purely “dark”, and is precisely equal to 2ℏω. Quite similar to the above,
according to the equipartition kBTcf ≈ ℏω, we qualitatively get (see Eq. (20.13)):

2ℏω
c2
≈ 2× 2r(u)

3
×m(u) = 144×m(u) ≈ 317 MeV/c2 . (20.16)

This gluonic effective mass is approximately 4/3 times the effective mass that quarks and anti-quarks
acquired in that QGP-AdS4 environment.

20.3.2. 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 AdS4 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) AdS4 rest mass equal to ℏ/cR, constitute a Bose-Einstein condensate,
since their Compton wavelength and average relative distances are equal to the AdS4 radius of curvature
R. [Note that the aforementioned (effective) AdS4 rest mass ℏ/cR, with respect to Eq. (20.10), is
associated with a massless scalar (s = 0) particle in AdS4 relativity.]
Here, one must notice that the described “effective dark Universe” above, which is assumed to explain

the cosmological 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 Gürsey
terminology [141], involves scintillation events,107 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
AdS4 (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 AdS4 environment with individual energies En = E rest
AdS4

+ nℏω, where the
term E rest

AdS4
corresponding to m = mG (being zero or negligible) is given by Eq. (20.10) 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 oscillators in three-space. These entities are supposed to form a grand canonical

107 The mass scintillation mechanism assumed by Gürsey is analogous to the Bondi’s steady state cosmology [142] based
upon which the creation, at constant density of matter-energy, induces the expansion of the Universe.
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Bose-Einstein ensemble, with the chemical potential µ determined by the condition that the sum over all
occupation probabilities at temperature T results in [145, 146]:

NG =

∞∑
n=0

gn

exp
(

ℏω
kBT

(n+ ν0 − µ)
)
− 1

, ν0 ≡
E rest

AdS4

ℏω
. (20.17)

This is a very large number, and therefore, it is expected that this Bose-Einstein gas condensates at
temperature:

Tc ≈
ℏω
kB

(
NG
ζ(3)

)1/3

≈ 1.18× 10−3 ×
√
|ΛAdS4 |N

1/3
G , (20.18)

to turn into the presently observed dark matter. Note that: (i) For the involved Riemann function, we
have ζ(3) ≈ 1.2. (ii) The above is the standard formula for all isotropic harmonic traps108 (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. (20.18)
gives reasonable orders of magnitude by setting Tc equal to the current CMB temperature, that is,
Tc = 2.78K, and |ΛAdS4

| ≈ 5.5
6.5 ×

11
24 × ΛdS4

= 0.39 × ΛdS4
, where ΛdS4

≡ current cosmological constant

Λ = 1.1 × 10−52 m−2. On this basis, from Eq. (20.18), we obtain the estimated number of di-gluons in
the condensate as:

NG ≈ 5× 1088 . (20.19)

This result already seems reasonable, because the number of gluons are about 109 times that of baryons
which is estimated to be about 1080. Keeping this number in Eq. (20.18) gives us an estimation of the
scaling factor:

σc ≡
ΛdS4

T 2
c

≈ 1.85× 106 ×N−2/3G ≈ 1.36× 10−53 . (20.20)

Therefore, taking Tc to be of the order of “Matter-dominated era” temperature, that is, 104K, results in
the following value for the corresponding ΛdS4 :

ΛdS4
≈ 1.36× 10−44 m−2 . (20.21)

21. GARIDI MASS: EXAMPLES AND APPLICATIONS

In this section, following Refs. [47, 127] and taking some known examples into account, we discuss how
the dS4 Garidi mass formula (19.1), possessing a rich group-theoretical content, simplifies the debate over
the notion of mass in dS4 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 [148–153]. Then, we encounter the question of graviton mass in dS4
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 c = 1 = ℏ and also set

R = H−1 (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

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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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 + 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 dS4 fields,

within our group-theoretical construction, when the fields masses are identified by the Garidi definition
(see Eq. (19.1)). The very point to be noticed here is that all these three categories of dS4 fields can be
entirely characterized in the context of dS4 group representation theory through the invariant parameters
(p, q) (in the Dixmier notations; see section 12), or equivalently, through the (invariant) Garidi mass
and spin parameters (M2

dS4
, s). Considering the latter parameters, it simply follows that, for a given

dS4 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. [148–153]. Technically, they have shown that,
for a dS4 field with s > 1, the plane defined by the mass (squared) parameter, say Deser mass M′ 2dS4

,

and the cosmological constant Λ = 3H2 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 dS4 fields, while, to keep the argument straight, we stick to the fields with

spins up to s = 3:

• 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 M′ 2dS4

⩾ 0. This result completely agrees with the

one obtained through our group-theoretical construction, well described by the Garidi mass formula
(19.1). As a matter of fact, by M2

dS4
⩾ 0, for both scalar and vector cases, one can continuously

cover the unitary regions, as is shown in FIG. 8.

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.

• According to Deser et al. (see also Ref. [155] by Higuchi), in the spin-2 case, a partially massless
gauge field appears. It is identified by M′ 2dS4

= 2Λ/3 = 2H2, while the (strictly) massless one is

given by M′ 2dS4
= 0. Adopting the Garidi mass formula (19.1), one can simply show that these

fields are associated with two specific representations in the discrete series UIR’s of the dS4 group,
respectively, characterized by (p = 2, q = 1) or equivalently by (M2

dS4
= 2H2, s = 2), with 4

degrees of freedom, and by (p = 2, q = 2) or equivalently by (M2
dS4

= 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. 9.
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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’.

• According to Deser et al., in the spin-3 case, two partially massless gauge fields with M′ 2dS4
= 2Λ =

6H2 and M′ 2dS4
= 4Λ/3 = 4H2 appear, while the (strictly) massless one is given by M′ 2dS4

= 0.

Again, with respect to the Garidi mass formula (19.1), one can easily check that they correspond to
specific representations in the discrete series UIR’s, respectively, characterized by (p = 3, q = 1) or
equivalently by (M2

dS4
= 6H2, s = 3), with 6 degrees of freedom, by (p = 3, q = 2) or equivalently

by (M2
dS4

= 4H2, s = 3), with 4 degrees of freedom, and finally by (p = 3, q = 3) or equivalently

by (M2
dS4

= 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. 10.

FIG. 10: Mass ranges for spin-3 dS4 fields and phase diagram (showing partially massless lines).

Now, we deal with half-integer spin dS4 fields, which are controversial. Again, we stick to the cases
with s ⩽ 3:

• 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.

• According to Deser et al., for the spin-3/2 and spin-5/2 dS4 fields, FIG. 11 holds. The corresponding
(strictly) massless fields, with 2 degrees of freedom, are respectively determined by M′ 2dS4

= −Λ/3
(in the spin-3/2 case) and by M′ 2dS4

= −4Λ/3 (in the spin-5/2 case). On this basis, since in the dS4
case Λ > 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., M′ 2dS4

= −Λ/3 < 0.

In this sense, Deser et al. have argued that these cases belong to AdS4 relativity (for which Λ < 0);
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no (strictly) massless or partially massless fields with s = 3/2 and s = 5/2 (and correspondingly
with higher half-integer spins) in dS4 relativity exists! This result is clearly in contradiction with
ours. Actually, in our group-theoretical construction, the dS4 (strictly) massless integer and half-
integer spin fields all (except the scalar one which belongs to the complementary series) belong to
the lower limit of the discrete series UIR’s, characterized by Π±p=s,q=s, with s ∈ N/2 (see section

14), and all have meaningful dS4 Garidi masses, which are always equal to zero (see section 19).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.

FIG. 11: Phase diagrams (showing partially massless lines) for spin-3/2 and spin-5/2 dS4 fields, according to the
Deser et al. arguments.

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 M2

dS4
= H2, 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 AdS4 mass is exactly
the one given in Eq. (19.7) [126, 127].
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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 M2

dS4
= 4H2, which is “contiguous” to the principal (massive) series,

does not determine a partially massless field.

Although, this comparison has been done merely for dS4 fields with spins up to s = 3, the result is
quite clear. The Garidi mass formula, for integer spin dS4 fields, covers the results that have been already
given by Deser et al. in Refs. [148–153]. 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 dS4 (strictly)
massless unitary representations Π±p=s,q=s, with s = 3/2, 5/2, ... , which are meaningful from the point
of view of a Minkowskian observer (see section 14). Again, here, it would be convenient to recall from
section 19 that adopting the Garidi mass formula (19.1), 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
M2

dS4
⩾ 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 dS4 relativity, we explicitly
specify in FIG. 14 the allowed ranges of the invariant parameters (p, q) for the dS4 representations with
p = s ⩽ 3 (in the Dixmier notations; see section 12). On this basis, one can recognize all the dS4 (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 dS4 (strictly) massless fields, which are meaningful from the Minkowskian point of view
(see section 14), the partially massless ones are associated with those discrete series UIR’s (i.e., Πp,q,
with 0 < q ̸= p) which have no meaning from the viewpoint of a tangent Minkowskian observer.
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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 dS4 spacetime, two different procedures can be followed. One
can either begin from the flat Minkowski background and then turn on gravity to get the dS4 structure,
or directly begin from the geometry of dS4 spacetime itself. Roughly speaking, the former procedure is
based on the following equation:

Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν = −κTµν , (21.1)

for which the fundamental state containing the maximum number of symmetries is the Minkowskian
geometry, while the latter procedure explicitly includes Λ as:110

Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν + Λgµν = −κTµν , (21.2)

for which the fundamental state containing the maximum number of symmetries is the (A)dS4 geometry.
Below, following the lines sketched in Refs. [127, 154, 156], we will briefly review both procedures, respec-
tively. Then, we will interpret the results within our group-theoretical construction, i.e., by considering
the described graviton field as a dS4 elementary system associated with a UIR of the dS4 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 dS4 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 Rieman-
nian manifold entails some ambiguities, which technically originate from the presence of second order

derivatives of the rank-2 symmetric tensor Ψµν ≡ Ψ
(2)
µν (µ, ν = 0, 1, 2, 3) in the so-called Einstein frame

