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We review the construction of (“free”) elementary systems in de Sitter (dS) spacetime, in the
Wigner sense, as associated with unitary irreducible representations (UIR’s) of the dS (relativity)
group. This study emphasizes the conceptual issues arising in the formulation of such systems and
discusses known results in a mathematically rigorous way. Particular attention is paid to: “smooth”
transition from classical to quantum theory; physical content under vanishing curvature, from the
point of view of a local (“tangent”) Minkowskian observer; and thermal interpretation (on the quan-
tum level), in the sense of the Gibbons-Hawking temperature. We review three decompositions of
the dS group physically relevant for the description of dS spacetime and classical phase spaces of ele-
mentary systems living on it. We review the construction of (projective) dS UIR’s issued from these
group decompositions. (Projective) Hilbert spaces carrying the UIR’s (in some restricted sense) iden-
tify quantum (“one-particle”) states spaces of dS elementary systems. Adopting a well-established
Fock procedure, based on the Wightman-Géarding axioms and on analyticity requirements in the
complexified Riemannian manifold, we proceed with a consistent quantum field theory (QFT) for-
mulation of elementary systems in dS spacetime. This dS QFT formulation closely parallels the
corresponding Minkowskian one, while the usual spectral condition is replaced by a certain geomet-
ric Kubo-Martin-Schwinger (KMS) condition equivalent to a precise thermal manifestation of the
associated “vacuum” states. We end our study by reviewing a consistent and univocal definition
of mass in dS relativity. This definition, presented in terms of invariant parameters characterizing
the dS UIR’s, accurately gives sense to terms like “massive” and “massless” fields in dS relativity
according to their Minkowskian counterparts, yielded by the group contraction procedures.
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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 Inénii [3], Lévy-Leblond [4], and Voisin [5]
who applied the Wigner ideas to Galilean systems, and by Giirsey [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 (?!).} Of course, there is a specific class of Riemannian
spaces in which the road to generalizations is well marked, in the sense given by Fronsdal in 1965 [7]: “A
physical theory that treats spacetime as Minkowskian flat must be obtainable as a well-defined limit of a
more general physical theory, for which the assumption of flatness is not essential.” Poincaré relativity
indeed can be considered as the idealistic null-curvature limit of two possible curved-spacetime relativities
of maximal symmetry. Technically, a four-dimensional Riemannian space may admit a continuous group
of symmetry, preserving the metric g,,, with up to ten essential parameters. The maximum number
(which is the same number as flat Minkowski spacetime) is merely realized for a space of constant
curvature 1/R (R being the radius of curvature, 0 < R < 00).

Those spacetimes, which meet flat Minkowski spacetime as the curvature goes to zero (R — 00), are the
ordinary dS and AdS spacetimes, the maximally symmetric solutions to the vacuum Einstein’s equations
with, respectively, positive and negative cosmological constant A (R = /3/|A|) [9]. The former, dS
spacetime, admits SOg(1,4) (or its universal covering Sp(2,2)) as a group of motions. It is essentially
finite in extension [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 SOy(2,3) (or its double covering Sp(4,R), or even its universal covering SOg(2, 3)).
Interestingly, as Minkowski spacetime is the limit R — oo of the ordinary dS and AdS spacetimes, the
Poincaré group can be obtained as a contraction of either SOg(1,4) or SO (2, 3) (or any of their coverings);
UIR’s of the dS and AdS groups, analogous to their shared Poincaré contraction limit, are characterized
by two invariant parameters of the spin and energy scales (note that, in the AdS case, the latter should be
read as the rest energy). These remarkable features, as already pointed out, allow the Wigner definition
of elementary systems to be extended to dS and AdS relativities.?

In the present paper, we are particularly interested in the dS case. Besides the above conceptual worries,
it is motivated in part by the critical role that the dS metric plays in the inflationary cosmological scenarii
(based upon which our Universe underwent a dS phase in the very early epochs of its life [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

I 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 SO¢(2,4), while that extension is equivalent to
the conformal extension of the Poincaré massless UIR’s [29, 30]. It follows that the dS massless scalar
case coincides with a specific UIR of the complementary series, while the dS massless higher-spin cases
correspond to the UIR’s lying at the lower end of the discrete series. All other dS representations either
have nonphysical Poincaré contraction limit or do not have Poincaré contraction limit at all.

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

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

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

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

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

e We use the letters a,b,c,... for the indices 0,1,2, the letters u,v,p,... for 0,1,2,3, the letters
A,B,C, ... for 0,1,2,3,4, the letters A", B’,C’, ... for 0,1,2,3,5 (the number 4 is left apart!), the
letters 4, 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+ I-dimensional dS (dS,)
geometry and relativity

2. DS, MANIFOLD AND ITS SYMMETRY GROUP

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

MRE{x:(:cO,xl,xz)G]Rg; (x)22x~x:nab:caxb:fR2}, a,b=0,1,2, (2.1)

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

The dSy (relativity) group is SOg(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 = iEaab - xbaa 3 Kab = _Kba . (22)

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

Let us begin with the group O(1,2). By definition, it is the group of all linear transformations in
R? carrying = into 2’ (z,2’ € R3) such that the indefinite quadratic form (z)? = 7,,2%" 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 2’ in such a way that if 2° > 0 or 2° < 0, then we get 2’° > 0 or 2/® < 0, respectively. [From the
physical point of view, these transformations are important, because they take every positive timelike
vector (characterizing actual motion) into another such vector.] Such transformations are connected to
the identity. They form the so-called connected dSs group, denoted here by SOg(1,2). As already pointed
out, we refer to the latter as the dSs (relativity) group.

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

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

e The one-sheeted hyperboloid, with 7 < 0 (note that the dSo hyperboloid (2.1) belongs to this type,
with r = —R?).

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

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

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

e The pseudo-unitary condition; gfosg = o3, where gt stands for the Hermitian adjoint of g and

o3 = ((1) _01) is the third Pauli matrix.

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

SU(L,1) = {g— (5 J) s apec, donto) = ja - o - 1}, (23)

where a* and 8* stand for the complex conjugate of a and 3, respectively.
To make the homomorphism between SOg(1,2) and SU(1, 1) apparent, we associate with each point

= (2% 2%, 2%) in R? a Hermitian matrix:

20 !t +iz?
h = (xl —iz? 20 ’ (2.4)

where det(h) = (2°)% — (z1)? — (22)? = (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 R?, symbolized here by x +— 2’ = gox (z,2" € R3), as:

x/O l‘/1+il',2
ghg' = (w/l - : (2.5)

—ix z'0

Note that: (i) The transformed matrix ghg' is also Hermitian and clearly corresponds to a point =’ =
(2’0, 2", 2'?) in R3. (ii) This transformation is linear, because elements of the matrix ghg' are linearly
expressed in terms of the elements of h. (iii) det(ghg’) = det(h) = (z)2, which means that this linear
transformation preserves the quadratic form (z)?. (iv) If 2° > 0 or 2° < 0, then 2’° > 0 or 2/° < 0,
respectively. Consequently, the linear transformation ' = g ¢ x, realized by the action (2.5), belongs

to SOg(1,2), as well. More precisely, for every transformation in SOq(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 o 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) = {gop ;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 gox = (—g) o x. This means that SU(1, 1) is
two-to-one homomorphic to SOg(1,2) (or in other words, the SU(1, 1) group is a two-valued representation
or double covering of SOg(1,2)).> The kernel of this homomorphism® {£15}, where 15 stands for the
2 x 2-unit matrix, is isomorphic to Z?2, thus SU(1,1)/Z? ~ SOg(1,2).”

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

Here, for more detailed discussions on the above topics, readers are referred to Ref. [48].

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

In this section, we review three decomposition types of the dSs 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 dS, spacetime, phase spaces of dSs
elementary systems, and dSs timelike infinity or phase-spaces infinities.

3.1. Space-time-Lorentz decomposition

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

o= (5 )=t (31)

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

cosh % isinh £

L= {l: (—isinhé7 coshf) ; @ER}’ (32)

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

+ o+ ([ a?+p% 2Re(aB)) _ (ePcoshyp  sinhip
1 =99 = <2Re(aﬂ*) a*2+5*2> - ( sinhy e coshe) ) ’ (3.3)

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

J = k() a(y), (3.4)
where:
k() = ok(0), with o=41, and k(§) = (eiz/z 6?9/2> 7 (3.5)
cosh £ sinh ¥
a(¥) = (Sin}}i‘z cosﬁ%) ' (36)

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 SOg(1,2), SU(1,1), or their covering group.
It is, however, significant to know how many times SOq(1,2) is covered by its covering group.

6 Let G and H be groups and let f be a group homomorphism from G to H. If ey is the identity element of H, then the
kernel of f (denoted by ker(f)) is: ker(f) = {g € G; f(9) =eg}-

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

i0 ¥
B —a*e tanh2> .

=2tanh™!| —i -
4 ( o — B*eif tanh%

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

SU(L,1) 2 g = k() a(v) l(p) = 0exp(0Y5) exp(yYr) exp(pY), (3.7)

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

dk(6) i1 o0) i
v, = =2 =3 — Lo,
a0 lo=o 2(0 —1) 273

. da(w)‘ _1fo1y_1
t =0 1,

m 2\10) 72
Cdilp) _tf0 i) _ 1
i= o= (—i o) = 3% (38)

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

[YsaYE] = 7Y;53 [Yth] = }fl, [lea}/;f] = Y57 (39)

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 dSo group SU(1,1). In the above parametrization, the factor j = j(6,%) is indeed a
kind of “spacetime” square root, which provides a system of global coordinates for dSy spacetime. To see
the point, we define the three coordinates in R? as:

z° = Rsinh ), z! = Rcosfcosh), 2? = Rsinfcosh 1), (3.10)

or equivalently, as:

. (0 1Y Rsinhv  Rel’ coshv) _ 20 ol +ix?)
Rjj (1 O) o (Re_ie coshy Rsinhy |~ \2! —ix? 20 =T(2), (3.11)

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

SU(L,1)3g : j = j'=goj, gi=Jl, (3.12)

and therefore:

(')

v (001
Rjj (1 0>

e (01
Rgjig (1 0)

o[ (][0 ) ()]

= gY(z)g". (3.13)

This action is linear and, as is obvious from Eq. (3.13), is determinant-preserving:
det(Y(2')) = det(Y(z)) = (2°)* — (2")* = (2*)* = —R>. (3.14)

The above identity clearly defines an embedded hyperboloid (of constant radius R) in R?® of the 1 + 1
dSs 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) =dSs x L.
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In this realization, the subgroup £ represents the stabilizer® of the point zg = (0, R,0), chosen as the

origin of the dSy hyperboloid Mg, while the set of matrices j maps this origin to any point = (2, 2!, 2?)

in Mg:
(0 R\ 4 _ Rsinhvy  Rel? cosh _ 20 b + iz? (3.15)
TA\R 0)7 T \Recoshyy Rsinhy ) =~ \a! —iz? 20 ' :

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

Moreover, Eq. (3.15) makes clear the interpretation of the transformations generated by Y; and Y;
(given in Eq. (3.7)). They respectively generate the subgroups of the “translations in space” isomorphic
to U(1), as the maximal compact subgroup of SU(1,1), and the “translations in time” isomorphic to
SOp(1,1). On the other hand, Y] is interpreted as the generator of the subgroup of the “Lorentz trans-
formations”, since the associated subgroup £ (isomorphic to the other SOg(1,1)), which leaves a given
point of dSs spacetime invariant, must be isomorphic to the ordinary 1 4+ 1-dimensional homogeneous
Lorentz group. The last point ensures that the neighborhood of any point of dS,; spacetime behaves like
flat Minkowski spacetime of special relativity. In this regard, one can also easily check the fact that the
dS, spacetime, realized by the identity (3.14), is locally Minkowskian by considering the left-invariant
metric ds?, in the global coordinates:

to =Ry, and x, = RO, (3.16)
which yield:
ds? = (dt,)” = cosh®(R™t,) (dz,)” . (3.17)

Note that the coordinates (3.16) are obtained by letting 6 and i 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=(;(ﬁ):pk, (3.18)

with p € P and k € K. This decomposition is technically carried out with respect to the Cartan involution
i(9) : g+ (¢")7', in the sense that P is made of all elements p € SU(1, 1) such that i(p) = p~*, that
is, p ( = pT) is Hermitian, while K is made of all elements k£ € SU(1,1) unchanged under the involution,
that is, kT = k=1, which means that k is unitary. Accordingly, besides the elements k given by:

B 6i49/2 0
k=k(0) = 0 e-i6/2) 0<f=2arga<4rm, (3.19)

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

p=p(z) = (62* 6;) , z=0/a*, d=|a]=(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 EG; gop= p}. S(p) is also called little or isotropy group of p. Note that if p’ is another point in
M, for which there exists an element g € G such that gop = p’ (or in other words, if p’ belongs to the orbit of p under
the action of G; p’ € O(p)), then the stabilizer of p’ would be S(p’) = gS(p)g~?, which is isomorphic to S(p).
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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 eC; Iz < 1},
which admits the coordinates ¢ and w:

z=€e®tanh £, with —oco <@ <oo and 0 < w < 27. (3.21)

To make this homeomorphism apparent, we first define:

t(_ .2\ __ P 14122 2z _ I
ppp( pp) 1_|Z|2< 2 14 22) T\t iz 20 ) (3.22)

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

SU(L,1)2g : p(z) = p(z)=plgoz),  gpz)=pE) k), (3.23)

from which, we have:

(') (= () = p (9p(=) K7O)) (B(O) p(2) g)

= g (p’(2) 9" (3.24)
This action is clearly linear and determinant-preserving:
det(pp®(2")) = det(pp*(2)) = (¢°)® = (21)* = (2®)* = p*. (3.25)

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

Ly={o= (e 0?) e R ()2 = ()2 = (%) = p*, 2 > p} . (3.26)
[The subgroup K is the stabilizer of the point x. = (p,0,0) chosen as the origin of the upper sheet.] On

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

1+ |2
0
= = pcosh
2 = p o = peoshe,
1 z+2* L .
T = p-—7p =psinhpcosw,
1—z]
z? = ipﬁ:psinh(psinw. (3.27)

This explicitly reveals the well-known correspondence between Ly (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:

1y 202 0 _ )
Ly 3 (2% 2 2?) — z:xO_Hm :”xo P ei@rg) ¢ p. (3.28)
¥ +p v +p

9 Note that each element of the set of matrices pp? is simultaneously in one-to-one correspondence with each point of the
lower sheet L_ = {z = (2°,2!,2?) € R?; (2°)? — (21)2 — (2?)? = p?, 20 < p}. To check this point it is sufficient to
allocate a negative sign to p, namely, p — —p.
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FIG. 1: z € D as the stereographic projection of a point = = (xo, xl,m2) € Ly.

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 2’ = g ¢ z as:

D>z 2 =(az+pB)(B*2+a*) teD, (3.29)
while:
Bz o 0
k()= 1P rel ] (3.30)
0 e

The action of SU(1,1) therefore leaves the set of matrices p(z), where z € D, invariant under the
homographic (or Mébius) 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:

s= (5 2) =0y atw) nin, (3.31)
where:
- 610/2 0
k(0) = k(8) o= < 0 e‘i9/2> x (£1,), elliptic class, (3.32)
cosh £ sinh ¥
= lic cl .
a(v) (sinh é cosh %) , hyperbolic class, (3.33)
n(\) = <1 _1")\1/)5/2 1_1)1‘<?2> , parabolic class, (3.34)
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with:

0 = 2argla+08), o=1y, for 0<argla+p) <,

0 = 2argla+p)—2n, o=-1y, for w<arg(la+pf) <2,
Im(af*)
o+ B

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

In this context, we denote by M ~ Z% ~ {p = 415} the centralizer of A in K, that is, M = {k €
K ; ka = ak, Va € A}. Now, since both A and M normalize N',)1 B = MAN is a closed subgroup
of SU(1, 1), called minimal parabolic subgroup (note that AN is a solvable'? connected subgroup). The
coset space SU(1,1)/B ~ K/M, yielded by the minimal parabolic subgroup, clearly characterizes the
unit-circle S! (the boundary of the open unit-disk D). With respect to the above group decomposition,
the action of the SU(1,1) group on this coset space can be found through the usual multiplication of the
set of matrices k() from the left:

¢ = 2Inja+ B €R, and \=2 ER. (3.35)

SU(1L,1) 29 : k(0) — k() =k(gob), gk®)=k0)ddn", (3.36)
based upon which, we get:
S'3e? o € = (e + B) (B’ + ")t e S, (3.37)
Note that (ael? + 8) /(%€ + a*) = (ae'? + fe7i3) /(ael? + fe i) .

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)

) _ 20 2l 4 iax? L )
on the set of matrices T(x(&, 1/))) =12 20 when, admitting the coordinates (3.10), ¥ tends
to infinity; symbolically:
T(x(0',0)) = g(wli_rgo T(2(6,0)) )" (3.38)

Actually, for the elements Y (x(6,1)), by letting ¢ tend to infinity, we get 2°/(z! — iz?) ~ €, and
consequently, det(Y(z)) = (2°)? — [#* —iz?|*> ~ 0. On the other hand, for the transformed elements
.’L'/O .’I;ll + i:L./Q 0t

T(x(0',¢)) = <33’1 i 20 >, we have 2/0/(z"' —iz"?) ~ (ael? + B)(B*el? + a*)~! = €9, and

therefore, det(T(z’ )) ~ 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 S'. As a matter of fact, taking the coordinates (3.16) into
account, the limit ¢ — oo implies that either ¢, tends to infinity, while R is fixed, based upon which S is
viewed as the dS, timelike infinity, or R goes to zero, while ¢, is fixed, based upon which S' is viewed as
the projective null cone in R3. In the latter case, by proceeding as before, one can show that the nilpotent
subgroup N, appeared in the Iwasawa decomposition, is the stabilizer of the point ze = (1,1,0) chosen
as the origin of the upper sheet of the null cone in R?, and the set of matrices k(#)a(z)) maps this origin
to any point x = (20 = e¥, 2! = e¥ cosf, 2% = ¥ sin ) on the upper sheet of the null cone:

k(6) a(y) G D ol () kT(0) = e (e_lig ef) = (Il ©o “x2> = Te(z),  det(T(x)) =(3.39)

— iz x0

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 M¢.

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

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

In this section, having the above group-theoretical constructions in mind, we take a look at how to
describe (free) dSs 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 dSs 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 € GG, one can
define a differentiable map from G to itself as ¢’ — g ¢’¢g~'. This map leaves the identity element ¢’ = e
invariant. The derivative of this map at ¢’ = e defines the adjoint action, denoted here by Ad,. This
action is an invertible linear transformation of the Lie algebra g onto itself. Technically, for r € (=4, d),
with § > 0, such that ¢”Y € G and the infinitesimal generator Y € g, the adjoint action reads:

Ady(Y) = d {g eryg_l] (4.1)

dr

Adgy(Y) is actually a tangent vector in the tangent space at the identity, Ady(Y) € T.G =g. If Gis a
matrix group, the adjoint action Ad,(Y) is simply matrix conjugation:

r=0 '

Ady(Y)=gYg . (4.2)
The associated co-adjoint action of g € G, denoted here by Ad?, is obtained by dualization; Adg acts

g?
on the dual linear space to g, namely, g®.'3 This action explicitly reads:

(AdL(Y®); V) = (Y®; Ady-1(Y)), Y® eg®, Y eg, (4.3)

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

O(Y®) = {Adg(y®) g€ G} : (4.4)

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

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

We now turn to our case; G = SU(1,1). As a byproduct of the discussions given in subsection 3.1,
the matrix realization of the dSs; Lie algebra su(1,1) can be obtained by the linear span of the three
infinitesimal generators Yy = %037 Y, = %01, and Y, = —%02 (ox’s, with & = 1,2,3, being the Pauli
matrices):

su(l,1) = {&Y; +&Y &Y = % (& i€ &_2&)

—ig (2” _Cm> R INING eR}. (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 {X,L- si=1, .., n} and structure constants ci-“j, 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 ¢ = cf]- X 0" A 97. This Poisson structure forms a Lie algebra isomorphic to g [20].]
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It then follows that su(1,1) is specified by (three) free real parameters &g, &;, and &;, and hence, there is a
one-to-one correspondence between this algebra and R?® (by abuse of notation, let us say su(1,1) ~ R3).
The su(1,1) Lie algebra is simple, and admits the following symmetric bilinear form:

(Yi5Y3) = tr(¥1Y3) = 2( = wiua + Re((y)Re(G) + Im(¢, ) Tm(Gy) ) (4.6)

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

—1u

Ady(Y)=gYg™' = (ilf; ¢ /) , (4.7)

where, borrowing the notations used in Eq. (2.3), g = (501 aﬂ*)’ with o, 8 € C and |a|? — |B]?> =1, and

consequently, v’ = u(|a|? + |8]?) — 2Im(aB*¢) and ¢’ = —2iafu + ¢ — B2C*. The action (4.7) is linear
and determinant-preserving:

det(gYg ) =det(Y)=¢2~¢ ~¢E=r, reR. (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 & = & = & = 0 (the
origin)) appear: the one-sheeted hyperboloids, with r < 0; the upper and lower sheets of the two-sheeted
hyperboloids, with » > 0 (s 2 0, respectively); and the upper and lower sheets of the cone, with r = 0
(& = 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 dSs spacetime, with fixed “energy” at rest.

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

The first type of the (co-)adjoint orbits, introduced above, corresponds to the transport of the particular
element 2xY;, with 0 < kK < oo, under the action (4.7). With respect to this action, the subgroup
stabilizing the element 2xY; is the dSs time-translation subgroup. [Recall from subsection 3.1 that this
subgroup is of noncompact type (hyperbolic class) and isomorphic to SOg(1,1).] Actually, this family
of the su(1,1) (co-)adjoint orbits admits a homogeneous space realization identified by the coset space
O(2rY;) ~ SU(1,1)/SO¢(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 2xY; under
the action (4.7):

Ady(2hY) = k(0) () (2677) 172 () K71(0)

PR i6
< isinhy e COSh@) =Y(0,), (4.9)

e ¥ coshy —isinhe

where k~1(0) = k(—60) and 7!(p) = I(—p). The above action is linear and determinant-preserving,
and since det(Y (6, ¢)) = —k? < 0, as already mentioned, it sets up a family of (co-)adjoint orbits of
hyperbolic type in the vector space su(1,1) ~ R3, which divides the exterior of the cone (in R?) into a
union of mutually disjoint hyperboloids of different radii .

Interestingly, for a given k, there is an biunivocal correspondence between the matrix Y (0, ¢), represent-
ing a point in the (co-)adjoint orbit O(2kY%), and a point in the phase space of a relativistic test particle
in dSy spacetime'®. To make this correspondence apparent, we first adopt the following parametrization:

K
p = ksinh g, 6 =w+tan =,
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 ady is defined as the linear action g 3 Y — adx (Y) = [X,Y]. [Note that it is common in the literature to
denote the adjoint action of Lie algebras on themselves by the symbol ‘ad’ (e.g., adx ), while ‘Ad’ is kept for the adjoint
action of groups (e.g., Adg).] This action is precisely the derivative of the adjoint group action (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 (Y71;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 < w < 27. Besides (6, ), the new parameters (p, w) also define a system of global
coordinates for the (co-)adjoint orbit O(2xY;). Accordingly, we can rewrite the orbit generic element
(4.9) as:

Y00 = ¥ = (7w ) (1.10)

Here, concerning the latter parameters (i.e., (p,w)), we note in passing that, letting x (0 < kK < 00)
be proportional to the particle “mass”!®, one can define the Minkowskian-like “energy” identity as p, =
|(p+ik)e®| = \/p? + k2. This interpretation is actually quite interesting, since it associates with each dS,
“massive” test particle, with a specific “mass”, a (co-)adjoint orbit O(2xY;) of a certain radius x, while
on this orbit the aforementioned “energy” identity remains unchanged (the latter point stems from the
fact that the “energy” identity is consistent with det (Y(p, w)) = —~?2). Moreover, the latter parameters,
based on the notion of Poisson manifolds [20], make apparent the canonical symplectic structure of the
orbit. To see the point, one needs to proceed with the following diffeomorphism:

JO =D,
J1 = pcosw — ksinw,
Jy = psinw + Kkcosw . (4.11)
Note that the triplet (Jo, Ji, J2) are indeed cartesian coordinates for the orbit O(2xY;):
_ ip (p+in)e=\ [ iJy i +iky
Y(p, @) = ((p —ik)e”'® —ip ) a <J1 —iJy —iJy )7 (4.12)
with:
A (4.13)

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

{fufz}z%%—%% (4.14)

one can show the canonical relation {p,w} =1 and the commutation rules of the su(1, 1) algebra:
{Jo, h} = —J2, {Jo, o} =Jn, {1, 12} = Jo. (4.15)

In the above sense, we identify the canonical coordinates (p,w) as the phase-space parameters. As a
matter of fact, the point (p, @) belongs to the space R xS' = {z = (p,w) ; pe R, 0< @ < 2}, which
defines the phase space of a test particle moving on the unit circle (p and w, 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, @), is given by du(p, w) = dpdw.
Here, we also would like to emphasize the fact that the introduced matrix realization of the classical phase
space for a “massive” test particle in dSo spacetime is very convenient for describing the action of the
symmetry group, since we simply have Y(p',@’) = g¥(p,@)g~!, while det (Y(p’,w’)) = det (Y(p, w)) =
—k?2, which means that the relation p, = /p?> + k2 = \/J? + J3, determining the Minkowskian-like
“energy”, remains intact.

As a final remark and without going into the details, we would like to point out that the phase space for
“massless” particles in dSs 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 ~ (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 dSy 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.
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5. UIR’S OF THE DS; GROUP AND QUANTUM VERSION OF DS; MOTIONS

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

/F F@)P du(z) < oo. (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 L?(T')), one needs a

continuous map I' 5 x — |) € H (in Dirac notations'®), which defines a set of states {|z)} _. verifying
the following requirements:
e normalization:
(z|lz) =1, (5.2)

e resolution of the unity in H:
[ latal dv(o) = 1 (5.3
r

where dv(z) is another measure on I', usually absolutely continuous in terms of du(z); this implies
that there is a positive measurable function h(z), for which, we have dv(z) = h(x)du(z). 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(z) the operator:

J= /J ) (x| dv(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 +— J is linear, and that the function J(z) = 1 goes to the identity operator.
Generally, to get such families of quantum states |z), 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 I is characterized by a Lie group G with its
Lie algebra g being isomorphic to the Lie algebra of a local symmetry of I', 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 I' 3 x — |x) € H is well established: on one hand, a specific state, say, |xg), is
transported along the orbit {\g oxg =), g€ G} by the action of the group G based upon which I" is a
homogeneous space and, on the other hand, the requirements of unitarity, irreducibility (Schur lemma),
and square integrability of the representation in some restricted sense automatically yield the identities
(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 |z) can be written in terms of an orthonormal basis {|n)}
as members of L2(T).

neN

of H, which is in one-to-one correspondence with an orthonormal set {fn (a:)}neN,
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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 U; = exp(—itj>7 where J is an (essentially) self-adjoint operator on H. On the other hand,

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

Regarding our group-theoretical approach to the quantization of classical phase spaces of dSy elemen-
tary systems, here it would be convenient to point out that all UIR’s of the dSs group SU(1, 1) ~ SL(2,R)
have been constructed a long time ago by Bargmann in his seminal work [57]. These UIR’s fall basically
into three distinguished 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 dS, relativity (see section 4), we assert that:

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

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

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

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

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

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

In the context of algebraic approach, in summary, the three dS, Killing vectors K, (see Eq. (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 Mg (or on the (co-)adjoint orbits
(phase spaces) given in section 4). In the first case, these representations read:

Kab — Lab = Mab = _i(xaab - xbaa) . (61)

The associated second-order Casimir operator then reads:

1
Q= —5 MapM™® = —t(t + 1)1, (6.2)
where its eigenvalues characterize the set of dSo UIR’s such that the values t = —%—iv, with —oo < v < o0,
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 3 g — U(g), which admits values in
the group of nonsingular continuous linear transformations of a vector space V" on R or on C and verifies
the functional equations U(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~!) = U~!(g). In this sense, the representation U(g) is a homomorphism of G into the group of
nonsingular continuous linear transformations of V.
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A representation is called unitary, if the linear operators U(g) are unitary according to an inner product
(-,+) defined on V.1 This implies that (U(g)b1,U(g)b2) = (01,03), for all vectors vy,by € V. On the
other hand, a representation is called irreducible, if there is no nontrivial subspace Vo C V, which is
invariant under the operators U(g). Technically, this means that there is no nontrivial subspace Vo C V|
such that for all vectors vy € V) and all g € G, we have U(g)vg € V.

6.1.1. Group representations by shift operators

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

F'(s)=flg7tos) = f(s). (6.3)
Note that the introduction of the inverse g—!

homomorphism:

U(g1) U(g2) 1)) (5) = (U(g1)f) (95 1 05) = f92 o (g1 09) = f((9192) " ©'5) = (U(9192) f) () {6.4)
for all g1,92 € G and f € V}.

in Eq. (6.3) ensures that the action defines a group

6.1.2. Induced representations

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

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

/ (F(), £(5) d(s) < oo (6.5)

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

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

(U9)f) (soq) = flg osoq) =T(q)f(g~" o5) =T(q) (U(9)f) (s). (6.7)

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

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

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

20 By definition, a group G is called a transformation group of a set S, if with each g € G, one can associate a transformation
s+ s’ = gosof S, while, for any two elements g1,g2 € G and s € S, we have (g1g2) ¢ s = g1 ¢ (g2 ¢ 5).
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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 V; (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 (L?) functions, and so on, however it is not yet quite general enough for
our purposes. Accordingly, we consider a more general construction of representations for transformation
groups, in which shifts are combined with multiplications by an operator-valued function N (g, s), where
g € G and s € S. N(g,s) is indeed an automorphic factor verifying:

N(e,;s)=1, N(9192,5) = N(91,5)N(g2.97 " ©5) = N '(g.5) =N(g~'.g7"os).  (6.8)
Then, a multiplier representation explicitly reads:

(U@ f)(s) = N(g,s) flg~" o5). (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 £ ~ U(1) is the maximal compact subgroup, A ~ SOg(1,1) is
the Cartan maximal abelian subgroup, M is the centralizer of A in K, and 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 S, carries the principal series UIR’s of SU(1,1).%!
The principal series is indeed induced by a continuous homomorphism of the minimal parabolic subgroup
B on S (i.e. a character of B), for which the Lie algebra of AN acts as a real polarization for the
differential of this character.?? Note that the UIR of M, denoted here by m, reduces to 1 (“even” or
“odd”), while a as the UIR of A is a character of R. The associated UIR’s of the principal series then
form the following set of representations:

UPS = Indy’ "M (m x a) . (6.10)

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

6.2.1. Representation space

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

e The functions ¢(z) are infinitely differentiable in = and y at all points z = = + 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® x g — R,
then we may define an alternating bilinear form By on g by:

By(X,Y)=(f;[v,X]), feg®andX,Y €g,

where [Y, X] is the bracket in g. By definition, a subalgebra h C g is said to be a real polarization at f if h is a maximal
totally isotropic subspace for By, i.e., (f;[X,b]) =0 <= X € h. See more details in Ref. [61].
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e The functions ¢(z) have given parity:

p(—2) = (=1)*¢(2), (6.11)
where, for £ = 0, they are even and, for e = 1/2, they are odd.

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

plaz) = a®p(2), (6.12)
for any positive number a.

Now, let 7T 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 ¢(z) € D_,; can be uniquely determined by its values on 7 through the

homogeneity property:
2t . 2e
(2) et (6.13)

where zg is the point of intersection of the curve 71 and the line joining this point to the origin. Accordingly,
D, can be viewed as a space of functions on 1. Of course, if T intersects the straight lines passing through
the origin at several points, the space ©_; can be realized by the space of functions given on 7 which
verifies certain additional criterions, arising from the parity and homogeneity of (z) in ®. ;. For instance,
T being the unit circle S! (compact realization), the space 9., for e = 0, can be realized by the space of
even infinitely differentiable (in 2 and y) functions on S! (they take equal values at diametrically opposite
points) and, for € = 1/2, by the space of odd infinitely differentiable (in z and y) functions on S* (they
take values at diametrically opposite points which differ only in sign).

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

Dy, 29 = [(€7) =¢(dF), (6.14)

Dips2¢ = f () =€ Tp(el?) . (6.15)

Hence, for any pair (¢,) the space D, , can be realized as the space © of infinitely differentiable (in x

and y) functions on S'. However there is a deep topological meaning behind the existence of the two

possibilities, even (¢ = 0) and odd (¢ = 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 D ,, when they are expressed as ¢ (e‘%), do not feel the difference and can be qualified of

scalar fields while the odd functions in ®, , , feel it and recover their original value after two complete
rounds, and hance can be qualified of spinorial fields.

6.2.2. Representations

Let us first introduce the following representation of SU(1,1) in the space D, 4
B

SU(1,1) 3 g = (gi a*) o) o (Tala)e) (2) = plo”z - B2°), (6.16)
One easily check that the parity € and the degree of homogeneity ¢ are conserved and the representation
property Tr 4(91)Te+(g2) = Tr1(g192) holds true. Let us now express this representation in terms of
actions on the space of functions f in © 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 U, in order to be

consistent with (6.10):

sU. 130 = (5 L)+ 76%) o (Uadta)) (6%) = (5= 4 (e anye £ (2020
=Nt (9,€7) fg7 0e™) .
(6.17)

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

S'23€® s % =g loe™ = (a*e'® — B)(—B*¢T +a) L €S!. (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 U, ; in the Hilbert space L(S!,dw/2m) =
LZ(S") densely®® generated by all those complex-valued functions f (e'¥), @ € [0,27) mod2n, in D,
which are square integrable with respect to the scalar product:

1 * (i iw
(ot =5 [ 1) 1 () d, (619)
™ Jst
namely:
1 .
19172 0.0) = 5= [ 1F (=) P d < oo. (6.20)
™ Js1
The representations (6.17) are unitary if we set ¢ = —2 — iv, while v € R. The proof is based on the

transformation of the differential dz under the homographic action z + 2’ = (az + b)(cz + d)~! in the
complex plane:

az+b ad — be

dz’ = = d 6.21

: cz+d (cz+d)? = (6:21)

and in particular for z = €@, 2/ = @', and g = <ﬁoi a*> e SU(1,1):

dw' = aeiiiﬂﬁ ~ (6.22)
Hence, for g € SU(1,1), and with €@ = g=! o ¢l®:
Vsl )51 Ves0) ) = 5 [ Fi (67 06) a2 fa(g™ 007) de
= % 3 r (eiw’> fo (eiw’) e _ﬁ|4Re(t)+2 de’ (6.23)
= (f1, f2) if t= —% —iv,
which implies that the representations U_,_ 1 _;, = Ug?zféiw are unitary. From the above, it is also

obvious that the two families of the representations Uepf:_ 1, and U ps . are unitary equivalent.

5 51 £g,— —1:—%+iv

Below, we will show that there is a correspondence between the parameters v and x (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 k = v, for v 2 0, respectively.

6.2.4. Irreducibility and infinitesimal operators

Now, we show that the unitary representations Uspff_ 1, withe =0,1 /2 and v € R, are irreducible.
- 2

5

To do this, the first task is to find an expression for the infinitesimal operators of Uf ? 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.

e 1ai e
cosh £ isinh §

We begin with the subgroup £ of matrices of the form () = <isinh £ cosh?

), with ¢ € R, for

which we have:

1,y _ (cosh% —isinh ¥
7 p) = <i sinh & cosh & : (6.24)

23 A subspace My of a topological space M is called dense in M, if every point in M either belongs to My or is a limit point
of My, that is, the closure of M, constitutes the whole set M; for instance, the rational numbers are a dense subspace of
the real numbers because every real number either is a rational number or has a rational number arbitrarily close to it.
Note that, equivalently, My is dense in M if and only if the smallest closed subspace of M containing My is M itself.
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From Eq. (6.17), we have:

. . t+e . t—e h 2e'® —isinh &
(Uspf (L)) f) () = (i sinh £¢'” + cosh %) ( —isinh £e7'¥ + cosh %) f (?O.S 2¢ T ISMNG (}25)

isinh £el@ + cosh £

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

0 (VB ()

Op ’¢=0

iw —iw d
z—(t+5)7+(t—e)e2 —icosw—. (6.26)

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

cosh & sinh . 2 .
forms a(vy) = (smhi cosh 5,), with ¢ € R, and k(0) = ( 0 eie/z)’ with 0 < 6 < 4, correspond

the respective infinitesimal operators:
i0 (U3 (a()))
oY ’w:o

Y, =

iw —iw d
it —e) +isinw_—. (6.27)

YV, =J, =
1= 2 w

and:

d
=—c—i— 2
00 ’0:0 c ldw (6.28)

Considering the latter, the operators j1 and j2 can also be rewritten as:

PP CACO))

jl = —itsinw + cos wjo ,
Jy = —itcosw —sinwJy. (6.29)
These operators obey the following commutation relations:
[Jo, Ji] = —iJa,  [Jo, o] =idy,  [J1,Ja] =ido, (6.30)
which generate the su(1, 1) algebra.

