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1 Introduction

1.1 background

Noncommutative geometry is an interesting subject in the field of physics. It is considered to be induced
by strong external fields such as magnetic fields, and it covers a wide range of topics including the theory
of noncommutative fields [1, 2], quantum Hall states [3], AdS/CFT and black holes [4, 5]. Moyal defor-
mations of self-dual gravity have been studied in the context of noncommutativity and infinite-dimensional
symmetries [6, 7].

There are two main tools for describing noncommutative space physics: noncommutative spaces by Moyal
deformation [8] and noncommutative spaces conjugate to quantum groups [9, 10, 11]. These theories have
clear differences in their background and the nature of noncommutativity they handle. Fundamentally,
Moyal deformation is primarily a method to introduce noncommutativity of coordinates in flat space or
phase space, assuming classical symmetry and group structures. Through the Moyal product, it describes
field theories and quantum mechanical actions on noncommutative spaces.

To illustrate the structure of Moyal deformation more concretely, let us consider the Moyal sine algebra,
which is also known as the FFZ algebra [12]. This algebra emerges from the Moyal bracket deformation,
which provides a Lie-algebraic deformation of the Poisson brackets. The Moyal bracket and its star product

are defined as follows [8]:
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where 0P = —0P” = —w, and 01 and 02> denote forward (left) and backward (right) derivative operations,

respectively. The Moyal quantization leads to the SU(c0) Lie algebra, so-called the Moyal sine algebra
L hw
[Trky Tm1] = 24 51n(7(nl — mk)) Tntm,k+1 (1.3)

if one takes the basis of T2 phase space

Tog = €' (MHkR) (1.4)
Typical realization of the algebra is the magnetic translations (MT) [13], and the hyperbolic sine version of
the algebra also appears in the context of quantum Hall physics [14].

On the other hand, noncommutative spaces conjugate to quantum groups reflect spaces with quantum
group symmetry, where the coordinates and actions are quantized according to quantum groups. Quantum
groups [9, 10, 11] are quantizations of Lie groups and Lie algebras [15, 16, 17, 18] that describe conventional
symmetries. Specifically, they introduce symmetries handled within the framework of noncommutative
algebras by generalizing classical symmetries based on Lie groups and algebras.

In quantum group conjugate noncommutative spaces, not only do coordinates exhibit noncommutativity,
but they also manifest noncommutative algebraic structures reflecting the nontrivial Hopf algebra structure of
quantum groups. This results in a more sophisticated and complex structured noncommutativity than merely
coordinate noncommutativity, as both spatial symmetries and group actions are quantized simultaneously.

In this sense, the space symmetry of Moyal deformation can be considered classical.



These two approaches to noncommutativity - Moyal deformation and quantum groups - have traditionally
been studied separately. The simplest quantum group covariant space (or simply, quantum space (QS)) is
the two-dimensional quantum plane satisfying the relation xy = qyz, where differential operations involve
g-derivative operators such as 9z = 1+ ¢"x0,. The value of n varies depending on the quantum group, for
example, n = 2 for GLq(2) [19], —2 for GL4(1,1) [20], —1 for quantum affine transformation [21].

Interestingly, there exists an algebra that exhibits characteristics of both approaches: the Curtright-
Zachos (CZ) algebra, which can be constructed using the g-derivative operators of quantum spaces while
showing properties reminiscent of Moyal deformation [22]. This algebra has emerged as a fascinating bridge
connecting the noncommutativity of Moyal deformation and quantum planes [23], suggesting deeper con-

nections between these seemingly distinct approaches to noncommutative geometry.

1.2 CZ algebras

The CZ algebra was proposed by Curtright and Zachos as a g-deformation of the Virasoro algebra [24],
[Ln, L]« = (LnLm)« — (LmLn)« = [0 — m]Lngm , (1.5)

where (Ly, L)« = ¢™ " Lyn Ly, and the g-bracket symbol [A] is defined as
(4] = 7(]14 _ q:lA ,  where ¢=¢", (1.6)
qa—q
This is mathematically interpreted as a Hom-Lie algebra [25, 26, 27], which is why we refer to the CZ algebra
as the Hom-Lie-Virasoro algebra. In addition to the original algebra (1.5) (which we denote as CZ™"), there
are two other variations: C'Z~ which is obtained by g-inversion (¢ — ¢~'), and CZ* which unifies these
algebras [23].

There are many interesting results concerning the CZ algebras, including central extensions and operator
product formula (OPE) [28, 29], ¢g-harmonic oscillators [30], matrix representations [31, 32], and fractional
spin representations [33]. Supersymmetric extensions [33, 34, 35, 36, 37] and multi-parameter deforma-
tions [38, 39] are also studied. Recently, deformaton of open string filed theory has been investigated [40].
(see also Section 1.3 in [23] for further references.)

The generators of CZ can be expressed in terms of MT operators satisfying FFZ algebra or their cor-
responding cyclic matrices [31], and the MT operators behave like a quantum plane as noncommutative
translation operators. Through this connection between magnetic translations and quantum planes, several
fundamental aspects of noncommutative geometry have recently become clear [22, 23].

The phase factors in the x-bracket (LnLm )« can be understood as the phase differences generated ac-
cording to the paths traced by MT operations [23]. The operational behavior of MT’s matrix representation
reveals that the phase shift arising from the path dependence of translational operations between two points
on the plane leads to the quantum space noncommutativity of the TBM in a square lattice space [23]. The
phase-shifted commutation relations (1.5) can be explained by this path-dependent phase difference based
on Wyle matrix representations. In other words, introducing phase-shifting products and changing the
commutators to phase-shifted ones as quantum plane effects lead to the derivation of the Hom-Lie-Virasoro

algebra.



When MT is expressed as angular momentum representation on a cylinder, L,, is represented as a one-
dimensional g-differential operator, and this g-differential operator satisfies the same commutation relations
as the differential operators on quantum planes that behave covariantly with quantum groups. While the re-
lationship with truly quantum group covariant multidimensional spaces remains unclear, the one-dimensional
reduction clearly shows the same structure. We can therefore appropriately call it a quantum line, which
represents the simplest form of quantum space.