110 Note that, here, by Λ 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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(see, for instance, Refs. [157, 158]). All these ambiguities, however, can be lifted, if one takes the Fierz
frame representation into account [154, 156]. The latter deals with the three-index tensor:

Fλµν =
1

2

(
∂µΨνλ − ∂λΨνµ + ηµνFλ − ηλνFµ

)
,

where Fλ = ηµνFλµν = ∂λΨ− ∂µΨµλ (all the indices take values 0, 1, 2, 3). There results a unique form of

minimal coupling, free of ambiguities. In this context, from Ψµν , two auxiliary fields G
(a)
µν and G

(b)
µν are

defined:

G(a)
µν =

1

2

(
□Ψµν +∇µ∇νΨ′ −

(
∇µ∇λΨνλ +∇ν∇λΨµλ

)︸ ︷︷ ︸−gµν(□Ψ′ −∇λ∇ρΨλρ
))
, (21.3)

G(b)
µν =

1

2

(
□Ψµν +∇µ∇νΨ′ −

(
∇λ∇µΨνλ +∇λ∇νΨµλ

)︸ ︷︷ ︸−gµν(□Ψ′ −∇λ∇ρΨλρ
))
, (21.4)

where Ψ′ = gµνΨ
µν . 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:

Ĝµν ≡
1

2

(
G(a)
µν +G(b)

µν

)
, (21.5)

and precisely reads:

Ĝµν +
1

2
m2(Ψµν − gµνΨ′) = 0 . (21.6)

Note that the field Ψµν possesses 5 degrees of freedom. In the flat Minkowski background, the degrees
of freedom for the massless field Ψµν reduce to 2. This is a direct result of the invariance of the action
under the gauge transformation:

Ψµν → Ψµν + δΨµν , (21.7)

in which

δΨµν = ∂νξµ + ∂µξν . (21.8)

Now, let us restrict our attention to the special case of dS4 background, for which a similar analysis as
above holds. The corresponding action, in the Fierz-Pauli frame, reads:

S =
1

4

∫ √
−g
[
FλρµF

λρµ − FµFµ −
1

2
M′′ 2dS4

(
ΨµνΨ

µν −Ψ′ 2
)]
d4x . (21.9)

With the dS4 counterpart of the transformation (21.8):

δΨµν = ∇νξµ +∇µξν , (21.10)

the action (21.9) turns into:111

δS =
1

2

∫ √
−g
(
Zµ −M′′ 2dS4

Fµ
)
ξµ d4x , (21.11)

where Zµ, defined as Zµ ≡ 2∇νĜ
µν
, takes the value Zµ = − 2

3ΛF
µ. For the particular case that the

mass parameter M′′ 2dS4
takes the value:

M′′ 2dS4
= −2

3
Λ , (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 M′′ 2dS4

, the degrees

of freedom remain 5. At first glance, this result seems quite surprising, because the gauge invariance
of the action occurs for the dS4 field Ψµν with a nonvanishing M′′ 2dS4

. Moreover, since in the dS4 case

Λ > 0, it yields a negative value for the parameter M′′ 2dS4
relevant to the graviton field in dS4 spacetime

(though it is positive in the AdS4 case, since Λ < 0); a massless graviton in dS4 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. [154]), let us revisit the above argument leading to the
fine-tuning mass identity (21.12) in the context of the second procedure, i.e., when the starting point is
the geometry of dS4 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. Einstein spaces

By definition, Einstein spaces are described by geometries verifying Eq. (21.2) without matter:

Rµν − Λgµν = 0 . (21.13)

Such spaces contain the dS4 and AdS4 geometries as special cases. In this context, the Riemannian
curvature Rλρµν is given by:

Rλρµν =Wλρµν +
Λ

3
gλρµν , (21.14)

whereWλρµν is the Weyl conformal tensor and gλρµν ≡ gλµgρν−gλνgρµ. One can also rewrite Eq. (21.13)
as:

Gµν + Λgµν = 0 , (21.15)

where Gµν is the Einstein tensor. Perturbation of this equation around the dS4 solution, for which the
Weyl tensor vanishes, yields:

δGµν + Λhµν = 0 , (21.16)

where δGµν and δgµν ≡ hµν respectively denote the perturbation of the Einstein tensor and the metric.
On this basis, a direct computation leads to:

Ĝµν −
Λ

3

(
hµν − h′gµν

)
= 0 , (21.17)

or equivalently, to:(
□H + 2H2

)
hµν − gµν

(
□H −H2

)
h′ −

(
∇µ∇ · hν +∇ν∇ · hµ

)
+ gµν∇λ∇ρhλρ +∇µ∇νh′ = 0 ,(21.18)

where h′ = hµνg
µν and Ĝµν is the dS4 counterpart of Eq. (21.5). 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 dS4 spacetime is:

m2 = −2

3
Λ ≡M′′ 2dS4

. (21.19)

Again, the above result can be interpreted as a graviton mass in the Minkowskian sense for the AdS4 case
(since Λ < 0), while, for the dS4 case (Λ > 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)dS4 spacetime, one may either begin from
a Minkowskian background and then turn on gravity to get the (A)dS4 structure, or begin directly from
the (A)dS4 geometry itself. Concerning the latter case, one must notice that giving the bare cosmological
constant Λ 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
Λ, 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)dS4
geometry. Then, trivially, for a non-vanishing Λ, the use of ordinary Poincaré relativity will no longer be
justified, and needs to be replaced by (A)dS4 relativity (as we have discussed throughout this paper). In
this sense, the Garidi definition of mass in (A)dS4 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 15):

∂̄2Ψ−H2Σ2x∂ ·Ψ− Σ2∂̄∂ ·Ψ+
1

2
Σ2∂̄∂̄Ψ

′ +
1

2
H2Σ2x∂̄Ψ

′ = 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 dS4 group:(

Q
(1)
2 + 6

)
Ψ(x) +D2∂2 ·Ψ(x) = 0 , (21.21)

where D2Ψ = H−2Σ2

(
∂̄ −H2x

)
Ψ is the generalized gradient and ∂2 ·Ψ = ∂ ·Ψ−H2xΨ′ − 1

2 ∂̄Ψ
′ 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:

L = − 1

2x2
Ψ · ·(Q2 + 6)Ψ +

1

2
(∂2 ·Ψ)2 , (21.22)

where the symbol ‘··’ stands for total contraction. This Lagrangian density is invariant under Ψ→ Ψ+D2ζ
(ζ 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 dS4 UIR) is constituted by the solutions to:(

Q
(1)
2 + 6

)
Ψ(x) = 0 . (21.23)

This subspace carries the discrete series UIR Π±p=2,q=2 (since ⟨Q(1)
2 ⟩ = −6), which means that the field

equation corresponding to the fine-tuning mass identity M′′ 2dS4
= −2Λ/3 and satisfying Eq. (21.17)

characterizes a usual dS4 (strictly) massless elementary system, with the Garidi mass M2
dS4

= 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 dS4 spacetime in the sense

of Poincaré relativity the result (M′′ 2dS4
) shows it as a particle which is not massless, strictly speaking,

the result yields a misinterpretation of the graviton mass in dS4 spacetime (M′′ 2dS4
< 0), while the same

analyze in the context of dS4 relativity (through the Garidi mass formula M2
dS4

) indicates the graviton

as a massless spin-2 particle, with no acausal propagation. The relation between the results obtained by
these two approaches, i.e., the relation between M′′ 2dS4

and its Garidi counterpart M2
dS4

, reads as:

M′′ 2dS4
+

2

3
Λ = M2

dS4
= 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 dS4 phase. In consistency with this fact, we propose to reevaluate the above equation which
establishes the connection between the bare cosmological term Λ and a “mass” attributed to the graviton.

Acknowledgements

This work has been partially supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China under
the grant Nos. 11675145 and 11975203, and the National Key Research and Development Program of
China under the Grant No. 2020YFC220.

Part V

Appendices
Appendix A: DS2 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(x) and p′(x+ dx) in R3 takes the form:

ds2 = ηabdx
adxb, (A.1)

where a, b = 0, 1, 2 and ηab = (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′(x′) implies that:

ηabdx
adxb = g′ab(x

′)dx′adx′b, (A.2)
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where g′ab is the metric in S′. The latter would be inertial if there exist coordinates x′ for which we get
g′ab = ηab, or, in other words, if the transition S → S′ does not change the form112 of the metric. Note
that such coordinate transformations x → x′, which do not change the form of the metric, define the
symmetry group of R3. Among all such transformations, in the context of this paper, we are interested
in those, which leave invariant the following quadratic form as well:

(x)2 = ηabx
axb. (A.3)

These transformations define the dS2 symmetry group.
In order to obtain the explicit form of the infinitesimal dS2 group transformations, we consider the

following generic form of coordinate transformations in R3:

xa → x′a = xa + ζa(x) , (A.4)

when ζa(x) is infinitesimally small. The expansion of ζa(x) in a power series reads:

ζa(x) = ωa + ωabx
b + ωabcx

bxc + ... , (A.5)

with constant parameters ωa = 0, ωab , ω
a
bc, and ... . The vanishing parameter ωa = 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 ηab and g

′
ab by:

g′ab(x
′) =

∂xd

∂x′a
∂xc

∂x′b
ηdc ≈ ηab − (∂aζb + ∂bζa) . (A.6)

Form invariance of the metric is now expressed by the following Killing equation:

δηab ≡ g′ab(x)− ηab ≈ −(∂aζb + ∂bζa) = 0 . (A.7)

The requirement (A.7), considering the expansion formula (A.5), implies that ωab + ωba = 0, and that
the remaining parameters ωabc = ... = 0. Then, the infinitesimal, global dS2 transformations would be, of
linear type, defined in terms of three constant parameters ωab (recall that ωab = −ωba, while a, b = 0, 1, 2):