Here, it must be underlined that the operators J, (a = 0, 1,2) are unbounded, and hence, they cannot
be defined on the whole Hilbert space L%(Sl). They are indeed essentially self-adjoint operators on a
suitable common dense subspace A C LZ(S') (see footnote 23). In the following, we will show that such a
A exists and can be spanned with respect to all finite linear combinations of elements of the orthonormal
basis {|n)} = { exp(—inw)}, with n € Z, in LZ(S') such that the aforementioned infinitesimal operators
establish the UIR’s U, pt of the SU(1,1) group on it. To prove the irreducibility of the representations
UEp %, then, it would be sufficient to show that there are no subspaces Ay C A, other than {O} and A
1tself invariant under the action of all the operators Jo7 J1, and J2 Here, however, instead of JO, Jl, and

Jg, it would be more convenient to use their linear combinations JO = —JO and Ji = —1J2 F J1 Besides
the former which is quite obvious, the other two, considering Eqgs. (6.26) and (6.27), explicitly read:
. - d A
Jp = e T——(t—g)e 7,
dw
. d ‘
J_ = —ie'"— — (t+¢)e!”. (6.31)
dw
They verify [j+,j_] = 2j6 and [j(’), ji] = :l:ji. 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 Jy, J,, and J_.
Technically, the aforementioned orthonormal basis {|n> ;nE Z}, which is supposed to generate the

common dense invariant subspace A C LZ(S'), is constituted by the eigenfunctions of jé:
J In) = (e +n) |n). (6.32)

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

Jon) = (e—t+n)|n+1), (6.33)

_n) = —(e+t+n)|n—-1). (6.34)

Therefore, in the allowed ranges of parameters, the operators jé and J are well defined in the common
dense A. Moreover, A is clearly invariant, with no nontrivial subspace invariant, for the given infinitesimal
operators. The irreducibility of the representations U, pt then is proved.
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6.2.5. Quantum Casimir operator

The associated quadratic quantum Casimir operator reads:

N A S |
Q=Ji+J}—J2 = %—J@ =—tt+1)1, t=->-—iv, veR. (6.35)
By adjusting x = +wv, respectively, for v 2 0, one can check the correspondence between the above result
and the given classical Casimir form (4.13), associated with the phase space of a relativistic “massive”
test particle, with “mass” k, in dSy spacetime:
52, 32 32 2, 1

Q=J5+Ji—J5=(k +Z)]l' (6.36)
Considering the above, one can also check that the functions f(z) € A, which characterize the (true)
quantum states carrying the principal series representations, are indeed eigenfunctions of the quadratic
Casimir operator @ for the eigenvalues (k* + 1), namely, (Q — (k® 4+ 1)) f(z) = 0. This delicate point
(extended to 1 + 3 dimension and of course to the whole three series of the UIR’s) will be used later
in part III, when the spacetime realization of the dS, 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 Uapf__ 1, (belonging to the

=—3

principal series) in L2(S') 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 U®S, is specified by —1 < t < 0 and € = 0. The corresponding Hilbert space
LZ(S" x S') is defined as the space of functions f (¢/*) on the unit-circle S!, which verify:

<f1, f2> = C/\/Sl o fik (eiwl) f2 (eiw2) |’W1 - ’ZD2|_2t_2 dwldw2 < 00, (637)

where c is an arbitrary constant. The operators Ugi act in the Hilbert space as:
(8 B) i s @) o (US0F) (@) = |-grem ol (2B
su )39 (5 ) 1) o (Ui (@) = |-oe= ol 5 (S50 .
= No (9,€7) f (97 0e™) .
Note that the representations Ug5 and U§® ,_; 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:

N A d
Y, o Vi=Jy = —i—, (6.39)
dw
Y, = YV,=.J, = —itsinw + coswJy, (6.40)
Y, = Y, =J, = —itcosw — sinwJy, (6.41)
with:
Joidil = —ids. Uordal =iy, o] = i (6.42)

The associated quantum quadratic Casimir operator is:

Q=J2+J2—J2=—tt+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 U ds, which are characterized by
the parameters (¢, t) taking values t = —1,—-2, ..., fore =0, and t = —1/2,-3/2, ..., for e = 1/2. These
operators act in the Fock-Bargmann Hilbert space L%(D) of holomorphic (respectively, anti-holomorphic)
functions f(z) (respectively, f(z*)), which are analytic inside the unit circle D = {z € C; [z] < 1}, and
satisfy:

-2t —1
2T

If|2 = //D F)P (1= |22 ~22d2% < 00, d2z = %dz Adz* = d(Re(2)) d(Im(2)) , (6.44)

for t # —1/2,24. The action of the representation operators Ugdf‘ (g9) on the functions f(z) is defined by:

SU(L1) > g = (E“ ﬁ) P f(2) = (Ug?(g)f)(z) = (=B*z+a)? f (0‘3_5)

ar —B*z 4« (6.45)
= Nei(g:2) flg™toz).
Remind that according to the Cartan decomposition of SU(1,1), we have :
Doz =g loz=(a"2-B)(-p"2+a)teD. (6.46)

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

Y, — Y, =J, :z%—t, (6.47)
Vi > Vi=J, = 1222%—&, (6.48)
Y o Vi=Jy = —i(lgzzé—i—tz), (6.49)
which obey the commutation rules:
[Jo, 1] = —iJa,  [Jo,Jo] =iy,  [Ji,Ja] =idy. (6.50)

Finally, the quantum quadratic Casimir operator takes the form:

Q=J2+J2—J2=—tt+ 11, t=-1,-3/2,-2,.... (6.51)

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

In this part, we extend the above group-theoretical construction to dSy 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 dSy
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. DS; MANIFOLD AND ITS CAUSAL STRUCTURE

DS, spacetime is topologically R! x S3 (R! being a timelike direction, the notion of “time” having to
be carefully defined in the dS context), and can be conveniently visualized as a one-sheeted hyperboloid
embedded in a 1 + 4-dimensional Minkowski spacetime R+ (by abuse of notation, let us say R°):

MR = {IL’ = (xov 7334) € R® ) (Z)Q =TT = nABxAxB - 7R2} ) AaB =0,1,2,3,4, (71)

where 24’s stand for the corresponding Cartesian coordinates and nup = diag(l,-1,—-1,—1,—1) for the

ambient Minkowski metric. From a cosmological viewpoint, the (constant) radius of curvature is given by

R = H~ ', where H is the Hubble constant (which fixes the rate of expansion of the dS, spatial sections).
The global causal ordering of M, is induced by that of R5. Technically, to see the point, let:

K+E{xER5;(33)2:30-:520,360>0}. (7.2)

[For future use, we also denote the interior of V™ by V= {z €R®; () >0, 2° > 0}.] Then, for two
“events” x,x’ € M p, we say that 2’ is future connected to x (symbolized here by 2’ > z), if 2/ —x € VT,
i.e., (z/ —x)? > 0 (or equivalently,?® z -2’ < —R?), with (2/° — 2°%) > 0. Indeed, the future (respectively,
past) cone of a given event x € M 5 is determined by X7 (z) (respectively, by ¥~ (z)):

SF(2) (respectively, 8~ (z)) = {a:’ € Mp; 2’ >z (respectively, 2’ < a:)} . (7.3)

With this definition, the “light-cone” d%(x), as the boundary set of X1 (x)|JX ™ (z), is the union of all
linear generatrices of M ;, containing the event x:

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

o ¢ 2T (x) JZ (o), ie., if (2/ — )% < 0 (or equivalently, x - 2’ > —R?).
Finally, let us point out that the (pseudo-)distance d(z,z’) on My is implicitly defined by [35]:

d / Lo
cosh (?) = *xRQZ ; for z and z’ timelike separated ,
d(z,z’) xz-a p . / 2
Cos i =~ for x and «’ spacelike separated such that |z - 2’| < R*. (7.5)

8. DS, RELATIVITY GROUP SO((1,4) AND ITS COVERING SP(2,2)

The relativity group of dS, spacetime, as the Lorentz group of the ambient Minkowski spacetime R?,
is SOg(1,4). It is the ten-parameter group of all linear transformations in R® which leave invariant the
quadratic form (z)? = n,zr42", have determinant 1, and do not reverse the direction of the “time”
variable 2°. [Analogous to the 1 + 1-dimensional case (see subsection 2.1), this invariant quadratic form
(7)% = n,grA2B, besides the origin 4 = 0 (with A =0, ... ,4), determines three types of orbits in R®:
the upper and lower sheets of the cone, with (z)? = 0 (2° = 0, respectively); the upper and lower sheets
of the two-sheeted hyperboloids, with (x)? > 0 (2° = 0, respectively); and the one-sheeted hyperboloid,
with ()? < 0. Note that the dS; manifold M ; belongs to the latter case.] A familiar realization of the
corresponding Lie algebra is achieved by the linear span of the ten Killing vectors:

Kap =240 —xp0a, Kip=—-Kpa. (8.1)

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

25 Note that (z/ —z)?2 = —2(R2 +z-2'), for z,2' € M.
26 The phrase “universal covering” refers to the fact that Sp(2,2), as the covering group of SOg(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 x 2-matrices g,
with quaternionic components®”, which verify the unimodular and pseudo-unitary conditions:

Sp(2,2) = {g = (i 2) ; a,b,c,d e H, det(g) =1, QTWOQ = 70} , (8.2)

where QT = g*t, g* being the quaternionic conjugate of g (see more details in appendix B) and g° the

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

transpose of g, and 7° = (0 1

matrices.
It is worth noting that this matrix 7° is a part of the Clifford algebra determined by:

+
,YA,YB + ,YB,YA — 2,’7143147 ’VA — ’YO’YA’YO, (83)

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

0 io 0 e 01
k _ (_1\k+1 kY _ k 4 _

with k£ = 1,2, 3. Note that, in the above, 1 stands for the 4 x 4-unit matrix. Among the set of the v4’s,

7 is the unique one to belong to Sp(2,2). Due to (8.3), one checks that fyAT’yO'yA = —Y 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_la|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¥7°¢g = +°, on one hand, we obtain the following auxiliary relations
between the (quaternionic) matrix elements:

la|> — |c|? =1, |d> - |b|?=1, a*b=c*d, (8.6)

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

_ a* —c*
g =121 = (—b* q* ) . (8.7)
Now, considering the fact that %_1 = g_lg = ((1) (1)>, along with the identity (8.7), we obtain:

|a|2 - |b|2 = 17 |d|2 - |C|2 = 17 ac* = bd* . (88)
Finally, comparing the identities given in (8.6) with those in (8.8) results in:

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

One can easily check that the matrix g = (2 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 X 2-quaternionic matrix.

27 Note that, in this paper, we merely consider the 2 X 2-matrix representation of the set of quaternions, based upon which
the quaternionic basis is given by {1 = 12,e, = (*1)k+110'k s k=1,2, 3}, where o’s are the Pauli matrices. For more
details, see appendix B.
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8.1. Homomorphism between SO¢(1,4) and Sp(2,2) and some discrete symmetries

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

p=ot= (G N A= (@ - RPL = (L. (3.10)

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

zh = itr(f}/ﬂ) . (8.11)

Accordingly, this correspondence defines a one-to-one map between R and the set of 4 x 4-matrices 7.
Considering the above, the action of Sp(2,2) on R, for each element g € Sp(2,2), is given by:

_ 129 —x'
¢/ =g#g l= (x’* _133/0) . (8.12)

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

x/A — itr(’YA‘f/)
1
= qtr(vg#g )

= Ztr('yAg'yBg_l)xB. (8.13)

—_

For the sake of simplicity, we symbolize the above action by 2’ = g ¢ 2. This action is clearly linear

and determinant-preserving; det (g¢g_1) = det(¢) = ((m)2)2 Moreover, this action does not change the
signature of 2, ie., if 2 > 0 then we get 2’0 = tr(1%gypg~')2®
x = (1,0,0,0,0), then:

> 0. To see the point, let us set

1
= (v 'g0g7")
1
= 4 ([al* + b* +[e[* + |d|?) > 0. (8.14)

These facts show that the linear transformation 2’ = g ¢ x, which leaves invariant the quadratic form

(7)?, belongs to SOg(1,4), as well. Actually, for every transformation in SOg(1,4), there are two elements
+g € Sp(2,2), since gox = (—g) ox. In this sense, Sp(2, 2) is two-to-one homomorphic to SOg(1,4), with
the kernel isomorphic to Z2:

Sp(2,2)/Z? ~ SOy(1,4). (8.15)

Another interesting point to be highlighted here is that, as an element of Sp(2,2), the group action of
~9 corresponds to the discrete symmetry:

#oor =00 =" = (lﬁi irp) =4, de, w=0"%%) = o = (% —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


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

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

following four discrete symmetries:2®
’ k Ky —1 k k 71%0 fekx*ek . 0 ’ 0 *
¢ = ¢ =7 ¢(’Y ) =7 ¢'Y = e, xe, ]_SCO ) Le., T= (:E aX) = x = (—(E ) X ek)7
(8.17)
/ 4 a4\ —1 4.4 —120 —x* . 0 / 0 %
t = =10 =t = < 10 ) ie, z=(z,x) — o' =(—z",x*). (8.18)

It follows that the action of 4°v* changes the sign of the components z° and z*, v*y* changes the sign
of the components z* and x*, and finally 7%9* changes the sign of the components z° and z*. Note that
while the so-called antipodal symmetry z — —x (see, for instance, Ref. [67]) cannot be obtained through
such actions, it can be yielded by combining the action of 4°y* with quaternionic conjugation # £*:

—1 :
gt = =" () =00 = ¢ ie, z=(2"x) —» —x. (8.19)

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

Any g € Sp(2,2), with respect to the group involution i(g) : g — 7°y*g"7°y*, can be decomposed

into:
ab .
g—(c d)—ﬂ, (9.1)

where the factor [ is an element of the subgroup:

L= {; €5p(2,2); i(l) = ;—1}. (9.2)

Considering [ = 2; Ei) with generic quaternionic components, the definition (9.2) along with the
identity (8.7) result in:

a = dl s bl = —Cy. (93)

On the other hand, it is truly expected that the quaternionic components of [ ( € Sp(2, 2)) verify the
conditions (8.6) and (8.8), as well. This directly implies that:

for which, by defining a, = (a}, @,) and b, = (b}, 5l)7 we obtain the condition a}b} + @, - gl = 0. Then, a
possible solution to the set of Egs. (9.4) can be given by allocating to a; and b, respectively:

a, =cosh £(1,0), b, =sinh £(0,%), (9.5)

where ¢ € R and the pure vector quaternion?®® d = (O,ﬁ), with @ = (ul, uQ,u3), belongs to SU(2) (that

is, |t = |@] = /(u')? + (u2)2 + (u3)2 = 1). The above solution can be simply generalized by readjusting

a, — va; and b; = vb,;, where v = (cosg,sin gv) € SU(2), with 0 < 9 < 27, ¥ = (01,1)2,113), and

|v| = |] = 1. Accordingly, a generic form of the matrix [ reads:
v 0 lcosh £ disinh £
— 2 2
L= <0 v> <ﬁsinh“2’ 1 cosh g) ‘ (9-6)

28 Note that, since y4’s, with A # 0, are not elements of the Sp(2, 2) group, their respective inverses ('yA)il’s do not verify
the identity (8.7), which merely holds true for the Sp(2,2) elements.

29 Note that the term “pure vector quaternion” is used with respect to the representation of a quaternion in the scalar-vector
notations (see appendix B).
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Here, in a shortcut, we would like to point out that the subgroup £, 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:*"

ad* +bc* ab* + ba*) _ (w?coshy 1sinh 9.7)

Ji) =gilg) = (cd* +dc* cb*+da*/) ( 1sinhy w*2cosh 1/)) ’
where 1) € R and w = (cos §

g,sin 2) € SU(2), with 0 < 0 < 27, @ = (w!, w?,w?), and |w| = @] = L.
A possible solution for the factor j, verifying Eq. (9.7), is:

. w 0 lcosh % 1sinh ¥
.= (0 W*) <1sinh1§ 1 cosh %) ' (08)

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

Sp(2,2) 59 = (Hexp(GkKk)) exp(wio)(Hexp(ﬂka)) (Hexp(gpkgk)) ) (9.9)
k k k
where X, X, Y, and Z,, with k = 1,2, 3, denote the corresponding infinitesimal generators:
d /w 0 1/e, O
X, =— =k 9.10
Ak d9k <0 W*) 0, =0 2 <0 _ek) ) ( )
d [1cosh¥ 1sinh¥ 1/01
Xy = — ’ . 11
=0 dy (mmhf lcosh% v=0 2\10)’ (0.11)
d (v o0 1/e 0
Y, = — =k 9.12
Lk dﬁk (0 V) 0,=0 2 <0 ek:) ) ( )
d lcosh£€ dsinh £ 1/ 0 e
- 2 2 = k
2y = de,, <ﬁsinh§ 1 cosh g) or=0 2 (ek 0> ‘ (9.13)
They obey the following commutation relations:
v,.Y;] = &"Y,,
[Zwlj] = gijk Xk;?
(X, X,] = &"Y,,
Y. 2,] = &5" Zs,
(Xi,Z;] = 65 Xy,
2,,2;) = —&;* Yy,
[lmli] = _Zm
[szi] = —X;,

where 4,7,k = 1,2,3 and Sijk 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
5p(2,2), by defining:

Ky, = Xy, Koy = X, Kyi = Ei’ Y, Kox = 2y, (9.15)

30 Note that 7094 = —~470 and 70744074 = 4070 = 444 —

is H~ R4 x SU(2) (for the latter see appendix B).

14, and that the quaternion field, as a multiplicative group,
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based upon which, we get:
[KaB,Kcp] = _(nACKBD +ngpKac —NapKpe — ﬁBCKAD) ) A,B=0,1,2,3,4. (9.16)

Note that Kap = —Kpa.
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 dS; topology R! x S3. To make

this point apparent, following the instruction given in subsection 3.1, we define the coordinates (z°,x) in
RS as:
i Ay 1sinhy) —w?coshy) _ (12 —x | _
1) = B350 (1) = R (i, yat ) = (e o) =4 (9.17)

where 0 < R < oo. The action of Sp(2,2) on the Y (z)’s set is realized by its action on the set of matrices
J from the left:

Sp(2,2)2g : j = ji=goy, j=3'l, (9.18)

.

from which, recalling that [ € £ (that is, i(l) = 171), 799* = —y%9°, and 10947994 = 4990 = —4444 = 1,

we obtain:
() = Rji(F") (=7
=R (gjé"l) [7074((1‘1)*1@)7074} (=)

= Rygj [é’_l 7074((1’_1)T)7074} [7074 (ﬂg*)vov“] (=)

=14
=g [Rz (vovﬁwov‘*)}(—v“) vt [70’74QT’7074](—’74)
=X(z) =70g7~°
= gX(x)g ' =¢". (9.19)

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

det (Y (2')) = det(L(x)) = ((2°)* — |x*)* = R*, (9.20)
as well as the identity (z9)% — |x|? = —R? (see Eq. (8.10)):

(#)? =gt gtg™" = (#)? = ((2°)° — [x|*) Lu = —R’L4, (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 x L, topologically.

Technically, in the above group decomposition, the factor [ € L leaves the point z, = (0,0,0,0, R),
chosen as the origin of the dS4 hyperboloid M j, invariant.3! The tangent space to My on the base
point z, (that is, the hyperplane {z € R® ; 2* = R}) is considered as the 1 + 3-dimensional Minkowski
spacetime (with pseudo-metric dz3 —dx? —dz% — dz3) onto which dS4 spacetime can be contracted at the
zero-curvature limit. In this sense, the subgroup £ (isomorphic to SOg(1, 3)), which is the stabilizer of this
base point, is interpreted as the Lorentz group of the tangent space. This makes clear the interpretation
of the corresponding infinitesimal transformations generated by Y, and Z, (see Egs. (9.12) and (9.13)).
They are indeed the “space rotations” and “boost transformations”, respectively. Correspondingly, the
parameters v, U and ¢ are respectively presumed to carry the meaning of space rotation, boost velocity
direction, and rapidity.

On the other hand, the set of matrices j maps the origin 2, = (0,0,0,0, R) to any point of M p:

(0 —1R\ .., 1sinh¢y —w?coshy) _ (12 —x |
j(lR 0 >‘7 R(W*QCOShw —1sinhy s *¢ (9.22)

31 Just remember that this choice is purely arbitrary due to the SOg(1,4) or Sp(2, 2) symmetry; any other point is physically
equivalent. If we were to deal with the unit sphere S* as representing a four-dimensional manifold in R?, we would not
have any hesitation to acknowledge this property. Dealing with the representation of the dS4 manifold embedded in R
as a hyperboloid might be misleading in this regard because of its deformed shape.
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The family (¢, w?) actually provides global coordinates for M p:
2 = Rsinh1, x ( = ( 4,9?)) = Rw?cosh ). (9.23)

[Recall that w = (cos §, sin §15) € SU(2), where 0 < 6 < 27 and @ = (w!, w?, w?), with (w!)? + (w?)? +
(w*)? = 1. One can also show that w? = (cosf,sinfw) € SU(2).] In this sense, the corresponding
generators X, and X, (see Egs. (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 dS, spacetime is locally Minkowskian
can also be viewed by considering the left-invariant metric ds? in the following global coordinates (yielded
by letting 1,6 — 0 in the coordinates (9.23)):

to =Ry, and Z, = (zl,22,23) = ROW, (9.24)

from which, we get:

ds? = (dt,)” = cosh®(R™t,) (d7,)” . (9.25)

9.2. Cartan decomposition

The Cartan decomposition of Sp(2,2) = PK is carried out with respect to the Cartan involution
i(9) : g+ (g")~*, based upon which any g € Sp(2,2) can be decomposed into [61]:

g= (i‘ '3) —pk, (9.26)

where the elements p € P and k € K are respectively determined by the conditions i(p) = Q‘l, which

means that p is Hermitian (p = QT), and i(k) = k, which means that k is unitary (ET = k™). Utilizing
the conditions (8.6), (8.8), and (8.9) along with the identities given in appendix B, one can show that:

= 0
p= (|a|1 IaIQ) cP, and k= <|8| d) cK, (9.27)

* d
lalg* [a|1 Id]

where @ = bd™!, q* = (bd ")* = (d"")*b* = db*/|d|?> = ca*/|a]® = ca” !, and &l \%ll € SU(2),

while |a] = |d| = (1 — |q|?)~!/?, with |g| < 1. The subgroup K, as the maximal compact subgroup of
Sp(2,2), can be realized by the isomorphism K ~ SU(2) x SU(2).32 Moreover, one can define:

v b d*

gq=bd '=tanh L — —, (9.28)
2 |b| |d|
where tanh £ = %, with ¢ € R, and %, % € SU(2). Tt then follows that:
la| = |d| :cosh%, Ib| = |¢| :Smhg. (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)/KC. This coset space is in turn homeomorphic to the open

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

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

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

g1 O

and m X m matrices, the direct product G X G2 represents the group { ( 0 g
2

e o (91 O (g O ) (glgi 0 )
n 4+ m) X (n + m) matrices, since = .
( )< ) (0 92) (0 92 0 9295

) ;91 €Gr, g2 € Gg} of block diagonal
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unit-ball B = {q; |q| < 1}, well-described by the coordinates (gp, I%I(I%\ =ve SU(2)) (see Eq. (9.28)).

To make this homeomorphism apparent, we define:

s of_ 20y _ P 1(1+1q?) —2q _ (12 —x | _
where 0 < p < co and, again, x4’s ( = itr(’yAgﬁ)) are the Cartesian coordinates in R®. The action of

Sp(2,2) on the set of matrices pg270, representing the coset space Sp(2,2)/KC, can be found from the
usual multiplication of the matrices p(q) from the left:

Sp(2,2) 3¢ : pla) — p(d)=plgea), gpla) =pd)E, (9.31)

from which, we get:

= g (o’ (a)r") 1°g"°
= g (r*(@’) g7 (9.32)
The above action is linear and determinant-preserving:
det (pzf(q’)vo) = det (mf(q)vo) = (%) = [x[*)” = p*. (9-33)

Moreover, it preserves (z°)? — |x|? = p? (see Eq. (8.10)):
() =g¢97 gtg™" = (#)* = (@")" = x]*) La = p*Ls. (9-34)

These identities clearly reveal that each element of the ,0]22 (q)y”’s set is in one-to-one correspondence
with each point of the upper sheet L, of the two-sheeted hyperboloids (r)? = p? in R®:33

Ly ={z= ("% eR®; (@)~ |x? = p%, 2" > p}. (0.35)

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

can also be described by the coordinates (gp, %% =ve SU(2)>:
1+]qf?
0
r’ = = pcoshp,
L
2q ) b d*
= = psinhp — — . (9.36)
1—lqf? bl |d|

This makes apparent the correspondence between each point (z°,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:

0—p b d*
L 0 =X 2P 25 ¢p. il
L,>(%x) = q O \/;|b||d|e (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' = goq as:

B>q+— d =(aq+b)(cq+d)' € B, (9.38)
and correspondingly q'* = (dq* + ¢)(bg* + a)~!, while:

bq* +a 0

*

= <bq0+a| « +d> . (9.39)
cq+d

33 One can also check the one-to-one correspondence between each element of the ng (a)7°’s set and each point of the lower
sheet L_ = {x = (2%,%) €R%; (29)2 — |x|2 = p?, 2° < p} by giving a negative sign to p, i.e., p — —p.
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9.3. Iwasawa decomposition

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

g= (2 3) =kan, (9.40)

with:34
k= (g VOV> ek, (9.41)
e = (1 1) <4 @)
w= (157 ) e (9.43)

where:
v— ;i' €SU@), w= ;ij' € SU(2), (9.44)
e¥/? =la+b|=|c+d|, (9.45)

and the pure vector quaternion y is:

b*a—a*b d*c—c*d
2la+b2  2c+d?

y= (9.46)

As for the Cartan decomposition the subgroup K ~ SU(2) x SU(2) is the maximal compact subgroup,
while A ~ R and A/ ~ 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 = {Q = (W v(s)/> ;W E SU(2)} is the centralizer of A in K; both A and M normalize N.

0
= (5 w)= (5 1) (5 w) =Ewe 047

where u = vw* = (a+ b)(c +d)™! € SU(2) (see Eq. (9.44)), one can easily check that Sp(2,2)/B ~
K/M ~ SU(2). The latter is in turn homeomorphic to S* (the boundary of the open unit-ball B).35 The
action of Sp(2,2) on the unit-sphere S? is found by the usual left action on the set of matrices k(u):

Considering;:

Il
|7

Sp(2,2) 3¢ : k(u) — Ek(u')= E(gou% gé(u) =k(u') o'd'n/, (9.48)
where ¢'a’n’ € B and u’ = g o u is given by:
S*3u +— u' =(au+b)lcu+d)tes?. (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 I(m(w,w2)) =

0o _
<1X:]i _1);()) (see Eqgs. (9.17) and (9.19)), when 1 goes to infinity; symbolically:

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
Y (z(¥,w?)), by letting 1) — oo, we obtain (12°)(x*)~! ~ w? € SU(2), which implies that det(Y(z)) =
/0 /
((22)2 - |x|2)2 ~ 0 and, on the other hand, that for the transformed elements Y (z') = (t{a/c* _1);,[)),
we get (1/0)(x*)™! =~ (aw? + b)(cw? + d)~' = w”? € SU(2), and hence, det(Y(a2’)) ~ 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 ) — oo means that either ¢, — 0o and R being fixed, based upon
which S? depicts the dS, timelike infinity, or R — 0 and ¢, being fixed, based upon which S? represents
the projective null cone in R®. Regarding the latter case, for the upper (respectively, the lower) sheet of
the projective null cone in R®, the subgroup N, present in the Iwasawa decomposition of Sp(2,2), acts
as the stabilizer of the base point z,, = (1,0,0,0,1) (respectively, (—1,0,0,0, —1)), while the other two
subgroups involved in this group decomposition, i.e., K and A, map this base point to any point of the
upper (respectively, the lower) sheet of the null cone:

+1 F1\ 4, _ 1 —u 120 —x . .
ka(ﬂ L)“ ! = fe¥ <u* 1) i( i _1I0> =T%x),  det(T(x))=0. (9.51)

X

Recall that u = vw* and ¢ € 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 du(g) be a Haar measure on Sp(2,2). Then [24]:

e From the space-time-Lorentz decomposition Sp(2,2) > g = j(w,v) I(v,d, ¢) (see subsection 9.1),
we have:

—+oo —+oo
[ @ = [ evan [ e o [ auw) [ auw) [ rlatwoovi.e) du@s)
Sp(2,2) —00 —00 S8 S8 S8
e From the Cartan decomposition Sp(2,2) > g = p(q) k(v, w) (see subsection 9.2), we have:

/Spm)f(g) du(g) =/B(1— )~ du(q) /SB du(v) /sz(g(qw,w)) du(w). (9.53)

e From the Iwasawa decomposition Sp(2,2) > g = k(v,w) a(¢) n(¥) (see subsection 9.3), we have:

v ¥)
+o0
=2° e v w v, w,1,¥)) &3y . .
/Sp(272)f(9) du(g) =2 /_ dy [ dpu( )/Sgdﬂ( )A3f(g( W, 7)) BF. (9.54)

%) S8

e From the (nonunique) “KAK” decomposition of Sp(2,2), which implies that any g € Sp(2,2) can

be decomposed as:
ab 1 0\ (1cosh? 1sinh%) (v 0
N - 9.55
g (c d) (O u) (1 sinh & 1cosh %) (0 w) ’ ( )

0

where u = < 2% ¢ SU(2), cosh% = |a| and sinh% = |b|, with ¢ > 0, and finally v = fay € SU(2)

= el [af
and w = % € SU(2), we have the integration formula:

+oo
[ r@an =2e [ dutw) [ dut) [ dutw) [ fgla v w) (sinhw)? du 9.50)
Sp(2,2) 3 3 3 0
10. RELATIVISTIC MEANING OF THE DS; GROUP: GROUP (ALGEBRA)
CONTRACTION
10.1. Group (algebra) contraction: a brief introduction

At the origin of the concept of group contraction, initiated by Segal [68] and by Inénii and Wigner
[69] and then developed by Saletan [70], stands a delicate question: what is the relevance between two
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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 ¢ — oo (¢ being the speed of light) allows to pass from the description of the free
relativistic particle to the free Galilean particle. Now, what can we say about their associated symmetry
groups (respectively, called Poincaré and Galileo groups)? In other words, how to formulate this limit on
the group level?

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

We consider a Lie algebra constituted by the basis X, ... , X, with the commutation relations
(X5, X,] = ¥, X,, where o,t,v = 1, ... ,r and ¢Z,’s stand for the structure constants of the algebra.
For a subset X7, ..., X, of this basis, with s < r, we define:

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

and accordingly, we rewrite the commutation relations in terms of Y;’s as:
YV, Y] =AY, Vi, Xnl=c Vi + A Xn, X, Xal =X Ye+c, X, (10.2)

with 4,5,k < s and s < m,n,l < r. The contraction of the Lie algebra (when it is possible) is
carried out by letting A\ tend to zero, provided that we specify under which conditions the elements
Y1, .., Y5, Xst1, ..., X, form a new Lie algebra designated as the contracted algebra. Considering the
above, a necessary condition is:

=0, for k<s and s<m,n<r. (10.3)
Note that, in this case, the generators X;11, ... , X, possessing the commutation relations [X,,, X,] =

. X1, form a Lie subalgebra, which remains intact during the contraction procedure. This subalgebra
corresponds to the subgroup based upon which, it is said that, the contraction is carried out.

10.2. DS, group (algebra) contractions

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

! ! (10.4)
Newton group (algebra) —  Galilei group (algebra)

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

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

Here, following the lines sketched in Refs. [72, 73], we explicitly present the contraction of the dSy4
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:

[Kap,Kcp)l = —(nacKpp + nppKac —napKsc —npcKap) (10.5)

where A,B =0,1,2,3,4 and n, 5 = diag(1, -1, —1,—1,—1). Moreover, we recall that the proper Poincaré
group is the semi-direct product of the group of spacetime translations with the orthochronous Lorentz
group SOy(1,3) or its universal covering SL(2,C). Now, we define j,, = K, and p, = R™'Ky,,, where
w,v = 0,1,2,3, while R, interpreted as the radius of curvature of M, plays the role of contraction
parameter. Accordingly, at the null-curvature limit (R — o0), we get:

[pp.pv] = R?[Kyy, Ky) = R?K,,, = R %j,, =0, (10.6)

[ppajul/} = Ril[Kﬁlpv K,uv] = _Ril(npuKﬁlﬂ - np;LK4V) — _(npyplt - np#pu) ) (107)
[juuajpa] = [Kuw Kpo} = _(nupKl/U + TIUUKWJ - nuaKVp - nupKNU)

- = (mpjw + nuojﬂp - n,uajlfp - nupjltﬂ) : (108)

Note that all the indices, appeared above, only take the values 0, 1, 2, 3. The above commutation relations
between the (ten) generators p,, and j,, interestingly display the Lie algebra of the Poincaré group; the
infinitesimal generators p,, and j,, respectively represent the four basic elements of the Lie algebra of the
spacetime-translations subgroup and the six basic elements of the Lie algebra of the Lorentz subgroup
SOo(1,3) (or SL(2,C)); note that j,, = —j,,. According to the terminology given in subsection 10.1,
the contraction that we have just described is carried out with respect to the Lorentz subgroup SOq(1, 3)
(or SL(2,C)), whose Lie algebra, given by Eq. (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 « from G2 into the group Aut(G1) of automorphisms of G1. Then, we define the semi-direct product
G = G1 x G2 as the Cartesian product, endowed with the group law:

(91,92)(91,95) = (9109, (91), 9292) »

-1
Neutral element is (e1, e2) and the inverse of (g1, g2) is (g1,92)" " = ([oagfl (gl)] 792—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 p,,, with u = 0,1,2,3), the space rotations (three generators denoted here by r,;,
with i,k = 1,2, 3 (note that r;, = —r,,)), and the inertial transformations (three generators denoted here
by b;). Thus, the Galileo group also admits ten infinitesimal generators.

The contraction of the Poincaré group algebra towards the Galileo one is obtained by adjusting r,,, = 7,
and b; = ¢! j,,. In this case, the parameter c, interpreted as the speed of light, represents the contraction
parameter. When ¢ — oo, the Lie algebra of the Poincaré group, given above, turns into:

[ris bl = ¢ s dow) = ¢ (Mo — Mawdor) — Mabi — Mirby s (10.9)
[0 by.] = ¢ [Gos dor) = —¢ s = —¢ Py = 0, (10.10)
[biap,u] = c_l[jOi’p,u] = 0_1(77;“‘100 - ny,Opi) — 07 (1011)

with the following unchanged commutation relations:

[Pus ] =0, and [Tk Tim] = *(ﬂil””km T MemTit = Mim Tt — 77kz7"¢m) ) (10.12)

where the indices i, k,I,m = 1,2,3 and u,v = 0,1, 2, 3. These commutation relations form the Lie algebra
of the Galileo group. [Considering the latter set of commutation relations, it is useful here to make the
link with the angular momentum components, for instance, by defining ¢; = r;;, where (4,4, k) is even

permutation of (1,2,3), so that, [(;, (] = £} ]

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

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

[rits b)) = ¢ MKy, Ko = ¢ (kaoZ' - nikKOl) = b — Miby (10.13)
[ph, Pi] = ¢cR™?[Kao, Kui] = cR™>Ko; = 74 2bs , (10.14)

[ph, 0] = R~ [Kuo, Koi] = R Ka; — p}, (10.15)

[0}, pi) = R™?[Kui, Kax] = R K, — 0, (10.16)

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

[P}, bk] = ¢ 'R Ky, Kog) = —¢ " R™ 'y Ky — 0, (10.18)

with the following unchanged commutation relations:

[Tiks Tim] = —(77iz7“km + MemTit = Mim Tkl — nklrim) ) (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 7, — co in the above commutation relations immediately
yields those of the Galileo algebra.

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

Quite analogous to the 1 + 1-dimensional case (see subsection 4.1), dS; elementary systems on the
classical level can be understood along the traditional phase-space approach, well established through
the notion of the orbits of the Sp(2,2) co-adjoint action [20, 21]; such orbits are symplectic manifolds,
and each of them, carrying a natural Sp(2,2)-invariant (Liouville) measure, is a homogeneous space
homeomorphic to an even-dimensional group coset Sp(2,2)/S, where S is the stabilizer subgroup of some
orbit point. Of course, one must notice that, since Sp(2,2) is a simple group, its adjoint action on the
Lie algebra sp(2,2) would be equivalent to its co-adjoint action on the dual (defined as a vector space
through the nondegenerate Killing form) of sp(2,2) [20, 21].

Here, it is worthwhile noting that:

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

(ak + j*)e, d°1+ dre,
1 — dbe, (—a* + j*)e,

_ (89 d )
~ \a* 8" )"’

where d,n(l),ﬁ(r) € H (ﬁ(l) and i) are pure vector quaternions).‘ It follows that the sp(2,2)
algebra, specified by the (ten) free real parameters ak,j* d°, and d* (k =1,2,3), is in one-to-one
correspondence with R'? (again, by abuse of notation, let us say sp(2,2) ~ R19). Taking a*, j*, d°,
and d* (k = 1,2, 3) as cartesian coordinates on the dual of 5p(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:

sp(2,2) = {Zaka + 25y, +2d° X, +2d" Z,,

ak, % d°, d* e R} , (11.1)

{imany = ™ gt

ety = e,

{am,a"} = gmn %,

() = e dt,

{a™,da"} = 6™ d°,

{am,d"} = €™ j",

{d°a™} = —d™,

{d°,d™} = —a™,

{d°,;m} =0, (11.2)
where m,n, k = 1,2,3 and again £™" is the three-dimensional totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita
symbol.

e The adjoint action of the Sp(2,2) group on its Lie algebra sp(2, 2) is defined by:
g €5p(2,2), X €5p(2,2) ; Ady(X) =gXg". (11.3)

39 Here, for future use and by referring to the commutation relations (9.14), we would like to highlight the fact that the
space-rotation generators Y, (k = 1,2, 3) constitute a subalgebra of sp(2, 2) (more accurately, of the Lorentz subalgebra of
sp(2,2)), which is isomorphic to su(2), and which commutes with the time-translations generator X,. Moreover, referring
to the subsubsection 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 SOg(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 (1)’ and ‘(r)’
to make a connection with the discussions that will be given in the next section.

in 8 and ﬁ(r), is
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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 dS, 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 26X, = & ( 1>7 with a given 0 < k < oo, under the (co-)adjoint action

0

10
(11.3). In this case, the subgroup stabilizing the element 2kX, is made up with the space-rotations and
time-translations subgroups appeared in the space-time-Lorentz decomposition of Sp(2,2) (see subsection

9.1):

v 0 lcosh® 1sinh &
S = {g— (0 v) <1sinh§ 1 cosh %) ; veSUu(2), ¢ e R} ~ SU(2) x SOg(1,1). (11.4)

This family of the (co-)adjoint orbits therefore can be identified by the group coset O(2kX,) ~
Sp(2,2)/(SU(2) X SOO(I,l)). 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 2kX,, under the effective (co-)adjoint action (11.3). Let:

w 0 lcosh?2 dsinh 2 .
{ (0 w*) <—ﬁsinh2‘§ 1 cosh %) y W, i €8U(2), v € R}

= {s(w) b(p. ). (11.5)

{Space translations x Lorentz boosts}

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

Adg(26X,) = s(w) b(p, U) (25&0 b, 8) s~ (w)
- w? . . )
- (pgvrs)/2* vz\:g*l‘)‘w2> = <pp o ) = X(z,P), (11.6)

0Z* —z*Pz
- . Lo 1/2
where p = kwuw*sinh ¢ is a pure vector quaternion and py = kcoshy = (mQ + ’p‘ ) . This

parametrization makes clear the topological nature S* x R3 = {X(z,fﬁ) :z€SU2)~S3 P~ R3}
of the (6-dimensional) (co-)adjoint orbits O(2kX)). Note that the invariant measure on O(2kX,)’s, in
terms of the coordinates (z, p), reads [76]:

du(z, B) = du(z) I°B, (11.7)

where du(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, P) of the (co-)adjoint orbits O(2kX ), as a member of
the sp(2,2) Lie algebra (see Eq. (11.1)), by:

B opoz \_ (2" =(0,a+]))  d=(d°d)
(p < );( E =] (11.8)

0z* —2*Pz d* = (d° -d) &™) =(0,-a+))

[Above, we have used the scalar-vector representation of the quaternionic components introduced in Eq.
(11.1).] With respect to the relations that hold between the components of the (co-)adjoint generic
element X(z,P), it is quite straightforward to show that d*a") = —i("d* and |d|2 — |ﬁ(l)|2 = k2.
These identities respectively result in the following conditions:

= 1 7 — <2 7 2 S
j= mdxda, (j-d=0=7-3)
k2 = () +d-d-a-a—j-j, (11.9)

¢

where the symbols ‘-’ and ‘x’ respectively refer to the Euclidean inner product and the cross product
in R3. The very point to be noticed here is that, due to the conditions (11.9) between @, j,d°, and d,
the number of degrees of freedom in (the dual of) sp(2,2) ~ R reduces from 10 to 6, which is exactly


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

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-03]516045-5

the degrees of freedom on each O(2kX,) (that is where we began from). Hence, although one may
still find other relations between the components n(l) i ), d, and d* of the (co-)adjoint generic element
X(z,p), for instance, from det(X(z,p)) = £* (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(2kX ) in (the dual of)
5p(2,2) ~ R10;

= -

S 1 - - o LS
0@rX,) = {(@].d"d); j= Hdxd, 1= () +d-d—d-aj-j}. (11.10)

Interestingly, for a given &, recognizing the (co-)adjoint orbit O(2xX)) as the phase space of a scalar dSy
elementary system, the conditions (11.9) can be interpreted as the conservation laws for the system. To
make the point clear, we invoke the universal length R, as the radius of curvature of the dS4 hyperboloid
M 5, the universal speed of light ¢, and a “mass”*! m. Technically, they allow to associate with the

variables (@, d", cf) proper physical dimensions:

. P 0 E 7 q
=K — d’ =k — d=k = 11.11
T e " ne’ "R’ ( )
with x = mc?. The conditions (11.9) then read:
f:nEiRl_', with fE(j'Xﬁ7
m2 m2S .
0 = E4+E2( m2ct — A P) + o (7 q')) (1. (11.12)

At the Poincaré contraction limit R — oo (see subsubsection 10.2.1)7 the above dS, construction coincides
with the mass shell hyperboloid:

E? — A(p-p) = m?c*, (11.13)

which describes the co-adjoint orbits of massive scalar elementary systems in Poincaré relativity [77]. On
the other hand, at the Newton contraction limit ¢, R — oo, 7, = R/c being fixed (see section 10.2.2), this
dS4 construction leads to:

. (P p) — 27 G CD) ( ) (11.14)

1
em =
me 2mc2 2m

o D) = 55T D) +

which exhibits the energy of a system constituted by a relativistic free particle (with the rest energy mc?)
and an anti-harmonic oscillator with time constant 7, arising from the dS4 curvature.
We end our discussions in this subsection by pointing out that:

e The phase space for dS; “massless” scalar particles, quite similar to what we have mentioned in 141
dimension (see subsection 4.2), can be realized by the “massless” limit (x — 0) of the “massive”
(co-)adjoint orbits (11.10).