Furthermore, since MT follows FFZ algebra, the C'Z algebra is expected to have a Moyal structure.
Indeed, it has been shown that the C'Z algebra CZ, when extended by scaling operators, possesses a Moyal
x-product structure [22]. CZ includes C'Z as a subalgebra, and the scaling operator structure between CZ
and CZ takes exactly the same form as the internal scaling operator structure of MT operators. However, a
mystery remains: CZ requires doubling the exchange phase of ¢ compared to CZ to take the Moyal structure.
While we have not yet fully revealed the complete picture of C'Z, we seem to be approaching the solution.

This example suggests that by considering extensions, we can grasp unknown (or desired) properties of
the original system. The significance lies in gaining guidance on where to embed these properties by utilizing
the broader symmetries and degrees of freedom possessed by the extended object.

While attempts have been made to construct CZ algebra using quantum planes covariant under quantum
groups [34, 35, 37, 41] (particularly in the context of supersymmetry), a concrete physical realization in
Bloch electron systems under Zeeman effects has been recently achieved [42]. This provides a foundation for
our current investigation into a novel theoretical structure where bosonic and fermionic operators exhibit
intricate mixing behaviors in the quantum superspace correspondence. For this purpose, a promising research
direction is to investigate the supersymmetric extension of physical systems [22, 23] that exhibit CZ algebra.

Fortunately, in the quantum group approach, quantum superspaces (QSS) covariant under Ospq(1,2)
and GLq(1,1) have been studied, and several super CZ algebras have been obtained [34, 35]. Therefore, it
is convenient to study the super CZ algebra to investigate how our super CZ is related to two-dimensional
electron systems. There exists another type of super CZ [33, 36, 37] that has anticommutative supercharge
with quite simple quantum superspace relations, specified as 2-parameter [37]. However, since this is not

suitable for our purpose, we will not discuss it further in this paper.

1.3 Focus

In this paper, we investigate how CZ algebra supersymmetrization manifests in physical systems ex-
hibiting supersymmetry. CZ algebra emerges naturally in two-dimensional electron systems under strong
magnetic fields. Through magnetic translation operator realizations and cyclic matrix representations, this
algebra has been shown to be closely connected to the quantum plane structure describing noncommutative
geometry [23]. While the basic construction of supersymmetric CZ algebra through MSB (magnetic trans-
lations and spin matrix bases) for N = 1 and N = 2 has been established [42], our focus is on presenting
the detailed calculations and mathematical structures that were omitted in that work, thereby providing a
complete theoretical foundation for understanding supersymmetric CZ algebras in physical systems.

Super CZ algebras have been constructed using quantum superspace (QSS) noncommutativity, with at



least three types of algebras known [34, 35]. Recent work has demonstrated their physical realization in Bloch
electron systems under Zeeman effects [42]. Building upon these results, we present a more comprehensive
understanding through the analysis of bosonic and fermionic operator correspondence in the MSB-QSS
framework and their role in the supersymmetric structures.

The noncommutative structures of MTs and quantum space are remarkably similar, and in special cases
of quantum space, they are known to coincide. With quantum space analogy providing new guidance, the
possibility of considering superalgebra as more tangible has expanded. Therefore, the main focus of this
paper is how super CZ algebra constructed by QSS connects with the supersymmetrization of CZ generators
constructed by MT through the Zeeman effect.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we provide a brief overview of the CZ algebra and MT
operators from the previous paper, and explain the necessary notation. In Section 3, we review the SSM
correspondence (superspace and spin matrix) and super CZ on QSS in the ¢ = 1 supersymmetric model.
Starting with the continuous case in Section 4, we develop our theoretical framework for the MSB-QSS
correspondence. In Section 4.4, we establish a possible formulation of super CZ algebras in the unified
x-bracket framework with Zs-grading structure. In Section 5, we extend this framework to the discrete case
and present explicit matrix representations. Finally, in Section 6, we summarize our findings and discuss

several open questions and future perspectives.

2 Magnetic translation (MT) and C'Z algebras

The CZ algebra (1.5) is a Hom-Lie deformation of the Virasoro algebra, and it is shown to be obtained
by the FFZ generators [23]. This algebra, denoted as CZ™", has two related algebras: CZ~ and CZ*. The

! and the CZ* algebra is an extended algebra

algebras CZ* are symmetric in the interchange of ¢ < ¢~
composed of CZ%.
What we call the FFZ algebra here was originally given by (1.3) with the introduction of the deformation

parameter ¢ and the g-bracket defined in (1.6). Changing the normalization

1
T = ppp— (2.1)
we have the FFZ algebra in the g-bracket form
nl —mk
[T T = [T (22)

where 7, can be generalized to any operator ") that satisfies the Moyal star product relations [12]:

nl—m
(D) (kD) (2.3)

n+m

From this, we obtain the exchange relation

) = gtk (D (k) (2.4)
T also satisfies the same exchange relation by definition tF) = (¢— q_l)T,(Lk)A These operators satisfy the

fusion rule, which provides a realization of the FFZ algebra (2.2):

1 nl—m
THTO — q—qil kD) (2.5)

—1 n+m



Magnetic translation (MT) operators have been demonstrated to satisfy these fusion and exchange rela-
tions [13]. Here, the normalization factor ¢ — ¢~' facilitates the connection between the FFZ algebra (2.2)
and CZ algebra in the regime g # 1.