ζa(x) = ωabx
b. (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 ϕ(x), which is scalar with respect to the transformations (A.8), that

is, ϕ′(x′) = ϕ(x). The change of form of ϕ then reads:

δϕ(x) = (xa − x′a)∂aϕ(x) = −ωabxb∂aϕ(x)

≡ 1

2
ωabKabϕ(x) , (A.9)

where the generators, say the Killing vectors, Kab are:

Kab = xa∂b − xb∂a . (A.10)

They obey the Lie algebra:

[K12,K20] = −K10 , [K12,K10] = K20 , [K20,K10] = K12 , (A.11)

or equivalently:

[Kab,Kcd] = −
(
ηacKbd + ηbdKac − ηadKbc − ηbcKad

)
, (A.12)

which exhibits the su(1, 1) ∼ so(1, 2) algebra. According to the space-time-Lorentz factorization of the
dS2 group (given in subsection 3.1), one can easily show that K12, which is of compact type, stands
for the space translations, while K10 and K20, 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 (x), defined by δF (x) ≡ F ′(x)−F (x), must be distinguished from its total variation, given
by ∆F (x) ≡ F ′(x′)− F (x). When x′ − x = ζ is infinitesimally small, we have: ∆F (x) ≈ δF (x) + ζa∂aF (x).
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Appendix B: 2× 2-quaternionic matrices

The set of quaternions is defined by:

H =
{
x ≡ (x4, x⃗)︸ ︷︷ ︸

scalar-vector notations

= x41+ x1e1 + x2e2 + x3e3︸ ︷︷ ︸
Euclidean metric notations

; x4, x1, x2, x3 ∈ R
}
, (B.1)

where {1, ek}, with k = 1, 2, 3, is a basis such that:

e1e2 = −e2e1 = e3 ,

e2e3 = −e3e2 = e1 ,

e3e1 = −e1e3 = e2 ,

e1e1 = e2e2 = e3e3 = −1 ,
1ek = ek1 = ek . (B.2)

The multiplication law of quaternions then reads:

xx′ =
(
x4x′4 − x⃗ · x⃗′, x4x⃗′ + x′4x⃗+ x⃗× x⃗′

)
=
(
x4x′4 − x1x′1 − x2x′2 − x3x′3

)
1

+
(
x4x′1 + x′4x1 + x2x′3 − x3x′2

)
e1

+
(
x4x′2 + x′4x2 + x3x′1 − x1x′3

)
e2

+
(
x4x′3 + x′4x3 + x1x′2 − x2x′1

)
e3 , (B.3)

where x⃗ · x⃗′ and x⃗× x⃗′ respectively refer to the Euclidean inner product and the cross product in R3. It is
manifest that generally xx′ ̸= x′x, unless x⃗× x⃗′ = 0. Moreover, the (quaternionic) conjugate of x is given
by x⋆ = (x4, −x⃗), while (xx′)⋆ = x′⋆x⋆, the squared norm by |x|2 = xx⋆ = (x4)2+(x1)2+(x2)2+(x3)2,
and the inverse of a nonzero quaternion by x−1 = x⋆/|x|2. Another useful identity is:

exp(x) = exp
(
x4
)(

cos
(√

(x1)2 + (x2)2 + (x3)2
)
+

x1e1 + x2e2 + x3e3√
(x1)2 + (x2)2 + (x3)2

sin
(√

(x1)2 + (x2)2 + (x3)2
))

,(B.4)

for (x1)2 + (x2)2 + (x3)2 ̸= 0.
The basis {1, ek} also reveals the natural one-to-one correspondence between H and R4 (by abuse of

notation, H ∼ R4) given by the following mapping:

H ∋ x = x41+ x1e1 + x2e2 + x3e3 7→ x = (x1, x2, x3, x4) ∈ R4 . (B.5)

This mapping clearly does not change the norm |x|2 = (x4)2+(x1)2+(x2)2+(x3)2, due to the orthonor-
mality of the basis {1, ek}.
A realization of the basis {1, ek} can be achieved by allocating 2× 2-matrix representations in such a

way that 1 ≡ 12 and ek ≡ (−1)k+1iσk, where k = 1, 2, 3 and σk’s are the Pauli matrices. On this basis,
the matrix realization of any x ∈ H explicitly reads:

x = x41+ xkek =

(
x4 + ix3 ix1 − x2
ix1 + x2 x4 − ix3

)
. (B.6)

In this realization, the conjugate of the quaternion x is given by the conjugate transpose of the corre-
sponding matrix. Taking this point into account, one can check that the matrix realization (B.6) of a
quaternion x ∈ H verifies the aforementioned identities. Moreover, one can show that det(x) = |x|2 and
|xx′|2 = |x|2|x′|2 (since det(xx′) = det(x) det(x′)). Accordingly, for any x ∈ H, we have:113

x = |x|
(

α β
−β∗ α∗

)
, |α|2 + |β|2 = 1 (with α, β ∈ C) , (B.7)

which reveals that the quaternion field, as a multiplicative group, is H ∼ R+×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.
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∣∣∣ First Casimir or squared mass Point p̂µ of the mass hyperboloid, invariant under the little group action Little group∣∣∣ (a) p̂2 = m2 > 0 , p̂0 > 0 (m, 0, 0, 0) SO(3)∣∣∣ (b) p̂2 = m2 > 0 , p̂0 < 0 (−m, 0, 0, 0) SO(3)∣∣∣ (c) p̂2 = 0 , p̂0 > 0 (κ, κ, 0, 0) ISO(2)∣∣∣ (d) p̂2 = 0 , p̂0 < 0 (−κ, κ, 0, 0) ISO(2)∣∣∣ (e) p̂2 = N2 > 0 (0, N, 0, 0) SO(1, 2)∣∣∣ (f) p̂µ = 0 (0, 0, 0, 0) SO(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 [1, 2], accom-
plished with respect to the eigenvalues of two Casimir operators of the Poincaré group. The corresponding

quadratic Casimir (or Klein-Gordon) operator takes the form Q
(1)
P = p̂2

(
≡ p̂µp̂µ

)
= (p̂0)2 − (⃗̂p) 2,

where p̂µ = (p̂0, ⃗̂p) refers to the four-momentum operator. [Note that here the metric tensor is
ηµν = diag(1,−1,−1,−1), with µ, ν = 0, 1, 2, 3.] The quartic Casimir operator, on the other hand,

is Q
(2)
P = W 2

(
≡ WµWµ

)
, with the Pauli-Lubanski operators defined by Wµ = 1

2Eµνρσ ĵ
νρp̂σ, ĵνρ being

the relativistic angular momentum tensor operators and Eµνρσ the four-dimensional totally antisymmetric
Levi-Civita symbol. In the units c = 1 = ℏ, these two Casimir operators respectively possess eigenvalues

⟨Q(1)
P ⟩ = m2, with m ⩾ 0, and in the nonzero mass cases (i.e., m > 0), ⟨Q(2)

P ⟩ = −m2s(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

Q
(1)
P and the little (or stabilizer) group UIR’s given in TABLE II, it is commonly accepted that the

physical cases are restricted to:

• The case (a), characterizing the massive UIR’s with positive energy, P>s,m.

• The case (c), characterizing the massless UIR’s with positive energy, P>s,0.

• The case (f), characterizing the vacuum.

For an overview of the Poincaré group and its representations, one can refer to Refs. [160, 161].

Appendix D: Some useful relations concerning the S3 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, 162–164].

1. Hyperspherical harmonics on S3

The hyperspherical harmonics on the unit-sphere S3 are defined by:

YLlm
(
z(ψ, θ, ϕ)

)
= l! 2l+1

(
(L+ 1)(L− l)!
2π(L+ l + 1)!

) 1
2

(sinψ)l Cl+1
L−l(cosψ) Ylm(θ, ϕ) , (D.1)

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-16045-5


The complete version of the book is available at this DOI link: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-16045-5.123

where: (i) (L, l,m) ∈ N × N × Z, with 0 ⩽ l ⩽ L and −l ⩽ m ⩽ l, (ii) the quaternion z ≡ (z4, z⃗) ∈
SU(2) ∼ S3 admits the following parametrization:

z4 = cosψ ,

z1 = sinψ sin θ cosϕ ,

z2 = sinψ sin θ sinϕ ,

z3 = sinψ cos θ, (D.2)

with 0 ⩽ ψ, θ ⩽ π and 0 ⩽ ϕ < 2π, (iii) Cl+1
L−l’s are the Gegenbauer polynomials:

Cl+1
L−l(cosψ) =

1

l!

⌊L−l
2 ⌋∑

k=0

(−1)k (L− k)!
k! (L− l − 2k)!

(2 cosψ)L−l−2k , (D.3)

(iv) Ylm’s are the ordinary spherical harmonics:

Ylm(θ, ϕ) =

(
(2l + 1)(l −m)!

4π(l +m)!

) 1
2

Pml (cos θ) eimϕ , (D.4)

while Pml ’s stand for the associated Legendre functions:

Pml (cos θ) =
(−1)l+m

2l l!
(sin θ)m

( ∂

∂ cos θ

)l+m
(sin θ)2l . (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
Y∗Llm(z)YL′l′m′(z) dµ(z) = δLL′δll′δmm′ , (D.6)

where dµ(z) = sin2 ψ sin θ dψdθdϕ is the invariant measure on S3 (see appendix E).