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

a=i"(d*)" = B (p*)
= kwiw* sinhp (kw?* cosh)
= wiuwtanh g, (11.15)
and:
q=d (ﬁ'(r))71 = pz (— z*f)'z)_1
= kw’coshy (— kw*lwsinh )
= wiw coth . (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 x, these two identities respectively characterize the unit-ball B and
its exterior, as two families of (co-)adjoint orbits, in the sp(2,2) algebra (since q and q, as two
general quaternions, respectively verify |q| < 1 and |g| > 1). Now, to get a more explicit realization
€ey €3

of these orbits, let 2k(Z3; + €Y,) = K
—e3 €€y

) € O(2kX,), with € ~ 0,*2 determine their

origins; accordingly, we have indeed q, = cea(—ez)~! ~ 0 as the origin of the unit-ball B and
4. = es(cex)™' & oo as the origin of its exterior. One can check that the maximal compact
subgroup of Sp(2,2):

S= {g - (B’ 3) (‘g v&) L v,we SU(2)} ~ SU(2) x SU(2), (11.17)

stabilizes these origins simultaneously, namely:

=)
-1 _ vwee,wrvr  vwegwv* ) _ (A (v,w)  d(v,w)
Stv,w) (QK(Z?’ +€X2)) ST (vw) = & (—vw*e3w*v* vw*eeowv* | T d*(v,w) i (v,w) /"’
= q(v,w) =" (v,w) ) (d*(v,w )
= q(v,w)=d(v,w) (ﬁ( (v, w)) "'~ oo. (11.18)

In this sense, the unit-ball B and its exterior can be referred to as two equivalent families of
(co-)adjoint orbits in the sp(2,2) algebra, since both are identified by the (same) group coset
Sp(2,2)/(SU(2) x SU(2)). [Note that these two equivalent families of (co-)adjoint orbits come
to fore when we get involved with the scalar discrete series representations of the dS; group in
subsection 13.5.] The invariant measure on the unit-ball B is given by [24]:

(1—la®>) *du(a). (11.19)

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

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

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

element v2k(X, + Y3) = V2k/2 el3 el), again with a given 0 < k < oo, under the (co-)adjoint action
3
(11.3). In this case, the stabilizer subgroup is:

- _(vs O 1cosh ¥ 1blnh ) _ N
S= {g— (0 V3> <1s1nh'% 1coshw ;v (= vl +uvge3 ) €U(1), v €R U(1) x SO0 (1(1).20)

v,,v3ER

(U4)2+("’3)2:1

and hence, this family of the (co-)adjoint orbits can be identified with the group coset O(\/i/ﬂ(i 0+Y3)) ~
Sp(2,2)/(U(1) x SOy(1,1)). An explicit realization of the latter can be achieved by considering the
transportation of the element v2k(X, + Y3) 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,p) ( €
€€ €e3
—e3 cez
tity and, for an infinitesimally small €, approximately verify the second one. Therefore, the chosen point is not exactly
located in the orbit O(2kX)), but it is infinitely close to the orbit such that, by abuse of notation, we can yet say
K (ieQ s ) € 0(2rXy).

e3 ceg

O(2ni0)), we must underline that the components of the chosen point K( ) literarily verify the first iden-
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belongs to:

o o w 0 lcosh¥ dsinh £ (vy 0y
{g(w) b(%u)t(vz)} o {(0 W*) <ﬁsinh2“2’ lcosh% 0 vy)”’

w,u € SU(2), vy (=01 +ve1 +vpe0) €SU2)/U(L) ~ S p € R%l,ﬂ)
v},v1,U,ER

(”:1)2+(U1)2+(”2)2:1

based upon which, we obtain:

Ady(VIR(X, + Y3)) = s(w) blp, ) £'(vy) (VZR(Xy +Y3)) /7 (vy) b (0 ) 571 (w)

(pole) + P (%, w1, ) ) w?

S
el
=

o £l
A
_|_
T
=
=
£
A

[
"/Qi
z
£
s
+
ko]
2
z
£l
s
]
e
&
+
=3
22
<t
z
£
s

N—
N
z

= X(2,5,9), (11.22)

where: (i) like the previous subsection, p(w, , ) ( = ﬁ) = kwiuw™* sinh ¢ and po(p) ( = po) = kcosh p,
(i) p'(V,w, 1, p) ( = f)'/) = fiw(\'f' cosh? £+ uvd sinh? %)w* is a pure vector quaternion, while v =
v4esvy as a pure vector quaternion belongs to SU(2), strictly speaking, to the group coset SU(2)/U(1)
homeomorphic to S?, and finally (iii) p) (¥, w, @, ) ( = p{)) = kW(UV — Vii)w* sinh £ cosh £. [Here, since
the generic element (11.22) has a rather complicated form, it is perhaps worthwhile reviewing how we
claim that the parameters (z,p, V) cover the whole degrees of freedom of the orbit, or in other words,
how they constitute a system of global coordinates for the orbit. At first glance, the generic element
(11.22), possessing 8 degrees of freedom, is characterized by the parameters w (3 degrees of freedom),
U (2 degrees), ¢ (1 degree), and finally v (2 degrees). In the alternative exhibition X (z, P, V) instead,
the coordinate z covers the 3 degrees of freedom of w, p subsequently gives the 2 4+ 1 degrees of freedom
carried by @ and ¢, and eventually the remaining 2 degrees of freedom carried by v are covered by v
itself.] According to this parametrization, the topological nature of the (8-dimensional) (co-)adjoint orbits
O(V2r(Xy+Yy)) is S x R? x §? = {X(2,B,V) ; z € SU(2) ~ S3, p ~ R?, ¥ € SU2)/UQ1) ~ S?}.
Note that the invariant measure on O(v2k(X, + Y3))’s, in terms of the coordinates (z, B, V), is given
by:

du(z. B, 9) = du(z) &°B du'(¥) (11.23)
where dyu(z) and du/(¥) are the invariant measures on S® and S?, respectively.

Now, let us identify the generic element (11.22) of the (co-)adjoint orbits O(v2k(X, + Y3)), as a
member of the sp(2,2) Lie algebra (see Eq. (11.1)), by:

VZ(OBHB ez \_ (8¥=0a+))  d=@.d) | (11.24)
2 \z*(po —pp) 2*(-P+DP)z d* = (d° —d) &7 =(0,—-a+j)

Trivially, there must be two independent conditions between @, j’, d°, and J; to reduce the number of
degrees of freedom in (the dual of) sp(2,2) ~ R!° from 10 to 8, i.e., to the degrees of freedom on
each O(V2k(X, +Y3)). The first condition is issued from the relation |ﬁ(l)‘2 + ‘ﬁm’Q = 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= (d2+d-d—a-a—j-j,

K? = |d?

= ()’ +d-d—d-a+j-j+0 q>. (11.25)
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Then, the aforementioned family of (co-)adjoint orbits O (v2k(X, +Y3)) in (the dual of) sp(2,2) ~ R1?
is identified by:

Ei_;.;a

Lo 1
it ]+ O ————— ] $(11.26)
(d)2+d-d

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

U

O(V2r(X,+Yy)) = {(&MOT); 0 = (d°)+d-d-

K2 = (d)?+d-d-

U

no

P 2 c 0 E 7 q
=k —=I d’ =k — d =
J "ER" e &

i=r . (11.27)

me
with x = —
’ R

me’

the (co-)adjoint orbit O(ﬂ/{(&o +X3)) can be interpreted as the phase space of a “spin” “massive” dSy
elementary system. Subsequently, the conditions (11.25), reading as:

2 &2 m2ct m2cS .
2.4 2.6
9 4 9 9,4 mec* mec’ - = 1
m°c = B2 =P+ —5"7 N+ =550 )+0| —7—= |, 11.28
9+ @0+ D40 (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 dS, scalar “massive” (co-)adjoint orbits
for which taking the “massless” limit (k — 0) yields their “massless” counterpart, for the “spin” “massive”
cases such a procedure does not hold true; their “massless” limit does not lead to the corresponding “spin”
“massless” (co-)adjoint orbit. Finding the latter is our task in the coming subsection.

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

Eventually, we come to a brief study of the last (related) family of (co-)adjoint orbits of the sp(2,2)
00
0 e
action (11.3); note that det(Y; — X5) = 0. Having the Cartan decomposition of the Sp(2,2) group in
mind (see subsection 9.2), the stabilizer subgroup of this element is:

algebra, which is relevant to the transport of the element (Y4 — X3) = under the (co-)adjoint

S= {g = (:)l 0) ;ueSUQR), vy (= vl+uges ) € U(l)} ~ SU(2) x U(1), (11.29)
= V3 —_———
v4,v3€]R

(U4)2+(U3)2:1

and subsequently, the (co-)adjoint orbit O(Y 3 — X 3), homeomorphic to the group coset Sp(2, 2)/(SU(2) X
U(1)), can be realized by considering the transportation of the element (Y 3 — X 3) under the action (11.3),
when g involved in this action belongs to:

{B(Q) E(w)} = {(1 —|q?)"? (ql* (11> <(1) 33) ; g€ B (that is, [q] < 1),

vy (=vil+vie +vye0) € SU2)/U(L) ~ Sfl}SO)
v),v1,0,ER

(v3)?+(vy)?+(vy) %=1

Accordingly, we have:

Ady (Y3 — X3) = p(q) E/(Vz) (X3 - 53) K _1(V3) Bil(Q)

-1 {—qVq* qV .
— (1-aP) (O‘V; ‘g):xm,w, (11.31)
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where, again, the pure vector quaternion v = v$e3v € SU(2)/U(1) ~ S2. The topological nature of

the (6-dimensional) (co-)adjoint orbit O(Y3 — X3) then is B x §* = {X(q,V) ; q € B, v ~ §?}. The
corresponding invariant measure, in terms of the coordinates (q, V), reads:

du(a,¥) = (1 - |a*) "*du(a) dp'(9) (11.32)

where dy/(V) is the invariant measure on S2.
Now, let us identify the generic element X (q, V) of the (co-)adjoint orbit O(Y 3 — X3), as a member of

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

L (—aver o¥\ _ (80 =(0,6+7)  d=(dd)
1 oy —1 qu qy) = n ( 7a+;7) ) N . 11.33
(1-laf) ( —Vq* ¥ d* = (d—~d) 4" =(0,~d+j) -

In this case, there are four independent conditions between d, j, d°, and d: which reduce the number
of degrees of freedom in (the dual of) sp(2,2) ~ R from 10 to 6, i.e., to the degrees of freedom on

O(Ys — X3). The first three conditions are issued from the relation &" = d* (ﬁ(l))fld, and fourth
one from |ﬁ(l) ‘ |ﬁ(T)’ = |d‘2' other possible relations between the components of the (co-)adjoint generic

element X(q,V), for instance, the one that obtains from det( (q, )) = 0, do not lead to any new
condition (see the relevant argument in subsection 11.1). On this basis, we get the following conditions:

a-j = (ch)+(d0) 2d0(dx)+dx(dx))m_g%,
0= (2+d-d?—@-a+j-7)>+4@-j)?°. (11.34)

Then, in (the dual of) sp(2,2) ~ R? the (co-)adjoint orbit O(Y 4 — X ;) reads:

0<Y3—X3>={<a,5'd d); i = (dd)+ (@) —2°(dx) +d x (d%)) T <]§+J> =)
0= ((d)?+d-d)°—(@-a+j j)+4a@-j)> } (11.35)
Again, considering the universal length R, the universal speed of light ¢, and a mass*
= m%, 7= E—CRf, d":%, d= %, (11.36)

G

the (co-)adjoint orbit O(Y 3 — X5) can be interpreted as the phase space of a “spin” “massless” dSy
elementary system,** while the conditions (11.34), interpreted as the conservation laws for the system,
take the forms:

- . oo 2 - o " Ly el
= (58 ) 2 () () (g (o

E2 1 .\ 1 A 4=,
0 = —Jrﬁ(q@) - m(p'ﬁ)—FETRQ(l'l) +m(p'l)- (11.37)

m2ct

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

Quantum counterparts of the classical phase spaces of dS; elementary systems correspond in a 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
when we consider the notions given in subsections 13.5 and 14.3.

”

massless” (co-)adjoint orbit will be clarified later,
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associated (ten) dS, Killing vectors are represented by (essentially) self-adjoint operators in the Hilbert
space of (spinor-)tensor valued functions, square integrable according to some invariant inner product of
Klein-Gordon type (or else) on M5 (or on the phase spaces given in the previous section). In the first
case, these representations read as:

KAB — LAB = MAB + SAB ) AaB = 07 15 273747 (121)

where the orbital part is given by Map = —i(x405 — x3da) and the spinorial part S4p acts on indices
of the given (spinor-)tensor valued functions in a certain permutational way. These operators obey the
usual commutation rules of the sp(2,2) algebra:

[Lag,Lepl = =i(nacLlpp +mepLac —MapLpe —MpeLlap) - (12.2)

In this context, there are two Casimir operators:

1
QW = —5LapLl?®  (quadratic), (12.3)

QY = —w,w4 (quartic) , (12.4)

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

1
Wy = fngBCDELBCLDE. (12.5)

Here, £apcpe is the five-dimensional totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol. The operators W4
transform like vectors:

[Lap, Wel =i(npcWa = 14cWh) - (12.6)
Particularly, one can show that:
Wy = i[Wo, Lao] , A=1,2,3,4. (12.7)
Moreover, they obey the following commutation rules:
[(Wa, Wa] = —i€apcpeW LP". (12.8)

Here, it must be reminded that the introduced Casimir operators commute with all generator repre-
sentatives L, 5; 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 dS; UIR’s [25]. Below, we give the gist of this procedure.

We begin by pointing out that Wy shows the difference of two commuting su(2)-Casimirs. This operator
at first glance reads as:

Wo = —(L12Lsa + LasLas + La1 Log) = =3 - A, (12.9)
where J = (Las, L31, L12)* and A = (Ly4, Log, L34)* (again, the superscript ‘t’ denotes transposition)
constitute a basis for the maximal compact subalgebra s0(4) (see the first three commutation relations
in (11.2)):

(30, 3] =1&5% T, [T, Aj] =1&" Ax,  [AL A = i85 T, (12.10)

where, again, Sijk (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:

1 1
N© = SA+T), NE) = SA-T), (12.11)

with:
INENE] =gt N N NG < et N (12.12)

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

Wo=-J-A=-A-J=(N®)? (NI, (12.13)
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The spectrum of Wy, as an operator on a direct sum of the SU(2) UIR’s, is therefore made of the numbers
JGr+1) = jr(Jr + 1), with j;, j- € N/2. On this basis, a complete classification of the set of dS4 UIR’s
[25] is accomplished with respect to the following property. Let the map Sp(2,2) 3 g — U(g) € Aut(H)
determine a UIR of the dS; group Sp(2,2) acting in a Hilbert space H (the symbol ‘Aut(#)’ stands for
the set of all automorphism of #H). The restriction to £ ~ SU(2) x SU(2), as the maximal compact
subgroup of Sp(2,2), then would be quite reducible:

H =G ety Higer  Hjg, ~ CoH x C¥rt (12.14)

where I'y € N/2 x N/2 stands for the set of pairs (ji, ) in such a way that the UIR D’ @ DJr of the
maximal compact subgroup K appears once and only once in the reduction of the restriction U | o In

Ref. [25], Dixmier defines p € N/2 as the infimum (greatest lower bound) of the set of j; + j.:*°

p=_inf  (ji+j). (12.15)
(J1,Jr)ETL

Moreover, he defines go € Z/2 and q; € Z/2, respectively, as:

= min_ (r—jq), @= max (jr—j). (12.16)
(Ju.dr)ETU (J1,Jr)ETU.
Ji+ir=p Ji+Jjr=p

The generic case for pairs (j;, jr) is shown in FIG. 2, where the half-lines A, Ag, Ay delimit the allowed
values of these pairs in the quadrant {j,. > 0,7; > 0}, and g9 < ¢ < ¢1 in the case of the discrete series
described below. Hence, the following exhaustive possibilities for the set of UIR’s of the Sp(2,2) group
in the discrete series and its lowest limit (in the Dixmier notations [25]) hold:

e g1 =pand 0 < gy = q < p, characterizing elements of the discrete series, denoted by H;',q.

® go = —p and 0 < —q1 = ¢q < p, characterizing elements of the discrete series, denoted by I .

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:

e First, we briefly recall the construction of the representations of J;’s (with ¢ = 1,2, 3), which constitute a basis for
the shared su(2) subalgebra (of the shared Lorentz subalgebra) in both dS4 and Poincaré relativities (see section
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+ = J; 4 iJ3 so that the
first set of the commutation relations in (12.10) become [J3,J4+] = +J+ and [J4,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)|v;) = jlv;)
and T'(J4)|vj) = 0, where j € N/2 is the corresponding highest weight (or the spin parameter in the context of
Poincaré relativity). Subsequently, by applying the lowering operator T'(J_) on the highest weight vector |v;) re-
peatedly (T"(J_)|v;) o |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.]

e Second, we draw attention to the definitions given in (12.11), based upon which we get J; = NEL) - NER) (with
i =1,2,3). Then, defining N{" = N{* +iN{" and N = N{® £ iN{®, we have J, = N — NP,
Interestingly, the linearity of the transformations T allows us to write 7'(J)’s in terms of T(N(L))’s and T(N(R)) s,
ie, T(J) = T(N(L)) — T(N(R)). The point to be noticed here is that T(N(L))’s (like T'(J)’s) form the left-handed
representations of SU(2), while T(N(R'))’s form the right-handed ones. Actually, the definitions for N;L) and NSER)
are given above in such a way that is consistent with this very point; T(Ng)) and T(NEER)) are the raising/lowerng
operators in the respective representations. We now turn back to an aforementioned identity, which in this new context
reads as T'(J4)|v;) = ( T(NiLL)) - T(NSR)) )|vj) = 0. Since the actions of T(NSLL)) and T(NsR)) on any |v) € V
generally result in two different weight vectors in V, the latter identity holds if and only if the highest weight vector |v;)
(of T(J)’s) is considered respectively as a highest weight vector for the left-handed representations T(N(L)) and as
a lowest weight vector for the right handed ones T (N(®)), that is, T(Ngrm) lvj) =0= T(N£R>) |vj). Accordingly, by
allocating ji, jr € N/2 as the respective highest weights to T(N(L))’s and T(N(R))’s7 we have T(NéL)) [vi) = Jilvg)
and T(NgR))\vﬁ = —jr|vj). Now, considering the action T(J3)|v;) = ( T(NgL)) — T(N:(,’R')) )|vi) = jlvj), the
highest weight j can be clearly viewed as the infimum (greatest lower bound) of the set of j;+jr, i.e., 5 = inf (j; + jr) =
p (in the Dixmier notations).
In conclusion, as far as we are concerned with ‘meaningful dS4 representations from the Minkowskian point of view’,
p = inf (j; + jr) can be referred to as the parameter which carries the notion of spin in dSy relativity. Supplementary
information describing ‘meaningful dS4 ...” will be given in section 14.
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e g0 = q1 = 0 = q, characterizing elements lying at the lower end of the discrete series, denoted by
1L, 0.

These cases are shown in FIG. 3. For the principal and complementary series denoted by Y, ,, 0 =
q(1 — q), one still has p € N/2, but now the parameter ¢ becomes real or complex and is constrained by
-2 <0< —o00.

jr]

jT‘O

FIG. 2: Dixmier parameters (p, q) for classifying the unitary discrete dual of Sp(2,2) (a generic case for notations);
the half-lines A, Ag, Ay are defined by j» + 51 = p, jr — Ji = qo, and j, — ji = q1, respectively.

,}I" .JT.I" jl"

L
O<g<p

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 H;ﬁq and II, ., the third figure to the remarkable
(“degenerate”) series I, o, 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 Hi 4+ In this case, the two Casimir operators are explicitly given by:

QW = (=pp+1—(g+1(g-2)1, (12.17)
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Q¥ = ( —p(p+1)alg - 1)) L. (12.18)
In this series, two distinguished categories of the UIR’s appear:
e The nonsquare-integrable scalar cases II,, o, with p = 1,2, ....

e The spinorial cases H;q, with p=1/2,1,3/2,...and ¢ = p,p—1,...,1 or 1/2 (¢ > 0). Note that the

representations determined by ¢ = 1/2, i.e., H;t 1, are not square integrable.
’2

Note that the symmetric cases Hip, 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 dS, UIR’s belonging to the principal series (in the Dixmier notations) are characterized by UL, =

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

QW = (—p(p+ 1) 4+ (0+2) )11 = <—8(s+ 1)+ (Z +u2)> 1, (12.19)
—(q+1)(q-2)

QP = (p(p + 1)0) 1= <s($ +1) <i + u2>> 1. (12.20)

In this series, two distinguished categories of the UIR’s appear:
e The integer spin principal cases, with v € R (i.e., 0 > i) and s =0,1,2,... .
e The half-integer spin principal cases, with v € R — {0} (i.e., 0 > 1) and s =1/2,3/2,... .

In both categories, the two sets of representations U’ I;SV and UP®  are equivalent. [Note that the parameter

~=s,—v
7 = —3 —iv will also be used in the sequel. The aforementioned equivalence then holds under 7+ —3—7]
Moreover, we should point out that in the case v = 0 (or equivalently, 7 = —3/2), namely ¢ = 1/2, and

for a given s = 1/2,3/2,5/2, ..., the associated representation would be the direct sum of two UIR’s in
the discrete series:

U =17, @I, . (12.21)

1
i)
12.3. Complementary series

The UIR’s belonging to the complementary series are symbolized by U g’su = Tp—s,0—q(1—q), Where

q= % =+ v, for which the parameter p has a spin meaning and the two Casimir operators explicitly read:

Q(l):(_p(p+1) + w )]1:(—3(5+1)+(Z—y2)>]l, (12.22)

—(g+1)(g—2)

Q® = (p(p n 1)0) 1= <s(s +1) (i - 1/2>) 1. (12.23)

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

distinguished categories of the UIR’s appear:

e The scalar case Ug,, with v € R and 0 < |v| < 3/2 (namely, -2 < ¢ < 1/4).

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

=5,

In both categories, the two sets of representations U SSV and U S_V are equivalent (in other words, the
equivalence holds under 7 +— —3 — 7).
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12.4. Discussion: a natural fuzzyness of dS; spacetime

Here, having the above mathematical materials in mind, we would like to highlight in passing another
appealing characteristic of the dS, group structure relevant to the possibility of constructing a noncom-
mutative spacetime®®. Actually, considering W4’s (the dS, counterparts of the Pauli-Lubanski operators
introduced above), one can define a noncommutative structure for dS, spacetime by substituting the
classical variables 2 of the ambient Minkowski spacetime R® with the suitably normalized operators
W4, through the “fuzzy” variables &4

s 2 =1, (12.24)

where the (positive) real parameter ! is supposed to be of length dimension; in practice, for any given
dS4 UIR characterized by the parameters p and ¢, a specific [ has to be introduced (I = l,4)- Then, the
following noncommutative relation holds:

[24,28] = —ilEABCPE 4 Lpp. (12.25)

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

—i43% = ~Pp(p+1)qlg - 1), (12.26)

which gives the identification:

R=1/-plp+1)qlg—1). (12.27)

Note that the parameter [, 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 DS; GROUP: GLOBAL REALIZATION

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

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

Let U, OpST denote the scalar representation operators of the Sp(2, 2) group, associated with the principal
series, where the subscript ‘0’ refers to the scalar case (with s = 0) and 7 is a complex number. The
operators Qopi act in the Hilbert space L2(S?) as the space of all complex-valued functions f(z) on the
unit-sphere S? (S® 3 z — f(z) € C),*” which are infinitely differentiable in terms of z, and are square
integrable with respect to:

(ot = [ Fi @) ala) duta). (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 ~ S? (see subsection 9.3).
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where dyu(z) = sin? ¢ sin 6 dyydfde, with 0 < 10,0 < m and 0 < ¢ < 27, is the O(4)-invariant measure on
S3. The action of Up on the functions f(z) is given by:

2239 (3 4) 1) = (U)o

a*z — c*
—b*z + d*)
N(g,z) f(g " oz), (13.2)

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

|~ bz a7

S’5z — 2/ =g 'oz=(a*z—c*)(-b*z+d*)"! €S°. (13.3)

[Again, the quaternionic components a, b, c, and d are presented in terms of the basis {1 = 1o, e, =
(=) Yoy; k=1,2, 3}, where o;’s are the Pauli matrices.]

13.1.2.  Condition for being unitary

The above representations are unitary if and only if 7 = —% — iv, with v € R. The proof, quite
analogous to what we have pointed out in the previous part, is based on the transformation of the

differential dyu(z) under the homographic action z +— 2z’ = (az + b)(cz +d)~!, when z and z’ belong to
S% and g = <i 2) € Sp(2,2), that is:

. 1
du(z') = czrdp du(z) . (13.4)
Then, for g € Sp(2,2) and 2’ = g~! ¢ z, we have:
WR@AUE @ = [ fi en) ol Ll o) duta)

%/ 4Re(1)+6 /
= /S fi(@) | = brz+ a* |0 f () dua)

= (f1, fy) if T:—g—iy, (13.5)

which means that the representations U 5 ST__§ _,, are unitary. Considering the above, it is also quite
2

clear that two sets of representations U g s and UP®

“3w Uy 3 re—gyy 1€ unitary equivalent.

18.1.8.  Irreducibility and infinitesimal operators

In order to check the irreducibility of the representations U p ST 3 (v € R), an expression for the

=—5—iv
infinitesimal operators of U EST is required. Technically, to fulfill this requirement, we employ the following
system of global coordinates to describe any z = (2%, 7) € SU(2) ~ S*:

1 = cost,

! sin sinf cos ¢,

2 = sinvYsinfsing,
3 = sintcosb, (13.6)

where 0 < ¥,0 < m and 0 < ¢ < 2, for which du(z) = sin®¢sin6 diydfde. 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],

SRS SR
Il

the associated infinitesimal operator X is obtained by:

i0(UR (9() £ (1, 0.9))

_ / af(W',¢',¢")
) =3[ 22 .1 + v Z2)]
t=0 t=0
B o’ 0 06’ o  o¢ 0
N [ t=0 + ot lt=0 0 + Ot l1=000 + ot t_o&é] 1(@,6,9)
X f(

(,0,0),
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where f(z) = f(¢,0,¢) and f(g~"
_ PN@) o0

Ot =000

9
t=0 O

oY’
ot

ot ‘t:o

oz) = f(z') = f(¥',0,¢"). Then, it follows that:

¢’
ot

9
t=00¢

(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 EST

. We begin with the subgroup of space rotations, spanned

by the infinitesimal generators Y, with k = 1,2,3 (see Eq. (9.12)); g, (t) = <2 2) = exp(Yit) =
1
(exp(éekt) exp(?e t)) For k = 1, it yields:
27k
(a*z —c*) = exp(left)
(=b*z +d*) = exp(jelt),
_ (—b*z +d*)*
(—b*Z =+ d*) L— m = eXp(%elt) .

Accordingly, with respect to the coordinates (13.6) and the identity

(a*z — c*)(—b*z + d*)~! are:
24 =2 = cost =cosi,
2t =21 = sinty'sin6 cos¢’ = sinsinb cosd,
2% = 2sint + 2% cost = siny’sinf sing’ =
2% =23 cost — 2%sint = siny’cosf =

(B.4), the components of z’

(sine) cos ) sint + (sin ) sin fsin ¢) cost,
(sint cos @) cost — (sinesinfsin @) sint .

These equations allow to calculate the derivatives of ¢/(t),6'(t), ¢'(t), and N(g,,z) with respect to ¢:

oy’
=0
Ot li=o ’
00’ )
B by
8 /
a—i — = cotfcoso,
6N(gk:1az) _ 0.
ot t=0
The associated infinitesimal operator then takes the form:
21 = i(smqﬁ — + cot # cos ¢ a—(b)
Similarly, for £k = 2 and k = 3, we respectively obtain:
ZQ = 1( — cos ¢ (‘f@ + cot fsin ¢ %) ,
N . 0
Yy =i - a@) :

(13.8)

(13.9)

(13.10)

The other infinitesimal operators associated with the scalar representations U SST are obtained in the

same way. They respectively read [76]:

e The infinitesimal operator of time translations:

X, = i( —Tcosty +siny %)
e The infinitesimal operators of space translations:
X, = 1( —sinfcos¢p — 31/1 — cot 1) cos 0 cos ¢ % +
Xz = 1( —sinfsin ¢ % — cot 1) cos B sin ¢ 880
X, = i( —cosf aaw + cot 1 sin @ 886)

(13.11)
cotysing 0
= %) , (13.12)
cotycosg O

(13.14)
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e The infinitesimal operators of boosts:

0 cosfcos¢p O sin ¢ 0

o singy 00 + sin ) sin # 87{)) (13.15)

0 cosfsing O cos ¢ 0

@ sin ¢ 00 sin 1) sin 6 87¢> »(13.16)
. . 0 sinf 0

Zy = 1( — 7sin1 cos @ — cos 1 cos 0 P + S %) .

LlN)
Il

i(—Tsinz/JsiHQCosqS—coswsinﬂcomﬁ

Z, = i(—TsinwsiHGSingb—cosvjzsin@sind)

(13.17)

One can check that the given infinitesimal operators verify the following commutation relations:

Y, Y] = i€t Yy,

[Zij] = igz‘jk Xk,

(X, X)] = 16" Yy,

Y. 2;] = i&;" 2y,

(X, 2;] = —i6,; X,,

[Zi,Zj] = —i&;" Y, ,

[X07Xi] = _iZiv

[Xovzi] = *iXia

[V, X,] = 0, (13.18)

where, again, i, j,k = 1,2,3 and 8ijk 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:*®

My, = X, Moy = X, Mu=&dY,, Moy = 2., (13.19)
we explicitly get:
[Map, Mcpl = ~i(nacMpp +1ppMac — napMpe — 1pcMap), A, B=0,1,2,3,4. (13.20)

Note that Magp = —Mpa.

Quite analogous to the situation in the 1 4+ 1-dimensional case, the above operators cannot be defined
on the whole Hilbert space L?C(SS), since they are unbounded. Below, we will show that they are indeed
essentially self-adjoint operators on the common dense invariant subspace A ( C L?C(S?’)) made of all
finite linear combinations of elements of the orthonormal basis {|Lim)} = {Vrim(z)}, where Vi1 (2)’s,
with (L,I,m) € NxNxZ, 0 <1< Land -] <m <[, are the hyperspherical harmonics on S* (for
the explicit form of Vi, (2z)’s, see appendix D). Then, to check the irreducibility of the corresponding
representations U, gi_, it is sufficient to show that A does not contain any nontrivial subspace invariant
for the given infinitesimal operators. Considering the relations given in appendix D, the actions of the
above infinitesimal operators on the basis {|Llm)}’s respectively read [76]:

e The actions of the space-rotation operators:

Y, |Lim) = i(sin(,zb % + cot 0 cos ¢ %) |Lim)

= f%\/(z +m)(l —m+1) |Ll,m —1) — %\/(l —m)(l +m+ 1) |Ll,m + 1)13.21)

Y, |Lim) = i( —cos ¢ % + cot fsin ¢ %) |Lim)

= —%\/(z +m)(l —m+1) |Ll,m—1) + %\/(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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0
Y, |Lim) = 1( - 7) |Lim) = m |Lim) . (13.23)
e The action of the time-translation operator:

X, |Lim) = 1(7TCOSI/J+SID1/) —) |Lim)

_ i\/( ) | Ch e ) S TSR |

2 (L+1)(L+2)
i [(L+1+1)(L-1)
2\/ @+ CHEFDIL-Lim. (13.24)

e The actions of the space-translation operators:

X, |Lim) = (—cos@%+cotwsm9§> |Lim)

U =m D)L+ 2) (L= 1) +m+1)
- (20 + 1)(20 + 3)

|L, 1+ 1,m)

JU=m)(L+I+1)(L—-1+1)({+m)
—1\/ S |L,l —1,m), (13.25)

X, |Lim) = —i[X,,Y,] |Lim) = ;<\/(lm“)(l(%’ff)gl(i;)l”)@l) L0+ 1,m—1)

(+m—-1)+m)(L+1+1)(L-1+1)

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

+\/ (204 1)(21 + 3) |L,l+1,m+1)

+\/(lm)(lﬂ(l2 DL+I+)(L-1+1) |L7l—1,m+1§1>3a26)

I+ 1)(2 - 1)
X, |Lim) = —i[X,, Y] | Lim) = —;<\/(l_m+ 1)(1(2_17Z$(22)1(4Lr;:)l+2)(L_l) L0+ 1,m—1)

(I+m-100+m)(L+1+1)(L—-1+1)
+\/ (20 +1)(20 — 1) |L,l—1,m—1)

(I+m+ 1) +m+2)(L+1+2)(L-1)
B (20 4 1)(21 + 3)

(I—m)(l—m—1)(L+1+1)(L—1+1)
‘\/ QI 12 -1) =t 1@3'27)

|L, 14+ 1,m+ 1)

e The actions of the boost operators:

i(—7+1L) (I—m)(I+m)(L—1+1)(L—-1+2)
’ (\/ (L+1)(L+2)(20+1)(20-1) [L+1,1—1,m)

Zy |Lim) = i[Xg, X5 |Lim) =

N l—=m+1){+m+1)(L+1+2)(L+1+3)
(L+1)(L+2)(20+1)(21 + 3)
m)(

i(r+L+2) [ JU=—m)+m)(L+1+1)(L+])
a 2 L(L+1)(20+1)(21 - 1) IE-

L+1J+Lm0

1,1 —1,m)

l=—m+1)({+m+1)(L-1)(L-1-1)
_\/ L(L+1)(20+1)(20 + 3) L= 11+ 1,m>> (13.28)
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Zy |Lim) = i[X,, X,] |Lim) =

-7+ L (l+m-1)10+m)(L-14+1)(L—-1+2)
(\/ 712 IL+1,l—1,m—1)

1 L+ 1(L+2)2+ D)2l —1)

IL+1,0+1,m—1)

LU= m A D m 2L+ (L +1+3)
(L+1)(L+2)(20 + 1)(20 +3)
)
(

(I+m+ 1) +m+2)(L+1+2)(L+1+3)
(L+1)(L+2)(20 + 1)(20 +3)

|IL+1,14+1,m+1)

N (l—m)l—=-m-1)(L—-1+1)(L—-1+2)
(L+1)(L+2)(2l4+1)(20 —1)

|L+1,l—1,m+1>>

IL—1,1—1,m—1)

LrLt2 (it m - D m) (L )]
1 LL+ D2 +1)(20—1)

+\/(l—m)(l—m—1)(L+l+1)(L+l) IL—1,0—1,m+1)

L(L+1)(2l+ 1)(20 — 1)

IL-1,14+1,m+1)

(I+m+1)(+m+2)(L—1)(L—1—1)
L(L+1)(2+ 1)(2 +3)

L fU=mt D —m 4 2)(L DL —1-1)
L(L+1)(20 + 1)(20 + 3)

IL—1,0+1,m— 1>>(13.29)

22 tam = iy = (o M T L0, g

CJU=-m+1(-—m+2
(L+1)(L+2)

(L+142)(L+1+3)

L+1,0l+1,m—1
20+ 1)(20 + 3) L+ 11+ 1,m—1)

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

— = — |~

LA m A D+ m e 2)(L 41+ 2L+ 1+ 3)
(L+1)(L+2)(20 + 1)(20 +3)

. I—m)l-m-1)(L-1+1)(L-1+2)
(L+1D)(L+2)2L+1)(21-1)

|L+1,l—1,m+1>>

_1(7+L+2)<\/(l+m—1)(l+m)(L+l+1)(L+l) IL—1,0—1,m—1)

4 LIL+ D)2+ 1)20 1)

|IL—-1,1—1,m+1)

I—m)(l-m-1)(L+1+1)(L+1])
a L(L+1)(20 +1)(21 - 1)

IL—1,l+1,m+1)

(I+m+1)(I+m+2)(L—D)(L—-1-1)
B L(L+1)(20 +1)(21 + 3)

(-m+1)(1—-m+2)(L—1)(L—1—1)
+\/ LL+ 1)+ )2 +3) 'L—lvl+1vm—1>>- (13.30)

The above relations reveal that, on A C LZ(S?), the given infinitesimal operators of the scalar represen-
tations U, OpST are well defined (in the allowed ranges of parameters), and also that the common dense A is
invariant, with no nontrivial subspace invariant, under the actions of the aforementioned operators. The
irreducibility of the given representations then is proved.


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

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

18.1.4. Quantum Casimir operator

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

3 3
1 % . .
&= —gMasM*P = X, +ZZ Zg Zz (1 +3)1, (13.31)
i=1 i=1 =1
with 7 = —% —iv (v € R). Considering the above, and quite analogous to the discussion (subsequent to

Eq. (6.36)) given in the previous part, we here would like to draw attention to the fact that the functions
f(z) € A, which identify the (true) quantum states carrying the dS, scalar principal representations,

are indeed eigenfunctions of the quadratic Casimir operator Qél) for the eigenvalues (% + v2), namely,
( (()1) — (2 +v?)) f(z) = 0. Again, this point (extended to the whole three series of the dSy 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 LZ,,.,(S®). The action of the representation operators UPS, on the functions f(z) €

L22.:1(S?) reads:

SV

502239 (2 7) + 1@ = (U010 = Mg D (2225 fla 0m). (1332

where the definitions of N(g,z) and g~ L6 z are precisely the same as those given in Eq. (13.2), and
D%’s stand for the 2s + 1-dimensional UIR’s of SU(2) (to see more on the SU(2) UIR’s, one can refer to
appendix 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 L,p of the UIR’s UESV are constituted by an orbital part M4p, which is exactly the one

already given in Eq. (13.19), and a spinorial part Sap (Lap = Map + Sap). These infinitesimal
operators explicitly read:

Ly = (M) Logir + Ji,
3

Loy = (Mos)losqr — ZZka,

k=1

Ly = (Myi)logy1 — Exi’ Jj,

LOk: = (M )]12S+1 +z Jk +(€kzj z J (1333)
where 7,7,k = 1,2,3 and 2!, ..., 2* are given by the identities in Eq. (13.6), while the matrix elements
of the (2s 4+ 1) x (2s + 1) matrices Jj, are given by:

(jk:l) , = 7\/s+m($_m+1)57nm+1+ \/3_ (3+m+1)5m,m’—1’
. 1
(i) = 5\/(s ) (5 =+ 1) i1 = 5V 5= M) (5 T+ 1) 00
(jk=3) , T mam,m” (1334)

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

[k, Ji] = —i€i? J; . (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 L sp verify the commutation
relations (12.2), and that the two Casimir operators (12.3) and (12.4) respectively take the following
forms:

oW = (—s(s—|—1) —T(T+3))1, (13.36)

QY = (fs(s+ 1)(7‘+1)(T+2))1, (13.37)

again, with 7 = —=3/2 —iv (v € R).

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

In this subsection, we explicitly present the given action of U (g)’s in the Hilbert space LZ,.. (S?)
(see Eq. (13.32)), When it is restricted to the elements g belonglng to the maximal compact subgroup of
Sp(2,2), that is, £ ~ SU(2) x SU(2). Such elements are determined by g = (B, SV), with v, w € SU(2)
(see subsection 9.2). On this basis, the action (13.32) takes the form:

(TP (k) f ) (2) = D* (w) [ (v*zw). (13.38)

Now, let DY) denote the (2j; + 1) x (2j, 4+ 1)-dimensional UIR of SU(2) x SU(2) on the vectors
fe LC23+1(83); note that, again, the subscripts ‘I’ and ‘r’ refer to the left and right regular UIR’s of
SU(2), respectively, and that D ~ D), Then, the representations U (g), with g € SU(2) x SU(2),
decompose into the infinite direct sum:

P b gDV = P ¢ DU, (13.39)

jeN/2 JEN/2 |j—s|<i<jts

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

Ps
Usy SU(2)xSU(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 LZ2.4,(S* x S%), while the measure can be found through a
reproducing kernel (see the process pointed out in the dSs case). For instance, in the scalar case s = 0,
we have [24]:

I(—7—1)T(r +3)

rofodrs = g ([ fien atam) o =l duta)ane) (1340

where 7 is real and bounded, —3 < 7 < —3/2, and again du(z) is the O(4)-invariant measure on S. Note
that by expanding the kernel in terms of the hyperspherical harmonics on S? (see appendix F):5°
I(—7 — 1) T(r +3)
or? (—27 — 3)

27— N(L+7+3 .
|z — zo] 276 = L;n (F(L;_))yle(Zl)yle(Zz) , (13.41)

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

~ (L—71)
50 Note that the value 7 = —3, for which the kernel reduces to 1, represents the critical value separating the scalar

complementary series UIR’s from the discrete ones. We will discuss this matter in the following subsection.


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

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031516045-5

The action of the associated representation operators Ug". on the functions f(z) € L&(S* x S%) reads:

_(a b) cs _ * w127 . a¥z —c*
Sp(2,2) 5 9= (c d) f) = (U5 () = | ~brasarT (S
= N(g,2) f(g~ "' o2). (13.43)
In a spinorial case, with spin s = 1,2,3, ..., this action extends to:
_[a b\ | cs o £127 s —2*b+d a*z — c*
022120 = (3 8) + 1) = (US@5)@) = [-brasar (2R (D)

—z*b+d

= N(g,z2) D5<7| —obrd

) flg ™ oz), (13.44)

where, in this case, the functions f(z) € L2..;,(S* x S*) and, again, D*’s are the 2s + 1-dimensional
UIR’s of SU(2), while —2 < 7 < —3/2. Apart from the the values of 7, the above actions are quite similar
to those given in the principal case (see Egs. (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 7).