In this paper, we deal with the angular momentum representation instead of (1.4), where the MT operator
Tn,k 1S given by f&[“) as follows:

Eglk) anfk(zaﬁ»%«kA) _ enlnzefiazlEQk(zaJﬁ%«kA)

= exp <%,\-<I>) , (2.6)

where the vectors A and ® are defined by
2

h 1 h . ip
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Here, Ip = /hc/eB represents the magnetic length characteristic of the system, and a denotes a unit length

scale. Through these parameters, the deformation parameter ¢ is naturally defined as
q = explia’lz’} = ™. (2.9)

The phase space of #*) is characterized by the operators J3 and ¢, which satisfy the fundamental commu-
tation relations
2

[J3,0] = —ih, [P, D,] = —ige 7. (2.10)
B

In this framework, the Moyal product (1.2) can be explicitly expressed as [22]
Flek) y fnb) e%eaba?agﬂf“f%’” = exp{f;hw(ekzagz — nlzaf)}iﬁf“iﬁ:j” , (2.11)

where w, related to equation (1.6), plays a crucial role as the quantum dimension as defined in [22]. This
parameter characterizes the magnitude of quantum space fluctuations and carries units of #. Similarly, k is
termed the quantum dimensional weight, reflecting its function as the multiplier of w.
Let us introduce two fundamental operators: the scaling operator So and the normalized MT operator
T}Lk), defined respectively as
So=q %7, (2.12)
i) =2 PR — (g — g DT (2.13)
Using these operators, we can express T,(Lk) as a product of T,(LO) and a left-acting scaling operator So:

Tk — (5 =2) g

ol

[0 (2.14)
We define the CZ* generators in terms of MT operators [23] according to
L = 510 £ =27 (2.15)
These generators satisfy a set of fundamental *-bracket commutation relations:
T 7V, =0, (2.16)
(L L] = n—m]Ly,,,, (2.17)

(L5, T = —[m T

n+m *

(2.18)



Furthermore, we obtain the CZ* algebra, which describes the interactions between C'Z¢ generators (¢ = %),
expressed as
(L5 L. = 4" [l — ¢ LY (2.19)

n+m

The general form of the *-bracket commutator is defined by

X0, X0, = (KO XD). - (XWX, 220)

€

This commutator applies to all elements Xn(k) within the set L///T{IA);,TT(LM} with weight k, where the *-

product is defined as

(XE®) XDy, = gmo(em xe®) xn® g oy = nnl —26mk 4 (2.21)

For the phase factor z(e,n), we set k = | = 2 when dealing with L¢, while for T}f“) we use its intrinsic weight
k. The signature parameter e takes values + for IA}% operators, whereas it is fixed at ¢ = + for T,(Lk)

In Section 4.4, we will examine the supersymmetric extension of the CZ™ generator. For elements of the
set

X € ts{Ln, Tn,Gr} (2.22)

the quantum dimensional weight k exhibits a distinct pattern: it takes the value 2 for both Ln and Jn

(where jn represents the U(1) current corresponding to T ,(12))7 while it equals 1 for the supercharge _C’;r. This

distribution of weights reveals an underlying Zs-grading structure in the quantum dimensional weight.
CZ* are the minimal subalgebras of the more general algebra CZ*, which are characterized by generators

composed of the scaling operator So and L in the same way as (2.14):
LE® - -2 gFE (2.23)

where
Sy =1%(g—q g =q77°. (2.24)
More generally, LE® satisfy both CZ* and CZ¥, with the *-bracket of CZ* exhibiting a Moyal *-product
structure [22]. Although LE are derived by setting the weight k = 0 in Lf(k), the quantum dimensional
weight should be set to 2 when reducing the x-brackets of CZ* to those of CZ*. Whether LE® can be
redefined to reproduce CZ* at k = 2 remains an open question beyond the scope of this study.
A significant property of the scaling operator So emerges when we assign its kth power Sk a weight of

2k in equation (2.21) for k # 0. Under these conditions, So functions as a central element [28], satisfying
[k Lnl. =0, [S& TV =0. (2.25)

Furthermore, we can express the CZ* generator (2.15) in an alternative form using the g-difference operator.
By applying the normalization (2.13), we obtain

R 1— F2z0

Lf = :an# =: *ZnJFla;E . (2.26)

This representation is equivalently referred to as either the g-difference or MT representation.



In discrete lattice systems such as tight-binding models [43, 44, 45, 46], it is appropriate to consider an

alternative representation: the cyclic matrix representation [31] with parameters a+ and b,

+ 1-Q* £%+2) pn + +2n

q—l

expressed in terms of Weyl basis matrices H and Q satisfying the commutation relation

HQ = ¢QH, (2.28)
where the matrix elements are defined as
Hijr = 0ki1j, Qiu=¢ "0, for jke[l,N] (modN). (2.29)
Selecting a+ and b as follows:
atr =0, b=—1/(q—q_1)7 (2.30)
and applying the correspondence to (2.27)
2o H, ¢7%9 & Q*2, (2.31)

we can verify that this representation coincides with the g-difference representation (2.26). The matrix form

of the scaling operator can be expressed as:

Sy=1%(¢—q¢ "Ly ={1-A7(qg—q ")}Q*". (2.32)

3 Supersymmetry and quantum superspace

In this paper, we investigate a system where magnetic-spin interaction (Zeeman term) is introduced to
induce supersymmetry in a system exhibiting CZ symmetry. For example, while a two-dimensional electron
system under a static magnetic field exhibits CZ noncommutative structure (with quantum plane picture),
our aim is to explore the relationship between super CZ emergence and quantum superspace (QSS) by
extending this to a supersymmetric system. As our approach, we apply SSM (superspace and spin matrix)
correspondence to QSS to transform from QSS-based super CZ to MSB operator representation (Section 4).

As preparation, in Section 3.1, we review SSM correspondence and super Virasoro algebra in the electron
spin system under a static magnetic field, and we review three types of super CZ by QSS in Section 3.2.

The key points reviewed in Section 3.1 are to remind the following two points while reviewing the setting
of spin Grassmann basis in the electron spin system under static magnetic field: (i) Grassmann coordinate
variables in superspace can be mapped to MSB (SSM correspondence). (ii) Using SSM correspondence,
supercharge and Virasoro super generator based on superspace can be mapped to MSB representation with
spin Grassmann basis.