2. Gegenbauer polynomials

Generally, the Gegenbauer polynomials Cλn(x) are defined by the formula:

Cλn(x) =

⌊n2 ⌋∑
k=0

(−1)k Γ(n+ λ− k)
k! (n− 2k)! Γ(λ)

(2x)n−2k , λ > −1

2
. (D.7)

The variable x is real and between −1 and +1. It can be shown that the Cλn(x)’s are the coefficients of
tn in the power-series expansion of the function:

(1 + t2 − 2xt)−λ =

∞∑
n=0

Cλn(x) t
n , |t| < 1 . (D.8)

Another useful expansion formula is:

Cλn(x) =
1

Γ(λ) Γ(λ− 1)

⌊n2 ⌋∑
k=0

ck C
1
n−2k(x) , ck =

(n− 2k + 1) Γ(k + λ− 1) Γ(λ+ n− k)
k! Γ(n− k + 2)

. (D.9)

The Gegenbauer polynomials obey the following recurrence relations:

nCλn(x) = 2λ
(
xCλ+1

n−1(x)− C
λ+1
n−2(x)

)
, (D.10)

nCλn(x) = (2λ+ n− 1)xCλn−1(x)− 2λ(1− x2)Cλ+1
n−2(x) , (D.11)

(2λ+ n)Cλn(x) = 2λ
(
Cλ+1
n (x)− xCλ+1

n−1(x)
)
, (D.12)

(n+ 2)Cλn+2(x) = 2(λ+ n+ 1)xCλn+1(x)− (2λ+ n)Cλn(x) , (D.13)

dm

dxm
Cλn(x) = 2mλ(λ+ 1)(λ+ 2) ... (λ+m− 1)Cλ+mn−m(x) . (D.14)
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Note the role of the particular rotationally invariant C1
L(z1 · z2) as generating function of the S3

hyperspherical harmonics:

C1
L(z1 · z2) =

2π2

L+ 1

∑
lm

YLlm(z1)Y∗Llm(z2) , z1, z2 ∈ S3 . (D.15)

The Gegenbauer polynomials can also be expressed as the Legendre functions of the first kind:

Cλα(r) = π
1
2 2

1
2−λ Γ(α+ 2λ)

(
Γ(α+ 1)Γ(λ)

)−1
(r2 − 1)

1
4−

1
2λ P

( 1
2−λ)

α+λ− 1
2

(r) , (D.16)

where an integral representation of the Legendre functions of the first kind reads as:

Γ
(1
2
− µ

)
(r2 − 1)

1
2µ π

1
2 2−µ P (µ)

ν (r) =

∫ π

0

(
r + (r2 − 1)

1
2 cos t

)ν+µ
(sin t)−2µ dt , (D.17)

with Re(µ) < 1
2 . Above, the argument r is a point in the complex plane under exclusion of points on the

real axis between +1 and −∞.

3. Associated Legendre polynomials

The associated Legendre polynomials Pml (x) fulfill the following recurrence relations:

xPml (x)− Pml+1(x) = (l +m)(1− x2) 1
2Pm−1l (x) , (D.18)

Pml−1(x)− Pml+1(x) = (2l + 1)(1− x2) 1
2Pm−1l (x) , (D.19)

Pml−1(x)− xPml (x) = (l −m+ 1)(1− x2) 1
2Pm−1l (x) , (D.20)

(1− x2) 1
2Pm+1

l (x) = (l −m)xPml (x)− (l +m)Pml−1(x) , (D.21)

(1− x2) d

dx
Pml (x) = (l + 1)xPml (x)− (l −m+ 1)Pml+1(x)

= −lxPml (x) + (l +m)Pml−1(x) , (D.22)

(2l + 1)xPml (x) = (l −m+ 1)Pml+1(x) + (l +m)Pml−1(x) , (D.23)

2(1− x2) 1
2
d

dx
Pml (x) = (l +m)(l −m+ 1)Pm−1l (x)− Pm+1

l (x) , (D.24)

− 2m

(1− x2) 1
2

Pml+1(x) = (l +m)(l +m+ 1)Pm−1l (x) + Pm+1
l (x) , (D.25)

(1− x2) 1
2Pm+1

l (x) = (l −m+ 1)Pml+1(x)− (l +m+ 1)xPml (x) , (D.26)

(l −m)(l +m+ 1)Pml (x) = −Pm+2
l (x)− 2(m+ 1)x(1− x2)− 1

2Pm+1
l (x) , (D.27)

(2l + 1)(1− x2) 1
2Pm+1

l (x) = (l −m)(l −m+ 1)Pml+1(x)− (l +m)(l +m+ 1)Pml−1(x) . (D.28)

Again, the variable x is real and between −1 and +1.

4. Hypergeometric functions

The hypergeometric functions 2F1(a, b; c; r) are defined by:

2F1(a, b; c; r) =
Γ(c)

Γ(a) Γ(b)

∞∑
n=0

Γ(a+ n) Γ(b+ n)

Γ(c+ n)

rn

n!

= 1 +
a b

c

r

1!
+
a(a+ 1) b(b+ 1)

c(c+ 1)

r2

2!
+ ... , c ̸= 0,−1,−2,−3, ... . (D.29)

This series possesses the following properties:

• It converges in the open unit disk |r| < 1.

• Its behavior on the circle of convergence |r| = 1 is given by:
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– divergent for Re(a+ b− c) ⩾ 1,

– absolutely convergent for Re(a+ b− c) < 0,

– conditionally convergent for 0 ⩽ Re(a+ b− c) < 1, the point r = 1 being excluded.

• 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:

2F1(a, b; c; r) = (1− r)c−a−b 2F1(c− a, c− b; c; r) . (D.30)

Other useful relations are:

2F1(a, b; c; 1) =
Γ(c) Γ(c− a− b)
Γ(c− a) Γ(c− b)

, Re(a+ b− c) < 0 , and c ̸= 0,−1,−2, ... , (D.31)

d

dr 2F1(a, b; c; r) =
ab

c 2F1(a+ 1, b+ 1; c+ 1; r) , (D.32)

2F1(a, b; 1 + a− b;−1) = 2−a
√
π

Γ(1 + a− b)
Γ
(
1 + 1

2a− b
)
Γ
(
1+a
2

) , 1 + a− b ̸= 0,−1,−2, ... , (D.33)

2F1(a, b; 2 + a− b;−1) = 2−a
√
π (b− 1)−1 Γ(2 + a− b) (D.34)

×

[
1

Γ
(
1
2a
)
Γ
(
3
2 + 1

2a− b
) − 1

Γ
(
1+a
2

)
Γ
(
1 + 1

2a− b
)] , 2 + a− b ̸= 0,−1,−2, ... .

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 =

(
α β
−β∗ α∗

)
, α, β ∈ C, det(g) = |α|2 + |β|2 = 1

}
. (E.1)

[This group is indeed a subgroup of the special linear group SL(2,C), that is, the group of all 2×2-complex
matrices of determinant unity.] By defining α = x4 + ix3 and β = ix1 − x2, where xA ∈ R (A = 1, 2, 3, 4),
we obtain an alternative expression for the unimodular condition |α|2 + |β|2 = 1 as:

(x1)2 + (x2)2 + (x3)2 + (x4)2 = 1 , (E.2)

which is the equation of the three-sphere S3 of unit radius in R4, with center at the origin. On the other
hand, one can associate with each point x = (x1, x2, x3, x4) ∈ S3 the matrix h(x) defined by:

h(x) =

(
x4 + ix3 ix1 − x2
ix1 + x2 x4 − ix3

)
, (E.3)

with the property det
(
h(x)

)
= (x1)2 + (x2)2 + (x3)2 + (x4)2 = 1 (then, h(x) ∈ SU(2)). Therefore, as a

topological space, the SU(2) group is homeomorphic to the unit-sphere S3. 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 x ∈ S3, a left action defined by h′(x) = gh(x) induces a

linear transformation x′ ≡ g ⋄ x on S3 in such a way that det
(
h′(x)

)
= det

(
h(x)

)
= 1. This means that

the induced linear transformation g ⋄ x preserves the form (E.2). Consequently, the left action of SU(2)
on S3 represents orthogonal transformations belonging to O(4). More precisely, since the SU(2) group
is connected, the orthogonal transformation g ⋄ x belongs to SO(4). Similarly, a right action h(x)g also
induces a rotation of R4 associated with SO(4). The sphere S3 is therefore invariant under either left or
right action of SU(2).
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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 R4 with the field of quaternions H by the mapping:

x = (x1, x2, x3, x4) 7→ x = x41+ xkek , k = 1, 2, 3 , (E.4)

where the quaternionic basis is
{
1 ≡ 12, ek ≡ (−1)k+1iσk, k = 1, 2, 3

}
, σk’s being the Pauli matrices.

Then, the aforementioned mapping h represents an isomorphism from the multiplicative group of quater-
nions with norm 1 (since det

(
h(x)

)
= 1) onto SU(2) (in this regard, see also Eq. (B.6)). In this sense,

the SU(2) group can also be realized by:

SU(2) ∼
{
x ∈ H ; |x|2 = 1

}
. (E.5)

Regarding the content of our paper, we also would like to study the action of SU(2) × SU(2) on H.
Technically, this action is defined by:

Φ(u,v) : x 7→ uxv−1 , (E.6)

where u,v,x ∈ H, with |u| = |v| = 1 (in other words, u,v ∈ SU(2)). Since det
(
uxv−1

)
= det(x) (that

is, |uxv−1| = |x|; see appendix B), the action Φ(u,v) represents a rotation in H ∼ R4 belonging to
O(4). More precisely, the fact that SU(2) × 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 ∼ R4 around the origin, can be presented by the maps of the form (E.6) (see Ref. [165]). This reveals
a surjective group homomorphism between SU(2)×SU(2) and SO(4). The kernel of this homomorphism
is
{
± (1,1)

}
. To see the point, let (u,v) ∈ ker(Φ), namely, for each x ∈ H, we have uxv−1 = x.