13.5. Discrete series

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

subsection 9.2). The corresponding UIR’s are specified by two parameters p and ¢, namely, U ds — H;'fq,
such that p,q € N/2,1 < ¢ < p, and p—q € N [24]. In a general case with given p and ¢ in their respective
allowed ranges, these UIR’s act in the Hilbert space L2,,.,(B) as the space of vector-valued functions
f(z), analytic inside the open unit-ball B, with values in C?’*1; the latter determines the carrier space
of either UIR’s D? ® 1 or 1 ® DP of the maximal compact subgroup K ~ SU(2) x SU(2) of Sp(2,2),%!
which are respectively referred to by the superscripts ‘—’ and ‘4’ 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]:

2q—2

s o) = g /B (F1(2), Fo(@))gomes (1— [2?)* 2 Apu(z), (13.45)

where:

2¢-1Dp+qp—q+1)
7T2

: (13.46)

Cp,qg =
while (-, ) 41 stands for the scalar product in C***1, and (1 — |z|2)2q_2d,u(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 Hi q 1n the
Hilbert space L%:QPH(B) reads:

0.2 39= (3 5) + 1@ = (15,00 @) = |- bta a0 ((g.2) ) £ (S )
= N(g,2) D" ((nt(g.2) ") flg " 02), (13.47)
where 7 = —q¢ — 1 and:
(" (g2) " = %, (n(g.2) " = %. (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 2 =g loz=(a*z—c*)(-b*z+d*)"' € 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 L ap of the UIR’s H;,tq, constituted by an orbital part M4p and a spinorial part Sap (Lap =

Map + Sap), are given respectively by:
. 0 0 N
Ly, = I(Zk@ - 24@)125+1 £ Jk,

4 3

. o 0 Z2—|—1 0 PN

Los = i —7aata) 2 @" |2 @)M“*Zm‘]’“
o=1 k=1

(.0 ) ;s
Ly = —1(Zk@—ziﬁ>]lzs+1—gkij Jj,
4
. s 0 l2P+1 0 N
Lo = 1(—Tzk—|—zkg§_12’ T k)]lgéﬂi' i & |J], (13.50)

where, again, i, j, k = 1,2, 3 and the (2s41) x (2s+1)-matrices Jj, stand for the matrix realization (13.34)
of the spin s representation of the su(2) Lie algebra. One can easily show that the above infinitesimal
operators obey the commutation relations (12.2), and that the two Casimir operators (12.3) and (12.4)
explicitly read:

QW = (—p(p+ 1) —T(T+3))11, (13.51)

Q= (=plp+1)(r+1(r +2))L, (13.52)

again, with 7 = —¢ — 1.

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

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

Let H,—1 = L%(S?) denote the carrier Hilbert space of II, o (p = 1,2,...), that is, the closure of the
linear span of all square-integrable functions S® 3 z + f(z) € C, according to the inner product [24]:

p+1
<f1,f2>p_1 m /éa o Z1 f2(Z2) |Z1 - Z2|2(:D 1) log |21 - ZQ| (Zl)dp(ZQ) ) (13.53)

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

| Yitn (@@ duta) =0, (13.54)

for all triplets (Lim), with 0 < L < p — 1. Therefore, if the function f(z) belongs to L(S?), it lies in
the subspace orthogonal to the finite-dimensional subspace V},_; with the orthonormal basis {yum ; 0<
L<p—1,0<I<L, —-I<m¢«< l}. The subspace V,,_1, considering the allowed ranges of L, [, and
m, is of p(p + 1)(2p + 1)/6 dimension, and carries the irreducible (nonunitary!) dS, finite-dimensional
representations, which, with respect to the notations given in appendix G, are determined by (n; =
0,m2 = p — 1). These representations are Weyl equivalent®® to the UIR’s II,o. [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 H,_1, with respect to the identities given in appendix F,
is:

|
{J’Lz” *(2) = Wyum(z), L>p 0<I<L, —l<m<l}. (13.55)

52 If two representations are Weyl equivalent, then they share same Casimir eigenvalue.


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

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031716045-5

The action of the UIR’s II, o in H,_ is realized by:

ab a*z—c*)

Sp(2,2) 3 g = (C d) (@) o (To(@)f) () = |- bz +d* (S
= N(g,2z) f(g ' o2), (13.56)

with 7 = —p — 2. Note that the infinitesimal operators and correspondingly the two Casimir operators
in the scalar discrete representations again take the same forms as those appeared in the scalar principal
series, except the values of 7 which here, as already mentioned, are given by 7 = —p — 2.

The fact that the above representations are the UIR’s of Sp(2,2) corresponding to what we could call
the “complementary degenerate” series rests on proofs which necessitate expansion formulas of kernels
of the type |z1 — z2|**~2?log|z1 — z2| 2, given in appendix F.

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

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

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

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

Let U and U respectively denote a family of representations of a group G acting in a Hilbert space H g
and a family of representations of a group G’ acting in a Hilbert space H. The two given groups G and
G’ are supposed to be close enough to be put into bijection ¢ : G — G’ (which is not a homomorphism).
We also need a topological space E (see FIG. 4), in which we can write the representations of G and G'.
This is achieved by having an injective map Ar : Hr— E ( D ’H) such that, for all f € Hpr, we get:

lim Apf—=h, heM. (14.1)
R—

Considering the above, the representation U is said to be the contraction of the representation U™,
symbolized here by U¥ — U, if:

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

where ¢’ € G’ corresponds to g € G by the bijection 3.

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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E

Hr

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

14.2. DS, massive UIR’s

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

are usually called dS; massive representations. Technically, for these representations, by introducing a
relation between the dS, representation parameter v and the Poincaré-Minkowski mass m as:

hv
= — 14.3
TR (14.3)
the Poincaré contraction explicitly reads [27, 28]:
ury, — SPom @ <P, (14.4)
> R—o0, v—00 ’ ?
hv/cR=m

where me respectively stand for the positive/negative energy Wigner UIR’s of the Poincaré group,
possessing mass m and spin s. Among the ‘coeflicients’ ¢, 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 dS, principal
(massive) UIR’s, through the Poincaré contraction limit, into a direct sum of two Poincaré massive UIR’s
with positive and negative energies. Actually, from this evidence of the possible breaking of irreducibility,
the inquiry into the concept of “rest energy” in dS, (generally, dS) relativity leads to ambiguity, when
one follows the procedure of the Poincaré contraction. We will come back to this important point in
subsection 14.4.

14.3. DS, massless UIR’s

In comparison with the dS; massive UIR’s, the massless ones are more subtle. As a matter of fact,
the 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 SO¢(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 dS, massless UIR’s come
to fore (see appendix H):
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e 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 dS, complementary series, labelled in our

notations by U 1l

=—s=0,v=3"
> > >
o Cio.0 Cioo < Pso
U — —
U & @ @ (14.5)
< < <
C100 C>100 ¢ Poo-

e The “helicity = +s” cases, which involve all representations ITE 5 with s > 0, lying at the

p=s,q=s"
lower limit of the dS, discrete series:

> > >
Cs+170,s Cs—&-LO,s < ,P—s70
Iy, =& @& — @ o (14.6)
’ R—o0 <
C—s—l,O,s C—s—l,O,s - P—s 0
> > >
Ci1.5.0 Ciso € Poo
g, = @ — @ ® (14.7)
< R—o0 < <
Cfsfl,s,O 07571,5,0 At PS,O ’

Note that: (i) Above, we have denoted by the arrows ‘=’ unique extension and by 7750, 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 SOg(2,4) or its fourth covering group SU(2,2). Above,

the associated conformal UIR’s are denoted by ngl e where the parameters (ji, j) € N/2 x N/2 label

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

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

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

On one hand, it refers to the energy ambiguity in dSy (generally, dS) relativity, which actually originates
from the existence of the discrete symmetry (8.16) in the dSy group sending any point (2°,x) € M to its
mirror image with respect to the z%-axis, that is, (2%, —x) € M ;.5 Considering this discrete symmetry,
the dS4 infinitesimal generators Ly (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 L,y, which contracts to the Poincaré energy
operator, moves us forwards or backwards in time (towards increasing or decreasing x°) 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 dS, (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 dS, relativity with respect
to its null-curvature limit at a given point € M, namely, from the point of view of a local (tangent)
Minkowskian observer, for whom the fundamental physical conservation laws are understood from the
principles of Einstein-Poincaré relativity. Considering Eq. (14.4), it seems that, even at a specific point
(say © € Mp), one cannot give a precise meaning to the dS; “rest energy” in terms of the Poincaré
contraction of the representations. In part I1I, 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 dS, 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 ¢ = 0 and w? ( = (cos @, sin 9117)) = —1 (that is, 8 = ).
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can be controlled in such a way that they contract merely to the Poincaré UIR’s with positive energy.®S
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 dS; (generally, dS) spacetime. As a matter of fact, under
Bogoliubov transformations, the given modes at a point © € M may turn into modes at some point
x’ € M which their flat limit is of negative energy. See the details in part III.

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

AdS4 spacetime is most easily described as embedded in R® provided with the metric 74,5 =
diag(1,—1,—1,—1,1), where the indices A" and B’ take the values 0,1,2,3,5. [Note that the missing
number 4 is left apart for a possible extension to conformal theories.] Points in R5, therefore, are denoted

by = (20,21, 2% 2%,2%). In this context, AdS, spacetime can be visualized as (the covering space of)

the connected hyperboloid (z)? =14, gz 28 = (29)2 — (21)? — (22)? — (23) + (2°)% = R?, where R is
the radius of curvature.
The AdS, relativity group is SO¢(2,3), or its double covering Sp(4,R), or even its universal covering

S0(2,3).° 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/ = ./L'A/(?B/ - xB/aA/7 KA/B/ = _KB/A/ . (14.8)

Here, however, contrary to the dS4 case, there exists one globally timelike Killing vector, i.e., Kxq.

On the quantum level, the above Killing vectors are represented by (essentially) self-adjoint operators
in the Hilbert space of (spinor-)tensor valued functions, square integrable according to some invariant
inner product of Klein-Gordon type (or else) on the AdS, manifold (or on respective phase spaces). In
the former case, these representations read as: K4/ +— La g = Ma g + Sa g/, where the definitions
of Mg and Sy p: are the same as the dSy case (see Eq. (12.1) and its subsequent discussions). In this
context, and on the physical level, three classes of the AdS; UIR’s (besides the trivial representations)
appear:

e The first class is constituted by those AdS, UIR’s, which belong to the holomorphic discrete series
and its lower limit. In this class, the spectrum of the “energy” operator L5 has a lower (positive)
bound, say ¢ > 0, while the spin operator S12 admits eigenvalues —s, ..., s, with s € N/2.

e The second class, constituted by the AdS, anti-holomorphic discrete series UIR’s, possesses the
same features as the first one, but with an upper bound for the spectrum of the “energy” operator,
ie.,, —¢ > 0.

e The third class includes those AdS, UIR’s with unbounded energy and spin.

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

e The limit scalar cases Dg,1 and Dy 1 (the latter is named the “Rac” [84]).

e The limit spinorial or tensorial cases D41 and Dy ; (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 SOg(2, 3).
Then, the time is not bounded.
58 To be more precise, the parameter ¢ takes the values ¢ € N/2, for the UIR’s in the strict sense of the Sp(4, R) discrete

—

series, and the values ¢ € R, while ¢ > s+ 1, for the “discrete” series UIR’s of SO¢(2, 3).
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Here, quite similar to the dSy case, there exist two Casimir operators and their eigenvalues entirely
characterize the AdS,; UIR’s. These Casimir operators explicitly read:

1 ’ ’
QY = —SLap L™, (14.9)
’ 1 ! ! ’ ’
QY = —Waw?, W, = _ggA/B’C’D/E'LB S (14.10)
and, according to the parameters introduced above, their respective eigenvalues are:
(Q@M) s, = s(s+1)+5(s—3), (14.11)
(QP) s, = —s(s+1)(c—1)(c—2). (14.12)

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

hs
= — 14.13
TR ( )
the Poincaré contraction yields [85]:
Dse  — Pl (14.14)
R—00, ¢—00 ’
hs/cR=m

Evidently, for the AdSy4 (generally, AdS) massive cases, quite contrary to the dSy (generally, dS) relativity
(see Eq. (14.4)), the Poincaré contraction entails no energy ambiguity; the AdS, (generally, AdS) massive
UIR’s contract merely to the positive energy Poincaré massive UIR’s (in their respective dimensions). It
is also interesting to note that the Poincaré massive UIR’s with negative energy can be obtained when
we choose the anti-holomorphic discrete series representations Dy _.:

D _c — ’P:m . (14.15)

R—00, ¢—00

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

e The massless scalar case, involving the UIR Dy ;.

e The spinorial or tensorial cases, involving all UIR’s D, .41, with s > 0, lying at the lower end of
the holomorphic AdS, discrete series.

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

DO,1 — Cl>,0,0 Rﬁo Cl>,070 < P0>,O 3 (14.16)
Cs>+1,s,0 Cs>+1.,s,0 A P;O

Ds7s+1 — @ Rjgo ® S (14.17)
Cs>+1,0,s Cs>+1,o,s A 7)35,0-

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

Part III
1 4+ 3-dimensional dS (dS,;) geometry and
relativity (QFT)

In the previous part, we have employed the dS, relativity group Sp(2,2) and its UIR’s (in the Wigner
sense) to provide a robust mathematical structure describing (free) elementary systems in dS, spacetime
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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-Gérding axioms along with
analyticity requirements in the complexified pseudo-Riemanian manifold, we proceed with a consistent
QFT description of dS, elementary systems. Technically, to manage the group representations, the whole
process is performed in terms of coordinate-independent (global) dSs plane waves. The latter, defined
in their relevant tube domains of the complex dS; manifold, are the formal analogue of the usual plane
waves in Minkowski spacetime. As a matter of fact, letting the curvature go to zero, the dS, plane
waves (for massive cases that such a limit exists; see section 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)
dS, Fourier transform which turns into the ordinary Fourier transform at the null-curvature limit.%"

This approach to QFT reading of elementary systems in dSy spacetime is justified by the fact that the
resulting theory has all the properties which one might require from a (free) quantum field on a spacetime
with high symmetry. Indeed, a quantum field in this context is, roughly speaking, a distribution ¥ on
dS4 spacetime M p, solution to the field equation, with values in a set of symmetric operators in some
inner product (Fock) space 52, and fulfilling the following physical requirements:

e Covariance, in the usual strong sense; there is a unitary representation % of the dS4 group Sp(2, 2)
on the Fock space of states ., such that % (¢)¥ ()% *(g) = ¥(g o z) for any ¢ € Sp(2,2) and
x € Mp. [Borrowing the notations used in the previous part, let U be the natural representation
of the dS, group in a Hilbert space H. Then, % denotes the extension of U to the Fock space ¢

built on .

e Existence of a distinguished state 2 € 77, called vacuum, which is invariant under the representa-
tion % (g), for all g € Sp(2,2).

e Locality/(anti-)commutativity, with respect to the dS, causal structure (see section 7).
e Positive definiteness of all physical states.

Moreover, this construction allows to control the thermal properties and, as pointed out above, the
zero-curvature limit of the fields (if exists!).

Below, mainly considering dS, scalar fields, we will make this QF T construction explicit. Technically,
dS, scalar fields, in spite of their simplicity, provide us with a complete framework to discuss in detail all
essential ingredients of this QFT formulation of dS, elementary systems. Moreover, it has been already
shown that all other (spinor-)tensor fields in dS, spacetime can be given in terms of a copy of dSy scalar
fields: for the massive and massless Spin—% fields, see Ref. [41], for the massive and massless spin-1 fields,
respectively, Refs. [42] and [43], for the massive and massless spin-2 fields, Ref. [45], for the massive
spin-2 field, Ref. [46], and finally for the massless spin-2 field (the dS, linear quantum gravity), Refs.
[90-96]. Then, in this sense also, the choice of dSy scalar fields seems quite natural for our discussions.

15. DS; WAVE EQUATIONS

The whole QFT construction that is meant to be presented here, as pointed out above, is carried out
in terms of dS4 plane waves, defined globally on the dS4 hyperboloid M . For a detailed explanation of
these global waves, we first need to introduce the corresponding “wave equations”. This is our task in
this section.

Technically, the dS; plane waves are considered as eigendistributions®® of the quadratic Casimir oper-
ator QM) for the eigenvalues associated with the principal, complementary, and discrete series of the dS,
UIR’s.%! Accordingly, with respect to the Dixmier notations (see section 12), the wave equations read:

(W +pp+1)+(a+ D(a-2))¥(@) =0, =z €My, (15.1)

with the specific allowed ranges of values assumed by the parameters p and ¢ for the three series of the
dS4 UIR’s (see subsections 12.1, 12.2; and 12.3).

59 The dS4 (generally, dS;) plane waves are also of great significance in constructing possible models of dS4/CFT3 (generally,
dS;/CFT4_1) correspondence. For this case, which is beyond the scope of this paper, readers are referred to Refs. [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 ¢(z)), which are of particular interest in our study, two different
cases appear: those associated with the scalar principal and complementary series which are determined
by p = 0, and the ones associated with the scalar discrete series which are given by ¢ = 0 (see section 12).
In both cases, the associated plane waves are characterized by solutions to the following wave equations:

(Q(l) +7(T+ 3))(]5(95) =0, reMp, (15.2)

where the unifying complex parameter 7, for the scalar principal series, takes the values 7 = —g— 1 =
—3/2—iv, with v € R, for the scalar complementary series, the values 7 = —¢g—1= —-3/2—v, withv € R
and 0 < |v| < 3/2, and for the scalar discrete series, the values T =p—1or7=—p—2, withp=1,2, ...
. In a shortcut, we assert that the solutions to the wave equations (15.2) are well defined for all values of
7 with Re(7) < 0 (see subsection 16.3). Accordingly, for the scalar discrete series, the values 7 =p — 1
need to be dropped. Indeed, this series begins with 7 = —3, which is precisely where the complementary
series ends on its left.

15.1. Computation in ambient notations

In ambient space notations, dS, fields are represented by symmetric (spinor-)tensor fields on the hy-
perboloid:
Mpaz o V() =05 | (2), (15.3)

n

where 7 = n+1/2 (n being the tensorial rank) and A4;, ..., A, =0,1,2,3,4. Note that: (i) For the sake
of simplicity, the spinorial index, characterizing the four spinor components, has been omitted. (ii) From
now on, whenever is possible, we also omit the tensorial indices.

The (spinor-)tensor fields ¥(")(z) are supposed to be homogeneous functions in the R®-variables 4
with some arbitrarily chosen homogeneity degree £:

- v () (E xA(%iA) — 00 (2). (15.4)

Trivially, every homogeneous (spinor-)tensor field W(")(z) of the R® variables does not represent a dSs
physical entity. Actually, to make sure that the field \II(T)(x) lies in the dS4 tangent spacetime, it also

must verify the transversality requirement for all indices A1, ..., Ay:
. T r—1
M0 s @ =Y @) =0, (15.5)

or more concisely z - ¥(") () = 0, where A; means that this index is omitted.

We define here the symmetric, “transverse projector” 0,5 = N 5 + R~ 2za2p, verifying 0,74 =
0 ,pr? = 0. [This projector is indeed the transverse form of the dS, metric in ambient space notations;
this point will be clarified in the next subsection.] We employ 6 45 to construct transverse entities, such
as 04 = HAB(?B =04+ R 2z 4z - 0, called transverse derivative, for which we have:

0arp =045, and  Ja(2)?*=0. (15.6)
The latter identity shows that the differential operator & commutates with ()2, which means that 0 is

intrinsically defined on the dS; hyperboloid (x)? = —R?. Considering the above, for a general (spinor-
)tensor field \I/EQ ... a, (), the operator T with the following definition:

F0)) 4 (2) = (Heﬁz)wgf s, (), (15.7)

i=1

guarantees the transversality in each tensorial index; since the degree of homogeneity of 6 , ; is zero, the
above definition does not change the degree of homogeneity of the given (spinor-)tensor field.

We now turn to the explicit description of the dS; quadratic Casimir operator in ambient space no-
tations. As already mentioned (see section 12), this operator is written in terms of the self-adjoint
operators Lap associated with each of the ten Killing vectors (8.1). In the Hilbert space of symmetric
(spinor-)tensors ‘II(ATl)(x) on My, square integrable according to some invariant inner (Klein-Gordon

type) product, the generator representatives L(ATJ)B are defined by [97]:

AB AB T O.p T 948, (15.8)
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where the orbital part is given by Map = —i(x40p — 2304) = —i(xa0p — xp04), while the spinorial
1
parts 51(4“; and Sg"’B), respectively act on the tensorial indices as:

n

SUROY) a4, =iy (”AA)I’(XI) o (AisB) .. A, — (A= B)) ,
i=1

1 .
and on the spinorial indices by 51(423) = —1[va,7B] (recall from section 8 that the five 4 x 4-matrices 74
generate the Clifford algebra). The action of the quadratic Casimir operator on a given spinor-tensor

field \IIE&) 4 (z) then reads:

n

1 1 n 1 1
QW v (z) = —§L(A}9L<T>AB v (z) = -5 (MAB +80 4 SfL,B’) (MAB + §MAB 5(2)AB)\II(T)(35)
1 n 1 1
= (MABMAB + 80 gmAB | SfB)S(z)AB)\IJ(T) (z)

— (MABS(”)AB + MapS(2)AB 4 S%;S(”)AB)W(”) (z), (15.9)
with:
1 . _
5MABMAB () (: —Q" \W)) = R%H?,

1
532";5(”“3 T = n(n+3)0") — 25,w)

1, 5
551(4%5(%)143 o — iq/(r)7
MapS™AE () = 95,9z - ¥ — 25,20 - ¥ — 20"
MapSHAB g = 1 o ppang)
2 )
S(2)SMAB g = g 5y (y - B0). (15.10)

Note that: (i) The subscript ‘r’ in Q,(nl) refers to the fact that the carrier space is constituted by rank
r spinor-tensors. (ii) X, designates the symmetrizer of the tensor product of two symmetric (spinor-
Jtensors ® and ¥ 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:

Ba®¥), = Y @aa ) s a)e (51D

. . . 1 2 m
11 <2< ... <lm

where fulil , /vliz, and Aim mean that these terms are omitted. (iii) The trace, associated with the tensorial
part, of the spinor-tensor field U(") of tensorial rank n is denoted by ¥("), which is a symmetric spinor-
tensor field of tensorial rank n — 2, given by:

(r)! — o An_1 A, g ()
W, a =0ty

i Ap_oAn 1A, (15.12)

n—2

(iv) The operators le) and L(A% commutate with (x)2. Therefore, they are intrinsically defined on the
dS4 hyperboloid (z)? = —R2.
Finally, taking all the above identities into account, we can explicitly rewrite Eq. (15.9) as:

QP ¥ (@) = (@ + SrarsMP —n(nt2)— 2wl

—2%,0z - UM 4+ 25,20 - U0 4+ By (y - 0) 4 25,0 (15.13)

Now, substituting Eq. (15.13) into (15.1), we get the explicit form of the wave equations (15.1) in
terms of ambient notations. The very point that must be noticed here is that clearly due to the form of

Qg-l) in ambient notations (see Eq. (15.13)), for a given (spinor-)tensor field, the space of solutions to the
relevant wave equation contains some invariant subspaces which must be eliminated if one wishes to be
left with the space that solely carries the corresponding dS; UIR’s. In this sense, the aforementioned list
(r)
Ay

of requirements (the homogeneity and transversality) for a given (spinor-)tensor field W' . (x) must
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be supplemented as follows:

z-0¥" = 0, homogeneity ,

z-v = 0, transversality ,
9.0 = 0, divergencelessness ,
v 0 = 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 ¢ = 0. Accordingly,
for instance, regarding formulas that will be given in the next subsection, one can easily show that the
d’Alembertian operator Op = V,V# on dS; spacetime (V,, with x4 = 0,1,2,3, being the covariant
derivative given in local (intrinsic) coordinates) coincides with its counterpart (s = 92 on R®. (ii) The
transversality and divergencelessness conditions together yield U(")’ = (.

Considering the above conditions along with the relations leading to Eq. (15.13), the dS4 wave equations

for spinor-tensor fields \lelzil_tif)(m) (see Eq. (15.1)), in ambient notations, take the form:

(@ + JrarsMA® —n(n+2) > 4+ [plp+ 1) + (g + V(g — 2185, (@) =0,  (1515)

for tensor fields \I/xlzn) a, ()
(@ = n+1) + o+ 1)+ (a+ D(a—2)]) w5 4
and particulary, for scalar fields ¥("=0)(z) = ¢(z):

(Qél) +T(T+3))¢(ﬂc) =0, (15.17)

where the allowed ranges of 7, corresponding to the three series of the dS, scalar UIR’s, have been already
listed below Eq. (15.2).

() =0, (15.16)

n

15.2. Link to intrinsic coordinates

Since, often in the literature concerning dSy (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 \I'Efl) .. u,, (X)) is locally characterized by \I/(Tl) .., (z) through the following identity:

\II(T).“ . (X) = aj“"}“ xAZ f:l) A, (gg(X)) , (15.18)
where z4 = = 9z JOXM and X*'s, with p = 0,1,2,3, refer to the four local spacetime coordinates

for the dS4 hyperboloid M . The correspondmg dS4 metric g, is determined by inducing the natural
metric of R® on M p:

ds® = 77AdeAde (z)2=—R2 = gl“/dX#de : (15.19)

Considering Eq. (15.18), it follows that 6,5 is the only symmetric and transverse tensor which is
connected to the dS4 metric; g, = x‘} Mz{? .0 45 In this context, the covariant derivatives are transformed
as:

ViV V00 =at @f, € aPy L aPy R0,%0, .. S0 V), . (15.20)
For scalar fields, which are of particular interest in this paper, the d’Alembertian operator reads:
Oné = "V, Vu6 = g"*,2”, (9405 — R-20504)0
— ¢AB (6,453 - R_2x35A>¢ =5%¢. (15.21)
Considering this equation along with the first identity given in (15.10), we get Qél) = —R?0g. Then, the

scalar-wave equations (15.17), by adjusting —7(7+3) = R*m% (my being a “mass”%? term (h = ¢ = 1)),
yield the ordinary dS; Klein-Gordon-like field equations (DR + m%)gb(a:) =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:

_(Z8Y
bre(@) = (57) (16.1)
where x € M and ¢ lies in the null-cone C' in R5:
C = {g eR®; (€)2 = 0}. (16.2)

The plane waves (16.1), as functions of £ in the null-cone C, are homogeneous with degree of homogeneity
7. In this sense, they can be completely characterized by specifying their values on a well-chosen curve (the
orbital basis) 7 of C. [Here, it is worthwhile noting that: (i) On the dS; submanifold M ;, (C R%) defined
by -2 = —R?, with R being constant, these waves are also homogeneous with degree of homogeneity 7.
(ii) As functions of R3, they are homogeneous, but with degree of homogeneity zero, since in this case R
should be viewed as a function of z: R(z) = —v/—z - x.]

Here, in a shortcut and without getting involved in mathematical detail, we would like to highlight
two critical features of the dS, plane waves (16.1). First, these waves, as functions on the dS, manifold
Mg, are only locally defined on connected open subsets of M p, because they are singular on some
specific lower dimensional subsets of the manifold, for instance, on the spatial boundaries given by
20 = 42t & (21)? + (22)? + (2%)? = R?; to see the latter point, it is sufficient to associate with these
boundaries, respectively, & = (£ = ££4,0,0,0,£%) € C, for which we get z - & = 0 (recall that 7 is
generally a complex number, with Re(7) < 0). Moreover, these waves, as functions on M p, are multi-
valued, since x - £ can take negative values, as well. In order to get a single-valued, global definition
of these waves, they need to be considered as distributions, strictly speaking, as the boundary values of
analytic continuations of the solutions (16.1) to suitable domains in the complexified dS4 manifold M g).
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 S%C).

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 dS, entities,
like square-integrable eigenfunctions of the dS; quadratic Casimir operator. [Such square-integrable
eigenfunctions, being constructed through continuous superpositions of these waves (by varying £ in
(), 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 S? 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: dS, plane waves in their tube domains

Before getting involved with the definition of dS; plane waves in their tube domains, we need to
elaborate some geometrical notions relevant to the dS; complex hyperboloid:

M) = {s=atiy e C; (2 =mapets? = (0 = (1) = () - (%) — (4 = —R*} , (163)

where C® stands for the ambient complex Minkowski spacetime. We begin with the dS; complex hyper-
boloid M gC) itself, which equivalently can also be realized by the following set:

MP = {(@.y) R xR (2)° = (y)? = R, @y =0}. (16.4)
In order to provide a clear visualization of M g), we first point out that the identity (x)? — (y)? = —R?

designates the following distinguished sets of points (z,y) in R® x R5:
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e (2)? <0, or equivalently (y)? < R?,
e 2 =0 (that is, z = (0,0,0,0,0)), or equivalently (y)? = R?, and finally
o ()2 >0 (x #0), or equivalently (y)? > R

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 (2°,x) and (y°,y), respectively. On this basis, we have:%

for 2°° >0; z-y=[2°]y°| - x-y, and for 2%%° <0; z-y=—]2°y°| —x-y. (16.5)

Then, according to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality (which implies that —|x||y| < x -y < |x||y|) and the
facts that ()2 > 0 (i.e., [2° > |x|) and (y)? > R? > 0 (i.e., [¢°] > |y]), we have:

for 2%°>0; x-y> 2%y’ — xlly| >0,  and  for 2%° <0; @y < —[a°(]y°] + [x[ly| <(06.6)

which both inequalities explicitly reveal that = -y # 0. Accordingly, dropping the third case (with
()2 >0, x #0), M%C) can be visualized as the set of points (z,y) € R® x R® with ()2 <0 orx =0
(equivalently (y)? < R?).

We also need to remind the notions of forward and backward tubes in C°, respectively, denoted by T+
and T~. By definition, 7% = R® + iﬁi, where the domains Qi ={yeR’; (y)? >0, y° = 0} stem
from the causal structure on My (see section (7)). Indeed, T" and T~ can be visualized as the set of
points z = x+iy € C® ((x,y) € R® x RY), such that (y)? > 0, with ¢ > 0 and y° < 0, respectively. [Here,
in a shortcut, it is convenient to point out that the tubes TF are the (standard) analyticity domains of
1+ 4-dimensional Minkowskian quantum fields, which verify the positivity of the spectrum of the energy
operator (see section 17).]

We finally define the following open subsets of M g):
Tr=TtnM®, T =T nMY, (16.7)

where 7 and 7~ are respectively called forward and backward tubes of M %C). Considering the above,
they can be viewed as the set of points z = 2 +iy € C%, with —R? < (2)? < 0 or z = 0 (equivalently
0 < (y)? < R?), while 4 > 0 and 3° < 0, respectively. Here, one must notice that the tubes 7+ are

indeed domains and tuboids®* above M, in M S(%C), from which, in a well-defined way, one can take the

boundary value on M, of analytic functions in the distribution sense5® [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 dS, plane waves. By analytic continuation of the plane waves (16.1) to the

dS4 complex hyperboloid M %C), the obtained complexified waves (z-£/R)™ are defined globally and single
valued, provided that z varies in 7 or 7~ and £ lies in the future null-cone C* = {{ € R® ; (£)% =
0, &0 > O}, because then the imaginary part of (z - £/R) has a fixed sign and moreover z - £ # 0. To see
the point, let z = x +iy € TT or T~ (that is, y = (y°,y) = Im(2) verify 0 < (y)? < R?, with y° > 0 and
y" < 0, respectively) and, again using the quaternionic notations, & = (£°,¢) € C* (that is, €2 > 0 and
|€] = £Y). Taking parallel steps to the ones that led to Egs. (16.5) and (16.6), one can show that:

{y~£>0 for 27T,

y-£<0 for ze€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 ¢(z = z + iy) be an analytic function in a given local tube ® = A + i=. Then, for all f(z) in D(A) (the latter
being the space of infinitely differentiable functions with compact support on the p-measure space A), the sequence of
distributions {¢, ; y € E} defined in D’(A) by:

by (f) = /A $(z+ 1) f(z) du(x),

is weakly convergent when y goes to zero in Z; this limit (¢y|ye=, y—0) gives a distribution in ©'(A), called boundary
value of ¢(z) on A from the local tube ©. To see more detailed discussions on this topic, one can refer to Refs. [35, 99].
Moreover, to get acquainted with the notion of distribution and its relevant objects, readers are referred to Ref. [32]. [As
a final remark in this footnote, we would like to point out that, by definition, the support of a function f, denoted in the
sequel by supp(f), is the subset of the domain containing those elements which are not mapped to zero. If the domain of
f is a topological space, the support of f is defined as the smallest closed set containing all points that are not mapped
to zero. Functions with compact support on a topological space are those whose closed support is a compact subset of
the space.]
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Therefore, for all z = x + iy in the domains 7+ and ¢ € CT, we have z - £ # 0; no matter z - £ # 0 or
not, the term y - £ is always nonzero. On the other hand, for an arbitrary value of 7 and a fixed sign of
the imaginary part of (z - £/R), a single-valued determination of (z-£/R)" is given by:

(Z—ng = exp (T [i arg(%) + log ‘%H) ) arg(%) €] —mml. (16.9)

Accordingly, one can define the single-valued, global dS, plane waves as the boundary values, in the sense
of distributions, of analytic continuation to the forward (71) or backward (7 ) tube of the waves (16.1):

oE(f) = ja“%c((x-+;f).g)r5€0+7y6&i7y%0f(x)du<x)
_ /M <c [ﬁ(%)+0(—%)eii”7} iﬁgT) (o) du(z), (16.10)

=¢% . (2)

where, in the above “Fourier transform”, f(x) € ®(Mp) (D(Mp) being the space of infinitely differen-
tiable functions with compact support on M ), while du(x) stands for the invariant measure on M p, ¥
for the Heaviside function, and ¢ 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 7T of the future null-cone C*. Let z, and S(z,)
respectively denote a unit vector (in the sense |(z.)?| = 1) in R® and its stabilizer subgroup in Sp(2,2).
In the present context, two types of orbits are of interest:

o Ifz, e QJF, then 7 would be the section of C* characterized by a hyperplane of the form z,-§ = a
(a > 0), i.e., an orbit (of spherical type) of the stabilizer subgroup S(z,.) ~ SO(4).5¢ To see the
point, let us set z, = (1,0,0,0,0). With this choice of the unit vector z, € Q+, the orbit T = T
reads:

To = {5 ceCt; ¢ = a} = {g eCt; (51)2 + (52)2 + (53)2 + (54)2 _ az}. (16.11)

e If (r,)? = —1, T represents the union of the sections of C* characterized by two hyperplanes of the
forms z,-£ = £b (b > 0), i.e., the union of two hyperboloid sheets, which are orbits of the stabilizer
subgroup S(z.) ~ SOg(1,3).57 To see the point, we choose z, = (0,0,0,0,1). With this choice, the
orbit 71 = T4 takes the form:

Tu=TH U

feecti¢=nfU{eect: ¢ =)
= {6 €CT; ()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 dS, fields. In this context, the null-vector £ € CV is considered in terms
of the four-momentum (k°, k) of a Minkowskian particle with mass m as follows:

0 _0._' 7
¢t (eTf) = <k _ Rk + 1,:L,i1> , (16.13)

m m?2

based upon which, we have (k°)? — k -k =m?2. We will come back to this important point later.

66 We recall that under the action of Sp(2,2) in R®, the region QJF is divided into a union of mutually disjoint orbits of
different radii, for which, according to the Cartan decomposition of Sp(2,2), the subgroup SO(4) ~ SU(2) x SU(2),
isomorphic to the maximal compact subgroup of Sp(2,2), plays the role of stabilizer subgroup (see subsection 9.2).

67 We recall that under the action of Sp(2,2) in R®, the exterior of the cone ()2 = 0, which here z, belongs to, is divided
into a union of mutually disjoint orbits of different radii, for which, according to the space-time-Lorentz decomposition of
Sp(2,2), the subgroup SO¢(1, 3), isomorphic to the Lorentz subgroup, plays the role of stabilizer subgroup (see subsection
9.1).
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16.3. DS, plane waves as generating functions for square-integrable eigenfunctions

For the sake of reasoning, in this subsection, we invoke a system of bounded global coordinates ap-
propriate for describing a bounded version of dS, spacetime, namely S* x (—n/2,7/2). This system of
intrinsic coordinates, known as conformal coordinates, is given by:

z = (2°,x) = (Rtanp, R(cos p) " 'u), (16.14)

where —7/2 < p < m/2 and u € S? (for an explicit form of u, see Eq. (13.6)). Note that the coordinate
p is actually timelike, and plays the role of a conformal time; the closure of the p-interval is taken into
account, when one studies compactified spacetime under conformal action.

16.3.1. DS4 plane waves as generating functions

Again, employing the quaternionic notations, let ¢ = (£9,€) € Ot (that is, €° > 0 and ¢° = |¢]).
According to the identities given in appendices B and E, one can demonstrate & € H ~ R?* as & = |¢]v,
with v € SU(2) ~ S3. The dot product x - £/R then can be given, in terms of the conformal coordinates
(16.14), as follows:

x-€ 0 1 £0¢lr
—_— t — . =
R (tan p)¢ cos pu 2icos p

(147 - 2mv), r=ie. (615)

Considering the above identity along with the generating function for the Gegenbauer polynomials C;, 7 (z)
(see Eq. (D.8)), it is straightforward to show that:

. T Opip T -
() = () 2w

£0¢ir T > 1
= ( > > Zr" C. " (u-v), Re(1) < 3 (16.16)

2icosp 0
n=

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~"?| = 1. This failure, however, is circumvented here by giving a negative imaginary part to
the angle p — p — ie (¢ > 0). This process, ensuring the convergence of the expansion, indeed amounts
to extend the ambient coordinates to the backward tube 7~ (see subsection 16.1).

Utilizing Egs. (D.8) and (D.9) along with (D.15), we get the following auxiliary relation:

(14+r*=2r(u-v)) =2n° Z " PrT(r?) YVioim (W)Y, (v), (16.17)

Lim

where, again, Yrim’s, with (L,I,m) € NxNxZ,0< 1< L and -] < m < [, are the hyperspherical
harmonics on the unit-sphere S* (see appendix D), while the functions P, 7 (r?) are defined in terms of
the hypergeometric functions as:

1 I'(L-71

) o
ES R R (16.18)

PLT0) =

with the integral representation:

1

rb PrT(r%) YViim(a) = Gy

8 (147" =2r(u-v))" Vo (v) du(v). (16.19)

Now, combining the above auxiliary relation with Eq. (16.16), and substituting r = ie~'?, the expansion
of the dS4 plane waves takes the form:

(Lf) =2r’ Z CLim(2 )" Viim(V), (16.20)

Lim
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where we introduce three sets of functions {@Elm(x)}, in the allowed ranges of the unifying complex
parameter 7 corresponding to the three series of the dSs scalar representations, on M as:

iL—T e—i(L—T)p

Lim(T) = T (Zeosp) P.7(— e ) Viim(u)

iL=7 e=iE=m)p (L —7) .
= F(L—71,—7—1;L+2 —e %r m(u). (16.21
(2cosp)™ (L+ 1) T(=7) 215 ( T,—T s L+ 25— ) Yeim (). ( )

By using the Euler’s transformation (see Eq. (D.30)), one can also obtain the following alternative form
of Eq. (16.21):

T+3 F(L B T)

L7 —i(L+7+3)p (
(L+ D! T(—7)

2cos p) 2B (T+2,L+7+3;L+2;—e ) Vi, (1.22)

Here, we must underline that:

e The introduced functions ®7, () are well defined for all values of T with Re(7) < 0,58 and therefore,
are well defined for all the dS4 scalar UIR’s.

e In the conformal coordinates 2z = x(p,u), these functions are infinitely differentiable in their re-
spective allowed ranges of parameters.

e Due to the linear independence of Vr;,’s, the functions @7, () play the role of the usual solutions
to the scalar-wave equations (15.17) (again, in the respective allowed ranges of 7), when one proceeds
with the proper separation of variables. [We will clarify this point in subsubsection 16.3.3.]

e Considering the orthonormality of Yrim’s on S3, the integral representation of ®7, (z)’s, say the
“Fourier transform” on S?, is given by:

VL) = gy [ () Vi) du). (16.23)

[We will also come back to the meaning of this Fourier transform later in subsubsection 16.3.4.]

e At the limit p — +7/2, namely, the infinite dS4 “future” /“past”, the behavior of these functions,
with respect to the form (16.21), is determined by (see Eq. (D.31)):

" () L7 eiE=T)p (L —7)T(27 +3)
T) R, x
Lim poES (2cosp)™  T(—7)D(t+2) (L +7+3)

yle(u) y (1624)

for —2 < Re(7) < 0, and, with respect to the alternative form (16.22), by (see Eq. (D.31)):

LT LT ( s (=27 -3)
I(—7) (-7 -1)

Tim(@) ~p iy 2cos )

Vrim (1), (16.25)

for Re(r) < —3.%° Considering the asymptotic relations (16.24) and (16.25) in their respective
domains of the parameter 7, it is clear that the functions ®7,,.(x) are singular at the limit p —
+7/2 for all Re(7) < —3 corresponding to the relation (16.25), where the asymptotic behavior is
dominated by the factor (cosp)”™3. Of course, one must notice that this singularity is nothing
but a direct result of the choice of coordinates, that we have already made in order to express the
dot product x - £. Technically, this singularity occurs for the scalar discrete series (1 = —p — 2)
with p > 2, which includes all the scalar discrete series UIR’s II, o, with the exception of I, o
(1 = —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 7, namely, Re(T) < 0, is issued from the domain of the Gamma function I'(—7) 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(r) = f%, which is the case for the scalar principal series 7 = —3/2 —iv (v € R), we need to give a small
imaginary part to v, then we can use the above asymptotic formulas (see Ref. [101]).
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16.3.2.  Normalized eigenfunctions

Here, we proceed with the examination of the introduced three sets of functions {@Elm(x)}, in the
respective allowed ranges of 7, as three sets of basis elements for the spacetime realization of the (respec-
tive) carrier Hilbert spaces of the dS, scalar (principal, complementary, and discrete series) UIR’s. Such
basis elements are supposed to be scalar-valued functions on M , infinitely differentiable, and solutions
to the scalar-wave equations (15.17),” which, so far, all are well fulfilled by ®7, (x)’s. These elements
are also supposed to be square integrable with respect to the so-called Klein-Gordon inner product. This
is actually the only criterion left here that needs to be examined concerning the introduced sets of func-
tions. Technically, for given solutions ®; and @4 to the scalar-wave equations (15.17), the Klein-Gordon
inner product is defined by:

— —

(@1 (x), Ba(z)) :1/ 1) (9, — 0,)®s(x) do” 51/2@’;(:5)3@2@) do” (16.26)

P

where ¥ and doV” respectively stand for a Cauchy surface™ and the area element vector on it. The
Klein-Gordon inner product is dSy invariant and of course independent of the choice of 3. Regarding the
choice of global coordinates x = x(p, u), that we have already made, this product takes the form:

(®1(x), B () = iR / Do) 5, () du(w), (16.27)

where du(u) is the invariant measure on S? (see appendix E).
Considering the orthogonality relations of Vp;,’s, for the given sets of functions {@Elm(x)} (the nor-
malizable ones), we have :

<(D7[:1l1m1 (‘r)7 7l:2l2m2 (fL‘)> = 6L1L26l1126m1m2”®21l1m1 (x)HQ ’ (16’28)

where, by admitting the form (16.21) and utilizing Egs. (D.32), (D.33), and (D.34), we obtain:

T - —alm(r F(L — T) 2
9% ()| = mR? 22720 eI | S|
SL—T+1 L—-7\ _,/L+7+4 L+71+43 -
. Re<r( TRl p(EoT) (L (L )) (1629
For real values of 7, by employing the Legendre duplication formula™, Eq. (16.29) simplifies to:
(L -
[9F () = 2° B Lo (16.30)

(C(=7)’ T(L+7+3)

According to Eqs. (16.29) and (16.30), it is manifest that the sets of functions {®7, (z)}, with —3 <
Re(7r) < 0, which is the case for the dS, scalar principal and complementary series, are normalizable.
Hence, considering this fact along with the properties listed below Eqs. (16.21) and (16.22), we argue
that the functions ®7,, (x), in the respective ranges of 7 corresponding to the dS, 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(r) < —3 (1 = —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 ®7,, (z), for which, the range Re(7) < —3 is allowed. In this
case, the involved hypergeometric functions 2F1( -, L—p+1;L+2 —e’Qi”), with p = 1, 2, ..., reduce
to polynomials of degree p (see appendix D). Accordingly, for the scalar discrete series (1 = —p — 2), the
corresponding set of functions { @Elm(x)} is divided into two parts:
e The set of {®],, (z)}, with L < p (say {<I>E<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).