Furthermore, in Section 3.2, we examine the differences among three known types of super CZ algebras
that emerge when replacing superspace with QSS. Type 1 represents the most straightforward approach,
where the CZ algebra remains unmodified but a U(1) current appears in the supercharge algebra. Type
2 features an anomaly in the CZ algebra while achieving partial simplification of the supercharge algebra.

Type 3 exhibits a completely simplified supercharge algebra.



Type 3 is unique in that its supercharge algebra can be expressed solely in terms of super Virasoro
generators on the right-hand side, enabling its decomposition into N = 2 supersymmetry. As we will

demonstrate in Section 4, this Type 3 structure manifests naturally in electron spin systems.

3.1 Electron Spin System in Static Magnetic Field

The construction of superalgebras fundamentally requires Grassmann bases. To this end, we examine
a one-electron spin system in a static magnetic field with spin-magnetic interaction (Zeeman term), which

provides a natural quantum mechanical system with inherent Grassmann bases.

1 2 1 5 1
H=—(o- = — = -B. .1
5 (0 T) = 5T + Sgupo (3.1)
Here, 0, B, g are the Pauli matrices, Bohr magneton, and g-factor respectively, where
eh « 9 e?
UB 2me’ g ( +27T+ (a ))7 Q@ he ( )

(v is the fine structure constant ~ 1/137). Neglecting relativistic effects, we set g = 2 since this is not

essential for the following discussion. Taking B = (0,0, B), we write
H=Ho+éH, Hy= QL#, 8H = ppBo. . (3.3)
m

When there exists a base operator Op (for example cyclotron center 3 or magnetic translation Jgr) that

commutes with Ho, the following construction forms bases that commute with H (i.e., commute with o):

05®1, 05®UZ, 05®0102, 05®020'1, (34)
where
0 0 1 0
0102 = , o201 = (3.5)
0 1 0 O

and o1, 02 constitute Grassmann bases that anticommute with 6H (i.e., anticommute with o):

{o1,02} =1, ol=05=0, (3.6)
where
, 00 , 01
01 =0z — 10y = , 02 = 0y +i0y = . (3.7)
1 0 0 0

These Grassmann bases can be mapped to Grassmann variables and their derivatives in superspace (z,0).

We refer to this as the SSM correspondence (superspace and spin matrix):
o1 < (9, g9 <> 89 . (348)

While refs. [47, 48] used this basis with magnetic translation (MT) to realize supersymmetric algebra of ¢-
Virasoro algebra different from CZ algebra, super CZ algebra has been constructed primarily through quan-
tum superspace (QSS) [34, 35]. Although its physical realization using MT has recently been achieved [42],
this paper provides a detailed theoretical foundation for understanding the correspondence between QSS-
based super CZ algebra of ref. [34] and its MT realization.

First, we review ordinary Virasoro superalgebra on ordinary superspace (SS) (subsection 3.1.1) and derive
Virasoro superalgebra on SM space by applying the SSM correspondence (3.8). Similarly, we examine super

CZ on QSS in Section 3.2 and investigate the extension of SSM correspondence to QSS version in Section 4.



3.1.1 Virasoro super algebra

Here, we deal with a situation where the magnetic field is very weak, allowing us to take ¢ = 1, and

the Virasoro superalgebra is realized in a state where only supersymmetry remains. First, we prepare the

Virasoro operator V;,, and U(1) operator F, as bosonic fundamental operators:
Vp=—2""8,, F,=z".
These satisfy the following Virasoro and U(1) commutation relations:

[Vn, Vm] = (n — m)Vn+m 5 [Vn, Fm] = 7an+m 5

[Fr, Fn] = 0.

The composite operator
1

and F), also satisfy the same algebras as (3.10) and (3.11),

[LE7 Li] = (TL - m)Lfﬁ»m ) [Lf7 Fm] = _an+m )

m(m+ 1)

[LE, Vi) = (n—m)LE, ., — 5

Frim .

(3.9)

(3.10)

(3.11)

(3.12)

(3.13)

(3.14)

Let J, denote the super current obtained by applying the operator F, (which represents a component

of the dilatation on bosonic space) to the superspace (z,0). Then, involving the super Virasoro operator Ly,

and the supercharge G, we have

n+1
Ln:Vn—TJn7

JIn :Fn0897 G?" :xr+%(89 _9856)7

and the Virasoro super algebra (N = 1) is realized:

[Ln, Lin] = (n =m)Lnim, {Gr,Gs} =2Lrs,
[Ln, Gl = (5 = 1)Gotr
[Ln, Jm] = —mdntm, [Jn,Jm] =0.
The decomposition into N = 2 super Virasoro algebra is given by
G, =Gr+Gr, Gr =228y, GF=_2"7268,,

satisfying the following relations:

1
{GF.GFY =0, {GF,GI} = Logs + 5(r = 9)Jrts,
[Ln7 Gf] = (g - T)GTiL+1"7 [Jn7 Gf] = iGi—Q—T .

(3.15)

(3.16)

(3.17)

(3.18)

(3.19)

(3.20)

(3.21)

(3.22)

By applying the SSM correspondence (3.8) to Gy, Jn, Ln, we can obtain their MSB representation

Gr=V,_1®01+F. 1®02,
jn:Fn®o—10-27

1
En:Vn®1f%Fn®Ulg27

(3.23)
(3.24)

(3.25)



and their explicit matrix representations are as follows:

0 0 0 F_1
Gr=G+6,, G = , G = 2 I (3.26)
Vg 0 0 0

0 0 Vo 0
TIn = ; Ly = ; (3.27)
0 F, 0o LB

These Ly, Gr, G, Jn satisfy the above Virasoro super algebra (N = 1,2) (3.17)-(3.22).