Considering x = 1, it follows that u = v, and that u is in the center114 of H, which is equal to R1. On
the other hand, since |u| = |v| = 1, we have u = v = ±1. Then:

SO(4) ∼
(
SU(2)× SU(2)

)
/
{
± (1,1)

}
. (E.7)

We end our brief introduction to the SU(2) group by recalling that the matrices Jk = 1
2 (−1)

k+1iσk
(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:

J = t1J1 + t2J2 + t3J3 =
1

2

(
it3 it1 − t2

it1 + t2 −it3

)
, t1, t2, t3 ∈ R . (E.8)

Note that the matrices J1, J2, and J3 obey the commutation rules:

[Ji, Jj ] = Eijk Jk , (E.9)

where i, j, k = 1, 2, 3 and Eijk is the three-dimensional totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol. The
corresponding Casimir operator is:

J2
1 + J2

2 + J2
3 , (E.10)

which commutes with all Jk’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]:∫

G

f(gg′) dµr(g) =

∫
G

f(g) dµr(g) , (E.11)

or against left translations: ∫
G

f(g′g) dµl(g) =

∫
G

f(g) dµl(g) , (E.12)

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′ ∈ 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 dµr = dµl = dµ [166].
A Haar measure on SU(2) is actually a measure on the unit-sphere S3 invariant under SO(4). To find

such a measure, we consider the bicomplex angular coordinates (ω, ψ1, ψ2) on S3 (embedded in R4 ∼ H),
for which the following parametrization reads:

x4 + ix3 = cosωeiψ1 , x1 + ix2 = sinωeiψ2 , (E.13)

with 0 ⩽ ω ⩽ π
2 and 0 ⩽ ψ1, ψ2 < 2π. Then, an element of SU(2) takes the form (see Eq. (E.3)):

g(ω, ψ1, ψ2) =

(
cosωeiψ1 i sinωeiψ2

i sinωe−iψ2 cosωe−iψ1

)
. (E.14)

Let Θ denote the map (ω, ψ1, ψ2) 7→ x = (x1, x2, x3, x4). According to the relations given in (E.13), we
have:

x1 = sinω cosψ2 ⇒ dx1 = cosω cosψ2 dω − sinω sinψ2 dψ2 ,

x2 = sinω sinψ2 ⇒ dx2 = cosω sinψ2 dω + sinω cosψ2 dψ2 ,

x3 = cosω sinψ1 ⇒ dx3 = − sinω sinψ1 dω + cosω cosψ1 dψ1 ,

x4 = cosω cosψ1 ⇒ dx4 = − sinω cosψ1 dω − cosω sinψ1 dψ1 . (E.15)

We can also rewrite the above equations as:dx1

dx2

dx3

dx4

 =

 cosω cosψ2

cosω sinψ2

− sinω sinψ1

− sinω cosψ1

dω +

 0
0

cosψ1

− sinψ1

 cosω dψ1 +

− sinψ2

cosψ2

0
0

 sinω dψ2

≡ ∂Θ

∂ω
dω +

∂Θ

∂ψ1
dψ1 +

∂Θ

∂ψ2
dψ2 .

Note that the vector given by x = Θ(ω, ψ1, ψ2) 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 ω = ψ1 = ψ2 = 0). One can show that:

det

(
Θ,

∂Θ

∂ω
,
∂Θ

∂ψ1
,
∂Θ

∂ψ2

)
= sinω cosω . (E.16)

The invariant (normalized) measure of SU(2) therefore takes the form:

dµ(g) =
1

4π2
sin 2ω dωdψ1dψ2 ,

∫
SU(2)

dµ(g) = 1 , (E.17)

and correspondingly, the invariant integral for an integrable function f(g) on SU(2) is:

∫
SU(2)

f(g) dµ(g) =
1

4π2

∫ π
2

0

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

f(ω, ψ1, ψ2) sin 2ω dωdψ1dψ2 . (E.18)

In this paper, we also use the standard polar coordinates (ψ, θ, ϕ) to parameterize the elements of
SU(2) ∼ S3:

x1 = sinψ sin θ cosϕ ,

x2 = sinψ sin θ sinϕ ,

x3 = sinψ cos θ ,

x4 = cosψ , (E.19)

with 0 ⩽ ψ, θ ⩽ π and 0 ⩽ ϕ ⩽ 2π. Along the lines sketched above, the corresponding invariant
(normalized) measure of SU(2) is:

dµ(g) =
1

2π2
sin2 ψ sin θ dψdθdϕ . (E.20)

To see more on the above topic, one can refer to Refs. [166–168].
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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 C2 of all complex vectors z =

(
z1
z2

)
, where

z1, z2 ∈ C. Accordingly, following the lines sketched in Ref. [169] by Talman, we consider the space Vj
of all homogeneous polynomials of degree 2j spanned by monomials:

fmj (z) =
zj+m1 zj−m2√

(j +m)! (j −m)!
, (E.21)

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 (2j + 1) possible values
for the index m, and hence, the generated representation is of (2j + 1) dimensions.

Since the space Vj is of finite dimension, an explicit matrix representation of g ∈ SU(2) can be obtained
by solving:

fm2
j (g−1 ⋄ z) =

(
cosω e−iψ1z1 − i sinω eiψ2z2

)j+m2
(
− i sinω e−iψ2z1 + cosω eiψ1z2

)j−m2√
(j +m2)! (j −m2)!

=

j∑
m1=−j

Djm1m2
(g)fm1

j (z) , (E.22)

where, in the above, we have employed the aforementioned bicomplex angular coordinates (ω, ψ1, ψ2).
This expression provides us with a generating function for the matrix elements Djm1m2

(g). The desired
elements read:

Djm1m2
(g) = (−1)m1−m2

√
(j +m1)! (j −m1)! (j +m2)! (j −m2)!

×
∑
t

(x4 + ix3)j−m2−t

(j −m2 − t)!
(x4 − ix3)j+m1−t

(j +m1 − t)!
(−x2 + ix1)t+m2−m1

(t+m2 −m1)!

(x2 + ix1)t

t!
, (E.23)

where the values of t to be summed over are those for which the arguments of the factorial functions
remain nonnegative, namely, the values compatible with m1−m2 ⩽ t ⩽ j+m1 and 0 ⩽ t ⩽ j−m2. 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:(

Djm1m2
(g)
)∗

= (−1)m2−m1Dj−m1,−m2
(g) , (E.24)

while their transpose are:

Djm2m1
(g) =

(
Djm1m2

(g−1)
)∗

= (−1)m1−m2Dj−m1,−m2
(g−1) . (E.25)

The matrix elements Djm1m2
(g) verify the following orthogonality relations:∫

SU(2)

Djm1m2
(g)
(
Dj

′

m′
1m

′
2
(g)
)∗

dµ(g) =
2π2

2j + 1
δjj′δm1m′

1
δm2m′

2
, (E.26)

where dµ(g) = sin2 ψ sin θ dψdθdϕ (see Eq. (E.20)). Then, the normalized counterparts of Djm1m2
(g)’s

are:

D̃jm1m2
(g) =

√
2j + 1

2π2
Djm1m2

(g) . (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:

Djm1m2
(g)Dj

′

m′
1m

′
2
(g) =

∑
j′′m′′

1m
′′
2

(2j′′ + 1)

(
j j′ j′′

m1 m′1 m′′1

)(
j j′ j′′

m2 m′2 m′′2

)(
Dj

′′

m′′
1m

′′
2
(g)
)∗

=
∑

j′′m′′
1m

′′
2

(2j′′ + 1)(−1)m
′′
1−m

′′
2

(
j j′ j′′

m1 m′1 −m′′1

)(
j j′ j′′

m2 m′2 −m′′2

)
Dj

′′

m′′
1m

′′
2
(g) ,(E.28)
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SU(2)

Djm1m2
(g) Dj

′

m′
1m

′
2
(g) Dj

′′

m′′
1m

′′
2
(g) dµ(g) = 2π2

(
j j′ j′′

m1 m′1 m′′1

)(
j j′ j′′

m2 m′2 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′′

m m′ m′′

)
= (−1)j−j

′−m′′

√
(j + j′ − j′′)! (j − j′ + j′′)! (−j + j′ + j′′)!

(1 + j + j′ + j′′)!

×
∑
t

(−1)t
√
(j +m)! (j −m)! (j′ +m′)! (j′ −m′)! (j′′ +m′′)! (j′′ −m′′)!

t! (j′ +m′ − t)! (j −m− t)! (j′′ − j′ +m+ t)! (j′′ − j −m′ + t)! (j + j′ − j′′ − t)!
.(E.30)

Again, the values of t are those for which the arguments of the factorial functions remain nonnegative.
Finally, the relations between the hyperspherical harmonics YLlm(u) (see Eq. (D.1)) and Djm1m2

(u),
for u ∈ SU(2) and L = 2j, are given by:

YLlm(u) =

√
L+ 1

2π2
il
∑
m1,m2

√
2l + 1 (−1)j−m2

(
j j l
m1 −m2 m

)
Djm1m2

(u) , (E.31)

Djm1m2
(u) =

√
2π2

2j + 1

∑
l,m

√
2l + 1 (−1)L+l+2m2

(
j j l
m1 −m2 m

)
YLlm(u) . (E.32)

Appendix F: Expansions of kernels on S3 × R+ × S3

Considering Eqs. (D.9) and (D.15), an adaptation of the generating function for the Gegenbauer
polynomials (D.8) leads to the following formula:

|z1 − ρz2|−2λ = (1 + ρ2 − 2ρz1 · z2)−λ

=
∑
L⩾0

(L+ 1) ρL PλL(ρ2) C1
L(z1 · z2)

= 2π2
∑

L⩾0,l,m

ρL PλL(ρ2) YLlm(z1)Y∗Llm(z2) , z1, z2 ∈ S3, (F.1)

where:

PλL(ρ2) =
1

(L+ 1)!