2 T(2) T(z + 1/2) = 21722 /7 T'(22).
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e The set of regular normalizable functions {®7, (z)}, with L > p (say {<I>£>plm(x)}).

Note that the invariant null-norm subspace {(I)E<,, Im (x)} can be interpreted as a space of “gauge” states,
which carries the irreducible (nonunitary) finite-dimensional representations of the dS, group. Regarding
the notations introduced in appendix G, these representations are characterized by (n; = 0,n0 = p —1).
They are indeed Weyl equivalent™ to the discrete series UIR’s II,, .

Let us summarize the above results. In the allowed ranges of parameters, the normalized eigenfunctions

(denoted here by ® Tim(2)’s), as basis elements of the carrier Hilbert spaces of the dS4 scalar UIR’s, read
[102):

~7I—1lm( ) NT i (L+7‘+3)p (COS p)T+3 2F1 (T + 25 L + 7+ 37 L + 2a _672ip) thn(u) ) (1631)

where, with respect to Eq. (16.29), the normalization factors N7 are:

V= g R
o Re(F*(L_;+1) F(L;T) F*(L+27+4) P(L—i—;—k?))) . (16.32)

For real values of 7, which is the case for the complementary and discrete series (the normalizable ones),
the normalization factors V] simplify to:

_ 278 YT —7n)T(L+7+3)

NT
L™ R (L+1)

(16.33)

In particular, for the scalar discrete series, determined by 7 = —p — 2 (p = 1,2,...), the orthonormal
system turns into (L > p):

O] (@) = NT_ i8FPF2 7m0 (o5 p) P o F) (= p, L—p+ 1; L+ 25 —€~ ) Ypim (u)(16.34)

>p

with:

2P~ JT(L+p+2)T(L—p+1)

Ni_ =
Lzp R (L+1)!

(16.35)

As already mentioned, for the scalar discrete series with p > 2, these functions are singular at the limits
p==+7/2.
Now, for the scalar principal and complementary series, we can rewrite the expansion formula (16.20),

representing the dSy plane waves as generating functions, in terms of the orthonormal sets {tlem(x)}
(in the respective ranges of 7) as:

(Lg) =21 Y @ (1) | i (2) (€))7 Vi (V) (16.36)

Lim

where ||®7,,.(z)|’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:

(m 5)7_710 2 o 277222‘%@1771 50) - 2yle( )

L=0 Im
+27T2 Z Z ||(I)L>plm || (I)L>plm( ) (50)_:0_2 yZIm(V) ) b= ]-7 27 (71637)
L=p Im
where ||<I>L> i (@)|’s are determined by Eq. (16.30), with 7 = —p — 2. Accordingly, we have the

“spherical” modes in dS, spacetime in terms of the dS, 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 {®7,,.} (or {&)Elm}), corresponding to the three series
of the dS, 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., Qél) = —R?0R), which, with respect to the conformal
coordinates x = z(p, u) (see Eq. (16.14)), takes the form:

1 v o) L, 0 1
Or = ﬁ&,\/f;g 1o, = R2 cos? '08 (cos pa—p) 72 cos? p Az, (16.38)
with:
0? 0 1 02 1 0 1 0?
As = +2cot ) — — +c (16.39)

t 6 — —
2 oY sin2 1 062 © sin? ¢ 00 + sin? ¢ sin? 6 0¢?

where the latter is the Laplace operator on S? (note that here we have used the parametrization given
in Eq. (13.6), for which S* 3 u = u(¢, 6, ), with 0 < 9,0 < 7 and 0 < ¢ < 27). Solutions to the
scalar-wave equations (15.17), in the respective ranges of 7, then can be found by separation of variables,
o7, () = A(p)B(u), based upon which we get [102, 103]:

(Az+C)B(u) =0, (16.40)

d +Ccos®p—7(1 + 3)>A(P) =0. (16.41)

d
(cos4 pd—p cos™? pdp

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) = Y7 (u). On the other hand, for the p-dependent part
and for a given 7, the solutions (corresponding to the Euclidean vacuum) are [103]:

Alp) = Ane(p) = xy, (eos ) (P, (sinp) — 2Q},, (sinp)) (16.42)

where P, and @} are the Legendre functions on the cut, with A = A(7) = £(7 + 2), and y, is:

Cya(rE-atd)
XL = QR<F(L+)\+3)> . (16.43)

Here, it must be underlined that the above relations provide us with three sets of solutions {®7, () =
Axp(p)Yrim(u)} in the allowed ranges of 7 associated with the three series of the dS, scalar representa-

tions, except for the case of discrete series (1 = —p — 2), with L < p, for which the above formulas break
down. These families of solutions obey the following orthogonality prescription:
(@Lrtrmrs PLim) = 611011 Oy » (@ ( Zlm) )=0. (16.44)

Now, to make apparent the link between the p-dependent part of the solutions Axr(p) 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 p — t ( =1r?) = —e~2:

(t2(1 —1)? % +2t(1 — t) % — fL(L +2)(1 —t)? —tr(r + 3))A(t) =0, Ax(p) = A(t) (16.45)

Below, we proceed with the second approach.

Frobenius solutions to Eq. (16.45) in the neighborhood of t = 0.7 For the solutions of the form
A(t) =t¢ Zn%) ant™, the Frobenius indicial equation admits two sets of solutions, respectively, associated

7 At first glance, it might be argued that, with respect to the definition t = —e~2_ the neighborhood of ¢t = 0 is not
reachable at all (since |¢| = 1). But, the very point to be noticed here is that the whole above construction is performed
when we gave a negative imaginary part to the angle p — p —ie (see the argument subsequent to Eq. (16.16)). Therefore,
the definition t = —e~2!” should actually be read as t = —e~2Pe~2¢, In this sense, the neighborhood of t = 0 is quite
reachable by varying the value of € (> 0).
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with the case ¢ = ¢ = L/2 and the case ¢ = ¢ = —(L + 2)/2. The former set of solutions, in the
neighborhood of t = 0, reads as:

L
2

Ay =A, () =tz (1—t)"P ,F(t+2, L+ 7+ 3L +21), (16.46)

or alternatively, by making use of the Euler’s transformation (see Eq. (D.30)), as:

L
2

Alt) =Ae,(t) =t (1 —t) " yFy (L—7,—T = 1; L+ 2;t) . (16.47)
By substituting ¢t = —e~2", one can easily check that the above alternative forms of solutions respectively
give the p-dependent part of the solutions (16.22) and (16.21), up to constant factors.

On the other hand, since ¢; — c; = L + 1 € N, for the latter set of solutions associated with ¢ = ¢c; =
—(L +2)/2, we face a degenerate case, for which linearly independent solutions read:

AW = Aat) = (log0) A O+ 32 bt (16.48)

n=—L—-1

where the coefficients b,, are recurrently specified by substituting the above solutions into Eq. (16.45).
Note that the second set of solutions is singular at ¢ = 0, due to the logarithmic term. This set of solutions
is relevant to the scalar discrete series case, for which one has to deal with the finite dimensional space
of null-norm solutions (in this regard, we would like to draw the attention of readers to subsection 17.3,
where we discuss this matter for the simplest case (p = 1)).

The above sets of solutions respectively possess the Klein-Gordon norms:

L+ 1))
A, || = 23R? (( 6.4
Mel™ =28 =TT+ v 3y (16.49)
which correspond to Eq. (16.29), and (for real values of b,,’s):
2 _ 2 2 of VT2PTH(L A1) L
[Ac, |7 = 7= Ac, [|I* + uR (F(L_;“) T +4(-1)*v |, (16.50)
where:
u= D (=1)"a,  v= Y (=1)"(n+L/2)ba. (16.51)
n=—L—-1 n=—L—-1

In the discrete series case (1 = —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
(1 = —p—2). For the solutions of the form A(t) = (1—t)¢ > om0 Cn(1=1)", the Frobenius indicial equation
has two sets of solutions, respectively, associated with d=dy = —7=p+2andd=do=7+3=1—0p.
The second case represents the p-dependent part (t = —e~2") of the (respective) solutions (16.21) or
(16.22). Solutions associated with the first case, in the neighborhood of ¢t = 1, are given by:

L
2

Alt) = Ag, (t) =tZ (1= t)P?? yF (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) = Ag, (8) = t2 727 1 = )PP ,F (= p, L —p+1; L+ 2,1 1) . (16.53)
Again, because d; —ds = 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:

oo

A(t) = Ag,(t) = (log(1 = ) Ag, () + D en(1—t)"TPF2, (16.54)

n=—2p—1

where the coefficients e, are recurrently specified by substituting the above solutions into Eq. (16.45),
while the latter admits the change of variables ¢ — 1 — ¢t. Here, again, the second set of solutions is
singular, due to singularity of the logarithmic term at ¢t = 1.
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16.3.4. DSy UIR’s: spacetime realization versus S® 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 dS, scalar principal series UIR’s,
namely the spacetime and S? realizations, while the dS; plane waves (x - £/R)T 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
Yiim's on S? carries the ten essentially self-adjoint infinitesimal operators associated with the scalar
principal series UIR’s of the dS4 group Sp(2,2) (the S? realization).

Here, for all three series of the dS4 scalar UIR’s, we introduce the following kernel:

R~ . . T
MpxS*3 (z,v) = K(z,v) = T 273 51O ()| () (%5) , (16.55)
where we remind that £ = (£9,£%v) € CF, with €° > 0 and v € S®. This kernel for the scalar principal
series representations (with 7 = —3/2 — iv and v € R) expands as:
KPS (@,v) = 2 870, (@) (Vi (V) - (16.56)
Lim

To get the above identity, we have used Egs. (16.36) and (16.29), and then, after substituting 7 =
—3/2—1iv and considering the fact that I'*(z) = I'(z*), we have applied the Legendre duplication formula.

On the other hand, for the scalar complementary series representations (with 7 = —3/2 — v and v € R,
while 0 < |v| < 3/2), taking Eq. (16.30) into account, the expansion of this kernel turns into:
*
KCS x V Z (I)Lhn (yLlnL( )) ) (1657)
Lim
where ?glm(v) = % Yrim(v). For the scalar discrete series representations (with 7 = —p — 2

and p = 1,2,...), one needs to consider Egs. (16.37) and (16.30), based upon which:

KB (z,v) = R127 3 (p + 1) ZZ@L<plm (ylev) +ZZ¢)L>W (yum( ))*(16.58)

L=0 Im L=p Im

where V[P 7% (v) = / (Lzrp:)l‘)' Viim(v). We recall from subsections 13.4 and 13.5 that V7, (v)’s,

respectively, with 7 = —3/2—v and 7 = —p—2 (L > p), generate the S? realization of the carrier Hilbert
spaces of the dS, scalar complementary and discrete series representations.

Accordingly, for all three series of the dS, scalar UIR’s, we have the two transforms which, in the
respective allowed ranges of 7, connect the “wave functions” ®7, () (square integrable with respect to
the Klein-Gordon inner product (16.27)) with the respective elements f(v) in the Hilbert space LZ(S?),
for the scalar principal series, in L2(S?® x S?), for the scalar complementary series, and again in LZ(S?),
for the scalar discrete series. These two transforms, which are inverse to each other, read:

B (2) = (K" (2,), )2 (16.59)

FOv) = (K (), PLim) ke (16.60)

where (-,-)z2 and (,-) ¢ respectively refer to the L?(S?) 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. DS, plane waves and the zero-curvature limit

In this subsection, following the lines sketched in Ref. [28], we aim to study the behavior of the dSy
scalar principal waves under vanishing curvature.” 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 dS, single-valued, global plane waves can be
obtained as the boundary values, in the distribution sense, of analytic continuation to the forward (7 )
or backward (7 ) tubes of the plane-wave solutions to the (relevant) wave equations. Here, for the sake
of reasoning, we stick to the waves analytic in the backward tube 7 —. Then, for the dS, scalar principal
waves, which are of interest in the current discussion, we have:

Grelw) = e [(58) +o( = e |5

T

, (16.61)

where ¢ € Ct, 7 = —3 —iv (v € R), and the real-valued constant ¢ = ¢, is:

B R-2 (12 +1/4)
¢, = \/2( (16.62)

2m)3 (14 e~2mv) m?2 "’

76

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 v and m as v = mR (¢ =1 = h).

Technically, to compute the flat limit (R — o) of the waves (16.61), one needs to consider an area
around a given point x € M 5, in which all the distances are negligible in comparison with R. Regarding
the homogeneity of the dSs hyperboloid M under the action of Sp(2,2), one can take, for instance,
the point z* = R and z# = 0, with g = 0,1,2,3.77 Letting R go to infinity, dS; spacetime in the
neighborhood of this point admits its tangent plane, that is, the 1+ 3-dimensional Minkowski spacetime.
The coordinates z* in this neighborhood are approximated as (see subsection 9.1, and the relations (9.24)
and (9.25)):

=2+ OR™Y), *=R+0(1). (16.63)
Now, we can deal with the flat limit of the waves (16.61). In the first step, under the limit R — oo,
for which e 7" &~ 0 (recall that T = —2 — imR), these waves reduce to:
1 ~ 1 V[ (—)} s 16.64
Rl—r>noo qs”’g(w) Rl—I>noo e ¥ R R ( 6.6 )
Subsequently, taking Eq. (16.62) and the parametrization (16.63) into account, we obtain:
1 g oh N\ —3-imR
lim ¢ (z) ~ ——ee (& 4T<1+ “") . 16.65
Raqu”@( ) 2(271_)3 ( g ) [6 | R|§4| e ( )

This limit solely exists for £&* < 0, due to the Heaviside function 9(—¢*), and for |€*| = 1, due to the
term |£*|7. Therefore, we consider the orbital basis 7; on CT given in Eq. (16.12), based upon which we
can write £~ ( € _IZ) = (%ﬂ =4/ 7’% +1, %, 71>, where (k°, E) is the four-momentum of a Minkowskian
particle with mass m. With this choice of orbital basis for & € C'T, the above limiting process clearly
reveals that, under vanishing curvature, the dS, principal waves ¢, g(m) meet the usual positive-frequency,
Minkowskain plane waves of a particle with mass m:

1 —ik-x, .
; ) - N e , for x-& >0,
im ¢, .(z) = (16.66)
R—oo ™ 0, for x-£ <0,

where k -z, =1, k*zg, with p,v =0,1,2,3, and 7, = diag(1, -1, -1, -1).
So far, we have shown that under vanishing curvature, thanks to the analyticity requirement at the
origin of the term e™"", the modes with = - £ < 0, responsible for the appearance of negative energy

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 dSs hyperboloid My is the
gravitational acceleration, naively speaking, the radius of curvature R, which is the same all over the hyperbolid. In this
sense, the observer can never understand where is he/she exactly located on M . Therefore, for the sake of reasoning
and without losing the generality, we can consider any point on M .
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modes at the flat limit, are exponentially damped, while the ones with x - & > 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 dS, (generally, dS) spacetime. Actually, applying Bogoliubov transformations on the given
modes gb;g may result in the appearance of conjugate modes ((b; E)* which their flat limit at some point
2’ is of negative energy, as soon as the point =’ verifies 2’ - £ > 0 (one can easily check the latter point by
repeating the above process for (gb;f)*)

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 dSs (generally, dS) plane waves, to achieve a promising QFT
formulation of dSy (generally, dS) elementary systems (in the Wigner sense) in such a way that, under
vanishing curvature, the whole QFT construction meets the ordinary flat one.

17. QFT IN DS; SPACETIME

In this section, following the seminal works by Bros et al. [34, 35], we are going to present a consistent
QFT reading of (free) elementary systems in dSs 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) dSy-Fourier calculus, one
can implement many significant notions like wave propagation, “particle states”, etc. in the context of
dS; QFT quite analogous to its Minkowskian counterpart.

Here and before going into the details, let us once again point out that in this section, in order
to keep the argument straight, we merely stick to the case of dS, scalar quantum fields (ﬁ(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 dS, 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 9B [104] of terminating sequences of test-
functions f = (fo,fl(zl), vy fulzr, o xn), -, 0,0, ) on My, where fy € C and f, € D, (n > 1),
9, being the space of infinitely differentiable functions with compact support on the cartesian product of
n copies of M p; ©,, = @n([M R]"). [Note that here the subscript ‘n’, as a dynamical variable, refers to
the number of particles appeared in the theory; the total particle number is finite, no matter how large:
> m,; < 00.] In this x-algebra, the product and the involution are respectively given by:

(fR)n =Y fe@hi, (17.1)
s,teN
s+t=n
f=f= (f{f,ff(zl), o S (@ny s @), 00,0, )7 (17.2)

where (fs®@h) (21, .., 2s41) = fs(x1, oo, Ts)he(@sq1, ..., Tsre). This algebra is supposed to be equipped
with a representation U(g) of the dS4 group Sp(2,2) as follows:

Q(ﬂ)f = (f07 (Q(g)fl)(ml)) A (Q(Q)fn)(xh ,.’,Un), 70a05 ) ) (173)
where, besides fo which is invariant under this action, for f,, (n > 1) in a natural way we have:

(Q(g)fn)(&h, we s Tp) = fn (g_l O XY, .. ,g_l oxn) . (17.4)
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A local QFT then is defined by a continuous linear functional W(f) on B, that is, a sequence {Wn(fn) €
D!, n € N}, in which W, (f,)’s are distributions (Wightman n-point functions):

n’

Wo(fo) =1, and {Wn(fn) = /Wn(xl, s ) fr(@1y ooy xy) du(ay) oo dp(zy,), n= 1}(217.5)

where dp(x) is the invariant measure on M. [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:

e Covariance. Each W, is invariant under the dS,; group action, i.e., W, (Q(g)fn) = Wy (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).

e Locality. There is a “locality” ideal Zj,. in B, which is defined in the same way as the Minkowskian
case (but with respect to the dS, spacelike separation; see section 7), in which the functional W
vanishes (i.e., W(f) =0, for all f € Zj,.).

e Positivity. For each f € B, characterized by fo € C, f1 € ©1(Mpg), ..., fn € ’Dn([MR]"):

n

D Wanlfi @ f,) >0, (17.6)

s,t=0

which is equivalent to the positivity of the functional W itself (i.e., W(f*f) > 0, for all f € B).
Note that this assumption should be relaxed to deal with 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 W,.

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
A, a UIR U(g) — % (g) of the dS; group,”™ a vacuum vector §2 € . invariant under %, and finally an

operator-valued distribution ngS, for which the sequence of its Wightman functions reads:
{Wn(xl, ) = (0, 3(21) . D)), 1€ N}. (17.7)

Moreover, the GNS construction provides us with the vector-valued distribution ®,, in such a way that:
B(1) = [ (1) e )2 fulir, e 20) disn) . dilzn). (17.5)

Note that ®,, is actually an (unbounded) operator acting on J#, defined on some dense domain of .77.
The GNS construction also gives a representation f — ®(f) = {®,(fn), n € N} of B, which contains
the basic field ¢(z) as a special case:

$(f1) = B((0, £1,0, . )) = / 3@ f1 () du(z). (17.9)

The operator ¢(f1) (that is, a basic field ¢(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 f;. Roughly
speaking, the argument x of a basic field has direct physical significance. It marks the point where gig(x)
applied to a state produces a change. In this sense, using the basic fields, one can associate with each open
region O in M a polynomial algebra P(O) of operators on Fock space, that is, the algebra generated by
all <i>(f0, fis «oo'y fry ... ), the fields smeared out with test functions fy,(x1, ..., x,) possessing their support
in the region O; suppfn(x1, ... ,2,) C O", for n > 1. The set P(O)Q is actually a dense subset of 2.
Here, we must underline that our interpretation of the theory is indeed based on the assertion that the
elements of this subalgebra of ®(8) can be interpreted as representing physical operations performable

78 By U(g) — %(g) is meant the extension of the natural representation U of the dS4 group on a Hilbert space H to the
corresponding Fock space .7, where % denotes the extended representation.
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within O. This suggests that the net of algebras P(Q) constitutes the intrinsic mathematical description
of the theory. [To get more mathematical details, concerning the above discussions, we encourage readers
to refer to Ref. [106].]

At this stage, focusing on a (generalized) free scalar field, we make the above construction more
explicit. On the free field level, all the truncated n-point functions W;“Lr(xl, ey Tp), With 1 # 2, vanish.
The quantum theory therefore is completely encoded in the two-point function W = Wh(z,z'), that
is, a distribution on M x M p verifying the aforementioned requirements of covariance, locality, and
positivity, which imply that:

e Covariance. For all g € Sp(2,2), W(gox,goa') =W(x,2').

e Locality. For every spacelike separated pair (z,2') € M, namely, (z — 2’)? < 0 (see section 7),
Wz, z') = W(2', x).

e Positivity. For all f; € ©1(Mp):

/ Wia, ') f{ () (') due)du(a’) > 0. (17.10)
MpXxMp

The GNS triplet (J7, ¢, ), corresponding to the functional W = Wj(x,2'), then can be explicitly
constructed. Actually, this triplet indicates the Fock representation of a generalized free scalar field ¢
verifying the following commutation relations:

[é(fl%é(h)] =C(fi, k) x 1= /C($7$/)f1($)k1($/) dp(x)dp(z’) x 1, (17.11)

for all fi,k1 € ®1, while the commutator function is given by C(z,2’) = W(x,2') — W(2',z). The
associated Hilbertian Fock space representation J# of the field algebra is defined by the Hilbertian sum
Ho @ [ @, S(H1)®"], in which S stands for the symmetrization operation, Ho = {AQ; A € C}, and the
one-particle sector H; is defined in such a way that:

e A regular element hy € H is given by a class of functions hj(z) € ©1(M ) modulo the functions
k1, for which fMRXMR Wz, 2"k (2)ky (2") dp(z)dp(z’) = 0.

e The associated norm, for such an element hl, reads:
(g, ) = / Wia, 2 )hi (@)hy (2') dpu()du(a’) > 0. (17.12)
MRXMR

e Eventually, by completion of the space of regular elements, with respect to the above norm, the full
Hilbert space H; is defined.

Note that a similar procedure for the regular elements by € Hy =S (H1)®" is performed.
Each field operator ¢(f1) can be decomposed into two parts, i.e., “creation” and “annihilation” parts:
#(f1) = a'(f1) + a(f1). The actions of a'(f1) and a(f;), respectively, on the dense subset of “regular

elements” of the form h = (ho,hl, vy by 2,00, .. ) are given by:

(GT(fl)h)n(:];h 73?”) = %Z]ﬁ(l‘l) hn,l(ml, ,Cfii, ,a:n), (17.13)

<a(f1)h)n(x1, ) :\/n—i—l/M @) bt (&', 21, o) dp(@)dp(z’), (17.14)

where ¥; 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, '), the
antisymmetric bidistribution C'(z,z’) on M vanishes coherently with the notion of locality inherent to
Mp, ie., C(z,z') = 0, for every spacelike separated pair (x,z’) € M p. This clearly compels the scalar
field ¢(z) to verify the requirement of local commutativity (since [¢(z), p(z')] = C(z,2’) x 1). On the
other hand, the covariance requirement of the two-point function necessitates the dSy4 covariance of the
field operator qg(z), while the representation % (g) of the dS4 group in 42 is unitary with respect to the
same requirement and to the given norm in (17.12).
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17.1.1. Discussion: weak spectral condition

So far, the requirements of covariance, locality, and positive definiteness are literally carried over from
the Minkowskian case to the dS4 one. In dS; (generally, dS) spacetime, however, no literal or unique
analogue of the usual spectral condition of “positivity of the energy” exists, even worse, it is impossible
to define the notion of “energy” at all; no matter what generator of the dSy (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 dSs (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 dSs (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 dS; (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 dSy (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 dS, (generally, dS) spacetime. Of course, in this context,
the Hadamard requirement still remains of great significance and indicates the necessity for two-point
functions to be the boundary values of analytic functions “from the good side” (the well-known ie-rule.)

In order to prepare the ground, we recall from Minkowskian QFT the well-known fact that the
spectral condition is equivalent to specific analyticity properties of the Wightman n-point functions
W, ((x0)1, -, (x,),) [32], arising from the Laplace transform theorem in C*". [Again, the subscript
‘o’ marks the entities defined in 1 + 3-dimensional Minkowski spacetime R* or in its complex version
C*.] Technically, these analyticity properties necessitate that, for each n (n > 1), the distribution
W, ((z5)1, -, (x,),) is the boundary value of an analytic function W, ((2,)1, - ,(2,),) given in the
tube:

TE = {1 (o)) 5 ()= ()i ilyo) € CL 1<k <

o+ ;
P W) — o) € Vo, 1< <n—1}, (17.15)

where the domain K: stems from the causal structure in R?* (the definition of K:_ can be simply un-
derstood from the corresponding one given in section 7 for R%). To see the points lying behind the
above argument, it would be convenient to briefly review what happens, for instance, in the case of the
free (massive) Klein-Gordon scalar field in Minkowski spacetime. Considering the associated Fourier
representation, its two-point function W, = W, (o, ) reads:

1 ; -

W, (2o, 20,) = 22m)? /e o eifto 9(k) 6((k)? —m?) d*k, (17.16)
where o refers to the Heaviside function. Note that the measure dp = (k) §((k)* — m?) d'k is
considered to solve the corresponding Klein-Gordon wave equation and to fulfill the spectral condition
[32]. According to the spectral condition, or by direct inspection from the convergence properties of
the integral at the right-hand side of the above equation, one can easily check that the distribution

W, (z,,z) appears as the boundary value of a function W, (z,, z.) holomorphic in the domain Ty (2),

while the boundary value is taken from T @,
In the case of dS, spacetime (embedded in R%), a natural substitute to the above analyticity properties
is to requiring the given W, (z1, ... ,z,), for each n > 1, being the boundary value (in the distribution
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sense) of a function W, (21, ..., z,) holomorphic in:
T+ = 7+ N [MS;C)]H = {(zl, s Zy) 5 2= iy, € M%C)7 1<k<n

Y-y €V 1< <n—1},  (177)

. . . . LI . .
where 77 is the tube associated with C°" and, again, V' is the domain resulting from the causal

structure on M, (see section 7). As a matter of fact, it has been shown, by Bros et al. [35, 108], that
T+™) is a domain of [M S;C)]n and a tuboid above [M R} " such that the concept of “distribution boundary
value of a holomorphic function from this domain” remains meaningful. In this sense, it is legitimate to
supplement the postulates of covariance, locality, and positivity (pointed out above) by imposing:

e Weak spectral condition. The distribution W, (z1, ... ,z,), for each n > 1, is obtained by taking
the boundary value of a function W,,(z1, ..., z,,) holomorphic in the subdomain T+™) of [M g:)]n'

For a general dS, two-point function, the above postulate of normal analyticity explicitly reads:

e The two-point function W = Wy(z,z') = (Q, d(x)(2')Q) is the boundary value (in the sense of
distribution) of a function W(z, z’) analytic in the tuboid domain:

T+® = {(z,z’) s ze€T, 7 € T+}. (17.18)

[We recall from subsection 16.1 that 7+ = T+ N M E;C) are respectively the forward and backward tubes
of M Sf) ]

In the coming subsection, following Refs. [34, 35] and by further restricting our attention to the free dSy
Klein-Gordon scalar fields, we will examine the above instruction for a QFT reading of dS, elementary
systems, by presenting the corresponding two-point functions possessing the requirements of covariance,
locality, positive definiteness, and normal analyticity. Again, the whole process will be operated in terms
of the (related) global dS4 plane-wave type solutions (see the previous section).”™ 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 mazimal analyticity properties® of the two-point functions Wz, 2’):

e W(z,2')’s can be analytically continued in the cut-domain:
A =MD x MEN\T© (17.19)
where the cut T'© is the set {(z,2); 2 € Mgt{c) x Mg), (z—2')? =0, Vo= 0}.
e W(z,2z')’s verify, in the cut-domain A, the complex covariance requirement:
W(gozgoz)=W(z2), (17.20)
for all g in the complexified dS4 group Sp(2, 2)(©,

e The permuted Wightman two-point functions W(z',x) = (€, ¢(z')(z)Q) are the boundary values
of W(z,2')’s from the domain 7-3) = {(2,2/) ; 2 € TT, 2/ € T~ }.8! [For the sake of simplicity,
from now on, the two-point functions W (z, z’), which are analytic in the tuboid domain T-@) are
denoted by W'(z,2’), and correspondingly, W(z', z) by W'(x,2’).]

7 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(z’,x) are
obtained by taking the boundary values of W (2, z)’s from the domain 7+(?) = {(2,#'); € T~, 2 € TT}. Neverthe-
less, the former statement is of more interest here, since through it, each Wightman two-point function W(z, z’) and the
corresponding permuted one W(z',z) can be seen as two different realizations, strictly speaking, the boundary values
from two different domains 7+(2) and 7~ (respectively), of same (relevant) analytic two-point function W (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 M relevant to geodesic observers. This feature remarkably provides us
with a simple geometrical interpretation to the Hawking’s thermal effects in dS, Universe [36, 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 dS; (generally, dS) QFT. However, the above axiomatic approach paves
the road for formulating such a theory of interacting fields in dS, (generally, dS) spacetime (see Refs.
[34, 35]).

17.2. (Analytic) Wightman two-point functions for the dS, (principal and complementary)
Klein-Gordon scalar fields

In the beginning, let us point out that, in this subsection, we merely study the dS, principal and
complementary Klein-Gordon scalar fields. The study of the dS, discrete scalar case is postponed to the
next subsection.

17.2.1.  Plane-wave analysis of the two-point functions

We begin our discussion with the dSy 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]:

W, =Wi(z,2) = 012,/_i (%)7%7111(5};/)7%“1/ dp=(8), veR, (17.21)

where: (i) z,2" € MS%C), respectively, belong to the backward and forward tubes of Mg), ie., z €

T, 2/ € T+, (ii) the normalization factor c2 is a positive constant, which will be determined later by
applying the local Hadamard condition, and finally (iii) the integration is performed along any orbital
basis 7 of the future null-cone C* (see subsection 16.2), while du— represents the natural C* invariant
measure on 1 induced from the R® Lebesgue measure. By construction, it is evident that the two-point
function W, (z, z’), with respect to both variables z and 2/, is a solution to the complex version of the
dS4 (principal) Klein-Gordon equation (15.17) (with 7 = —3/2 — iv and v € R), which is analytic in the
tuboid domain 73,

Regarding the integral representation (17.21), first of all one must notice that it defines the same
analytic two-point function for all 7 C C*, namely, W, = ,E_”. In other words, the value of the
integral (17.21), for given (z,2') € TT®) is independent of the choice of orbital basis 7. This point
actually stems from the fact that the corresponding integrand appears as the restriction to 1 of a closed
differential form®? [35]. Moreover, for given (z,z') € T+3), the integrability of (17.21) at infinity on
noncompact bases 1 of the type relevant to the stabilizer subgroup S(z.) ~ SOg(1,3) (see subsection
16.2) is ensured by the homogeneity properties of the integrand, which is clearly a homogeneous function
of £ (on CT) with degree of homogeneity —3. To see the point, we can consider, for instance, the basis

T="T, (=75 UTy) given in Eq. (16.12). Then, we can write ¢&* (€ T7) = (k—wj =4/ % +1, %,il),

while the associated invariant measure is dp, = dk /KO (again, (k°, k) stands for the four-momentum of
a Minkowskian particle with mass m). With respect to these variables, the two-point function (17.21) is
obtained by the following integral:

-,

Wiz o) = Z /(z'é;(l_f'))—g—i”(él(])%'z’>—§+iv (,ifa (17.22)

I=+,—

82 A closed form is a differential form a whose exterior derivative is zero, da = 0.
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which is absolutely convergent.

Now, we show that the corresponding Wightman two-point function W, (z,z’), which is character-
ized by taking the boundary value of W, (z,2’) from the tuboid domain 73, verifies the positivity
requirement (17.10). To do this, with each test function fi(x) € ©(Mp) we associate the following
expression:

/ Wiz, ) fi (@) f(a!) du(a)dp(’) (17.23)
MpxMp

where z =z +iye T (yeV )and 2/ =2/ +iy € T (¢ € Z+) After substituting the kernel (17.21)
into the above expression and then utilizing the Fourier transform (16.10) (when y, 3" — 0), we explicitly
get the positivity requirement (17.10):

/ W (a.2) £ (2) fy (o) dpu()d(a’) = / dms)[
M xMp

g
f (S +o- S T ) e
E(i),:é(:r)
X /MR (cy {ﬁ(ﬂf’]f) +19(— %)eiﬂ(—%—&-iu)] ‘Ljf’*%ﬁu fl(x’)> du(ggf)]
Eqb,:z(x’)
:/ |6y ¢ ()] dum(€) > 0. (17.24)
g

Note that the hermiticity of the Wightman two-point function W, is a byproduct of the property of
positive definiteness. It can also be realized by considering the boundary values from 72 of the
identity W, (2, 2z) = (W, (2%, z’*))*

At the next step, we examine the covariance property of the two-point function W, (z, z’). We begin by
pointing out this fact that, by definition, the forward and backward tubes 7+ = T+ N M %C) are invariant
under the action of the real dS4 group Sp(2,2) (as T* and Mg) are). Therefore, for all g € Sp(2,2), the
following expression still remains meaningful:

Walgozge) = [ (L) (L ). (17.25)

Having this point in mind, we first show that, for all g € Sp(2,2), the following identity holds:
Wo(goz,g02)=W,(z72). (17.26)

Let S(z,) denote a subgroup of Sp(2,2), which stabilizes a unit vector x, (|(z,)?| = 1) in R®. Let 7 denote
the corresponding orbital basis, invariant under S(zx.), based upon which the integral representation
of the two-point function (17.21) is written. Regarding the invariance of the measure du- and of 7
under the given subgroup S(z,), it is evident that the identity (17.26) is true for any g € S(z,) ( C
Sp(2, 2)).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(z,). Accordingly, by associating with each of these dS; subgroups S(z,)
the corresponding orbital basis 7 (invariant under the respective subgroup S(z,)), while we have in mind
the above explanation along with the fact that W, = ng_i) for all T C C™, one can easily show that the
identity (17.26) holds true for all transformations of the real dSy 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:

z)-E\T z- (gt .
((QOR) 5) _ <(gR<>§)> , for all QESP(272)~
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complex covariance property of the two-point function W, (z, ') (see Eq. (17.20)), we need to extend Eq.
(17.26) to the complexified dSy group, g € Sp(2, 2)(C). This task is accomplished by analytic continuation
in the group variables. This means that the two-point function W, (z,2’) can be analytically continued
in:

THE {(z7z’) eMP x MY 2=goz, 2/ =goZ, (52)eT*®, ge Sp(2,2)(c)} , (17.27)

which precisely coincides with the cut-domain A = {(z, ') e ME;C) X M%C) (-2 < O} given in Eq.
(17.19); the last point appears as a byproduct of the study of the extended tube in two vector variables
T;;f) in C® (see, for instance, Ref. [109]). The complex covariance requirement (17.20), in A, 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 function Wz, 2’), which is analytic in the tuboid 7~ (?), can also be analytically
continued in A, in which W/ (z, ) verifies the complex covariance requirement W/ (goz, goz') = W/(z, 2'),
for all g € Sp(2,2)©.

Taking into account, on one hand, the fact that W, (z, z’) is analytic in 77 and, on the other hand,
the complex covariance property of W, (z, z') (more specifically, the transitivity of the Sp(2,2)(® group
on M gc)% one can easily show that the two-point function W, (z,z’") extends to an invariant perikernel
[110, 111] on M %C) (with analyticity domain A). This practically means that W, (z, z’) is a function of the

(pseudo-)distance between the two points z and 2’ on M %C), that is, the single (complex) dSy-invariant

variable (z — 2')? = —2R? — 2z -2'. This property, which interestingly allows for an explicit calculation by
fixing one of the two points (z, z’), will serve below as the starting point to prove the locality requirement
of W, (z,z').

Technically, let us set the points (z(\),2') € T+ in such a way that z()\) - 2//R? = cosh A, where
z(A) = (—iRcosh A, —iRsinh A,0,0,0) and 2’ = (iR,0,0,0,0), with A > 0; note that (z(\) — 2’)? < 0.
At these given points, by choosing to integrate on the spherical basis Ty of the future null-cone C* 84
the integral representation (17.21) of the two-point function results in:

_iy(z(A) : Z/) : (17.28)

W, (2(N),2") =C, Pf’é ~

where C, = 27r2m26_””cg and:85

—5—iv

PO (ded:P@

2 T -3
4 7 . (cosh\) = — / (cosh A +sinhAcosyp) 2 “sin®p dyp,  (17.29)
0

3_
2 m

is the generalized Legendre function®® of the first kind (which is proportional to the Gegenbauer function
3
of the first kind C?; . (coshA) [112]; see also appendix D). Equation (17.28) explicitly reveals that the
2
two-point function W, (z()\), Z ) is real valued for all )\, since:

P (Y _pey (Y (17.30)

—5—iv R2 7%+iu R2

Accordingly, we have:

L (27 (V) 2) - (17.31)

84 For the sake of reasoning, the spherical basis To = {£ = (€°,€) € C*; €0 =1 (|¢|2> = 1)} (see subsection 16.2)) is
described by the polar coordinates (v, 6, ):

&b = cos,
¢2 = sintcosb,
&3 = sineysinfsing,

&t = sin sinf cos ¢,
with 0 < ¢,60 < 7w and 0 < ¢ < 27w. The corresponding invariant measure d,u-I is chosen to be m? times the rotation-
0
invariant measure on S3, i.e., du-io = m? sin? 4 sin § dipdfdy (see appendix E).
85 Here, we use the fact that the functions cosh A and sinh X\ are even and odd, respectively.