3.2 Super CZ Algebra in Quantum Superspace (QSS)

Now we consider the case where the superspace (z,0) is replaced with quantum superspace. Here we review
three types of super CZ algebras in quantum superspace covariant under GL4(1,1) [34, 35]. First, the

bosonic fundamental operators are given by
Bn=—q ‘2", J,=2"00,. (3.28)
These operators satisfy the deformed commutation relations:

[Bn7 Bm](m—n) = [n - m]Bn+m 5 [Bru Jm](m—n) = _q_n[m]Jn+m ) (329)
[Jny Jm)(m—n) =0. (3.30)

The first super CZ algebra (Type 1) is constructed using the composite operator
L, =Bn—gndn, gn= aq_% +b:= ggz , (3.31)

where L,, satisfies the same commutation relations as B, (we denote this representation as CZgss, and

CZgs for the case when g, = 0):
[Lny Lm](mfn) = [TL - m]Ln+m 5 [Lny J’m](mfn) = 7q_n[m]=]n+m . (332)

The supercharge is given by
Gr=p 22" 7 (9 — 00,), (3.33)
=0z —x0, =1+ (qqul)Lo, (3.34)

and the anticommutation relation takes the form (after phase adjustment from Eq.(3.8) in [35]):

{Gr G} aney = 24T 407 ) B — a5 (s 4 5]+ I+ 5D (3.5)
= ¢ 4477 )L
R URCAE R S s VAPE R el (PR BN J)) W (3:36)
or alternatively
{Gr Gedomn = @G 0V B =} (@l + 3]+ 0T+ 5] s (337)
If we choose
gn = éq_”[n +1], (3.38)
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then [35]

—n 1 —n n
[Ln, GT](?"-F%—n) =q "[n—r— §]Gn+T + forpt " Gngrp 1 , (3.39)

for = g nerep L= (3.40)
2]

There are two issues with this form: first, the right-hand side of (3.35) is not expressed purely in terms of

L4, and second, the right-hand side of (3.39) has a complicated structure (the phase factor in the bracket

is also somewhat peculiar and may need reconsideration - it would typically be r — 7).

The remaining two types of super CZ algebra employ a slightly different composite form of L;,:
L, =Bn—gndn, gn=0aq¢ "+, (3.41)

The commutation relations for L, receive the following modification (which we denote as cz ):

[L,m L;n](mfn) =[n— m]L;L-Hn + anmJntm , (3.42)
[L,m Im](m-n) = —q¢ " [m]Jntm , (3.43)
where
—n—m —n—mh— M, Nn..Mm
o = a'q" " (G — ]+ [n] — m]) = '~ PSR, (3.4)
c=q—q . (3.45)

The superC/’E algebra allows several possibilities depending on the choice of G, and constants in g,,, but

only two specific forms have been studied in detail:

1. Type 2 combination from [35]:

gh=q % [g] with Gy = pu~ 22" (9 — 200s) , (3.46)
2. Type 3 combination from [34]:
gh=q "% [”;L L) with G, given by (3.33) (3.47)
where p is replaced by A
A=1+(¢q—q "L. (3.48)

Note that in (3.46), we have A =  since gy = 0. For both Type 2 and Type 3 we have
/ —_nin
(Lo Grlir-g) = @[5 = ]Gt - (3.49)
However, the supercharge anticommutation relations take a simple closed form only for Type 3:

s—r

{Gr,Ge}amr) =030 4477 )Ll (3.50)

For Type 2, the relations are similar to those of the first super CZ algebra (3.35):

s—r r+s+4

{Gr.Gedory = a0 +077 )Bris—a" 2 ([s]+ [1]) Jrss - (3.51)
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While this could be expressed in terms of L., and J,4s, we leave it in the formal expression due to its

complexity (it is possible to find b, s explicitly if necessary):

s—r

{Gr G} omey =707 4472 )Ly + brs i (3.52)

A distinctive feature of Type 3 superC/’E algebra (3.49), (3.50) is its natural decomposition into N = 2

supersymmetry [34]. The supercharge decomposes as:

G =G +G; (3.53)
_ ~1 o4l + ~1 41
G, =X"22"720y, GF=-A\"22""200,, (3.54)
+ — r4s+3 17 r—s+3 .7 — S8 + +
{GT 7GS } = q 2 LT+S + q 2 [ 2 ]JT+S ) {GT 7GS } = 07 (3'55)
P )
[L;uGri](r—%) =q [5 —r|GE,,, (3.56)
[Jn7 Gi](a,ﬁ) = qn+2+a}\GI+r ) (357)
[Tns Gl = =" 200G, (3.58)

We do not yet know how to fix @ and 3. As we will see later, these free values will be determined when we
impose physical requirements, for example, when we require them to correspond to the super CZ algebra of
the electron spin system.

To conclude this section, we summarize the differences among the three types in the following table for

comparison.
Property Type 1 Type 2 Type 3
In mq "+ 1] q %3] g (2]
G, form ;F%x”r% (0p — 00y,) ;F%:cr(ﬁg — x00,,) A"Zprts (09 — 60,,)
(L Lon) () cz cz cz
[Ln, Gl complex (3.39) simple (3.49) simple (3.49)
{G,, GS}(%) complex (3.36) complex (3.52) simple (3.50)

Table 1: Structural comparison of three types of super CZ algebras in quantum superspace

4 Super CZ Algebra in Electron Spin System

In this section, we develop a framework for realizing super CZ algebra on quantum superspace (QSS)
through the magnetic-spin matrix basis (MSB) representation. This extends the existing correspondence
between quantum space (QS) and magnetic translations (MT). To differentiate between the two realizations,
we denote the CZ algebra constructed through MT operators as CZyr and that constructed in quantum
superspace as CZgss.

The fundamental challenge in this construction lies in establishing the precise mapping of QSS to spin

Grassmann basis within the GL4(1, 1) framework. Although we can map QSS Grassmann operators (6, dp)
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to (o1, 02) for construction in spin matrix (SM) space, we must first resolve how to properly map the bosonic
operators (z,0;) through the QS-MT correspondence.