Γ(λ+ L)

Γ(λ) 2F1(L+ λ, λ− 1;L+ 2; ρ2) . (F.2)

This formula is valid for |ρ| < 1 in the sense of functions and for |ρ| = 1 in the distribution sense. In the
latter sense, the expansion (F.1) explicitly reduces to (see Eq. (D.31)):

|z1 − z2|−2λ =
∑
L⩾0

Γ(L+ λ) Γ(3− 2λ)

Γ(λ) Γ(2− λ) Γ(L− λ+ 3)
(L+ 1) C1

L(z1 · z2)

= 2π2
∑

L⩾0,l,m

Γ(L+ λ) Γ(3− 2λ)

Γ(λ) Γ(2− λ) Γ(L− λ+ 3)
YLlm(z1)Y∗Llm(z2) . (F.3)

From the above identity, one can easily obtain Eq. (13.41).
On the other hand, utilizing the identity Γ(n+ 1) = nΓ(n), which implies that:

Γ(3− 2λ) = (2− 2λ) Γ(2− 2λ) ,

Γ(2− λ) = (1− λ)
(
(−1)LΓ(λ+ L)

Γ(λ)

)
Γ(1− λ− L) , (F.4)

we get:

|z1 − z2|−2λ = 2

∞∑
L=0

(−1)L Γ(2− 2λ)

Γ(1− λ− L) Γ(L− λ+ 3)
(L+ 1) C1

L(z1 · z2)

= 4π2
∞∑
L=0

∑
l,m

(−1)L Γ(2− 2λ)

Γ(1− λ− L) Γ(L− λ+ 3)
YLlm(z1)Y∗Llm(z2) . (F.5)
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By taking the derivative of the above expression with respect to λ and then letting λ 7→ 1−p (p = 1, 2, ...),

while we consider the Laurent expansion of the function ψ(z) ≡ dΓ(z)/dz
Γ(z) near z = −n:

ψ(z) = − 1

z + n
+ ψ(n+ 1) +

∞∑
s=2

As(z + n)−s , As = (−1)sζ(s) +
n∑
t=1

t−s , (F.6)

where ζ(s) is the Riemann Zeta Function (see, for instance, Ref. [100]), we obtain:

|z1 − z2|2(p−1) log |z1 − z2|−2 = 2(2p− 1)!

(
p−1∑
L=0

(−1)L cp,L
(p− 1− L)! (p+ 1 + L)!

−(−1)p
∞∑
L=p

(L− p)!
(p+ 2 + L)! (p+ 1 + L)!

)
(L+ 1) C1

L(z1 · z2)

= 4π2(2p− 1)!

(
p−1∑
L=0

∑
l,m

(−1)L cp,L
(p− 1− L)! (p+ 1 + L)!

−(−1)p
∞∑
L=p

∑
l,m

(L− p)!
(p+ 2 + L)! (p+ 1 + L)!

)
YLlm(z1)Y∗Llm(z2) ,(F.7)

where the coefficients cp,L are:

if 0 ⩽ L ⩽ p− 2 ⇒ cp,L = −
p+L+1∑
s=p−L

1

s
, and if L = p− 1 ⇒ cp,L =

1

2p
−

2p−1∑
s=1

1

s
. (F.8)

The identity (F.7) serves in subsection 13.5.

Appendix G: DS4 complex Lie algebra sp(2, 2)(C)

In this appendix, we present the irreducible (nonunitary!) finite-dimensional representations of the
dS4 group, which entail to deal with the complex Lie algebra sp(2, 2)(C). As a complex Lie algebra,
sp(2, 2)(C) is realized by complexification of its real counterpart sp(2, 2) (see Eq. (11.1)). [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)(C) is still 10, but its real dimension is 2 × 10.
Proceeding as above, while we have in mind Eq. (11.1), the generic element of sp(2, 2)(C) is given by:

sp(2, 2)(C) ∋ X(C) =

(
n⃗(l,C) d(C)

(d(C))⋆ n⃗(r,C)

)
, (G.1)

where d(C), n⃗(l,C), n⃗(r,C) ∈ H(C) (n⃗(l,C) and n⃗(r,C) 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)(C) and H(C). (ii) For the algebra of the complex quaternions H(C) (which can be realized by its
isomorphism to 2× 2 matrices over C), we have:115

z, z′ ∈ H(C) ⇒ zz′ = (z4z′4 − z⃗ · z⃗′, z4z⃗′ + z′4z⃗ + z⃗ × z⃗′) ,
⇒ z⋆ = (z4,−z⃗) , quaternionic conjugate ,

⇒ z∗ = (z4∗, z⃗ ∗) , complex conjugate ,

⇒
(
z⋆
)∗

= (z4∗,−z⃗ ∗) , Hermitain conjugate ,

⇒ |z|2 = zz⋆ = (z4)2 + (z1)2 + (z2)2 + (z3)2 ,

⇒ z−1 = z⋆/|z|2 , (z ̸= 0) .

It can be easily checked that, contrary to the real quaternion algebra H (see appendix B), the product of
two complex quaternions can be zero, while neither is zero.

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 z̃ and z; the Hermitain conjugate then is naturally denoted by z̃.
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1. Cartan-Weyl basis

We begin with the following generators of sp(2, 2)(C):

H1 ≡
1

2

(
0 1
1 0

)
,

H2 ≡
i

2

(
e3 0
0 e3

)
,

X1 ≡
1

2

(
e3 −e3
e3 −e3

)
,

X2 ≡
1

4

(
e1 + ie2 e1 + ie2
−e1 − ie2 −e1 − ie2

)
,

X3 ≡
1

2

(
e1 + ie2 0

0 e1 + ie2

)
,

X4 ≡
1

4

(
e1 + ie2 −e1 − ie2
e1 + ie2 −e1 − ie2

)
,

X5 ≡
1

2

(
e3 e3
−e3 −e3

)
,

X6 ≡
1

4

(
e1 − ie2 −e1 + ie2
e1 − ie2 −e1 + ie2

)
,

X7 ≡
1

2

(
e1 − ie2 0

0 e1 − ie2

)
,

X8 ≡
1

4

(
e1 − ie2 e1 − ie2
−e1 + ie2 −e1 + ie2

)
, (G.2)

where here
{
1, ek

}
, with k = 1, 2, 3, stands for the complex quaternionic basis. Computing the commu-

tation relations between the above generators, it is quite straightforward to check that the Lie algebra
sp(2, 2)(C) is simple116.
Here, it must be underlined that the above generators have been chosen in such a way that one subset

of them, constituted by h = spanC{H1, H2}, generates the maximal abelian subalgebra of sp(2, 2)(C)

([H1, H2] = 0), while the other elements of the basis can be viewed as eigenvectors of the adjoint
representation117 of either H1 or H2, i.e., the members of the aforementioned subalgebra h (called Cartan

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 gi ⊂ g is an ideal, and X ∈ gi and Y is any element of g, then [X,Y ] ∈ gi. 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)(C), so(n)(C), sp(2n)(C)

(classical Lie algebras) or one of the five exceptional Lie algebras. In our case, we have sp(4)(C) ∼ sp(2, 2)(C).
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 adX(Y ) = [X,Y ]; following the arguments presented in subsection
4.1, the latter identity can be easily achieved by putting g = exp(rX), with r ∈ (−δ, δ) and δ > 0, in the adjoint
action (4.2) 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 [adX , adY ] = adZ .
In this sense, the operator adX 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 adX can be shown as n× n matrices.
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subalgebra). More precisely, for H ≡ aH1 + bH2 ∈ h, with a, b ∈ C, we have:

adH(X1) = [H,X1] = aX1 ≡ α1X1 ,

adH(X2) = [H,X2] = (−a+ b)X2 ≡ α2X2 ,

adH(X3) = [H,X3] = bX3 ≡ α3X3 ,

adH(X4) = [H,X4] = (a+ b)X4 ≡ α4X4 ,

adH(X5) = [H,X5] = −aX5 ≡ α5X5 ,

adH(X6) = [H,X6] = (a− b)X6 ≡ α6X6 ,

adH(X7) = [H,X7] = −bX7 ≡ α7X7 ,

adH(X8) = [H,X8] = (−a− b)X8 ≡ α8X8 .

With respect to the terminology of construction of the Cartan-Weyl basis for semi-simple Lie algebras (see,
for instance, Refs. [170, 171]), the eigenvalues αi (i = 1, ... , 8), strictly speaking, αi(H), are called roots
of the basis Xi; αi’s are actually some complex numbers which depend linearly on H ∈ h, in this sense
that they are linear functions h → C, i.e., elements of the vector space h⊛ dual to h. Correspondingly,
the generators Xi are called root vectors of sp(2, 2)(C). The set of all roots of sp(2, 2)(C), denoted here by
∆ =

{
αi ; i = 1, 2, ... , 8

}
, is called root system of sp(2, 2)(C). Accordingly, the given basis (G.2) can be

summarized as: {
Hi ; i = 1, 2

}⋃{
Xα ; α ∈ ∆

}
, (G.3)

which is called Cartan-Weyl basis of sp(2, 2)(C). 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)(C)’ = 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 ∈ h and root vectors Xαi

and Xαj
(αi, αj ∈ ∆), we have:[

H, [Xαi
, Xαj

]
]
=
(
αi(H) + αj(H)

)
[Xαi

, Xαj
] , (G.4)

based upon which, the following results hold:

• If αi + αj ∈ ∆, then [Xαi
, Xαj

] = Nαiαj
Xαi+αj

, with Nαiαj
∈ C.

• If αi + αj = 0, then [Xαi
, X−αi

] = Hαi
∈ h.

• If αi + αj ̸= 0 and αi + αj /∈ ∆, then [Xαi
, Xαj

] = 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. [170, 171]), we aim to briefly introduce such a
geometrical picture for the sp(2, 2)(C) algebra. Accordingly, we first need to define something resembling
a scalar product for the elements of the Lie algebra itself.
In the context of our study, admitting the Cartan-Weyl basis (G.3), 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 form118 of sp(2, 2)(C) in the following manner.