86 Strictly speaking, in the sense given in appendix D, we actually refer to the integral representation (17.29) as Legendre
function by abuse of notations.
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Here, we draw attention to the fact that each real spacelike separated pair (z(X),2) ((z()) — z)? < 0),
where z(\) = (—Rsinh A, 0,0,0, —Rcosh \) and ( = mQ) = (0,0,0,0, R), belongs to the same orbit of
Sp(2,2)(© as the pairs (z()),2’) and (2*()), 2*) do (since z()) -2’/R? = cosh A). In this sense, and also
according to the complex covariance property of the two-point function and its permuted counterpart,
the identity (17.31), for the given W, and W), can be interpreted as the locality identity W, (ac()\)7 x’) =
W, (z(N),2') (=W, (2',2()))) at any such pair. Then, the locality of the construction is proved.

So far, concerning the dS, principal Klein-Gordon scalar field, we have shown that the corresponding
two-point vacuum expectation value of the field, enjoying the maximal analyticity properties, is given
by Eq. (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 ¢2. 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 ¢2 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., {(z7 ') e Mg) X Mg) Pz = z’}, the singular behavior of W, is determined

by the behavior of PEE’ _,, in the vicinity of its singular point z - 2’/R? = —1 [35]:

3
2

2C z-2'\"1
Wy(z,2') ~ — v 1 : 17.32
(2:2) F(g—iy)r(g+iy)( + R?) (17:32)

where 1+ 2 - 2/ /R? = —(2 — 2’)?/2R2%. On the other hand, for the Minkowskian Klein-Gordon two-point
function, the associated dominant term takes the form:

C (- 1 -1
—ID( )(Zo — Zé) = m m . (1733)

Accordingly, by comparing the coefficients in Egs. (17.32) and (17.33), one obtains:

c, = , (17.34)

and correspondingly:

2 C, R4y (17.35)
v 2m2m2e—Tv 2(27‘(’)3 (1 + 67271'1/) m?2 ’ .

c
where, to get the above result, we have used the identity I'(3 —iv) T'(2 +iv) = (3 —iv)(3 +iv) /cosh7v.
Note that, considering Egs. (17.30) and (17.34), the given two-point function W, (z, z’) = CVPS? . (Zéz;)

2

verifies the identity W, (z,2") = W_,(z, 2').
Eventually, the Wightman two-point function for the dS,4 principal Klein-Gordon scalar field is obtained
by taking the boundary value (in the distribution sense) of Eq. (17.21) from the domain 7+(2):

Wo(w,2') = 03/1 [19(%5) +19<— L}f)e—iﬂ—%—iu)} ’LRS —3w

< [ﬂ(wle) +19( _ %>eiw(f%+iu)} ’L}'{E‘—%HV dp=(8). (17.36)

Here, concerning the above formula, the following points must be underlined:

e It remarkably presents a factorization of the Wightman two-point function, in terms of the global
plane waves on M p, which is quite analogous to the associated Fourier representation for the
two-point function of the Minkowski Klein-Gordon scalar field with mass m (see Eq. (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.

e The permuted Wightman two-point function W, (z,z’) would be the boundary value of W/(z, 2’)
from the domain 7). This allows for the explicit construction of the corresponding commutator
and the Green functions.
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e Considering the instruction given in subsection 17.1, the one-particle Hilbert space H; of the theory
can be realized by L?(7,du-), that is, the space of complex-valued functions o, 5( f1) of the variable
¢ running in the orbital basis T C CT and square integrable with respect to the measure du— (see
Eq. (17.24)).87 [Again, the full Hilbertian Fock space # of the theory is given by the Hilbertian
sum Ho & [ S, S(H1)®"].] As a matter of fact, any f1 € H1 corresponds to a function f, (x) which,
with respect to the Fourier transform (16.10), is determined by:

/ Gpe(@) 0, ¢ (f1) dum(E) ¢,e(f1) € L*(T,dpm), (17.37)

where the definitions of ¢, . () and ¢, .(f1) have been already given in Eq. (17.24). This mani-
festation of the elements of the one-particle Hilbert space H; interestingly allows us to control the
zero-curvature limit of the corresponding representations, i.e., the scalar principal series UIR’s. To
see the point, proceeding as subsection 16.4, we choose z, = (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 T, = 7; U ], given in Eq.
(16.12), as the orbital basis on which the integration is going to accomplish; regarding the latter,

we can write £ (€ -lf) = (ﬁ =\ L. 1, = :l:l)7 where (k°, k) 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 H; can be decomposed into two parts H, = H & H]:

file) = . o @) Gel) A (©) [ e oreh) dungle). 1738)

I/7 V?
7I;£4>0

At the flat limit, the second integral vanishes (see Eq. (16.64) and its subsequent discussions) and
one is left with:

hm fi(x) (17.39)

/\/7% fl) k07

where ¢, (f1) stands for the zero-curvature limit of ¢, .(f1) and, again, z, = (29, %,) 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 dS, plane waves and their corresponding Fourier
calculus into account, the Poincaré contraction of the principal series UIR’s of the dS, group, carried
by the Hilbert space H;, merely leads to the irreducible massive representations of the Poincaré
group with exclusively positive energy, as far as the analyticity domain has been chosen properly.

e Finally, we remark that the maximal analytic framework, leading to the Wightman two-point
function (17.36), entails the possibility of going to the Euclidean sphere S* of “imaginary times”
(2% = iy?)®® by analytic continuation; actually, by confining W, (z, 2’) to the Euclidean sphere and
then getting the Schwinger function S, (z, z').8 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 dSy (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 dS, (generally, dS) spacetime. This contains the constructive approach to
dS, (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 dS; hyperboloid M 5 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 Lot T+ = R5 +iVE and 7T =T n M}%@ (for the definition of V¥, see section 7) Quite similar to 7 U7, which
contains the “Euclidean subspace” E5 = {z = (iy0, 21, 22,23, 2%) ; (3°,2!,22,23,2%) € Rs} of the complex Minkowski
spacetime C3, it can be simply shown that 7+ U7~ contains the sphere S4 = {z = (iy0, zt, 22,23, 2%) ; (y°9)2 + (212 +
(2)2 + (3)2 + (z*)? = R?}. The latter is called “Euclidean sphere” of M(C>

89 This is of course permitted by the fact that S* x S*, minus the set of c01nc1d1ng points z = 2/, constitutes a subset of the
cut-domain A.
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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 v, by
replacing v — —iv in the integral representation (17.21):

, 9 Z-EN"3v g N3ty 3
W)=y, [(522) 7 (35) 7 dum(©), veR 0<ly<i,  (17.40)
2\ R R 2
where, again, (z,2') € 7T T stands for any orbital basis of the future null-cone C*, and ¢2;, can
be fixed by applying the Hadamard condition. By proceeding as before, one can show that W_;,(z, 2’)
satisfies all the requirements of positivity, locality, covariance, and normal analyticity. The corresponding
Wightman two-point function W_;, (z,2’) then would be the boundary value of W_;,(z,2’) from the
domain 7+ (in the same way as Eq. (17.36)).

17.2.2.  Mazimal analyticity and KMS condition

We here discuss the physical interpretation of the maximal analyticity properties of W, (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 z, = (0,0,0,0, R) lying at the (20, z*)-plane (see FIG. 5):

t 4
h(zg) = {x =z(t); 2° = Rsinh R’ Z= (2!, 2%,2%) =0, 2t = Rcoshﬁ} , (17.41)

where t € R. According to the arguments given in section 7, all events x = (2,21, 22,23 2%) € M,

which can be connected with the observer by the reception of light-signals from the very beginning at
2’ = x(t — —o0), are determined by the following inequality:

_ —t/R(..0 | .4
z- <—R*> = ¢ (27 +27) < —R.
2 t——o0

which merely holds for (z° + %) > 0. Similarly, all events z € M 5, which can ultimately be connected
with the observer at @’ = x(t — +00) by the emission of light-signals, are characterized by the requirement
(2% — 2%) < 0 verifying:

et/R(xO _ .%'4)

< -R.
2 s-R

t——+o0

z- 1 <—-R> =

The intersection of the above regions, determining all events of M ; which can be connected with the
observer by the reception and the emission of light-signals, is denoted here by Rh(%). It explicitly reads:

Riay) = {x €Mp; z* > |x0\}. (17.42)
This domain is bordered by:

B}f(xe) = {17 €Mp; a° = +at, o' > 0}, (17.43)

where B}ﬂf(gﬂ ) are respectively called “future” /“past” event horizons of the observer sitting on geodesic
®
h(z).
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light-signal LI,)

FIG. 5: Causal domains associated with an observer moving on the geodesic h(zg ).

Now, by interpreting the parameter ¢ (which appears in Eq. (17.41)) as the proper time 7 of the
observer with the geodesic h(z,), we refer to the time-translation group corresponding to h(z ), denoted
here by Ty, as a one-parameter subgroup of the dS, group (Zh(%) ~ SOp(1,1); see subsection 9.1).
Under the action of T h(zg)? the region Rh(m ) is foliated by hyperbolic trajectories hgz(z.) parallel to

o z
the geodesic h(x) = hg(xy). To see the point, let = 2(7, Z) be an arbitrary point in Rh(%):

2% =/R*—Z sinh %,
a(r,g) = { @hate?) =, TER, (@ = (@) + (%) + (2")? < RY17.44)
a* =/R>—Z cosh %,

For t € R, the action of Ih(%) (t) on x(7, Z), defining a group of isometric automorphisms of the domain
Rh(%), is given by:

Tho,)(t) 0 x(T,2) = 2t +7,2) = 2’ (17.45)

The corresponding orbits (i.e., hz(x)’s) clearly represent all branches of hyperbolas of the domain
Rh(%), in two-dimensional plane sections, parallel to the (z°,z%)-plane. [In this regard, to see a general

discussion, we refer readers to Ref. [37].] Here, it is worth noting that, in the given set of orbits of Zh(%),

the only orbit which represents a geodesic of My is actually h(x). In this sense, the interpretation of
the group Tyy,) as the time translation is merely relevant for either the observers moving on h(xz) or

in a vicinity of h(z,), which is small in comparison with the radius R of the dS; hyperboloid M .
From Eq. (17.44), one can easily see that the complexified orbits of Ih(%), i.e., the complex hyperbolas

hi:(c)(a:Q) = {z' = 2(t + 7,Z), t € C}, possess 2irR periodicity in ¢ (since z(t + 7,2) = z(t + 7 +

2iTR,Z)), and that all their nonreal points belong to 7*. Now, let (Q, ¢, (x)d, (z')Q) = W, (x,z")

and (Q, ¢, ()b, (2)Q) = W, (x,z"") ( = W,(2'",z)) be the time-translated correlation functions of
two arbitrary events z and z’ in Rh(%). Considering the above, the maximal analyticity properties

of W,(z,2') entail that W, (z, 2'") characterizes a 2ir R-periodic analytic function of ¢ with the domain
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(periodic cut plane):
o, = {t € C; Im(t) # 2n7R, n € Z} U {t ;t—2inTR € Iy o, n € Z} ; (17.46)

where, for every spacelike separated points z,z’ € ’Rh(w@) (ie., (z—1a")? <0), I, ,» denotes a finite (real)
interval on which z and 2’ remain spacelike separated, or in other words, (x — 2'*)? remains negative
(this interval trivially includes the origin in the real ¢-axis). One can also check that the boundary values
of W, (x,2"") on R (in the distribution sense for the variable ¢ and each given values of x, z") coincide with
the aforementioned correlation functions (the jumps across the cuts being the advanced and retarded
commutators):

lim WV(I,Z/t—HE) = Wu(x7xlt)7

e—0t
lim W, (x, 27 = W, (2", z). (17.47)
e—0Tt
These properties explicitly imply that W, (z, 2*) is analytic in the strip & = {t € C; 0 < Im(t) < 27 R} %
and verifies the following condition:

]i%l+ W,,(J?, Z/t+217rR715) _ Wy(ﬂflt, 33) , 33,1’/ c Rh(
€

o) (17.48)
which is called KMS condition, after Kubo [38] and Martin and Schwinger [39]. This condition reveals that
W, (z,2'") represents a finite-temperature equilibrium (two-point) correlation function at temperature
1/27R.

Here, it is worth noting that, as a byproduct of the arguments leading to the KMS condition (17.48),
we get an additional property, associating the domain Rh(%) by analytic continuation with its antipodal

Rh(_%) = {z = (2°Z,2") € Mp, —x = (—2°,&,—a*) € Rh(%)} (to see the point, it is sufficient to
consider Im(¢) = 7R). Note that the natural time variable relevant to an observer moving on the geodesic
h(—z) (antipodal to h(z)) would be equal to —t.”! This feature, as far as the correlation functions

are concerned, necessitates that the KMS analyticity strip is replaced by {t ; —27R < Im(t) < O}, and
correspondingly, Eq. (17.48) by:

lim W, (x, 2t 2B — W) (2" 2), z, 7' € Ri(-ay) (17.49)

e—0t
The “energy” operator Gh(%), corresponding to the geodesic h(x ), is eventually defined by considering
the spectral decomposition (see, for instance, Ref. [114]) of the unitary representations {% h(%)(t) pte

R} of the time-translation group Ih(%) in the Hilbertian Fock space s of the theory, namely:

Uz (t) Z/ ¢t dBp(a,) (W), (17.50)

—00

which yields (in a given dense subspace of J#) the unbounded “energy” operator as follows:

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 (z,) on states localized in the region Rh(%) are exponentially damped
by a factor exp(—27Rw) in the range of negative energies. At the null-curvature limit (R — o0), this
factor, eliminating all negative energies, remarkably entails that the theory recovers the usual spectral

90 For each ¢ in the strip &4 = {t; 0 < Im(t) < mR} (respectively, &_ = {¢; mR < Im(t) < 2wR}), the associated point
2(t 4+ 7,Z) is located in the domain 7t (respectively, 7~) of Mg).

91 This is because that the associated time-translation group Zh<7z®) (which is obtained from Ih<I®), for instance, by
a conjugation of the form Ih(sz) = th(IQ)rfl, r being a rotation of angle 7 in a plane orthogonal to the z0-axis)
verifies Ih(—:)_‘@)(t) = Ih(zQ)(_t)' This feature is indeed another manifestation of the fact that dSs4 (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 —w 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 dSy
(generally, dS) manifold controls in a very suggestive way the null-curvature limit of dS4 (generally, dS)
QFT to its Minkowskian counterpart (in the respective dimensions).]

At the end, we would like to bring up in passing an interesting question: Could the aforementioned
antipodal asymmetry explain the matter-antimatter asymmetry problem in our Universe? Matter in our
dS, side might be viewed as antimatter from the antipodal perspective? The answer to this question is
of course far beyond the scope of this paper and certainly needs a tremendous amount of work that we
leave it to further investigation. Yet, this question in itself well exemplifies the very point lying at the
heart of the content of this study, that is, how respecting the whole dS, (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 dS, discrete Klein-Gordon scalar fields corresponding to the “lowest
limit” of this series, i.e., the representations I, o (p = 1,2, ...). These representations of the dS, discrete
series have no physically meaningful Minkowskian limit (see section 14), but still, in the context of a
consistent QFT reading of dS; elementary systems, their corresponding quantum fields are perfectly
legitimate to be studied.

Let us begin by recalling from subsection 16.3 that, for a given p = 1,2, ..., the Hilbert space carrying
the representation II, ¢ 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 dSy irreducible (nonunitary) finite-dimensional representation (ny = 0,ny = p — 1)
(in the notations given in appendix G), which is Weyl equivalent to the given UIR II, . Due to this
nonsquare-integrability feature of the representations II, o, quantization of the associated fields yet is
not known entirely, with the exception of that corresponding to the lowest case II,—; o, 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 dS, 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(p,u), where —71/2 < p < 7/2 and u € S? (see Eq. (16.14)).°2 Then, adapting the mathematical
structure introduced in subsection 16.3, the normalizable modes®®, relevant to the representation Il,—1 o,
read:%*

~ ~ Le—i(L+2)p L+ 2)e—iLp
B0 (o) = By ey =L e
>p=t v 2R \/2L(L+1)(L +2)

Veim(u) . (17.52)

for simplicity of presentation,
we drop the superscript 7 = —3

Note that for the L = 0 (constant) mode @ o, the normalization constant breaks down. As a matter of
fact, adapting the discussions given in subsection 16.3 to the minimally coupled case Il,—; g, 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 Il 0, the minimally coupled scalar field associated with Il;,—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 ,F}(—1,L; L + 2; —e72P) =1+ ﬁe‘mp.
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belongs to the corresponding one-dimensional (null-norm) “gauge” states space {<I> Lopoilm — ‘1’070,0}. In
this regard, it is perhaps worthwhile recalling that the Lagrangian:

£=1/lg| " (0,®) (0,P), (17.53)

of the free dS4 minimally coupled scalar field possesses the (global) gauge-like symmetry ® — & + p,
where ¢ is a constant function. This makes clear in what sense we call the appeared one-dimensional
null-norm subspace of constant functions {(I)o,o,o} the space of “gauge” states.

Trivially, the space generated by {&) Lo, lm} does not form a complete set of modes for the dSy minimally

coupled scalar field. Moreover, this set of modes is not invariant under the dS4 group action. Considering
the form of the dS, infinitesimal generators M,p (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]:

3

+—, 17.54
2,0,0 ARG ( )

s 4
(Moz + iMosg) @, 0 = —1%‘1’2,1,0 + @

where the invariance of the given set of normalizable modes {E) Lo, lm} is clearly broken, because of

the last constant term. Therefore, any application of canonical quantization to {&) L>1lm} results in
a noncovariant quantum field. Of course, constant functions constitute a part of solutions to the dSy
minimally coupled field equation Qél)(ﬁ = —R0z® =0 (for 7 = =3 or 7 = 0 as it is seen in Eq.
(15.17)). Then, to get rid of this problem, one is naturally led to consider the space constructed over
{ ® Lo lm} and over a constant function as well; the latter, interpreted as a gauge state, is denoted here

by @, ( € {@0’010}). 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 ®  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
7 = —3, can be directly solved, by proceeding as Egs. (16.46) and (16.48). On this basis, one gets two
independent solutions (containing the aforementioned constant function @) [115]:

1 —1
@ = — (I) =
9 27R’ S 2mR

(p+ % sin 2p) . (17.55)

[The gauge state @, is particularly interesting since it is the essence of the cosmological constant. This
point was more or less noticed by Kallosh in Ref. [117].] Note that these solutions have null norm, i.e.,
(@, @) =0 = (P, D), () being the Klein-Gordon inner product (16.27), and that the the constant

factors are adjusted in such a way to get (®,,®,) = 1. Then, defining ‘50,0,0 = &, + ®,/2, we obtain
the true (normalizable) zero mode; <<FIV)07070, EIV’O,O’O> = 1. This mode supplements the set {‘5L>llm} in the

sense that the obtained set {(5 Leo lm} is complete and of strictly positive norm. However, dS, invariance
once again is violated for the space constructed over this new set; for example, we have [115]:

(M03 + iM04)(50,070 - (MOS + iMO4)®s

4? (‘51,0,0 + (&’1,0,0)*) - ? (‘51,1,0 + (‘51,070>*) : (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 dS; 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 dS, infinitesimal generators Map, only the four generators
Mo (B = 1,2,3,4) are responsible for the dS, symmetry breaking of the space of states {<I>L>Olm}.

Actually, the other six generators Mg (A,B = 1,2, 3,4), corresponding to the compact SO(4) subgroup,
preserve dSy invariance and allow for (in the usual sense) a SO(4)-covariant QFT formulation of the dSy
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 dS, spacetime.

Nevertheless, in Refs. [115, 116] the authors, employing group representation theory along with a
proper adaptation (Krein spaces) of the Wightman-Gérding axioms for massless fields (the Gupta-Bleuler
scheme), have remarkably introduced a consistent way out of this problem, which is of great interest in
the context of our study. Considering the fact that the classical free minimally coupled scalar field is,
in addition to dS,, also gauge covariant, they have 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 dS; 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.

17.8.2.  (Krein-)Gupta-Bleuler triplet

Note that from now on, in two steps, we simplify the notations used above again. First, here, we define
the family of indices K = {k =(L,lm) eNXNXZ; L#0,0<I<L, -1<m< l} for the positive
norm modes excluding the L = 0 mode, and K/ = K U {0} for the whole set of positive norm modes.

Now, we elaborate the Gupta-Bleuler type structure lying behind the states space of the dS4 minimally
coupled scalar field:

e Let H denote the complete, nondegenerate, and invariant space (say the total space) of states,
which is equipped with the Klein-Gordon inner product (16.27). This space, which is realized by

completion of the space of regular elements {&) L ke K’ } by applying the action of the dS, group
(see, for instance, Egs. (17.54) and (17.56)), reads:

where:

H, = {005130 + Z @ 3 ¢ e €C, Z e < oo}, (17.58)
kEK keK

stands for a Hilbert space and #H7 for an anti-Hilbert space (a space with definite negative inner
product):

(@), @) = (B, o) =1, and ()", (24)") = (D), (B0)") = —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 dSy
group, and therefore, the decomposition of the total space H is not covariant (though, it is SO(4)
covariant!).

e Considering the arguments given in the previous subsubsection, the total space H contains the
(one-particle) physical states space K, with the following definition, as a closed subspace:

K= {cgég + Z ) ¢y €C, Z e |? < oo}. (17.60)

keK keK

This subspace is a degenerate (semi-definite) inner product space:
(@, ©p) =1, (Dy, (I)g> = <(I)g7 ©g> =0. (17.61)
for all k € K.

e The subspace K in turn admits an invariant one-dimensional (gauge) subspace A, which is con-
structed over ® . 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):
NCKCH, (17.62)

which carries the indecomposable structure for the UIR II,—; o appearing in the case of the dS4 minimally
coupled scalar field:

HLO — Hl,O — TO (1763)
N N -
/=], @+ (/N } KIN={ Thex ey} N={c,2,}

where, again, c,, ¢, ¢, € C, while 7, . le,|> < oo, the arrows ‘*—’ show the leaks under the group
action?®, and finally T, stands for the dS, trivial UIR, on which both dS, Casimir operators vanish.
Note that the trivial representation Yy is naturally carried by the space of constant functions, which here
plays the role of gauge states space.

H

FIG. 6: Gupta-Bleuler type structure lying behind the states space of the dS4 minimally coupled scalar field.

Regarding the above structure, we must underline that, although, the subspace K is referred to as the
(one-particle) physical states space, strictly speaking, physical states are those that are defined up to a
constant function (gauge state), and the physical space is the one that is characterized by the quotient
space IC/N, i.e., the central part of the above indecomposable representation carrying the UIR II,—; o.
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 @,

it is not a physical state (®, ¢ K), since, as already shown, its transformation under the action of the
group entails states of negative norm violating unitarity.

17.8.8.  Quantum field

Since the distinction between the normalizable and non-normalizable modes has been well established
above, the ‘7’ symbol no longer needs to be kept over the normalizable ones. Therefore, at the second
step of simplifying our conventions, from now on (by abuse of notation), we adopt a unified symbol for
all the modes as ¢, = 5k, forke K'=KU {0}, ¢y =Py, and ¢, = P,.

Here, having the above arguments in mind and employing a new representation of the canonical com-
mutation relations, we present a covariant QFT reading a 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 # constructed over the total (Krein) space H,% 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 Egs. (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'(¢) and annihilation a(¢) operators on the dense subset of “regular elements” of the form
h = (ho,hl, i By o BN, 0,0, ... ) € J respectively read:

1
Vn

n
Z¢ iz n 1 .131, ,.i)?i, ,.Ijn), (1764)

i=

(af(@)hn ) (1, )

—

(a(d))hn)(xl, ...,xn):iR2\/n+1/ 6" (W) D p 1 (o w), 21, o 2) dp(u),  (17.65)

0

where dyu(u) refers to the invariant measure on S and, again, #; means that this term is omitted.
It can be easily shown that the given creation and annihilation operators verify the usual commutation
relations:

[a(¢),a(¢)] =0, [a'(¢),al(¢)] =0,  [a(¢).a'(¢)] = (s,¢') =1, (17.66)

and also:

(9 O) U (9) = a(U(g)e),  Z(g)a' (9% (g) = a' (Ulg)9) (17.67)

where (-, -) here stands for the Klein-Gordon inner product and, again, U(g) and % (g), respectively, for
the natural representation of the dS4 group on the total (Kreln) space H and its extension to the Fock
space J.

Denoting the annihilators of the modes ¢, ¢y, ¢§, and ¢;, (k € K), respectively, by a, = a(¢,),
ag = a(dy), by = a(¢y), and b, = a(¢}), the (unsmeared) field operator reads:

@) = 3 (ex@)ay + di(@)al) = 3 (01 + éx(@)o])
k k

+(90(w)ag + d5(2)al) — (d5(@)be + d0(2b)) . kK, (17.68)
where the nonvanishing commutation relations between the operators, for all k € K/ = K U {0}, are:
lay,al] =1,  [b,bl]=—1. (17.69)

Note that: (i) Regarding the commutation relations given in (17.66), the fact that (¢}, ¢;) = —1 leads

to the minus sign in [b,, bL] = —1. (ii) It is obvious that the field operator ¢(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 ¢(z) in the following form:

o) = 3 (6@, + Gi(@)al) - > (6i@)bi + 01 ()0}
k

+64()(a, + al) + ¢,(x) (a, —a;) ke K, (17.70)

where a, = a(¢,) and a, = a(¢,); note that ¢7 = ¢, and ¢} = —¢,.
Now, we show that the introduced field operator ¢(x) is covariant (in the strong sense) and local. We
begin with the covariance property implying that:

U(g)p(x)% " (g) = dlgox), (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 ¢(x) with a real test function f; € D(Mp):

0= [dn@ aute) = 3 [ oosle) aute) 4+ 3 / 51(2) i) due) 4]
k
= D@ @his At D0l fleie ALy k€K = K U{URT)

k
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where A, = a, — bT, dp(x) is the invariant measure, and (-,-),, designates the L%(M ) inner product:
k k Ok Q1 L R

(g, h) s = / g (@)h(z) du(x) (17.73)

[In order to distinguish between the above L?(Mp) inner product and the Klein-Gordon one (which is
also used in the current discussion), we make precise our notation by adding proper subscripts (-, -) ;. and

(-, ) k> respectively.] Note that, the operators A, = A(¢,) and AJ{c = A'(¢,) are, respectively, anti-linear
(or conjugate-linear) and linear in the argument ¢, (this point can be easily checked by considering the

definitions of A, and AL along with Eqgs. (17.64) and (17.65)). Hence, we can rewrite the smeared field
operator (ZAS( f1) in the following form:

) = SN A + 0N A6,

k

= A(Zwk(x),fl(x»m o) +A*(Z<¢k<x>,f1<z>>m é).  kek =Ku{o}ur.m)
k k

Defining;:

p(f1) =Y (6p(@), fi(@)) 2 &, k€K' =KU{0}, (17.75)

k

which is a vector-valued distribution taking values in the total space H generated by the modes, we
obtain:

<13(f1) = A(P(fl)) + At (P(f1)) . (17.76)

Note that the role of p is to associate with each test function f; € ©(Mp) an element of the total space
H (p(f1) € H), thus we can consider the associated annihilation and creation operators. p(f1) is indeed
the unique vector in H such that, for any ¢ € H, we have:

(1) ¥)ke = (fr,¥) 12 - (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(gp(f1), Vyke = ®(f1), U @) ke
= (fi, U (9)¥) -
= ( (g)fl, >L2
= (U@ f), V) ke - (17.78)

Then, for the extension of the representation U(g) to its counterpart % (g) on the Fock space ¢ (strictly
speaklng7 on the set of finite length elements of #), we get:

w(go(f)% " (g) = AU(g)p(fH)) + AT (U(g)p(f))
= A(pU(g) 1) + AT (p(U(g) 1))
= o(Ulg)f)- (17.79)
These identities explicitly reveal that p(f1), 45( f1), and, as we will show below, (Z)(x) transform correctly
under the dS, 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),¥) ko = ¥(x), for all ¢ € H. The covariant vector-valued distribution p, verifying the
field equation, now can be expanded in the basis, and in the unsmeared form, as follows:

> dil(a)e Zm z)dh + 05 (x) by — bo ()P}
k

p(z)

> bi(@)e Zeﬁk )85 + by () — b5(x),,  kEK. (17.80)
k
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Then, considering Eq. (17.68) (or equivalently (17.70)) along with (17.80), one can simply show that:

d(z) = Ap(x)) + A¥ (p(2)) , (17.81)

which is the unsmeared form of (17.76). Then, following the identities (17.78) and (17.79), the covariance
property of the quantum field é(m) is also justified. The point to be made here is that the definition of
the quantum field, as is obvious from the above, does not depend on the modes but on the (dSs-invariant)
total space H they span. Frankly speaking, the modes are merely a tool for calculation. We will come
back to this important point later in the last paragraph of this subsection.

In order to check the locality of the field, we calculate W, the kernel of p, defined formally by:

§HE) = [ W 2) (@) duto). (17.82)
where dp(z) is the invariant measure. Then, having Eq. (17.77) in mind, for f,,h,; € D(Mp), we get:

<p(f1)7p(h1)>KG = fla )>
- [[ i by (@) du(@)du(a’), (17.83)

which in the unsmeared form reads:

(', z) = (p(z'), p(z)) ke - (17.84)

Substituting Eq. (17.80) into the above equation, we obtain:

W' x) = Y 6 (x)d( Zm ') + ¢ () o (') — do(2) b5 (2)
k

S @)~ Y o@oi) + 5o (0.~ 0(@)) . KEK,  (1785)
k k

where we have used the fact that ¢, () = ¢,(2') = 1/27R. The above formula explicitly reveals that

W', z) = fié(x, x’), where —i@ is the natural commutator.%” 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:

[B(a"), d(2)] = 2(p(a"), p(2)) k¢ = —2iC(x, "), (17.86)

since é(w, x’) vanishes when x and 2’ are spacelike separated.

In summary, so far, we have introduced a quantization of the dS; minimally coupled scalar field
satisfying the Wightman axioms. Of course, the appearance of some nonphysical states in this QFT
construction, as the price that must be paid to assure the full covariance of the theory, is unavoidable.
Now, we must encounter the definition of the observables of the theory to show that these nonphysical
states make no trouble, like the appearance of negative energies, for the theory. This is our duty in the
coming discussion.

17.8.4. Stress tensor

First of all, we point out that the aforementioned classical gauge transformation ¢(z) — é(x) + o
(¢ = ® and o being a constant function), on the quantum level, can be implemented by [116]:

V(o) =exp(— WQR(G;; —a,)), (17.87)

97 We remind that dSy (generally, dS) spacetime is globally hyperbolic, therefore the so-called commutator G = Gadv — Gret
is uniquely defined [121]; the propagators GV and G™* are defined with respect to U,G*¥(z,z’) = UG (z,2') =
—6&(z,2') and, for a given x’, the support in z of G*¥V (respectively, Gret) hes in the past (respectively, future) cone of x’.
This commutator G(z z’) is equal to +— for z in the future cone of 2/, —= for z in the past cone of 2/, and 0 elsewhere.
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based upon which, we have:

V(-0)$(x)V(0) = p(z) + ol . (17.88)

Now, we get involved with the definition of the (second-quantized) physical space, denoted here by J¢.
This space is generated from the Fock vacuum € by creating members of K (i.e., the set of one-particle
physical states):

h(ex)=(al)"(af )" ... (a},)", (17.89)

where the indices &y, ... ,k; € K. The subspace of ¢, constituted by those states orthogonal to every
element in £ including themselves, is denoted by .4":

he VN if he# and (h,f)=0 forall fe. 7. (17.90)

[In the above equation, (-,-) stands for the Klein-Gordon inner product.]

Note that the operator a,, when is restricted to the physical states space £, is the null operator; for any
hg x (a,tl)m... (aLl)nl Q€ H /N, the state a;hg belongs to .4 . This implies that, for any h € # and
any real o, the states h and V(g)h (see Eq. (17.87)) are equal up to an element belonging to .4#". In this
sense, we refer to .4 as the second quantized space of global gauge states. [The above statement therefore
can be rephrased as: consistently, two physical states belonging to J#" 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 dSy group action, reads (see FIG. 7):

N CHCH. (17.91)

Again, S refers to the Fock space constructed over the total (Krein) space H.

~

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  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 .4 denote the space of dSs-invariant states of 5, which technically can
be realized by the space generated from the vacuum by applying af. This space, as a subspace of A4,
is trivially of infinite dimension. Then, it seems that the (Krein—%Fock vacuum 2 is not the unique
dS,-invariant state. However, regarding the above statements, one can simply verify that all the states
belonging to .4 are physically equivalent to a member of the one-dimensional space spanned by the
vacuum state. Therefore, the (Krein-)Fock vacuum state €2 is indeed unique, up to physical equivalence
(quasi-uniqueness).

We now turn to the duty of defining the observables of the theory. 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 O therefore would be a symmetric operator on s in such a way that, when h and b/ are
equivalent physical states (i.e., members of % such that h — Ve ), it must Verlfy

(h,O h)y = (I,0h'y. (17.92)

Accordingly, it is manifest that the field operator q@(m) itself is not an observable, due to the appearance
of al and a, (see Eq. (17.70)) which do not commute with a, and a;, 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 (“),LQAS(:E), however, no longer carry those terms (containing a} and a,), and hence,
the physically interesting observables, such as the stress tensor 7),,,, 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 dS; 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
GW(z,2") = 3(Q, b(x)(z") + d(z')d(z) Q) is not expected to have great meaning in this context and a
straightforward calculation shows that it vanishes. This result of course is nothing but another manifes-
tation of the Allen no-go theorem [107].

Now, let us study the behavior of the stress tensor 7, 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 T},,. We begin with the classical form of the
corresponding stress tensor:

=0,00,6— g,wg”"@ ¢ 0,0, (17.93)

where p,v = 0,1,2,3 stem from the conformal coordinates that we have used in our construction. We
consider the excited physical states as:

hy (€ H|N) = < (ag,)" e (o))" Q. (17.94)

ny! .oy

To compute the mean values <h§7TW hg), we start with (hy, 3H¢E(:C)3yq§(x) hg). Technically, the terms
containing a, a, azf], and a! do not contribute in the calculations, since, on one hand, the terms including
a, and af disappear due to the derivation and, on the other hand, the operators a, and a; commute with
all the remaining operators including themselves, and hence, the associated terms neutralize each other
in the calculations. Then, we get:

(hyg,0,6(2)0,0(x) hy) = Y (9,04(2)0,¢i(x) — 0,67 ()D, 1 (x +22mRe 0,,0%, ()0, oy, («()7.95)

keK

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 b, and bL, we automatically obtain:

(hg,0,0(2)0,d(x) | —2ZmRe (0,95, ()0, ¢y, (x)) - (17.96)

i=1

Extending the above result to the whole expression (h§7TW hg} makes apparent the aforementioned
automatic renormalization of the mean values of the stress tensor in the context of Krein QFT reading
of the dS4 minimally coupled scalar field. Remarkably, the “positiveness of the energy”, for any physical
state hy, is a direct result of this automatic renormalization procedure:

(hg, Too hg) = 0. (17.97)
The above quantity vanishes if and only if 75 = Q (the vacuum is normalizable!). Note that evaluating

the above quantity with respect to the other states, which do not belong to the physical states space
, may lead to negative values for the energy operator, but obviously this does not raise any concern
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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 dS; 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:

e The causality and covariance of the procedure are trivially assured by construction.
e It yields the formal results for the physical states.

e The foundation of the above computations is the identity [b,, bz] = —1, based upon which we get:
ayal + alay + byl + biby, = 2ala, + 2010, . (17.98)

Therefore, the above automatic renormalization of the stress tensor is equivalent to reordering when
one deals with the physical states (on which b, vanishes).

To see more on this automatic renormalization procedure and its physical consequences, readers are
referred to Refs. [123, 124].

At the end, we would like to discuss Bogoliubov transformations in the above context. First of all, we
draw attention to the fact that the introduced field operator for the minimally coupled scalar field acts
on the Fock space 57 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 ¢}, = ¢, ¢, — d, @5, with |c,|* — |d,|* = 1, still belongs to H. In this sense, the
given field operator é and consequently the corresponding (Krein-)Fock vacuum 2 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 ¢} ’s,

and correspondingly, several possibilities for the physical part dA); nys Of the quantum field ¢, while we have

only one field and one vacuum, which are invariant under Bogoliubov transformations. [For more detailed
discussions, see Ref. [125].]

Part IV
Notion of mass in (A)dS, relativity

As already mentioned, in dS, (generally, dS) relativity, some of our most familiar notions (in Poincaré
relativity) like time, rest mass, energy, momentum, spin, etc. may disappear or at least need significant
modifications. As a matter of fact, in dSy (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 dSy
manifold can serve as a natural substitute to the usual spectral condition of “positivity of the energy” in
constructing dS; QFT’s. Moreover, giving explicit arguments based on symmetry considerations in part
II, we have shown that the concept of spin in dS, relativity can be made precise, as well. Now, pursuing
our aim towards a consistent formulation of dS, elementary systems, we are left with the task of finding a
suitable interpretation of the notion of mass in dSy 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 AdS, 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, ¢ (the speed of light) and & (the Planck constant) are no longer normalized
to unity. Together with R, the radius of curvature of the (A)dSy hyperboloid, they provide dimensionally
independent quantities, which are used to specify the natural unit of “mass” h/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 dSy and AdSy relativity groups [72] (see also Ref. [73]).
Accordingly, on the representation level, the massive UIR’s of the dS4 [24, 25] and the AdS, [85, 86]
groups are respected as those that are realized by deformations of the Poincaré massive UIR’s with
positive energy P7,,,. The dS4 and AdS, massive representations respectively belong to the dS4 principal

series, denoted here by QESV, with v € R and s € N/2, and to the AdS, discrete series, denoted by D; ,
with s € N/2 and ¢ +n > s+ 1, n € N, with possible extension to all real ¢ > s + 1 when dealing with
the universal covering of AdS,. In this group-theoretical context, the dSs-invariant parameter v and the
AdS-invariant parameter ¢, as real dimensionless parameters, are considered as replacements for the
Minkowskian rest mass m in dS; and AdS, 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 v and the AdSy-invariant parameter ¢, which the existence/nonexistence of a lower bound for the
“energy spectrum” lies at its heart. In the AdS, case, the parameter ¢ is in fact the lowest value of
the discrete spectrum of the generator of “time” rotations (see section 14, where we have denoted this
generator by Lsp). As a result, an unambiguous meaning of a rest energy (mass) in AdSy relativity can
be carried by the AdS,-invariant parameter ¢ (in the energy AdS, units i/cR):

et — NS
Adsy — p

Hence, the physical notion of “energy at rest” survives when deforming the Poincaré group towards the
AdS, one.

By contrast, the situation is radically different in the dS4 (generally, dS) case, due to the indefinite
spectrum of “energy”, common to all UIR’s of this group. Indeed, in the 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 dSs (generally, dS) relativity. Of course, despite
this ambiguity, it is still legitimate to allocate an “energy” dimension to the dSs-invariant parameter v
(in the “energy” dS4 units ii/cR):

¢>s+1, and se€N/2. (18.1)

E.. =

dsy

i%u , veR. (18.2)

Nevertheless, in 2003, a consistent and univocal definition of mass in dS, (generally, dS) relativity has
been put forward by Garidi [47]%8, which precisely gives sense to terms like “massive” and “massless”
fields in dSy4 (generally, dS) relativity according to their Minkowskian counterparts, yielded by the group
contraction procedures. In the coming sections, we will elaborate this definition. We will also compare
this definition with other mass formulas introduced within the dS, context, and will show that it enjoys
the advantage to encompass all such formulas.

19. GARIDI MASS: DEFINITION

The Garidi mass formula is given by [47]:

M2, = i &) (1) 191
dsy 2R2 <<Q >dS4 - <Qp:q:s>d84) ’ ( . )

where: (i) (QM) as, Stands for the eigenvalues of the dS; 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.
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14), namely: the whole principal series representations, characterized by U3 s with s € N/2 and v € R;
the only physical representation (in the sense of contractlon/ extension to the Poincaré/conformal UIR’s)
of the complementary series, characterized by U, with s = 0 and v = %; and finally the representations
lying at the lower limit of the discrete series, characterized by I+

> With p =g = s € N/2. (ii) The
eigenvalues <Q](g1:)qzs> as, correspond to the dS, UIR’s in the discrete series, the so-called dS4
massless UIR’s (see section 14):

~=5,U)
P $,4=s

(QWg—s)as, = —2(s* = 1). (19.2)
Before going any further, few points regarding the above mass definition must be underlined:

e The mass formula (19.1) is natural in the sense that when, proceeding as in section 15, the field
equations for the dS, principal (massive) fields (for instance, of integer spin s) are rewritten in
terms of the Laplace-Beltrami operator (g, we obtain:??