In Section 4.1, we address a more subtle challenge: the realization of super C'Zp;r through application of
the non-supersymmetric QS-MT correspondence to C'Zgss. This investigation necessitates precise analysis
of how the QSS scaling operator p manifests within the spin Grassmann basis. A significant complexity
arises from the fact that, unlike the non-super (QS) case, QSS possesses dual equivalent representations -
bosonic and fermionic. We propose a novel operator mixing hypothesis to reconcile this QSS duality with
its SM counterpart, establishing a coherent correspondence between QSS and SM representations.

Building upon this mixing hypothesis, we systematically derive the Type 3 superC/’.Z algebra in its MSB
representation in Section 4.2. Subsequently, Section 4.3 presents the complete N = 2 decomposition analysis.
Finally, in Section 4.4, we demonstrate that both N =1 and N = 2 superC/’E algebras can be formulated
within a unified *-bracket framework, revealing their fundamental algebraic structures.

As the first step, we show that the CZ algebra in quantum space (CZgs) can be transformed into
the magnetic translation CZ algebra (C'Znr) by utilizing the correspondence between the QS differential
operator set (x, 0, 1) and the g-differential operator set (z,dq, 1) (QS-MT correspondence).

Let us consider the correspondence between the QSS bosonic fundamental operator By, in (3.28) and the

g-differential representation (2.26) of Ly:
Bn=—q¢ ‘2", & L,=-2""8,. (4.1)

From the formula

q0gz =14 q 208, (4.2)
and the bosonic differential part of the GLq(1,1) quantum plane

Opx =1+ q 220, , (4.3)
we recognize that the correspondence (4.1) implies

(z,0:) <« (2,q0q). (4.4)

To verify the consistency of this correspondence, let us check other relations. For example:

Opx” =q " nz"t & q0,2" = ¢ ")t (4.5)
p=0s% — x0x = 1+(q—q_1)Bo < fi=q(9qz — 20q) = 1+(q—q_1)f]o (4.6)
pa" Tt =g o pRtpTl =g etc. (4.7)

This establishes that quantum space differential operators correspond to g-differential operators, and since
g-differential operators Ln correspond to MT operators T,S’“), we conclude that differential operators in
GLg4(1,1) quantum space can be transformed into representations of MT operators.

Specifically, from (2.26), (2.13) and (2.15), Ly, can be decomposed as:

Ln=B,+J, (4.8)
B — g0 —Z
B, =T p—— (4.9)
—22z0
A iy L ISP I—— (4.10)
a—q
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The commutation relations derived from

—m(k —2)

(B0, Ty = (2D el (411)
yield
(B, Bm)(m—ny = [ — m]Brim , (4.12)
[B'ru jm](mfn) = 7q7n[m]jn+m 3 [jny jm](mfn) =0. (413)
These are isomorphic to CZgs, namely to (3.29) and (3.30).
Following the composition rule (3.31), the CZ operator is given by
LS? = B, —g5%J, (4.14)

and satisfies the CZ algebra (which we denote as CZar). Similarly, replacing g$% with g, yields the CZ
algebra. Note that (4.8) corresponds to the special case of these (a = 0,b = —1).

From (4.4), the relationship represents QS-MT correspondence, but while (B, J,) and (Emjn) play
similar roles as constituent elements of CZ operators, it is clear from (4.9) and (4.10) that they do not
coincide in the ¢ — 1 limit. (From another viewpoint, the counterpart of B, is not En but ﬁn) Hence,
we cannot simply apply this correspondence, and there must be a mixing matrix transformation between
(B, Jy) and (B, Jn) (as will be discussed later in Section 4.1). As a result, the algebra in the ¢ — 1 limit
may differ from the one expected from the QSS viewpoint. Therefore, assuming this mixing, we aim to
construct the superalgebra in the QSS framework for ¢ # 1, while addressing a specific scenario where the
supercharge becomes g-anticommutative as suggested in [36, 37] when ¢ — 1.

Before proceeding further, let us note the MT counterpart i of the QS scaling operator p. From (2.26)
and (4.4), we have

p=1—-(q—q )20, =q . (4.15)

This gives the transmutation rule between J,, and B, as

n A

~ 2" [ AL
Jn = =—-B.i, 4.16
q—q1 H (4.16)
and making use of (4.7) we verify the scaling rule
AXai = K, X = Ly B (4.17)

Note that all T}L’“) can be separated into products of Bn and [

T — REHOPO) o5 (4.18)
JE) . gRrA28) 20 _ gk (4.19)

The correspondence (4.6) represents the non-super pure bosonic correspondence. In the super CZ case

with QSS, we originally have from (3.34):

p=1+(qg—q¢ VLo=1+(g—q ")(Bo—g5” ), (4.20)
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which holds under the pure bosonic condition (g§% = 0). Similarly for:
A=14+(q—q )Lo=1+(g—q¢ ")(Bo—gnJo). (4.21)

When considering the MSB representation of super CZ, we need to consider both bosonic (MT) and

Grassmann (SM) representations. In GL4(1,1) quantum superspace, we have:

= Oz — 0z = 090 + 00p (4.22)

This indicates that while the MT representation of z corresponds to the scaling operation on z as i = ¢~ %9,
its SM representation must map to the unit matrix under the replacement correspondence (3.8):

W= o102 + o201 = 1. (4.23)

It should also be noted that considering u is relevant for Type 1 and/or Type 2, while for Type 3, A rather

than p serves as the scaling operator. The relation between A and p is:

A=p—(1—¢ ")y = 30+ q '00s (4.24)
Compared to (4.22), the coefficient of #9 becomes ¢, thus the SM representation is:

A — ¢ 'o109 4 0901 = diag(1,q7 ") (4.25)

which introduces a phase distortion in the down-spin component compared to (4.23).