118 Recall that, for a given Lie algebra g, one can define K(X,Y ) = tr
(
adXadY

)
, 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, X2, ... . Then, one can calculate for each Xj , the quantity

[
X, [Y,Xj ]

]
and express the result in terms

of the Xi’s. The coefficient of Xj 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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Since the associated Killing form is nondegenerate (sp(2, 2)(C) is simple), one can associate with any root
α ∈ ∆ an element Hα ∈ h, up to a normalization constant, such that:

α(H) = K(Hα, H) , (G.5)

for every H ∈ h. Now, with the help of the elements Hα, obtained through the above formula, one can
define a (nondegenerate) inner product on the space containing the roots:

⟨αi;αj⟩ ≡ K(Hαi
, Hαj

) , (G.6)

for all roots αi, αj ∈ ∆.
For reasons that will be clarified soon, we here deal with the elements Hα1

, Hα2
∈ h, respectively,

associated with the roots α1(H) = α1(aH1 + bH2) = a and α2(H) = α2(aH1 + bH2) = −a + b, with
a, b ∈ C. Trivially, since Hα1

and Hα2
lie in h, they can be expressed as Hαi

= ciH1 + diH2, with
ci, di ∈ C. Therefore, we have:

α1(aH1) = a = K(Hα1
, aH1) = 6ac1 ⇒ c1 = 1

6 ,

α1(bH2) = 0 = K(Hα1
, bH2) = 6bd1 ⇒ d1 = 0 , (G.7)

and:

α2(aH1) = −a = K(Hα2
, aH1) = 6ac2 ⇒ c2 = − 1

6 ,

α2(bH2) = b = K(Hα2
, bH2) = 6bd2 ⇒ d2 = 1

6 , (G.8)

Then, the elements of h corresponding to the roots α1 and α2 respectively read:

Hα1
= 1

6H1 , and Hα2
= − 1

6H1 +
1
6H2 . (G.9)

Accordingly, having Eq. (G.6) in mind, we obtain:

⟨α1;α1⟩ = 1
6 , ⟨α1;α2⟩ = − 1

6 , ⟨α2;α2⟩ = 1
3 . (G.10)

We now turn back to the root system. The set of roots ∆ (given above) can be split into a subset
∆+ =

{
α ∈ ∆ ; α > 0

}
=
{
α1, α2, α3, α4

}
of positive roots and, since except for −α no other multiple of

α ∈ ∆ is a root, the corresponding subset of negative roots ∆− =
{
− α ; α ∈ ∆+

}
=
{
α5, α6, α7, α8

}
.

Hence: {
Xα ; α ∈ ∆

}
=
{
Xα ; α > 0

}⋃{
X−α ; α > 0

}
. (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

{
α1, α2

}
, for which one can easily see that α1 − α2 /∈ ∆, and

that the other roots can be written in terms of them as k1αα1 + k2αα2 ≡ (k1α, k
2
α):

α1 = (1, 0) , α5 = (−1, 0) ,
α2 = (0, 1) , α6 = (0,−1) ,
α3 = (1, 1) , α7 = (−1,−1) ,
α4 = (2, 1) , α8 = (−2,−1) ,

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 matrix 119 of sp(2, 2)(C):

A =

(
2 −1
−2 2

)
. (G.12)

119 Given a semi-simple Lie algebra, the Cartan matrix, summarizing the structure of the algebra entirely, is constructed
over the simple roots by:

Aij = 2
⟨αi;αj⟩
⟨αj ;αj⟩

,

where αi (i = 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 Aij ̸= 0, then Aji ̸= 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. [170, 171].
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3. Irreducible representations

In this subsection, again following the instruction given in Refs. [170, 171], we are going to present a
finite-dimensional irreducible representation of sp(2, 2)(C), denoted here by Tir, that is, a mapping of the
elements of sp(2, 2)(C) into linear operators:

Xα 7→ Tir(Xα) , α ∈ ∆ , and Hi 7→ Tir(Hi) , i = 1, 2 ,

which preserve the commutation relations of the Lie algebra; Tir
(
[X,Y ]

)
= [Tir(X), Tir(Y )], for all

X,Y ∈ sp(2, 2)(C).
Let V denote the vector space in which the linear operators Tir(Xα) and Tir(Hi) act. Since the Hi’s

commute, so Tir(Hi)’s do, we can select a basis for V in such a way that the Tir(Hi)’s are diagonal
simultaneously. Therefore, we can write:

Tir(H) |µ⟩ = µ(H) |µ⟩ , (G.13)

where µ, called a weight, is a member of the dual space h⊛ just as the roots are, and |µ⟩ ∈ V is called a
weight vector. The action of Tir(Xα), with α ∈ ∆+, on |µ⟩ would be a weight vector with weight µ+ α
unless Tir(Xα) |µ⟩ = 0. This point can be easily seen through the following identity:

Tir(H)Tir(Xα) |µ⟩ =
(
Tir(Xα)Tir(H) + α(H)Tir(Xα)

)
|µ⟩

=
(
µ(H) + α(H)

)
Tir(Xα) |µ⟩ ,

where we have used the identity [H,Xα] = α(H)Xα, for all H ∈ h and α ∈ ∆+, along with the fact that
the linear operators Tir preserve the commutation relations of the Lie algebra. Accordingly, one can refer
to Tir(Xα)’s as raising operators, and correspondingly, to Tir(X−α)’s as lowering operators.

A finite-dimensional irreducible representation must possess a highest weight, denoted here by Λ, such
that:

Tir(Xα) |Λ⟩ = 0 , ∀α ∈ ∆+ . (G.14)

Considering the basis of simple roots
{
α1, α2

}
, the highest weight Λ is specified in terms of two nonneg-

ative integers, i.e., the so-called “Dynkin coefficients”:

n1 = 2
⟨Λ;α1⟩
⟨α1;α1⟩

, and n2 = 2
⟨Λ;α2⟩
⟨α2;α2⟩

. (G.15)

Having the coefficients n1 and n2 for the highest weight and with respect to the “Dynkin diagrams” of
the algebra (see, for instance, Refs. [170, 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 [170, 171]:

dimV =
∏
α>0

∑
i=1,2 k

i
α(ni + 1)⟨αi;αi⟩∑

i=1,2 k
i
α⟨αi;αi⟩

=
1

6
(n1 + 1)(n2 + 1)(n1 + n2 + 2)(n1 + 2n2 + 3) . (G.16)

Recall that any positive root α > 0 can be written in terms of the simple roots α1 and α2 as
∑
i=1,2 k

i
ααi;

α1 = (1, 0), α2 = (0, 1), α3 = (1, 1) and α4 = (2, 1).
Finally, the eigenvalues of the corresponding (quadratic) Casimir operator Q(1) can be found by con-

sidering its action on the highest weight vector |Λ⟩ [171]:

Q(1) |Λ⟩ = ⟨Λ;Λ + 2δ⟩2 |Λ⟩ , (G.17)

where, according to the Dynkin coefficients given in (G.15), the highest weight Λ is given by Λ =
(n1 + n2,

1
2n1 + n2), and δ =

1
2

∑
α>0 α = (2, 32 ). Moreover, we should point out that it is traditional to

consider a scalar product which gives the highest root120 a length squared equal to 2. We have denoted

120 The height of a root α is determined by the sum
∑r

i=1 k
i
α of the components of the root α =

∑r
i=1 k

i
ααi 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.
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this scalar product in the above equation by ⟨ ; ⟩2. In our case, for the highest root determined by
α4 = (2, 1), we have ⟨α4;α4⟩ = 1/3, and therefore, the scalar product ⟨ ; ⟩2 differs from ⟨ ; ⟩ by a
normalization factor equal to 6. On this basis, one can easily show that:

⟨Λ;Λ + 2δ⟩2 =
1

2

(
n21 + 2n22 + 2n1n2 + 4n1 + 6n2

)
. (G.18)

Comparing the Casimir eigenvalues given in Eq. (G.18) with those appeared in the context of the dS4
UIR’s (see section 12), up to their signatures,121 reveals that for the possible solutions:

n1 = −2q , n2 = p+ q − 1 , (G.19)

n1 = 2q − 2 , n2 = p− q , (G.20)

n1 = q − 1 , n2 = −2p− 2 , (G.21)

n1 = −2p− 2 , n2 = p− q , (G.22)

the given irreducible representations Tir share same Casimir eigenvalues with the dS4 UIR’s. However,
considering the fact that the Dynkin coefficients are nonnegative integers, only the cases (G.19), with
q = 0, p ⩾ 1, and (G.20), with p ⩾ q ⩾ 1, represent possible Weyl equivalence between the finite-
dimensional irreducible representations Tir and the dS4 UIR’s, strictly speaking, with respect to the
allowed ranges of p and q, the dS4 discrete series UIR’s Π±p,q.

Appendix H: DS4 UIR’s with a unique extension to the UIR’s of the conformal group

Let LAB ’s, with A,B = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, denote the generators of the conformal group SO0(2, 4). These
generators are assumed to obey the commutation relations:[

LAB , LCD

]
= −i(ηACLBD + ηBDLAC − ηBCLAD − ηADLBC ) , (H.1)

where ηAB = diag(1,−1,−1,−1,−1, 1). Here, following the lines sketched in Ref. [29], we merely consider
those UIR’s of SO0(2, 4) which fulfill the following additional condition (representation relation):122{

LAB , L
A
C

}
= −2ληBC , (H.2)

where λ is a number and
{
LAB , L

A
C

}
denotes the anti-commutator of LAB and LA

C . Actually, according
to Ref. [29], only for special values of λ are there nontrivial SO0(2, 4) UIR’s. Below, we briefly review
how the possible values of λ and correspondingly a complete classification of the respective UIR’s can be
achieved.
From Eq. (H.2), it follows immediately that the quadratic Casimir operator of SO0(2, 4) reads as:

−1

2
LABL

AB = 3λ1 , (H.3)

such that λ 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 dS4 subgroup123 SO0(1, 4) (⊂ SO0(2, 4))
respectively take the following forms:

Q(1) = −1

2
LABL

AB = 2λ1 , (H.4)

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 SO0(2, 4) UIR’s, which is beyond the scope of this paper, readers are referred to Refs.
[172–176].