(Qu>7«ynhﬁ)@v:$@):0 = (DR+Jrﬂﬂs+1y+R <Q“>ﬁ)w“() 019.3)

or, according to Egs. (19.1) and (19.2):
L 0 _ 2 ) () =
(R+R *[2=s(s—1)]) + M3, ) ¥ (z) = 0. (19.4)

e Since the minimum values of (Q(")) i, occur at p = ¢ = 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 93?354 > 0.
To see the point, let us examine all such UIR’s one-by-one:

— For the dS, massive cases, associated with the principal series representations UPS | the Casimir

S8,V

eigenvalues are given by Eq. (12.19), and hence, the Garidi mass takes the form:

1 2 h /
dS4 = V2 + - = |V| (19.5)

[Note that v/#2 = |v|, for v € R.1%0 Therefore, the indefiniteness of the dS,-invariant parameter
v no longer leaks to the definition of Garidi mass M,s,.] Moreover, considering the Poincaré-
Minkowski mass as m = h|v|/cR and quite similar to the Poincaré contraction limit (i-e.,
letting R and v tend to infinity, while m = A|v|/cR remains unchanged (see section 14)), we
get:

(5_1)2 m for s=1/2,
2 (>0)= (19.6)
m+ O(1/v) for s#1/2,

Mas, — mi/1+

where, borrowing the notation used in sections 10 and 14, the arrow ‘—’ stands for the
contraction (type) limit under vanishing curvature. [Regarding Egs. (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
with p = ¢ = s € N/2, for which (QW) ,, = ( 1(71:),1:5>ds4,
with s = 0 and v = 3, for which (Q) ., =

dSyg

2= (Q;lz)q:(ﬁdS4 (see Egs. (12.17) and (12.22), respectively). Obviously, according to the mass

definition (19.1), for both dS; massless cases, we have M., = 0.

discrete series representations Hp P

and the complementary series representation US>

=5,V

e In the case of a dS; UIR with no meaningful Minkowskian interpretation, one can still apply the
Garidi mass formula (19.1), but without referring to a Minkowskian meaning.

99 Here, for the sake of simplicity, we assume that the rank and the spin of the fields ¥(") are equal (r=ys).
100 Here, one must also notice that, given a specific value of s, the principal series representations corresponding to the
parameters v and —v are equivalent (they have same Casimir eigenvalues).
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The counterpart of the Garidi mass formula (19.1) in AdS, relativity reads [126, 127]:

h2
midm = ﬁ(<Q(l)>Ads4 - < £12)5+1>Ad84) ) (19'7)
where, similarly, (Q(1)> aas, Tefers to the eigenvalues of the AdS, quadratic Casimir operator correspond-
ing to those AdS, 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 AdS, massless cases (see section 14), we have
Maas, = 0 and, for the AdS, massive cases, i.e, the UIR’s D, ¢ with s € N/2, ¢ > s+ 1 for s # 0, and
¢ > 2 for s =0, we have:

Mo, = e (=3~ (=3) = =D () >0 s

The case ¢ = 2 with s = 0 is special since it is the unique one for which M,.s, = 0 whereas it does
correspond to a massive and not massless representation. Moreover, considering the Poincaré-Minkowski
mass as m = hs/cR and similar to the Poincaré contraction limit, we obtain:

My, —> my/1— (j:;g)z >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 dS; and AdS, relativities. In particular, the asymptotic relations between the
Minkowskian rest mass m and its (possible) dS4 and AdS, counterparts have been given (see the con-
traction (type) formulas (19.6) and (19.9) for the dSs and AdS4 cases, respectively). Here, we discuss
the above results more elaborately.

20.1. DS, case

We begin by recalling the fact that dS, spacetime is the maximally symmetric solution to the vacuum
Einstein’s equations with positive cosmological constant A. The latter is connected to the dS, scalar
(Ricci) curvature, which is equal to 4A. By taking into account the astrophysical data coming from type
Ta supernovae [18], the dS, radius of curvature is given by R = /3/A = ¢/H, where c is the speed of
light and H is the Hubble constant. The recent estimated value of the Hubble constant is:

H=Hy=25x10""%s"1. (20.1)

Now, according to the formula (19.5), we can give the abstract (real) dimensionless parameter v,
labeling the dS, massive UIR’s, the status of a physical quantity in terms of other measurable physical
quantities:

mcR  mc?

v| = —
vl h hH ’
where, again, m is a Minkowskian (rest) mass. Below, we argue that this identity, established based on
a pure group representation approach, is by far restrictive.

Considering dS,4 spacetime as a perturbation of the flat Minkowski background, it would be typical to
define the following dimensionless physical (in the Minkowskian sense) quantity:

gy — N _ WA hH  my
" meR 3me me2 om ]

(20.2)

(20.3)

where my = hH/c? is a “Hubble mass”.1%! Clearly, for m = m;, we get ¥ = 1. For some known masses
m and the recent estimated value of the Hubble constant Hy, the estimated values of the parameter ¥

101 Tt is worth noting that the parameter ¥ can also be viewed as ¥ = Acmp/ R, the ratio of the (reduced) Compton wavelength
Aemp = h/me 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 s
Hubble mass 1

up. lim. neutrino mass m, |0.165 x 10732
electron mass me 0.3 x 10737
proton mass m, 0.17 x 10™*
W* boson mass 0.2 x 10743
Planck mass Mp, 0.135 x 107

TABLE I: Estimated values of the parameter ¢ for some known masses m and the recent estimated value of the
Hubble constant Hj.

are given in TABLE 1. Accordingly, one can easily see that this parameter is totally negligible for all
known massive elementary particles. In other words, the infinitesimal current value of A does not allow
for any practical dS, effect on the level of high energy physics experiments (no dSy effect is perceptible
in LHC experiments!). However, if ¢ gets closer to 1, namely, when one deals either with theories based
on large values of A or with theories giving an infinitely small masses to photons, gravitons, or other
massless gauge fields, adopting the dS4 point of view (or A effect) becomes unavoidable. This is the case,
for instance, in the standard inflation scenario.

Now, considering a Minkowskian (rest) mass m and the fundamental length R, nothing prevents us
to deal with the dS4 UIR parameter v, assigned to “physics” in a constant-curvature spacetime, as a
meromorphic function of ¥; v = v(8). Then, in a certain neighborhood of ¥ = 0 (i.e, the convergence
interval ¥ € (0, %maz)), we have the following Laurent expansion:

1
v=v(¥) = 54-60+6119+ e e+ (20.4)
where e,’s, denoting the expansion coefficients, are pure numbers to be specified.!? Note that by
multiplying the above equation by ¢ and letting ¢ tend to zero, one recovers asymptotically Eq. (20.2).
Actually, the Garidi mass formula appears as a perfect example of this expansion. The point can be
easily seen, in the case of the principal (massive) series, by adjusting:

W] = v(9)] = %—(s—%)l%—(s—%)2(§+0(192)), 9e1/ls—1/2], (205)

in the corresponding mass formula (19.5). Considering the expansion (20.5) along with the formula (19.6),
for the “energy” scale of a dS, massive elementary system (introduced in Eq. (18.2)), we also obtain:

he 9)Tds462 — mc? for s=1/2,
By, = 7 v(9) = (20.6)
My, c? + OW) — mc* + O(V) for s#1/2,

where, again, the arrow ‘—’ stands for the contraction (type) limit under vanishing curvature.

20.2. AdS, case

Similarly, for the AdS, discrete (massive) cases, we also consider the following Laurent expansion of ¢
in a given neighborhood of ¥ = 0 (¥ € (0, 9snqz)):

1
¢ = g('ﬁ) = 5 + ag —|—a119+ +an19" + .., (207)

102 Here, one must notice that the above expansion formula does not alter the contraction procedure from the point of view
of a local Minkowskian observer, except the fact that it allows us to determine the values of v (either positive or negative)
with respect to values of ¥ in a (positive) neighborhood of ¥ = 0.
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where, again, the coefficients a,, are pure numbers to be specified. Note that limy_,s(9)9 = 1 recovers
asymptotically the identity m = hg/cR. As a matter of fact, the AdS, mass formula appears as a perfect
example of the above expansion formula. To see the point, it is sufficient to substitute the following
expansion into the AdS, mass formula (19.8) (associated with the AdS, massive cases):

=i (- = D) (G rown).  ve@ss-1/) @08

By comparing the above expansion with the generic one (20.7), we obtain ag = 3/2. Moreover, considering
the expansion (20.8) along with the relation (19.9), for the AdS, massive cases, the AdS, rest energy
given in Eq. (18.1) takes the form:

he 9)?Ads402+%7iw — ch—l-%hw for s=1/2,
B =g W)= (20.9)
Myas, 2 + 3hw + O(W) — mc® + 3hw + O(Y) for s#1/2.

Again, the arrow ‘—’ refers to the contraction (type) limit under vanishing curvature, and w = ¢/R.
The above relation reveals that, at the first order in the curvature (< 1/R), an AdSs massive elementary
system asymptotically appears as the sum of a relativistic free particle and a quantum harmonic oscillator,
respectively, with the rest energy mc? and zero-point energy %hw (in this regard, see also appendix J).
This is indeed an interesting feature of AdS, (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 dSy
(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 fww (w = ¢/R), while we have in mind the identity
hw/9 ~ hws = mc? which vanishes in the massless cases, we have:

B =hw(s+1). (20.10)

AdSg

20.3. Discussion: dark matter as a relic AdS; curvature energy (?)

As mentioned above, Eq. (20.9) reveals that, at the first order in the curvature (o< 1/R), the rest energy
of an AdS, elementary system consists of two sectors, i.e., a “visible” sector mc?, like in flat Minkowski

spacetime, and a “dark” sector %hw, which is reminiscent of the zero-point energy of a quantum (three-

dimensional) isotropic harmonic oscillator. In this subsection, taking this fact into account and following
the proposal put forward in recent works [128, 129] by one of us, we discuss a conjectural interpretation
of the origin of dark matter'®® and its possible relevance to the “dark” sector of the rest energy of AdS,
elementary systems. At a glance, according to this proposal, dark matter is nothing but a pure QCD
effect, strictly speaking, a gluonic Bose-Einstein condensate'®*, which is a relic of the so-called quark
epoch of the Universe; the quark epoch began approximately 10712 seconds after the Big Bang, when the
Universe with temperature 7' > 102K was filled with quark-gluon plasma (QGP)'%°  and ended when the
Universe was about 1076 seconds old, when the temperature had fallen sufficiently to allow the quarks

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].]

In condensed matter physics, a Bose-Einstein condensate is a state of matter that is typically formed when a gas of bosons
at low densities is cooled to temperatures very close to absolute zero.

For experimental evidence (RHIC, LHC) in support of QGP, as a super-liquid which is produced in ultra-relativistic heavy
ion collisions, see Refs. [137-139]. The experimental data show that quarks, anti-quarks, and gluons flow independently
in this super-liquid.

104
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from the preceding quark epoch to bind together into hadrons.'® This proposal actually supports

the fundamental idea that, aside from the violation of the matter/antimatter symmetry verifying the
Sakharov’s requirements [140], the reconciliation of particle physics and cosmology does not necessitate
the recourse to any ad hoc fields, particles or hidden variables. The very point that lies at the heart
of this proposal and relates it to our group-theoretical reading of AdS, elementary systems is rooted in
the fact that a QCD vacuum energy density, because of trace anomaly, results in a Lorentz-invariant
negative-valued contribution to the cosmological constant (see, for instance, Ref. [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 AdS, phase; the quark epoch, which
immediately follows the dS, inflationary phase, may be viewed as an “AdS, bounce” (AdS, phase as
anti-inflation!). [To see more arguments on the latter point, see Ref. [128] and references therein.]

20.3.1. The assumptions

The aforementioned proposal technically rests on three basic assumptions:

e First, the nature of dark matter, which is observed as an energy more or less localized in halos
surrounding baryonic matter in galaxies and galaxy clusters, is assumed to be relevant to some
effective AdSy curvature. Then, for instance, for spin 1/2 elementary systems x, according to Eq.
(20.9), we have:

-t 3
B = Mass, () + yw » o Bou(X) = r(xX) Maas, ()7, (20.11)
visible

dark (EEDM (X))

where the ratio 7(x) = Eou(X)/Maas, (X)c? is expected to reflect to some extent the ratio of dark
matter to visible matter. Here, by “to some extent” is meant that this individual ratio should be
clearly larger than 1, to be compatible with the estimated total ratio dark matter/visible matter,
that is, 27/5 = 5.4 (see footnote 103), and of course it should not be too large, to remain compatible
with most of the observed ratios halo mass/stellar mass. Generally, a galaxy with a stellar mass
~ 2 x 108 M, (M, being the solar mass) should possess a dark matter mass ~ 6 x 1019M, (see, for
instance, Ref. [132], and for notable exceptions Ref. [135]).

e Second, the appearance of dark matter is assumed to occur over a period in which, in the sense
of validity of the equipartition theorem applied to the quantum-oscillator-like energy spectrum of
AdS, elementary systems, the temperature(s) T, was (were) compatible with a phase of entities x:

2r(x)

kpTy =~ hw =~ 3

Maas, (X)), (20.12)

where kp 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 y 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 Ty = 156.5+1.5MeV =~ 1.8 x 10'?K (“chemical
freeze-out temperature”). Hence, for M,,s, = m (see Eq. (19.9)), we get:

ho  2r(x) m(x)e?
T, ~ 1.8x 102K ~ — =~
X % kp 3 kg

(20.13)

Then, for the quarks u (with m(u) ~ 2.2 MeV/c?) and d (with m(d) ~ 4.7 MeV /c?), the estimated
values of r(x = u,d) would be:

r(u) ~ 108, r(d) ~ 49. (20.14)

106 The following period, when quarks became confined within hadrons, lasting from 10~ %s to 1s with temperature T' > 109K,
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 T, through Eq. (20.13), determines the corresponding AdS, radius curvature R = c¢/w
and its lifetime t = 1/w:

kgTy ~ hw = R=8fm, t=27x10"%s. (20.15)

This AdS, length scale R = 8 fm is to be compared with the typical distance scales in the context
of QGP, which exceed the size of the largest atomic nuclei and the low typical momentum scale (in
the Pb case, Rpp = 5.3788 fm).

e Third, at the critical hadronization point, the pure AdS; curvature energy (the “dark” sector)
decouples from the rest mass energy and abides as a free component of the Universe along its
following periods.

Note that, besides the supplementary mass granted to the (anti-)quarks living at the quark epoch by
an AdS, environment (as briefly pointed out above), the existence of dark matter may also be originated
from the gluonic component of the respective QGP. Concerning the latter case, Eq. (20.10) reveals that
the rest energy of a gluon, strictly speaking, a spin-1 massless boson, living at the quark epoch in an
AdS, effective background is purely “dark”, and is precisely equal to 2fiw. Quite similar to the above,
according to the equipartition kpT.; ~ hw, we qualitatively get (see Eq. (20.13)):

2w 2 X 2

ladyS % x m(u) = 144 x m(u) ~ 317 MeV /2. (20.16)
c

This gluonic effective mass is approximately 4/3 times the effective mass that quarks and anti-quarks

acquired in that QGP-AdS, environment.

20.3.2. 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 AdS, environment. This gluonic component is
assumed to be an assembly of a large number, say, Ng, of non-interacting entities, strictly speaking,
of decoupled gluonic colorless systems (not individual free gluons), which form a grand canonical Bose-
Einstein ensemble. As discussed in Ref. [128], the simplest purely gluonic system, susceptible to constitute
a Bose-Einstein condensate is a di-gluon. The di-gluons can actually be named “dark matter quasi-
particles”, which, with an (effective) AdS, rest mass equal to /cR, constitute a Bose-Einstein condensate,
since their Compton wavelength and average relative distances are equal to the AdS, radius of curvature
R. [Note that the aforementioned (effective) AdS,; rest mass i/cR, with respect to Eq. (20.10), is
associated with a massless scalar (s = 0) particle in AdS, 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 Giirsey
terminology [141], involves scintillation events,'?7 i.e., events each consisting in the virtual creation and
subsequently, a short time later, annihilation of a particle-antiparticle pair. Note that, the created
particle-antiparticle being bosons (respectively, fermions), the corresponding event contributes to the
AdS, (respectively, dS;) world matter, as a kind of a gluonic Bose-Finstein condensate (respectively,
baryonic Fermi-Dirac sea), at the interior (respectively, exterior) of the Hubble horizon [143].

Accordingly, we take into account an assembly of these Ng dark matter di-gluons, which are practically
quasi-particles in an effective AdS, environment with individual energies £, = E5, + nfhw, where the

term E < corresponding to m = mg (being zero or negligible) is given by Eq. (20.10) at s = 0, and

AdSy

with degeneracy g, = (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 Giirsey 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 p determined by the condition that the sum over all
occupation probabilities at temperature T results in [145, 146]:

NG = Z In y Vg = AdS4 . (2017)
n=0 €Xp (J;%"T (n+wvy— u)) -1

This is a very large number, and therefore, it is expected that this Bose-Einstein gas condensates at
temperature:

hw ( Ng \'° 1/
T, ~ " (@) ~ 118 x 1073 X v/[Asus, | N7, (20.18)

to turn into the presently observed dark matter. Note that: (i) For the involved Riemann function, we
have ((3) ~ 1.2. (ii) The above is the standard formula for all isotropic harmonic traps'®® (see, for
instance, Ref. [145]). In support of this model, with respect to the ultra-cold atoms physics, it has been
shown in Ref. [147] that Bose-Einstein condensation not only can occur in non-condensed matter but
also in gas, and that this phenomenon is not rooted in interactions but instead in the correlations implied
by quantum statistics.

Of course, we do not know exactly at which stage after the quark epoch the aforementioned gluonic-
Bose Einstein condensation had occurred, but still it is interesting to examine whether Eq. (20.18)
gives reasonable orders of magnitude by setting T, equal to the current CMB temperature, that is,
T. = 278K, and |Aags,| &~ % X % X Ags, = 0.39 x Agg,, where A,q, = current cosmological constant
A = 1.1 x 1072 m~2. On this basis, from Eq. (20.18), we obtain the estimated number of di-gluons in
the condensate as:

Ng ~ 5 x 10%8. (20.19)

This result already seems reasonable, because the number of gluons are about 10? times that of baryons
which is estimated to be about 10%°. Keeping this number in Eq. (20.18) gives us an estimation of the
scaling factor:

AdS4
TZ

~ 1.85 x 106 x N5/ ~1.36 x 10773 (20.20)

Oc =

Therefore, taking T, to be of the order of “Matter-dominated era” temperature, that is, 10*K, results in
the following value for the corresponding As,:

Ags, ~ 1.36 x 1074 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 dSy relativity. As the first example, we consider a class of gauge-invariant fields
known in the literature under the name of “partially massless” fields, which have been widely studied by
Deser et al. in a series of papers [148-153]. Then, we encounter the question of graviton mass in dSy
spacetime, as has been discussed by Novello et al. in Ref. [154].

Note that, for the sake of comparison, in this section we consider the units ¢ = 1 = & and also set
R = H~! (since the references cited above, that we are going to compare our result with them, have done
so!).

21.1. “Partially massless” fields

First of all, we would like to point out that, throughout this paper, the spin-s fields which are referred
to as (strictly) massive, admitting no gauge invariance, possess 2s + 1 degrees of freedom. On the

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 dS, 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 (93"(354,5). Considering the latter parameters, it simply follows that, for a given
dSy 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 dS, field with s > 1, the plane defined by the mass (squared) parameter, say Deser mass 9)?;54,
and the cosmological constant A = 3H? is divided into different unitary and nonunitary areas, which are
distinguished by lines of the aforementioned gauge invariant fields. Accordingly, they have argued that
the physically irrelevant (positive) mass ranges for the field are those that correspond to the nonunitary
areas.

We begin with integer spin dS, fields, while, to keep the argument straight, we stick to the fields with
spins up to s = 3:

e According to Deser et al., for the first two integer cases, i.e., the scalar (s = 0) and vector (s = 1)
dS, fields, no new gauge invariance and no (positive) forbidden range of mass exist; the allowed
ranges of mass for both cases are determined by sm;si > 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 93?(2184 > 0, for both scalar and vector cases, one can continuously
cover the unitary regions, as is shown in FIG. 8.

Spin 0 Spin 1

12 ap2
Compl. S. Princ. S. ml:“ﬂ Compl. S. Princ. S. 'Ilrdﬂ
ﬂ H?/4 0 H%/4

FIG. 8: Mass ranges for the scalar (s = 0) and vector (s = 1) dS4 fields; the terms ‘Compl. S.” and ‘Princ. S.’
are respectively abbreviation for the ‘complementary series’ and ‘principal series’, while the ‘black squares’ refer
to the discrete series members, with integer spins.

e According to Deser et al. (see also Ref. [155] by Higuchi), in the spin-2 case, a partially massless
gauge field appears. It is identified by 9,2 = 2A/3 = 2H?, while the (strictly) massless one is
given by m;§4 = 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 = 2,9 = 1) or equivalently by (9)?354 = 2H? s = 2), with 4
degrees of freedom, and by (p = 2,¢ = 2) or equivalently by (93?334 = 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’.

e According to Deser et al., in the spin-3 case, two partially massless gauge fields with m;§4 =2A =
6H?% and zm{i; = 4A/3 = 4H? appear, while the (strictly) massless one is given by mtg§4 = 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,¢ =1) or
equivalently by (93?334 = 6H?,s = 3), with 6 degrees of freedom, by (p = 3,¢ = 2) or equivalently
by (93?334 = 4H? s = 3), with 4 degrees of freedom, and finally by (p = 3,q = 3) or equivalently
by (93?534 =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.
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FIG. 10: Mass ranges for spin-3 dS4 fields and phase diagram (showing partially massless lines).

Now, we deal with half-integer spin dSy fields, which are controversial. Again, we stick to the cases
with s < 3:

e According to Deser et al., for the spin-1/2 case (like the scalar and vector cases), no (positive)
forbidden mass range exists. This result agrees with what we obtain from our group-theoretical
construction through the Garidi mass formula. The situation, however, is different in the spin-3/2
and spin-5/2 cases.

e According to Deser et al., for the spin-3/2 and spin-5/2 dS, fields, FIG. 11 holds. The corresponding
(strictly) massless fields, with 2 degrees of freedom, are respectively determined by 93?;524 =—A/3
(in the spin-3/2 case) and by 9)1334 = —4A/3 (in the spin-5/2 case). On this basis, since in the dS,
case A > 0, the Deser mass formula for both cases lead to negative values; the same result holds for
the partially massless case, with 4 degrees of freedom, in the spin-5/2 case, i.e., 93?{1324 =—-A/3<0.
In this sense, Deser et al. have argued that these cases belong to AdSy relativity (for which A < 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 dSy relativity exists! This result is clearly in contradiction with
ours. Actually, in our group-theoretical construction, the dS, (strictly) massless integer and half-
integer spin fields all (except the scalar one which belongs to the complementary series) belong to
the lower limit of the discrete series UIR’s, characterized by H;,tzs_’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
dSy cases, FIGs. 12 and 13 hold.
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Spin 3 Spin 3
A A
Unitary Unitary
dof = 4 dof =6
Em:]:gl miflg»j

= —4H? = —4A /3, dof = 2

2., ms2,
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%2 Nonunitary
= dof = 6
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dof =4 73
Y Nonunitary 5 4 )
‘E-:J dof =6 ’/— ‘_1'1(151 =—H"=—-A/3 dof =4

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.
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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 DJT§34 = H?, which is “contiguous” to the principal (massive) series, does not determine a partially
massless field.

109 Moreover, we must emphasize again that the only group-theoretical consistent formulation for the 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 9)?354 = 4H?, which is “contiguous” to the principal (massive) series,
does not determine a partially massless field.

Although, this comparison has been done merely for dS, fields with spins up to s = 3, the result is
quite clear. The Garidi mass formula, for integer spin dS, fields, covers the results that have been already
given by Deser et al. in Refs. [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 dS, (strictly)
massless unitary representations H;)t=s7q: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
937584 > 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 dSy 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 dSy (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 dS, (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., 11, .
with 0 < ¢ # 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, ¢) 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(¢) = 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 dS, structure,
or directly begin from the geometry of dS, spacetime itself. Roughly speaking, the former procedure is
based on the following equation:

1
R, — §Rg,w = —rkTy , (21.1)

for which the fundamental state containing the maximum number of symmetries is the Minkowskian

geometry, while the latter procedure explicitly includes A as:!10

1
By = §R9;w + Agpy = KT (21.2)

for which the fundamental state containing the maximum number of symmetries is the (A)dS, geometry.
Below, following the lines sketched in Refs. [127, 154, 156], we will briefly review both procedures, respec-
tively. Then, we will interpret the results within our group-theoretical construction, i.e., by considering
the described graviton field as a dS, elementary system associated with a UIR of the dS,; group. We will
show that how our group-theoretical approach, through the Garidi mass formula, simplifies the debate
over the question of “mass” of graviton in dS, 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 ¥,, = \I/fﬁ,) (v = 0,1,2,3) in the so-called Einstein frame

110 Note that, here, by A is meant some sort of bare cosmological constant, and not exactly the observed one which should
contain modifications stemmed from the matter fields fluctuations (either classical or quantum fluctuations).
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(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:

1
F)\uu = 5(8;1\1/1/)\ - 8)\\1}1/;1, + nuuF)\ - nAqu,) )

where F\ = 0" Fy,, = 0\¥ — 0, ¥4 (all the indices take values 0, 1,2, 3). There results a unique form of

minimal coupling, free of ambiguities. In this context, from ¥ ,,, two auxiliary fields G,(ﬁ,) and Gf}? are

2z
defined:
1
G = 5 (D\Iz,w F VLV — (V, VM) + V, VAT, ) g, (00 — vAvp\W)) . (21.3)
G = %(D\I}W F VLV — (VAV, 0,0 4 VAV, T, ) —g, (OF — vAv,,\W)) : (21.4)

where ¥ = g, ¥*”. 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:

A 1 o
G = §(Gf“,) +G0), (21.5)
and precisely reads:
A 1
G+ 220, — g, W) =0, (21.6)

Note that the field ¥, possesses 5 degrees of freedom. In the flat Minkowski background, the degrees
of freedom for the massless field ¥, reduce to 2. This is a direct result of the invariance of the action
under the gauge transformation:

Y = Y +09,,, (21.7)
in which
0V, = 00E, + 04 . (21.8)

Now, let us restrict our attention to the special case of dS, background, for which a similar analysis as
above holds. The corresponding action, in the Fierz-Pauli frame, reads:

1 1
S=1 / & {FAP#FW‘ ~ F,F¥ — 593?;'33 (U, T — T 2) | de. (21.9)
With the dS4 counterpart of the transformation (21.8):
0V, =V, 6, + V.6, (21.10)
the action (21.9) turns into:'!!
1
58 = 3 / V=g(z" - smf;stﬂ)@ d*z, (21.11)
where Z#, defined as Z* = QVV(A}W, takes the value Z# = —%AF”. For the particular case that the
mass parameter zm;’si takes the value:
2
my? = -0 (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 zm;’si, the degrees
of freedom remain 5. At first glance, this result seems quite surprising, because the gauge invariance
of the action occurs for the dS, field ¥,,, with a nonvanishing imgsi. Moreover, since in the dSs case
A > 0, it yields a negative value for the parameter ng’si relevant to the graviton field in dS, spacetime
(though it is positive in the AdS, case, since A < 0); a massless graviton in dS, spacetime appears as a
tachyonic particle in the Minkowskian sense (!). Before getting involved with the physical interpretation
of this result (obtained by Novello et al. in Ref. [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 dS, spacetime itself.

111 Note that, in an arbitrary curved Riemannian background, the action is not invariant under such a transformation.
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21.2.2. FEinstein spaces

By definition, Einstein spaces are described by geometries verifying Eq. (21.2) without matter:
R, —Agu, =0. (21.13)

Such spaces contain the dS; and AdS, geometries as special cases. In this context, the Riemannian
curvature Ry, is given by:

A
R)\puu = W)\pul/ + gg/\pw/ ’ (2114)

where W), is the Weyl conformal tensor and gxpuw = gaugpr — grvgpu- One can also rewrite Eq. (21.13)
as:

Gy + Mg =0, (21.15)

where G, is the Einstein tensor. Perturbation of this equation around the dS, solution, for which the
Weyl tensor vanishes, yields:

G + My, =0, (21.16)

where 0G,,, and 6g,, = hy, respectively denote the perturbation of the Einstein tensor and the metric.
On this basis, a direct computation leads to:

A
GH,V _ g(hul/ _ h/gw/) — O7 (2117)
or equivalently, to:
(On +2H*) by — g (O — HA)W — (VY - hy + Vo,V - hy) + 6 VIVPhy, + V, VR = 0(21.18)

where b/ = hy,g"" and G;w 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 _%A = 2. (21.19)
Again, the above result can be interpreted as a graviton mass in the Minkowskian sense for the AdS, case
(since A < 0), while, for the dS, case (A > 0), it involves a tachyonic interpretation (in the Minkowskian
sense!) of the existence of the graviton which in turn creates serious interpretative difficulties. Respecting
the very approach adopted in this paper, there is yet another interpretation of the above result to be
presented in the coming subsubsection. Here, just to prepare the ground, we recall from the beginning of
this subsection that, in order to describe the graviton field in (A)dS,4 spacetime, one may either begin from
a Minkowskian background and then turn on gravity to get the (A)dSy structure, or begin directly from
the (A)dSy geometry itself. Concerning the latter case, one must notice that giving the bare cosmological
constant A the status of a fundamental constant (as much small as it can be) has a significant impact
on our interpretation of basic physical quantities such as mass. As a matter of fact, for a non-vanishing
A, the Minkowskian geometry is no longer a solution to the corresponding Einstein’s equations and, in
this sense, becomes physically irrelevant; in this case, the absence of gravitation is shown by the (A)dS,
geometry. Then, trivially, for a non-vanishing A, the use of ordinary Poincaré relativity will no longer be
justified, and needs to be replaced by (A)dS, relativity (as we have discussed throughout this paper). In
this sense, the Garidi definition of mass in (A)dS, relativity once again comes to fore.

21.2.83. 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):

_ - I 1 -
0*V — H?S920 - U — $500 - U + 52288\11/ + §H222x8\11’ =0, (21.20)
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Pursuing this path, to make the group-theoretical content of the theory explicit, we also express the
above field equation in terms of the quadratic Casimir operator of the dS, group:

(@S +6)W(x) + Dydy - W(x) =0, (21.21)

where Do = H2%, (5 — H2x)\I/ is the generalized gradient and 8, - ¥ = 9 - U — H2z¥' — %5\11’ is the
generalized divergence; the subscript ‘2’ refers to the fact that the carrier space is constituted by second
rank tensors. Note that the above equation is derivable from the following Lagrangian density:

1
212
where the symbol -+’ stands for total contraction. This Lagrangian density is invariant under ¥ — W+ Dy(
(¢ being an arbitrary vector field), which is the ambient space counterpart of (21.10).

Now, a comparison of Eq. (21.21) with the eigenvalue equation (15.1) reveals that the corresponding
physical subspace (which can be associated with a dS, UIR) is constituted by the solutions to:

£= V- (Qa2+6)T + %(82~\I!)2, (21.22)

(@S +6)W(z)=0. (21.23)
This subspace carries the discrete series UIR H;E:Q’(FQ (since (Qg”) = —6), which means that the field
equation corresponding to the fine-tuning mass identity ,‘Jﬁﬁl’si = —2A/3 and satisfying Eq. (21.17)

characterizes a usual dS; (strictly) massless elementary system, with the Garidi mass 9)?354 = 0, for
which, due to the gauge invariance, the degrees of freedom reduce to 2 (i.e., helicities £2).

In summary, considering all the above, if we analyze the graviton field in dS4 spacetime in the sense
of Poincaré relativity the result (mtgsj) shows it as a particle which is not massless, strictly speaking,
the result yields a misinterpretation of the graviton mass in dSs spacetime (zmgs’j < 0), while the same
analyze in the context of dS, relativity (through the Garidi mass formula 9)?334) 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 Dﬁfl’si and its Garidi counterpart 93?334, reads as:

2
M2 + §A =M, =0. (21.24)

As a final remark, we would like to insist on the fact that the current observational data point towards a
small but non-vanishing positive cosmological constant, which suggests that our Universe might presently
be in a dS, phase. In consistency with this fact, we propose to reevaluate the above equation which
establishes the connection between the bare cosmological term A and a “mass” attributed to the graviton.
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Part V
Appendices

Appendix A: DS, Killing vectors

In three-dimensional Minkowski R3, preferred reference frames (called inertial frames) exist. An inertial
observer can always choose coordinates (strictly speaking, global inertial coordinates) in such a way that
the infinitesimal interval between given points p(x) and p’(z + dz) in R? takes the form:

ds? = n,,dz?da?, Al
ab

where a,b = 0,1,2 and 7,, = (1,—1,—1) is the metric tensor in the inertial frame S(z). 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’(2’) implies that:

npdztda’ = g, (¢)da"*da’®, (A.2)
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where ¢/, is the metric in S’. The latter would be inertial if there exist coordinates z’ for which we get
gy = M., OF, in other words, if the transition S — S’ does not change the form!''? of the metric. Note
that such coordinate transformations x — z’, 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:

(2)? = nyaa’. (A.3)

These transformations define the dSs symmetry group.
In order to obtain the explicit form of the infinitesimal dSs group transformations, we consider the
following generic form of coordinate transformations in R3:

¢ = 2’ =2"+(%(2), (A.4)
when (%(z) is infinitesimally small. The expansion of (*(z) in a power series reads:
¢ x) = w4+ wia® + wiabet + ..., (A.5)

with constant parameters w® = 0, wy, wg,, and ... . The vanishing parameter w® = 0 is trivially issued
from the condition (A.3). To fix the other coefficients, one must notice that the transformations (A.4)
relate the metrics 7,, and g}, by:

ox? 9z
gflb(x/) = andc ~ Nap — (0aCh + 0Ca) - (A.6)

Form invariance of the metric is now expressed by the following Killing equation:

Map = Jap(T) = Mgy, & —(0alp + Fpla) = 0. (A7)

The requirement (A.7), considering the expansion formula (A.5), implies that w® + w®® = 0, and that
the remaining parameters wy, = ... = 0. Then, the infinitesimal, global dS, transformations would be, of
linear type, defined in terms of three constant parameters w® (recall that w® = —w"®, while a,b = 0,1, 2):

¢(z) = wital. (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 ¢(z), which is scalar with respect to the transformations (A.8), that
is, ¢'(2') = ¢(x). The change of form of ¢ then reads:

dp(z) = (2% — 2'*)0,0(x) = —w;}xbaaqﬁ(:c)

= LK) (A.9)
where the generators, say the Killing vectors, K, are:
Kaop = 2,0y — 10, . (A.10)
They obey the Lie algebra:
[K12, K20 = — K10, (K12, K10] = Koo, [K20, K10] = K12, (A.11)
or equivalently:
[Kap, Ked] = = (NacKod + Moalac = Naakve = MpeKad) , (A.12)

which exhibits the su(1,1) ~ so(1,2) algebra. According to the space-time-Lorentz factorization of the
dSy group (given in subsection 3.1), one can easily show that Kjo, which is of compact type, stands
for the space translations, while Kjy and Ky, which both are of noncompact type, refer to the time
translations and Lorentz boosts, respectively.

To see more on the above topics, readers are referred to Ref. [159].

112 The form variation of a field F(z), defined by §F(z) = F'(x) — F(z), must be distinguished from its total variation, given
by AF(z) = F'(2') — F(z). When 2’ — z = ( is infinitesimally small, we have: AF(z) = 6F(z) + (%04 F(x).
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Appendix B: 2 x 2-quaternionic matrices

The set of quaternions is defined by:

H = {x = (x4, &) = '+ xte; + 2%e, +adey ; at xt x? 2t € R} ., (B.I)
N——
scalar-vector notations Euclidean metric notations

where {1, e, }, with k = 1,2,3, is a basis such that:

€16y = —€ye; = €3,
€283 = —€38; =€y,
€36 = —€,€3 = €y,
e e =ey,ey =eze; = —1,
le, =¢,l=¢,. (B.2)

The multiplication law of quaternions then reads:

xx' — (m4ac’4 O O L A 2 f’) _ (x4x’4 ol 22 —x3x’3)1
+(m4x’1 NEPNZIS R o x?’x’z)el
+(m4x’2 NEPNZ I B mlx’?’)eQ
+(2%2” + 2'12® + 2'2”? — 222" ey, (B.3)

where - & and & x &’ respectively refer to the Euclidean inner product and the cross product in R3. It is
manifest that generally xx’ # x'x, unless # x & = 0. Moreover, the (quaternionic) conjugate of x is given
by x* = (2, —Z), while (xx')* = x"*x*, the squared norm by |x|? = xx* = (z4)?+ (21)? + (22)? + (23)?,
and the inverse of a nonzero quaternion by x~! = x*/|x|?. Another useful identity is:

xlel + x2e2 + m3e3

V(@h)? + (22)? + (a7)

exp(x) = exp (") (cos(wxlv @)+ @) + _sin( /(@12 + (@ + <m3>2)>3.4>

for (x')? + (z%)? + (23)% # 0.
The basis {1,e,} also reveals the natural one-to-one correspondence between H and R* (by abuse of
notation, H ~ R*) given by the following mapping:

H>x=a'1+a'e +2%e,+2%e; — x= (' 2% 2% 2%) e R, (B.5)
This mapping clearly does not change the norm |x|? = (24)? + (21)2 + (2%)% + (2%)?, due to the orthonor-
mality of the basis {1,e,}.
A realization of the basis {1,e,} can be achieved by allocating 2 x 2-matrix representations in such a
way that 1 = 15 and e, = (—1)k+1iok, where k = 1,2,3 and op’s are the Pauli matrices. On this basis,
the matrix realization of any x € H explicitly reads:

4+ iz’ izl — ;1:2)

izl + 22 2zt —iz® (B-6)

x:x41—|—xke,c = <
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|* and

|xx'|? = |x|?|x'|? (since det(xx’) = det(x) det(x)). Accordingly, for any x € H, we have:!!3
_ a f 2 2 _ .

which reveals that the quaternion field, as a multiplicative group, is H ~ Ry x SU(2). [To see more about
the SU(2) group, one can refer to appendix E.]

113 Tn 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 p of the mass hyperboloid, invariant under the little group action|Little group
(a) P2 =m? >0,p° >0 (m,0,0,0) SO(3)
(b) p* =m?>0,p" <0 (=m,0,0,0) S0(3)
(c) p*=0,p">0 (k, k,0,0) 150(2)
(d)p*=0,p" <0 (=&, £,0,0) 150(2)
(e) p* = N? >0 (0, N,0,0) SO(1,2)
) p*=0 (0,0,0,0) 50(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 QS) =p* (= p'pu) = (0°)% — (P2,
where p* = (pY, 5) refers to the four-momentum operator. [Note that here the metric tensor is
N = diag(l,—1,-1,-1), with p,v = 0,1,2,3.] The quartic Casimir operator, on the other hand,
is Qg) =W? ( = VV“VVH)7 with the Pauli-Lubanski operators defined by W, = %Em,pgj”"]ﬁ", 7P being
the relativistic angular momentum tensor operators and &£, the four-dimensional totally antisymmetric
Levi-Civita symbol. In the units ¢ = 1 = A, these two Casimir operators respectively possess eigenvalues
(QQ) = m?, with m > 0, and in the nonzero mass cases (i.e., m > 0), ( 5?) = —m?s(s + 1), with
s € N/2. This group-theoretical structure actually makes clear the notion of mass based on spacetime
symmetries, in the context of Einstein-Poincaré relativity.

According to the Wigner classification of the Poincaré group UIR’s, with respect to the mass operator

Qg) and the little (or stabilizer) group UIR’s given in TABLE II, it is commonly accepted that the
physical cases are restricted to:

>

s,m:*

e The case (a), characterizing the massive UIR’s with positive energy, P
e The case (c), characterizing the massless UIR’s with positive energy, 7); o
e 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 S* hyperspherical harmonics, Gegenbauer and
Legendre polynomials, and hypergeometric functions

Note that, in this appendix, we just point out those relations which are used in the context of our
paper. For more details, one can refer to Refs. [100, 162-164].