Returning to the differential operator (MT) representation, recall that the QSS scaling operators p or A
are given by (4.20) and (4.21), where the supersymmetric case operators Lo and L are extensions of the pure
bosonic By. While By does not directly correspond to By, if we tentatively assume such a correspondence

and consider the MT mapping

(Bo,Jo) —  (Bo,Jo), (4.26)
we obtain
p— Bo—g5%Jo=Bo— (a+b)Jo = —(a+b)ja, (4.27)

—220

where [i is the same ¢ as the bosonic p counterpart. Here, (a,b) are defined in (3.31). Similarly for A

(replacing g§'#? with gj) we have

X Bo— ghdo = —(a’ + V)i, (4.28)

where (a’,b’) are defined in (3.41).
The values of (a, b) remain undetermined, as we cannot fix them at this stage. This is because there is no

guarantee that the gSZ in (4.14) is identical to that in QSS. For example, if we assume the correspondence
(Bo,Jo) —  (Bo+BJo,Jo), (4.29)
the effect of 8 can be absorbed into the coupling coefficients of the MT representation by taking
cz _

¢S7 =aqg™ ™ +b+ 8, g,=dq " +b +8 (4.30)

to maintain the same results.
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4.1 QSS Correspondence: Mapping to Spin Matrix Space

When applying the SSM correspondence (3.8) to the supercharge (3.33), we observe that B, and F,
emerge in the transformed expression. Rather than directly applying our previous analysis, we must first
establish a precise correspondence for F;,, as this forms the foundation for understanding the dual nature of
the QSS scaling operator.

To establish the mathematical framework, we first systematically organize the dual representation of
the QSS scaling operator p, drawing from the relations established in (4.6), (4.22), and (4.23), as shown in
Table 2.

coord. system | QSS rep. (u) | MSB rep.

bosonic Oxr — xd I

00y + 0p0 1

grassmann

Table 2: Dual representation of QSS scaling operator p and its corresponding operators.

From the bosonic quantum space g-differential (MT operator) correspondence (4.4) and (4.9), we have
F, = 2" — 2" = —cBh, (¢ = ¢ — ¢~ '). While the scaling operation part 69y isolated from J, can be
rewritten in terms of u, resulting in a bosonic scaling operator, it leaves a residual Grassmann operator term

(1 — 0p0). If we consider a twisted J, with ™06 added:
Jn = Jn+2"000 = Fopa, (4.31)

we then obtain a generalized correspondence relation in Table 3 that includes the p case of Table 2 at n = 0,

since Jo = p. The factor —c obtained from the F, part has been removed.

coord. system | QSS rep. (J,) | MSB rep
bosonic 2" (0x — x0) Bnﬂ =—J,
grassmann 2™ (009 + 0p0) B,1

Table 3: Dual representation of QSS twisted operator J, and its potential MSB correspondence.

This analysis reveals that the fundamental correspondence p +— (i1, 1) from QSS to MSB naturally
extends to the more general mapping F, — (jn,Bn) Furthermore, the relationship between L, and f}n
admits a more general mixing structure than (4.29), arising from two key observations: first, the coupling
coefficients g$'# in the CZgss operator (3.31) and CZar operator (4.14) need not coincide; second, (4.14)
does not require the pure bosonic condition (gSZ = 0). This leads to the general mixing transformation:

By mi1 Mmi2 B,
<~ (4.32)

JIn mo1  M22 Jn

To constrain our general mixing transformation while preserving essential physical features, we impose

two key conditions. First, to maintain consistency with the non-supersymmetric case, we require the bosonic
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part to exhibit proportional behavior. Second, to avoid over-generalization, we set mi2 = 0. These con-

straints lead to a simplified form for the MSB counterparts (Bn, jn) of (Bn, Fr):
Bn :=m11Bn, jn = m21Bn + m22jn . (4.33)

Although a possible rotational symmetry might further reduce the degrees of freedom, this representation
proves sufficient for realizing our target super algebra, as demonstrated in subsequent sections.
Substituting (B, J,,) for the (B,, F,,) components in supercharge (3.33), we obtain a candidate for the

MSB counterpart of the supercharge:

1 ®02. (4.34)

[N

[

G =0"2B,_1 @01+

1
This expression provides a foundation for analyzing the g-anticommutator {Qr, QAS}(%). A crucial obser-
vation emerges when we expand this g-anticommutator in terms of By4+s polynomials: the relations (4.14)
and (4.16) require that these terms combine to form L$Z with both zeroth and first order terms in fi. This
requirement imposes a significant constraint on the mixing parameters: maoimeoz # 0. Indeed, if jn were
constructed using only B, or J, (ma1maz = 0), we would obtain terms of a single order in ji, making it
impossible to achieve the required structure.

A detailed analysis of the g-anticommutator reveals terms of two distinct orders: O(4~') and O(1). This
structure suggests that, after appropriate coefficient adjustments, the complete expression should assume
the form =t LEZ,. However, the presence of the 1! factor necessitates a modification of our mixing matrix.

Specifically, Jn, must incorporate an additional [ factor, leading to the refined mixing matrix:

m 0
H (4.35)

maifl  Mazfi

Incorporating the i dependence while preserving the fundamental structure of (4.33), we obtain a generalized

form of the supercharge (4.34):
Gr=p""B,_1®@01+4"J, 1 ®02 with v= 1 (4.36)
2 2 2
As we will see in Section 4.2, the power of fi is not restricted to v = % but can be generalized with v left
undetermined. With this generalization, we can reproduce the Type 3 GLg(1,1) superéz algebra (3.42),
(3.49) and (3.50). Moreover, in the case of v = 1, we can reproduce the Type 3 GLq(1,1) N =2 super CZ

algebra (3.55) etc. There is no correspondence to Type 2 super CZ.