123 In this appendix, to keep the notations visually compatible, we will consider the dS4 group as SO0(1, 4) instead of its
universal covering Sp(2, 2). Then, one can manifestly visualize the interesting chain SO0(2, 4) ⊃ SO0(1, 4) ⊃ SO(4) ⊃
SO(3).
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Q(2) = −WAW
A = λ(1− λ)1 . (H.5)

Recall from section 12 that LAB ’s, with A,B = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, are the generators of SO0(1, 4) and that
WA = − 1

8EABCDEL
BCLDE , where EABCDE is the five-dimensional totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita

symbol. [Note that there are two distinct (but algebraically identical) SO0(1, 4) subgroups in SO0(2, 4),
one generated by

{
LAB

}
=
{
L0A, LAB

}
and the other by

{
L5A, LAB

}
, where LAB’s, with A, B = 1, 2, 3, 4,

are the generators of the SO(4) subgroup of SO0(1, 4). Above, we have considered the former.] The only
generator of the conformal group that lies outside SO0(1, 4) is Γ0 ≡ L50, for which, we have:(

Γ0

)2
=

1

2
LABL

AB + λ1 . (H.6)

Note that, to get the above equation, we have used Eqs. (H.3) and (H.4).
According to Eqs. (H.4) and (H.5), both dS4 quadratic and quartic Casimir operators are constants

for representations of the conformal group SO0(2, 4) characterized by (H.2). We then naturally suspect
that the irreducible representations of SO0(2, 4) will remain irreducible also with respect to SO0(1, 4).
Yet, we only know that the irreducible 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 SO0(1, 4), then the SO(4) ⊃ SO(3) basis of SO0(1, 4) is already a complete basis of the
SO0(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(jl,jr), are determined by two numbers jl, jr ∈ N/2, which are related to
the values of the SO(4) Casimir operators by:

1

2
LABL

AB = 2
(
jl(jl + 1) + jr(jr + 1)

)
1 , (H.7)

1

8
EABCDLABLCD =

(
jl(jl + 1)− jr(jr + 1)

)
1 . (H.8)

From Eqs. (H.6) and (H.7), we directly obtain:

spectrum (Γ0)
2 = λ+ 2

(
jl(jl + 1) + jr(jr + 1)

)
. (H.9)

This implies that, besides the SO0(2, 4) generators lying inside SO0(1, 4), the spectrum of Γ0 (up to a
sign) is also characterized by that of SO(4) in the irreducible representation of SO0(2, 4). Therefore, the
SO(4) ⊃ SO(3) basis of SO0(1, 4) is indeed a complete basis of the SO0(2, 4) irreducible representation.
We are now ready to go through a complete classification of UIR’s of SO0(2, 4) characterized by

the additional representation relation (H.2). Considering all the above, while we compare our UIR’s
characterized by (H.4) and (H.5) with the complete list of the SO0(1, 4) UIR’s given by Dixmier (see
section 12), possible values of λ ∈ R are:

λ = 1− s2 , s = 0,
1

2
, 1,

3

2
, 2, ... , (H.10)

where:

• The case s = 0 corresponds to the dS4 UIR Ucs
0, 12

, which in turn with respect to SO0(1, 4) ⊃ SO(4)

reduces as Ucs
0, 12

∣∣
SO(4)

= D(0,0) (see section 12).

• Other values of s correspond to the dS UIR’s Π±s,s, for which we have Π−s,s
∣∣
SO(4)

= D(s,0) and

Π+
s,s

∣∣
SO(4)

= D(0,s) (see section 12).

The above SO0(1, 4) UIR’s not only extend to SO0(2, 4), but they also precisely extend to two inequiv-
alent UIR’s of SO0(2, 4). This additional doubling comes to fore when we take into account the sign of
Γ0. Actually, if we substitute the possible values of λ given in Eq. (H.10) (and correspondingly, the
respective values of (jl, jr) given in the above itemization) into (H.9), we find:

spectrum Γ0 ≡ E0 = ±(s+ 1) . (H.11)

Note that no operator in SO0(2, 4) changes the sign of (s+1) and consequently the sign of conformal energy
E0. Therefore, the sign of E0 is another invariant of the SO0(2, 4) UIR’s. Accordingly, in this paper, we

denote the SO0(2, 4) UIR’s by C≷E0,jl,jr
, in which the superscripts ‘≷’ refer to the positive/negative sign

of conformal energy, respectively.
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 dS4 UIR’s are recognized as dS4
massless representations.
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Appendix I: DS4 infinitesimal generators in terms of the conformal coordinates

In this appendix, we present the (orbital part of the) dS4 infinitesimal generators MAB = −i
(
xA∂B −

xB∂A
)
, with A,B = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, in terms of the conformal coordinates x = x(ρ,u), where −π/2 < ρ < π/2

and u ∈ S3 (see Eq. (16.14)). In this context, the three infinitesimal generators of boosts take the form:

M01 = i
(
− cos ρ sinψ sin θ cosϕ

∂

∂ρ
− sin ρ cosψ sin θ cosϕ

∂

∂ψ
− sin ρ cos θ cosϕ

sinψ

∂

∂θ
+

sin ρ sinϕ

sinψ sin θ

∂

∂ϕ

)
,(I.1)

M02 = i
(
− cos ρ sinψ sin θ sinϕ

∂

∂ρ
− sin ρ cosψ sin θ sinϕ

∂

∂ψ
− sin ρ cos θ sinϕ

sinψ

∂

∂θ
− sin ρ cosϕ

sinψ sin θ

∂

∂ϕ

)
,(I.2)

M03 = i
(
− cos ρ sinψ cos θ

∂

∂ρ
− sin ρ cosψ cos θ

∂

∂ψ
+

sin ρ sin θ

sinψ

∂

∂θ

)
. (I.3)

On the other hand, the infinitesimal generator of time translation reads:

M04 = i
(
− cos ρ cosψ

∂

∂ρ
+ sin ρ sinψ

∂

∂ψ

)
. (I.4)

The other six generators (of space rotations Mki and space translations M4k (k, i = 1, 2, 3)), associated
with the compact SO(4) subgroup, take the same form as those already given in subsection 13.1 (see Eq.
(13.19)).
Note that the O(1, 4)-invariant measure on the dS4 hyperboloid is:

dµ = (cos ρ)−4 dρdµ(u) , (I.5)

where dµ(u) refers to the O(4)-invariant measure on S3 (see appendix E).

Appendix J: Precision on Eq. (20.9)

In section 20, we have shown that the AdS4 group SO0(2, 3) represents the relativity group for an
elementary system which is a deformation of both a relativistic free particle (with the rest energy mc2)
and a harmonic oscillator (with the rest energy 3

2ℏω, ω = c
R ). In this appendix, following Ref. [177], 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 (AdS2 case). The rest energy of the (relevant) harmonic
oscillator then would be 1

2ℏω instead of 3
2ℏω.

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:

H =
p2

2m
+

1

2
mω2q2 , P ≡ p , L ≡ q , (J.1)

with Poisson brackets: {
H,P

}
= mω2L ,

{
H,L

}
= −P

m
,

{
P,L

}
= 1 . (J.2)

We also consider the Lie algebra of the Poincaré group generated by:

Htot =
√
p2c2 +m2c4 , P ≡ p , L ≡ qHtot

mc2
, (J.3)

where Htot 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:{

Htot, P
}
= 0 ,

{
Htot, L

}
= −P

m
,

{
P,L

}
= −Htot

mc2
. (J.4)

If we restrict our attention to the kinetic energy instead of the total one, H = Htot −mc2, we get:

{
H,P

}
= 0 ,

{
H,L

}
= −P

m
,

{
P,L

}
= 1− H

mc2
. (J.5)
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One can simply show that the Lie algebras (J.2) and (J.5) contract, respectively, for ω → 0 and for
c→∞, towards the symmetry Lie algebra for the Galilean free particle:{

H,P
}
= 0 ,

{
H,L

}
= −P

m
,

{
P,L

}
= 1 . (J.6)

Now, we take into account the Lie algebra for the AdS2 elementary system, namely, for a free particle
with mass MAdS2

living in AdS2 spacetime:

{
H,P

}
=

MAdS2
c2

R2
L ,

{
H,L

}
= − P

MAdS2

,
{
P,L

}
= 1− H

MAdS2c
2
. (J.7)

This algebra can be identified to the AdS2 Lie algebra SO0(2, 1). The Poincaré and Newton relativities
then can be simply achieved from the AdS2 relativity through the contraction process; the limit R→∞
results in the Poincaré algebra (MAdS2

−→ m), whereas the limit c,R→∞ (c/R = ω being fixed) results
in the Newton algebra. Actually, quite similar to the dS4 case (see section 10), we have:

AdS2 group (algebra) −→ Poincaré group (algebra)y y
Newton group (algebra) −→ Galilei group (algebra)

(J.8)

where, again, the arrows ‘−→’ stand for the group (algebra) contractions.
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[27] J. Mickelsson and J. Niederle, Commun. Math. Phys., 27, 167 (1972).
[28] T. Garidi, E. Huguet, and J. Renaud, Phys. Rev. D, 67, 124028 (2003).
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[137] R. Pasechnik and M. Šumbera, Universe, 3, 7 (2017).
[138] A. Andronic, P. Braun-Munzinger, K. Redlich, and J. Stachel, Nature, 561, 321 (2018).
[139] J. Rafelski, Eur. Phys. J. Special Topics 229, 1 (2020).
[140] A. Sakharov, JETP Letters, 5, 24 (1967).
[141] F. Gürsey, Ann. Phys., 21, 211 (1963).
[142] H. Bondi, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc., 108, 252 (1948).
[143] G. Cohen-Tannoudji, Annales de la Fondation Louis de Broglie, 44, 187 (2019).
[144] C. Fronsdal, Phys. Rev. D, 12, 3819 (1975).
[145] S. Grossmann and M. Holthaus, Phys. Lett. A, 208, 188 (1995).
[146] W.J. Mullin, J. Low Temp. Phys., 106, 615 (1997).
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