1. Hyperspherical harmonics on S®

The hyperspherical harmonics on the unit-sphere S? are defined by:

(L+1)(L-1)

N
Vet (3(16,0,6)) = 112+ ( LT 1)!'> (sin)! Ccos ) Yim(0,6) (D.1)
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where: (i) (L,I,m) € Nx N x Z, with 0 < I < L and - < m < [, (ii) the quaternion z = (2*,7) €
SU(2) ~ S? admits the following parametrization:

24 = cost,

2! = sinesinfcos ¢,

2% = sinysinfsing,

23 = sincosé, (D.2)

with 0 < ¢,0 < 7 and 0 < ¢ < 2, (iii) C’lLJr_ll’s are the Gegenbauer polynomials:
LL lJ
—k)!
1 -
CL+1I Cobw l' Z k‘—k)' (2COS¢)L l 2]@7 (DS)

(iv) Yi's are the ordinary spherical harmonics:

2L+ 1)1 —m)\’ mé
Y, =|—1] P" D.4
lm(aa ¢) ( 47T(l ¥ m)| l (COS 9) ) ( )
while P"’s stand for the associated Legendre functions:
m _ (_1)l+m . m 0 t+m . 21
P (cos ) = 5 7] (sin0) (8COSG> (sinf)=". (D.5)

Below, we will provide more details on the Gegenbauer and Legendre polynomials.
Note that, with the above choice of constant factors, the set of hyperspherical harmonics fulfills the
following orthogonality (and normalization) conditions:

| Vi @Yo @) ana) = 8188 (D.6)

where dju(z) = sin® 1) sin @ dipdfd¢ is the invariant measure on S® (see appendix E).

2. Gegenbauer polynomials

Generally, the Gegenbauer polynomials C () are defined by the formula:

[%]
B T(n+X—k)
@) = 2V oy

(2z)" 2k A> —%. (D.7)

The variable z is real and between —1 and +1. It can be shown that the C))(z)’s are the coefficients of
t" in the power-series expansion of the function:

(1412 —2zt)~ Z CMx)t", |t <1. (D.8)

Another useful expansion formula is:
1 3]

TTO—1) 2 ek Cp_op(2),

o ZHADTELA— DT+ =k) o

Ca() = E'T(n—k+2)

The Gegenbauer polynomials obey the following recurrence relations:

nCp(z) = 2\ (xC)T () — Cpti(2)), (D.10)
nCMz) = 2A+n—1)zCh_ (z) — 2X(1 — 22)C) (), (D.11)

A +n)Cp(z) = 2A(CaTH(2) — 2Ct i (2)), (D.12)
(n+2)Cp o(x) = 2\ +n+1)aCh (z) — 2N +n)Cp(2), (D.13)
A A @) = AN DA+2) e (A= DENT (@), (D.14)
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Note the role of the particular rotationally invariant C}(z; - z2) as generating function of the S?
hyperspherical harmonics:

Ch(z1 - 29) = Zyum 21)Vim(22), 71,22 €S3. (D.15)

L—|—1

The Gegenbauer polynomials can also be expressed as the Legendre functions of the first kind:

P -1 1_1 -
Ca(r) =7 257 D(a+2)) (D + T() ' (2= DI pEY (), (D.16)
where an integral representation of the Legendre functions of the first kind reads as:
1 T v
r(5 —p) (P2 = 1) 13 278 PO (r) = / (r+ (P> = 1)% cost)” " (sint) "2 dt (D.17)
0

with Re(u) < % Above, the argument r is a point in the complex plane under exclusion of points on the
real axis between +1 and —oo.

3. Associated Legendre polynomials

The associated Legendre polynomials P/™(z) fulfill the following recurrence relations:

2P (@) - Pa(e) = (+m)(1—a?)7 P (@), (D.18)

Py (2) = Py(2) = (21+1)(1—2?)2 P (), (D.19)

Py (2) = aPMa) = (—m+1)(1-2?)2 P Y(a), (D.20)

(1=a?)2 P (@) = (I —m)zP"(@) - (L +m)P™ (x), (D.21)
(=) L pr(e) = (4 DaP (@)~ (1 m+ )P ()

= —lzP"(x) + ({+m)P" (), (D.22)

2+ V2P (x) = (I—m+ 1))+ (+m)Pr (), (D.23)

21— o) P E) = (L m)( - m o+ DR ) — B a), (D.214)

o _27;)%]3[?1(33) = (4 m)(l+m+ BN 2) + PP (a), (D.25)

(1=a®)2 P (@) = (L—m+ )P} (2) = L+ m+ 1)z (@), (D.26)

(I=m)(I+m+1)P"(z) = —P"*(z) —2(m + V(1 —2%) "2 P (z), (D.27)

@ +1)(1—2*):P™z) = (—m)I—m+ )P () —(+m)I+m+1)P" (z). (D.28)

Again, the variable x is real and between —1 and +1.

4. Hypergeometric functions

The hypergeometric functions o F| (a, b; ¢; ) are defined by:

L I'(c) > Fla+n)T(b+n) r
2F1(a7b,C,T) - F(&) F(b) nZ::O F(C—F’fl) m
_ 1+?;+W§ ey e#0,-1,-2,-3,...  (D.29)

This series possesses the following properties:
e It converges in the open unit disk |r| < 1.

e 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 —¢) < 0,
— conditionally convergent for 0 < Re(a + b — ¢) < 1, the point r = 1 being excluded.

e It reduces to a polynomial of degree n in r, when a or b is a negative integer —n (n =0,1,2,3,...).
The Euler’s transformation for the hypergeometric functions reads:
oF (a,b;cr) = (1= 7)Y yF (¢ —a,c— bye;7) . (D.30)
Other useful relations are:

I'(c) T(c—a—0)

oF(a,b;¢;1) = T(c—a)T(e—D)’ Re(a+b—¢) <0, and ¢#0,—-1,-2,..., (D.31)
d ab
W JFi(a,byc;r) = - JFi(a+ 1,0+ 1¢+157), (D.32)
_ IF'l+a-0)
Fi(a,b;1 —b;—1)=27¢ 1 -b#0,-1,-2,... D.33
2 1(0’7 ) +a/ b ) ﬁr(l.‘.%a—b) F(HTG’)’ +a # ) ) ) ) ( )
GFi(a,b;24+a—b;—1) = 277 (b—1)"'T(2+a—1b) (D.34)

1 1

X s — ,
T TE a0 TG T+ 1aD)

24+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 = (_Cé* B) , a,BEC, det(g) =|af* +|8]* = 1}. (E.1)

a*

[This group is indeed a subgroup of the special linear group SL(2, C), that is, the group of all 2 x 2-complex
matrices of determinant unity.] By defining o = 2% 4+ i2® and 8 = ix! — 22, where 2* € R (A = 1,2,3,4),
we obtain an alternative expression for the unimodular condition |a|? + |3]* = 1 as:

(@) + (@) + (2%)? + (2)* = 1, (E.2)

which is the equation of the three-sphere S? of unit radius in R*, with center at the origin. On the other
hand, one can associate with each point = = (2!, 2% 23, 2%) € S the matrix h(z) defined by:

2t +iz? izt — 22
h(z) = <ia:1 4?2 gt i3] (E.3)

with the property det(h(z)) = (z')? 4 (2%)? + (2%)® + (2*)? = 1 (then, h(z) € SU(2)). Therefore, as a
topological space, the SU(2) group is homeomorphic to the unit-sphere S*. In other words, the underlying
manifold of SU(2) is S?, which shows that SU(2) is compact, connected and simply connected.

Considering the above, for any g € SU(2) and = € S3, a left action defined by h'(z) = gh(z) induces a
linear transformation 2/ = g o« on S? in such a way that det(h/(z)) = det(h(x)) = 1. This means that
the induced linear transformation g ¢  preserves the form (E.2). Consequently, the left action of SU(2)
on S? represents orthogonal transformations belonging to O(4). More precisely, since the SU(2) group
is connected, the orthogonal transformation g ¢ x belongs to SO(4). Similarly, a right action h(x)g also
induces a rotation of R* associated with SO(4). The sphere S? is therefore invariant under either left or
right action of SU(2).
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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 R* with the field of quaternions H by the mapping:

r=(z', 2%, 2% 2%) —» x=2"1 +2Fe,, k=123, (E4)

where the quaternionic basis is {1 =15, e, = (—1)k+1iak, k= 1,273}7 o1’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(z)) = 1) onto SU(2) (in this regard, see also Eq. (B.6)). In this sense,

the SU(2) group can also be realized by:
SUR2) ~ {xeH; |x]*=1}. (E.5)

Regarding the content of our paper, we also would like to study the action of SU(2) x SU(2) on H.
Technically, this action is defined by:

d(u,v) 1 x = uxv ', (E.6)
where u, v,x € H, with [u| = |v| =1 (in other words, u,v € SU(2)). Since det(uxv~') = det(x) (that
is, luxv~!| = |x|; see appendix B), the action ®(u,v) represents a rotation in H ~ R* belonging to
O(4). More precisely, the fact that SU(2) x SU(2) is connected implies that this action is an element
of SO(4). Tt is also a matter of simple calculations to show that all elements of SO(4), as rotations of
H ~ R* around the origin, can be presented by the maps of the form (E.6) (see Ref. [165]). This reveals
a surjective group homomorphism between SU(2) x SU(2) and SO(4). The kernel of this homomorphism

is { £ (1,1)}. To see the point, let (u,v) € ker(®), namely, for each x € H, we have uxv~! = x.
Considering x = 1, it follows that u = v, and that u is in the center''* of H, which is equal to R1. On
the other hand, since |u| = |v| = 1, we have u = v = £1. Then:

S0(4) ~ (SU(2) x SU(2))/{ £(1,1)}. (E.7)

We end our brief introduction to the SU(2) group by recalling that the matrices Ji = %(fl)kﬂiak

(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:

1 it ity — t
J=t1J1 +tody +t3J3 = = <it1 'itQ 1—it32

D) ) 3 t17t27t3 eR. (ES)

Note that the matrices Ji, Jo, and J3 obey the commutation rules:
[Ji, Jj] = &% T, (E.9)

where 4,7,k = 1,2,3 and gijk is the three-dimensional totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol. The
corresponding Casimir operator is:

JE I+ J2, (E.10)

which commutes with all Ji’s (k =1,2,3).

2. Haar measure

Note that on any Lie group G two types of invariant measures (Haar measures) can be defined, by
requiring invariance against right translations [166]:

/ﬂme@:/ﬂmwm» (E11)
G G

or against left translations:

/ﬂmmm@:/ﬂmwm» (E.12)
G G

114 The center of a group G is the set of its elements that commute with every element of G.
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for all continuous functions f(g) with compact support on G (g,¢" € G). These measures are unique up
to a constant factor. For a certain class of groups, including all compact Lie groups (like SU(2)), both
measures coincide dy, = dp; = dp [166].

A Haar measure on SU(2) is actually a measure on the unit-sphere S invariant under SO(4). To find
such a measure, we consider the bicomplex angular coordinates (w,11,%2) on S* (embedded in R* ~ H),
for which the following parametrization reads:

zt +iz3 = coswe1 | 2! +ix? = sinwe¥? | (E.13)

with 0 < w < % and 0 < ¢1,%2 < 27. Then, an element of SU(2) takes the form (see Eq. (E.3)):

us
2

(E.14)

coswe¥t  isinwel?2
isinwe %2 coswe %1

g(w,¥1,¢2) = <

Let © denote the map (w,v1,%2) — = = (21,22 23, 2%). According to the relations given in (E.13), we

have:
1 -
x- = sinw cos ¥y

2

= da! = coswcosty dw — sinwsin s depy ,
2? =sinwsinyy = dz? = coswsiny dw + sinw cos o dihs
=

3

x° = coswsin Yy dz® = —sinwsin; dw + cosw cos Py diy ,

zt =coswecosy; = dzt= —sinwcosyy dw — coswsiny di . (E.15)

We can also rewrite the above equations as:

da! COS W COS Y3 0 —sin o
da? | cos w sin ¥y cos P .
de | T | —sinwsingy | Y| cosyy | Y dipy + 0 sinw dipy
da? — sinw cos ¥y —siny 0
00 00 00
= —dwt 5~ dy + 5 — dye.
9w T By W T By, 2

Note that the vector given by x = O(w,¥1,%2) and the three columns on the right-hand side are unit
vectors and orthogonal. They indeed constitute an orthonormal basis, which is direct (this can be easily
checked for w = 1)1 = 13 = 0). One can show that:

det (97251)’(22’52) =sinwcosw . (E.16)
The invariant (normalized) measure of SU(2) therefore takes the form:
1
du(g) = —— sin 2w dwdirdipa, / du(g) =1, (E.17)
dm SU(2)

and correspondingly, the invariant integral for an integrable function f(g) on SU(2) is:

1 5 27 2m .
/SU(Q) f(g) du(g) = @/O /0 | f(w,1,12) sin 2w dwdipydips . (E.18)

In this paper, we also use the standard polar coordinates (1,8, $) to parameterize the elements of
SU(2) ~ S3:

= sinysinf cos ¢,

= sincosb,

T
r“ = sinysinfsin ¢,

T

zt = cosv, (E.19)

with 0 < ¥,0 < w and 0 < ¢ < 27. Along the lines sketched above, the corresponding invariant
(normalized) measure of SU(2) is:

du(g) = # sin? ¢ sin @ dydode . (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 C? of all complex vectors z = zl , where
2

71,22 € C. Accordingly, following the lines sketched in Ref. [169] by Talman, we consider the space V;
of all homogeneous polynomials of degree 2j spanned by monomials:

Jjtm _j—m
21 22

V3 +m)l(j —m)!

where j is a nonnegative integer or half-integer and —j < m < j. Every UIR of the SU(2) group can be
constructed on Vj, and is characterized by a fixed value of j; clearly, there are (25 + 1) possible values
for the index m, and hence, the generated representation is of (25 + 1) dimensions.

Since the space V; is of finite dimension, an explicit matrix representation of g € SU(2) can be obtained
by solving:

fi'(2) =

; (E.21)

_i .. i Jt+mae .. il : Jj—ma
(cosw e ™1z —isinw e¥22,) (—isinw e 2z 4 cosw V1 2)

V(G +ma2)! (j —mo)!
- Z Dm1m2 ( )’ (E.22)

mi=—j

(g7 oz) =

where, in the above, we have employed the aforementioned bicomplex angular coordinates (w,1,2).
This expression provides us with a generating function for the matrix elements D/ The desired
elements read:

D, (9) = (—1)m1_m2\/( +ma)! (5 —ma)! (+ma)! (j —ma)!
XZ (2% +ig3)I—m2=t (g% —ig3)itma—t (2 4 igl)ttme—mi (22 4 jgpl)t
(j —mg —1t)! G+ mq —1)! (t +mo —mq)! t!

Tnama (9)-

, (E.23)

where the values of ¢ to be summed over are those for which the arguments of the factorial functions
remain nonnegative, namely, the values compatible with m; —mo <t < j+m; and 0 <t < j—mo. Note
that the above representations are unitary, irreducible, and exhaust the SU(2) irreducible representations
[169].

It is also worth noting that, under complex conjugation, these UIR’s transform as:

(Dhima(9) = (=1)™"™DL . (9), (E.24)
while their transpose are:
DJ’I‘I’LQ’n’ll( ) (Dﬁnﬂ‘nQ( 71))* :( ]')ml m2DJ—’n’L1 mz(gil) : (E'25)

The matrix elements D, . (g) verify the following orthogonality relations:

-/ % 27T2
J J — .
/SU( )Dmlmg (g) (Dm’17n’2 (g)) d/’[’(g) - 2] ¥ 16]]’6m1m’167r12m'2 ) (E26)

where dyu(g) = sin® ¢ sin 6 dydfde (see Eq. (E.20)). Then, the normalized counterparts of D7, . (g)’s
are:

2j+1 .
Dl ma(9) = 92 D} im,(9) - (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:

. ] j/ j// j j/ j// N «
Z (25" +1) (m1 my my ) \mgy mby mj (Dzn'fmé'(g))

s/ 1" 1"
J''mims

[Ta— 1 ) y 7/ y N
= 2 e () (v ) Pl ®29

511 i 1"
3" mims

Dinlmg( )D]'rn m2 (g)
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j " o 3 3§ J j/ J"’
L P Pl @) Do) dnte) =202 (I 70 5 (1 2 7). o)

where one of the multiple expressions of the 3 — 7 symbols, in the convention that they are all real, is:

J3 0 2y USG5 (45 45
m m' m” (1 +j+j/+j”)!

y ] y | s/ AV ! AN vl 1\ 1 AN
XZ \/(]—Fm).(] m).(] +'m).(] m?.(j .+m).(] m) ’ .
- G +m =t G—m = (" = +m+ ) (G —j—m + )+ — =t

Again, the values of ¢ are those for which the arguments of the factorial functions remain nonnegative.
Finally, the relations between the hyperspherical harmonics Yr;,(u) (see Eq. (D.1)) and D?
for u € SU(2) and L = 2j, are given by:

L+1 ) ; ; )
Veim(u) = \/g itY D VRl (1) (ﬂzl _inz T;) DI\ im, (1), (E.31)

Tnams (1),

miy,ma
272 m j j
DI, (1) = 5 i1 Z\/Ql—i—l (—1)L+ir2me (ng“ _£n2 m> Veim(n). (E.32)
lm

Appendix F: Expansions of kernels on % x Ry x $3

Considering Egs. (D.9) and (D.15), an adaptation of the generating function for the Gegenbauer
polynomials (D.8) leads to the following formula:

|21 — pzo| ™ = (14 p° = 2pz1 - 25)
= D (L+1) p" PL(p*) CL(z1 - 22)

L>0
=21 Y p" PL(O%) Viim(21)Viim(22), 21,20 €SP, (F.1)
L>0,l,m
where:
1 A+ L)
2 = —1; i 0%). F.

This formula is valid for |p| < 1 in the sense of functions and for |p| = 1 in the distribution sense. In the
latter sense, the expansion (F.1) explicitly reduces to (see Eq. (D.31)):

Con L+)\) T(3-2)\)
|2y — 20| = LZ;;F NI ATS) (L+1) CL(z1 - 22)
T(L+A\) (3 —2))

2”2L>Oz;m TOVT(2 - N)T(L—A+3)

Viim(21) VY im (22) - (F.3)

From the above identity, one can easily obtain Eq. (13.41).
On the other hand, utilizing the identity I'(n 4+ 1) = nI'(n), which implies that:

T(3—2)) = (2-2)0)T(2-2)),
F2-X) = (1-2) <(1)LW) rl-x-1), (F.4)
we get:
e 22 T ‘z)‘ g B+ Gl )
e ! e g Ve @)Vim(). (B5)

L=01Ilm


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

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

By taking the derivative of the above expression with respect to A and then letting A — 1—p (p = 1,2, ...),

while we consider the Laurent expansion of the function ¢ (z) = drﬁz()zédz near z = —n:
1 oo n
— 1 —s = (—1)* —s )
V() = =+ v+ >+;As<2+") o A= )c(s)+;t ! (F.6)

where ((s) is the Riemann Zeta Function (see, for instance, Ref. [100]), we obtain:

p—1

— 2P Dlog|z; —zo|2 = 2(2p— 1) —1)E “p.L

L=0

(=1 ;(p+2+L)! (p+1—|—L)!> (LH1) Cplo - 22)

4m?(2p - 1)! (ZZ —1—L)T7(Lp+1+L)!

L=01lm

ZZ p+2+L (;))_’_ 1 +L)!> yle(Zl)yzlm(ZQ) (F7)

L=p l,m
where the coefficients ¢, 1 are:
p+L+1 1 2p—1 1
if0<L<p—-2 = =— - dif L=p-1 = =—— —. F.8
i P Cp,L S_zp;L . and i P Cp,L 5 ; . (F.8)

The identity (F.7) serves in subsection 13.5.

Appendix G: DS; complex Lie algebra 5;3(2,2)([C>

In this appendix, we present the irreducible (nonunitary!) finite-dimensional representations of the
dS, group, which entail to deal with the complex Lie algebra sp(2,2)(®). As a complex Lie algebra,
sp(2,2)(© is realized by complezification of its real counterpart sp(2,2) (see Eq. (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 x 10.
Proceeding as above, while we have in mind Eq. (11.1), the generic element of sp(2,2)(©) is given by:

~(1,C) (©)
n d
5p(272)(c) > X(C) - <(d(C))* ﬁ(r,C)) ) (G“l)

where d(©, ﬁ(l’c), 70 ¢ {H© (ﬁ(l’ ) and 2% 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
5p(2,2)(© and H©. (ii) For the algebra of the complex quaternions H(®) (which can be realized by its

isomorphism to 2 x 2 matrices over C), we have:!1?
2,2 eHO = 22/ =22 —2.2,7 + 2+ 7x 7),
= z* = (% -2, quaternionic conjugate,
= z"= (Y77, complex conjugate,
= (z*)* = (2™, —77%), Hermitain conjugate ,
= |z =22* = (") + (21)" + (%) + (%)%,
= z ' =2%/|z]?, (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 z and z; the Hermitain conjugate then is naturally denoted by z.
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1. Cartan-Weyl basis

We begin with the following generators of sp(2,2)(©):

1/01
i, = 2(1 0>’
_ ifes 0
H, = 2(0 e3)’
_ L (es —e;
=T 2 \e; —ey)’
Y _ L[ e +tie, e +ie,
=2 7 g4 \—e —ie, —e —iey )’
_ 1 /e, +iey 0
Xy = 2( 0 e +iey)’
Y = 1 (e +ie, —e; —ie,
=4 7 4 \e +ie, —e —iey )’
1 e e.
x=3(% %),
3 —€3
Y. = 1 /e —ie, —e; +ie,
=6 = 4 \e; —ie, —e; +ie,)’
_ 1 /e, —iey 0
X = 2( 0 e —iey)’
_ 1 (e —ie, e —iey
Xy = 4 (e1+i62 —e; +iey )’ (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
5p(2,2)(© is simpleS.

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{H,, H,}, generates the maximal abelian subalgebra of sp(2,2)(©
([Hy,H,] = 0), while the other elements of the basis can be viewed as eigenvectors of the adjoint
representation'” of either H, or H,, i.e., the members of the aforementioned subalgebra 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 g, C g is an ideal, and X € g, and Y is any element of g, then [X,Y] € g;. Finally, a proper ideal
is an ideal that is neither equal to {0} nor to g itself, which are two obvious ideals of g.] Moreover, it worth noting
that a finite-dimensional simple complex Lie algebra is isomorphic to either of the following;: 5[(n)((c>750(n)<‘c),513(277,)((C>
(classical Lie algebras) or one of the five exceptional Lie algebras. In our case, we have sp(4)(®) ~ sp(2,2)(©).

Recall that with each element of a given Lie algebra g one can associate a linear transformation ad : g — End g
(endomorphisms of g) defined, for any X,Y € g, by ady (Y) = [X,Y]; following the arguments presented in subsection
4.1, the latter identity can be easily achieved by putting g = exp(rX), with r € (=4,) and § > 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 [ad y,ady-] = ad .
In this sense, the operator ad 5 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 ad y can be shown as m X n matrices.

117


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

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031516045-5

subalgebra). More precisely, for H = aH, + bH, € h, with a,b € C, we have:

adi(il) = [H,Xj]=aX; = a1 X,
ady(Xy) = [H, Xyl = (—a+0)X, = Xy,
ad:(X3) = [H,X3] =bX;3=a3X;,
ady(Xy) = [H X,]=(a+b)X, =X,
adyg(X) = [H,Xq) = —aX,; = a5 X,

ady (Xs) = [H,X¢] = (a —0) X4 = asXg,
ady (X7) = [H, X;] = -bX; = ar Xy,

ady (Xg) = [H, Xg] = (-a—b)Xg=asXy.

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 a; (i = 1, ... ,8), strictly speaking, «;(H), are called roots
of the basis X;; a;’s are actually some complex numbers which depend linearly on H € b, in this sense
that they are linear functions h — C, i.e., elements of the vector space h® dual to . Correspondingly,
the generators X ; are called root vectors of 5p(2,2)(©). The set of all roots of sp(2,2)(®) denoted here by
A= {ai 1=1,2, ... ,8}, is called root system of s5p(2,2)(©). Accordingly, the given basis (G.2) can be
summarized as:

{ﬂi;izl,Q}U{Xa;aeA}, (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)(©) = 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 € b and root vectors X, and Xaj (a4, a5 € A), we have:

[H7 [Kaﬂiaj]] = (OQ(ﬂ) + €7 (ﬁ)) [Kai’iaj] ) (G'4)

based upon which, the following results hold:
o Ifa;+a; €A then [ X, , X, |= Naja; X o, 4a,, With No,qo; € C.

Q) ==

oelfa; +a; =0,then [X X  |=H, €b.
o Ifaj+a; #0and a; +a; ¢ A, then [X,, X, ]=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)(©) 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 form™® of sp(2,2)(® in the following manner.

118 Recall that, for a given Lie algebra g, one can define K(X,Y) = tr(adxady)7 with XY € 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 X}, the quantity [X, Y, XjH and express the result in terms
of the X;’s. The coefficient of X; would be the contribution to the trace. We recall that the trace is independent of the
choice of basis.] Here, it is worth noting that there is an intimate relationship between the Killing form and the notion
of semi-simpleness of Lie algebras. Actually, a Lie algebra is called semi-simple if and only if the associated Killing form
is nondegenerate (Cartan’s criterion), in other words, if and only if there exists no element X # 0 in the algebra obeying
K(X,Y) =0, for all Y in the algebra.
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Since the associated Killing form is nondegenerate (sp(2, 2)(@ is simple), one can associate with any root
a € A an element H,, € b, up to a normalization constant, such that:

o) =K(H,, H), (G.5)

for every H € . Now, with the help of the elements H ,, obtained through the above formula, one can
define a (nondegenerate) inner product on the space containing the roots:

<ai; aj> = K(Eai’ﬂa]‘) ) (GG)

for all roots oy, a5 € A.

For reasons that will be clarified soon, we here deal with the elements H, ,H, € b, respectively,
associated with the roots a1 (H) = ay(aH; + bH,) = a and as(H) = as(aH, + bH,) = —a + b, with
a,b € C. Trivially, since H, and H,, lie in b, they can be expressed as H, = c¢;H; + d;H,, with
¢;,d; € C. Therefore, we have:

ar(aH))=a = K(H,, ,aH,) = 6ac = =43,
a1(bH,) =0 = K(H,, ,bH,) = 6bd; = d1 =0, (G.7)
and:
as(aH,)=—-a = K(H,,,aH,) = 6ac; = 02:—%,
ax(bHy) =b = K(H,, bHy)=6bdy = dy=%, (G.8)
Then, the elements of b corresponding to the roots a; and as respectively read:
H, =tH,, ad H, =-tH +tH,. (G.9)

Accordingly, having Eq. (G.6) in mind, we obtain:
(al;a1>=é, (al;a2>=—%, (ag; ag) = % (G.10)
We now turn back to the root system. The set of roots A (given above) can be split into a subset
A, = {a eEA; a> O} = {al, g, s, a4} of positive roots and, since except for —a no other multiple of
a € A is a root, the corresponding subset of negative roots A_ = { —a; € A+} = {045,046,047,048}.
Hence:

{ga;aeA}:{ga;o»o}U{g_a;a>o}. (G.11)

By definition, a positive root which cannot be obtained as a linear combination of other positive roots
with positive coefficients is called a simple root. Some important properties of simple roots are: (i) The
number of simple roots in a given semi-simple Lie algebra is exactly the rank of the algebra. (ii) The
difference of two simple roots is not a root at all. (iii) Simple roots are linearly independent and provide
a basis for the root space, which can span the whole root space. In this sense and with respect to our
chosen root system, the simple roots are {al,ag}, for which one can easily see that a; — as ¢ A, and
that the other roots can be written in terms of them as klaq + k2o = (kL, k2):

ap = (1,0), as = (—1,0),
as = (0,1), ag = (0,-1),
az = (1,1), a7 =(—1,-1),
ay = (2,1), ag = (—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 matriz''® of sp(2,2)(©):

A= <22 _21> : (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:

Ay = {asiog)
(aj; ;)
where «; (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 A;; # 0, then A;; # 0. Since the scalar
product of two different simple roots is nonpositive, the off-diagonal elements can be only 0, —1, —2, and —3. See more
details, in Refs. [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 T;,, that is, a mapping of the
elements of sp(2,2)(© into linear operators:

Xa — Tir(Xa) ) (OAS A7 and ﬂi = Tir(ﬁi)a 1= 1727

which preserve the commutation relations of the Lie algebra; Tir([g , X]) = [T, (X), Ti,(Y)], for all
XY €5p(2,2)©.

Let V denote the vector space in which the linear operators Ti,(X ) and Ti,(H;) act. Since the H,’s
commute, so Ti,(H;)’s do, we can select a basis for V' in such a way that the Ti,(H;)’s are diagonal
simultaneously. Therefore, we can write: o

Tix(H) |p) = p(H) |p) (G.13)

where p, called a weight, is a member of the dual space h® just as the roots are, and |u) € V is called a
weight vector. The action of Ti,(X ), with o € A, on |p) would be a weight vector with weight p + o
unless Ti,(X, ) |p) = 0. This point can be easily seen through the following identity:

Toe(H)Tix(X,) 1) = (Tl Xo)Tir (H) + a(H)Tix(X,,) ) 1)
= (D) + (D) Tee (X)) 1)

where we have used the identity [H, X ] = o(H)X,, for all H € h and a € A, along with the fact that
the linear operators T;, preserve the commutation relations of the Lie algebra. Accordingly, one can refer
to T3, (X, )’s as raising operators, and correspondingly, to T3,(X __)’s as lowering operators.

A finite-dimensional irreducible representation must possess a highest weight, denoted here by A, such
that:

Tu(X,)[A)=0, VYacA,. (G.14)

Considering the basis of simple roots {al, ag}, the highest weight A is specified in terms of two nonneg-
ative integers, i.e., the so-called “Dynkin coefficients”:

and ng = (G.15)

Having the coefficients ny and ns 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]:

. icro ka(ni+ D{a;ai) 1
dlmvzgo g:m Flanon 1+ D2+ 1)(na +n2 +2)(m +2n2 +3). (G.16)

Recall that any positive root a > 0 can be written in terms of the simple roots a1 and as as Zi:m K
a1 = (1,0), ae = (0,1), az = (1,1) and ag = (2,1).

Finally, the eigenvalues of the corresponding (quadratic) Casimir operator Q™ can be found by con-
sidering its action on the highest weight vector |A) [171]:

QW IA) = (A A +25),[A) | (G-17)

where, according to the Dynkin coefficients given in (G.15), the highest weight A is given by A =
(n1+n2,in1 4+ n2),and § = 13 a = (2,2). Moreover, we should point out that it is traditional to
consider a scalar product which gives the highest r00t'?° a length squared equal to 2. We have denoted

120 The height of a root «a is determined by the sum >_7_, k% of the components of the root a = >_7_, k% a; 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 ( ; )5. In our case, for the highest root determined by
ay = (2,1), we have (a4;a4) = 1/3, and therefore, the scalar product ( ; ), differs from ( ; ) by a
normalization factor equal to 6. On this basis, one can easily show that:

(A; A+ 260)y = = (n] +2n3 + 2niny + 4ng + 6ny) . (G.18)

DO =

Comparing the Casimir eigenvalues given in Eq. (G.18) with those appeared in the context of the dSy

UIR’s (see section 12), up to their signatures,'?! reveals that for the possible solutions:
ny = —2q, no=p+q—1, (G.19)
m=20-2, n2=p-—gq, (G.20)
n=q-—1, ng = —2p — 2, (G.21)
ny=—2p—2, ne=p—q, (G.22)

the given irreducible representations 73, 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
g = 0,p > 1, and (G.20), with p > ¢ > 1, represent possible Weyl equivalence between the finite-
dimensional irreducible representations Ti, and the dS4 UIR’s, strictly speaking, with respect to the
allowed ranges of p and ¢, the dS4 discrete series UIR’s Hgfq.

Appendix H: DS; UIR’s with a unique extension to the UIR’s of the conformal group

Let Lag’s, with 4,8 = 0,1,2,3,4,5, denote the generators of the conformal group SO¢(2,4). These
generators are assumed to obey the commutation relations:

[Lﬂq;v Lc@} = _i(nﬂCsz + NgpLliac — Ngclap — nﬂDLQZC) ) (H.1)

where 1,, = diag(1,—1,—1,—1,—1,1). Here, following the lines sketched in Ref. [29], we merely consider
those UIR’s of SOg(2,4) which fulfill the following additional condition (representation relation):!22

{Lﬂf’LﬂC} = =2y, (HZ)

where A is a number and {L%, Lﬂc} denotes the anti-commutator of Lag and L%.. Actually, according
to Ref. [29], only for special values of A are there nontrivial SOy(2,4) UIR’s. Below, we briefly review
how the possible values of A\ and correspondingly a complete classification of the respective UIR’s can be
achieved.

From Eq. (H.2), it follows immediately that the quadratic Casimir operator of SO¢(2,4) reads as:

1
—iLg@Lﬂg = 3)\]]. 5 (H?))

such that A can only take real values. Utilizing Eqgs. (H.1), (H.2) and (H.3), it is straightforward to
show that the two Casimir operators (12.3) and (12.4) of the dS; subgroup'?® SOq(1,4) (C SOg(2,4))
respectively take the following forms:

1
Q(l) = —ZLapLA® =211, (H.4)
2

121 The point to be noticed here is that the signature of the Casimir eigenvalues in the above context varies with respect to
the chosen root system. On the other hand, in the context of the dS4 UIR’s, this signature depends on the signature of
the chosen metric. In this sense, we here merely compare the respective Casimir eigenvalues up to their signatures.

122 For a complete classification of the SOg(2,4) UTR’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 SOo(1,4) instead of its
universal covering Sp(2,2). Then, one can manifestly visualize the interesting chain SO¢(2,4) D SO¢(1,4) D SO(4) D
SO(3).
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Q¥ = WA = A1 - 1. (H.5)
Recall from section 12 that Lap’s, with A, B = 0,1,2,3,4, are the generators of SO¢(1,4) and that
Wy = —%EABCDELBCLDE, where Eapopg is the five-dimensional totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita

symbol. [Note that there are two distinct (but algebraically identical) SOg(1,4) subgroups in SO¢(2,4),
one generated by {LAB} = {LOA,LAB} and the other by {L5A,LAB}, where Lyp’s, with A,;B = 1,2,3,4,
are the generators of the SO(4) subgroup of SO¢(1,4). Above, we have considered the former.] The only
generator of the conformal group that lies outside SOq(1,4) is I'g = L, for which, we have:

1
(To)” = 5LasZ*® + AL (H.6)

Note that, to get the above equation, we have used Egs. (H.3) and (H.4).

According to Egs. (H.4) and (H.5), both dS4 quadratic and quartic Casimir operators are constants
for representations of the conformal group SOg(2,4) characterized by (H.2). We then naturally suspect
that the irreducible representations of SOg(2,4) will remain irreducible also with respect to SOg(1,4).
Yet, we only know that the 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 SOg(1,4), then the SO(4) D SO(3) basis of SO¢(1,4) is already a complete basis of the
SOp(2,4) irreducible representation. To examine this very point, we first recall that the UIR’s of the
SO(4) group, denoted here by DU ’jT), are determined by two numbers j;, j. € N/2, which are related to
the values of the SO(4) Casimir operators by:

1 . C
§LABL"B =20+ 1) + 4r(Gr + D)1, (H.7)
1 L o
ggABCDLABLCD = (Jl(]l + 1) - Jr(]r + 1))]1 . (HS)
From Egs. (H.6) and (H.7), we directly obtain:
spectrum (To)* = A+ 2(ji(ji + 1) + - (jr + 1)) - (H.9)

This implies that, besides the SOg(2,4) generators lying inside SOg(1,4), the spectrum of Ty (up to a
sign) is also characterized by that of SO(4) in the irreducible representation of SOg(2,4). Therefore, the
SO(4) D SO(3) basis of SOy(1,4) is indeed a complete basis of the SO¢(2,4) irreducible representation.

We are now ready to go through a complete classification of UIR’s of SO¢(2,4) characterized by
the additional representation relation (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 SOg(1,4) UIR’s given by Dixmier (see
section 12), possible values of A € R are:

A=1-52, s=0, (H.10)

3
) 2 )
where:

e The case s = 0 corresponds to the dS; UIR Ug®:, which in turn with respect to SOg(1,4) D SO(4)
)

reduces as Ug™: =D (see section 12).
2

|so<4)

e Other values of s correspond to the dS UIR’s IIT_, for which we have II_ = D® and

5,87 8,8 ’50(4)
Hj,s ’50(4) = D(O’S) (See section 12)

The above SO¢(1,4) UIR’s not only extend to SOy(2,4), but they also precisely extend to two inequiv-
alent UIR’s of SOq(2,4). This additional doubling comes to fore when we take into account the sign of
[y. Actually, if we substitute the possible values of A given in Eq. (H.10) (and correspondingly, the
respective values of (j;, ) given in the above itemization) into (H.9), we find:

spectrum 'y = Eg = £(s+ 1). (H.11)

Note that no operator in SOg(2,4) changes the sign of (s+1) and consequently the sign of conformal energy
Ey. Therefore, the sign of Fy is another invariant of the SOy(2,4) UIR’s. Accordingly, in this paper, we

denote the SO((2,4) UIR’s by C§07j17jr,
of conformal energy, respectively.

At the end, we must underline that the conformal extension of the above dS; UIR’s is equivalent to
the conformal extension of the Poincaré massless UIR’s. [For the latter point, which is beyond the scope
of this paper, readers are referred to Ref. [30].] In this sense, the above dS; UIR’s are recognized as dS,

massless representations.

in which the superscripts ‘2’ refer to the positive/negative sign
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Appendix I: DS, infinitesimal generators in terms of the conformal coordinates

In this appendix, we present the (orbital part of the) dS, infinitesimal generators Map = —i(x 405 —
acBaA), with A, B =0,1,2, 3,4, in terms of the conformal coordinates x = x(p, u), where —7/2 < p < 7/2
and u € S? (see Eq. (16.14)). In this context, the three infinitesimal generators of boosts take the form:

0 sinpcosfcos¢ O  sinpsing 0

oy sin ¢ 90 sinwsine%( 4)
i_ sinpcosfsing 9 B sinpcosgbgbI )
o sin 1) 00  sintsinf O/

0]
My, = i( — cos psin ¢ sin 6 cos gba— — sin p cos ¢ sin 6 cos ¢
D

0
My = i(—cospsinq/;sin@sinqﬁa— — sin pcos 1 sin fsin ¢
I

0 0 i inf 0
Mys = i(—cospsin¢cos€a—p —sinpcoswCOSG% %%) . (1.3)
On the other hand, the infinitesimal generator of time translation reads:
M, —i(—cos COS’l/Jg + sin sind)i) (1.4)
04 = o R P 90) .

The other six generators (of space rotations My; and space translations My (k,i = 1,2,3)), associated
with the compact SO(4) subgroup, take the same form as those already given in subsection 13.1 (see Eq.
(13.19)).

Note that the O(1,4)-invariant measure on the dS4 hyperboloid is:

dp = (cos p)~* dpdu(u), (L5)

where du(u) refers to the O(4)-invariant measure on S? (see appendix E).

Appendix J: Precision on Eq. (20.9)

In section 20, we have shown that the AdS, group SO¢(2,3) represents the relativity group for an
elementary system which is a deformation of both a relativistic free particle (with the rest energy mc?)
and a harmonic oscillator (with the rest energy %hw, w = %). 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 4+ 1)-dimensional spacetime (AdSy case). The rest energy of the (relevant) harmonic
oscillator then would be %hw instead of %hw

We adapt the notion of elementary systems to the one-dimensional harmonic oscillator, while the
Newton group [72] is considered as the relativity group. The Newton Lie algebra is generated by:

P2 1 2 2
with Poisson brackets:
P
{H,P} =mw?’L, {HL}=-—, {PL}=1. (J.2)
m

We also consider the Lie algebra of the Poincaré group generated by:

H
H,, =+\/p*c2+m3c, P=p, L= Lo (J.3)

)
me?

where H,_, is the energy, P the momentum, and L the observable associated with the (properly re-scaled)

tot

Lorentz boost. The corresponding Poisson brackets are given by:

P

=1 {PL}--7

Ty (3.4)

{H mc

tot?

pPl=0, {H

tot?

If we restrict our attention to the kinetic energy instead of the total one, H = H,_, — mc?, we get:

{(HPy=0, {HI}=—0, {(PL}=1-_" (1.5)
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One can simply show that the Lie algebras (J.2) and (J.5) contract, respectively, for w — 0 and for
¢ — 00, towards the symmetry Lie algebra for the Galilean free particle:

(HPy=0, {HL}=-—, {PL}=1 (1.6)

Now, we take into account the Lie algebra for the AdS, elementary system, namely, for a free particle

with mass M ,.s, living in AdS, spacetime:

P
mtAng ’

H
M aqs,

2
{EP}:?%%LL [HL} =

{PL} =1- (J.7)

)

This algebra can be identified to the AdSy Lie algebra SOg(2,1). The Poincaré and Newton relativities
then can be simply achieved from the AdS, relativity through the contraction process; the limit R — oo
results in the Poincaré algebra (M ,.s, — m), whereas the limit ¢, R — 0o (¢/R = w being fixed) results
in the Newton algebra. Actually, quite similar to the dS4 case (see section 10), we have:

AdS, group (algebra) —— Poincaré group (algebra)

! ! (1.8)

Newton group (algebra) —  Galilei group (algebra)

where, again, the arrows ‘—’ stand for the group (algebra) contractions.
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