4.2 Verification

Building upon the theoretical framework established in the previous section, we now introduce a general

parameterization of G, to determine its precise form through algebraic consistency requirements:

Qr = ﬂiuBr ® o1+ C,[)fujr X o2 5 (437)

B, =¢B._., J.= —(¢" o1 + q"BH%). (4.38)

N[=
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The construction of g-anticommutator requires careful treatment of the fi powers in its cross terms. We
configure these terms with inverse powers to achieve mutual cancellation. The structure of Lffs naturally

emerges from two fundamental types of products: jr+% Bk% ~ jr-l»s and ET+ Besfé ~ ET+S. This observa-

%
tion motivates our construction of jr as a linear combination of JAT +1 and BT 41 The coupling constants are
chosen proportional to ¢, ensuring the emergence of pure bosonic behavior in the classical limit ¢ — 1. This
formulation reveals super@ as a quantum effect arising from the mixing matrix structure. The normal-
ization factor ¢ = g — ¢~ ' can be absorbed into the generators G, and jm simplifying the final expressions.
This factor originates naturally from the normalization in the fusion rule (2.5), and could alternatively be
eliminated through operator redefinition as demonstrated in (2.3). The proportionality of the anomaly coef-
ficient an,m to ¢ in the second term of super@ provides additional theoretical justification: the anomaly’s
vanishing behavior as ¢ — 1 aligns with our physical expectations for the classical limit.

To proceed with the verification, we introduce a key set of assumptions regarding parameter dependencies:

v remains independent of r, while the parameters «, 3, and - are allowed to have r-dependence:
Q= O‘(r) , B= ﬂ(’f‘) y Y= 7(7") . (439)

For expressions involving QS, we adopt the conventional notation o’ = «(s), with analogous expressions for
the other parameters. The explicit computations proceed through systematic application of the fusion rule

(2.5). First, for the product of B operators, we evaluate:

oy 1 . -1 .
= =— - 7O

; (0) +(0) _
Br+%337% Tr+%Ts—% qg—q! r+s qd—q1 Bris, (4.40)
r—s+1+2A 1—2s
i > _ortitean@ 0 _ 4 s2)  —q .
Joy By == AT T, = pp— T2 = ph— Jrss. (4.41)

Subsequently, we compute the mixed product of the J and B operators:

s s £ 0
{gw gs}(ﬂ) =c 5 (442)
2 0 ZLg
where Eé are given by
At Bt . C+ Dy
L= ‘1_4‘31(1—207%)‘]”LS + %Bms , (4.43)
q—4q qa—dq
A B c D
— ¢ +tq - _1-r-s; g~ +q " A
Log="—"" Jrgs + ———Brys. 4.44
G q—q- 1 q + q—q1 + ( )
The factorization is achieved only when
(Ax,B+) =(C+,D4) or (Di,Ci) (4.45)
holds, yielding
LE =AY s)(q 2" oss + Brts), (4.46)
Lo=A(r 3)(‘1_1_T_sjr+s + EH-S) (4.47)
At Bt
+ > +4q
A (7’7 8) = ﬁ . (448)
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The solutions are obtained only when
(A+7B+) = (C+7D+)7 and (Ava*) = (vac*)7 (449)

where the following system of equations must be satisfied:

a+1+2r=03, Oé/-‘rl-‘rQSIﬂ/, (4.50)
(2V—1)(7"—3)—&-1—&-7‘—}—3—&—7—’y/—&—o/:ﬂ7 (4.51)
(2y—1)(5—r)+1+r+s+’y/—’y+o¢:ﬂ'4 (4.52)

The general solution takes the form
1 1
oz(r):—r—i—l—eh ﬂ(r):r—&—E—&—el, y(r)=(1—-2v)r+e +ea, (4.53)

where e1, es and v are arbitrary parameters., Specifically, setting

1
e1=0, e2=v+tg, (4.54)
we obtain
r4siT — S —2(r+s) 7 A —2v(r+s
Eg = q1+ * [T]-F(‘Z 2r+ )Jr+s + Br+s)q 2v(r+s) 5 (455)
_ r—s C{p_g .
Lo= ‘ZHHS[TH(Q YT g + Brgs) (4.56)
r—s ngS + q%
= 4.57
[+ = (4.57)

Let us define the CZ andCZ operators as
LY =Bn+q Jn, Ln=Bu+q ' "Jn. (4.58)

From these definitions and previous relations, we derive

~ ~ r—s s A
{Gr,Gs}(exr) = el g L (4.59)
) q—2nl/£;{; 0
Ln = R (4.60)
0 L,
The operators £ are characterized by the following commutation relations:
L L memy =0 —m]L s [Ln Llimeny = [0 —m]L 0 + @nm g - (4.61)

This demonstrates that £, satisfies the CZ algebra with parameters o' = ¢! and b = 0 (cf. (3.41) and

(4.58)). Consequently, we confirm:

R . 1 .

[£n7£m](m—n) - [n - m]£n+m + Ean,mjn+m 5 (462)
N ~ N} ~

[ﬁn, gr](r—%) =dq [5 — T]gr+s . (463)

The matrix representation of J, is given as

TIn = cJn @ 0102, (4.64)
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and its commutation relations satisfy the same form as in (4.13):

[ﬁvu jm](m—n) = _q_n[m]jn+m ) (465)

These results demonstrate that the MSB representation precisely realizes a Type 3 superC/'Z algebra. Specif-
ically, (4.62) and (4.63) match the QSS representation in (3.42) and (3.49), while (4.59) corresponds to (3.50)

3/2

up to an overall factor of ¢°/“ that is absent from the right-hand side. This missing factor can be absorbed

through a redefinition of QAT.

4.3 N = 2 decomposition

To establish the N = 2 supersymmetric structure of the super CZ algebra, we decompose the supercharge
G, as follows. This decomposition not only simplifies the algebraic structure but also reveals the underlying

supersymmetric properties through the separation of fermionic components:

Gr=G+6;,, G =p"B®o, G =ci’J®02. (4.67)
Under this decomposition, we find that for any constant po:

The phase factor pg can be treated as an independent parameter at this stage, though its value will be

determined later from the N = 2 x-bracket structure. Proceeding with the analysis of the cross-terms:

iy A L5 0
G 6o ={"¢ (4.69)
0 £
where
zh = qP1+2+r+s+(ufl)(1+28)q72u(r+s)ﬁj+s 7 (4.70)
gg = q*P1+2+r+s+(V—1)(1f2r)(BT+S + q71—2sjr+s) ) (4.71)

To extract an explicit expression for ﬁr+s from the right-hand side of (4.69), we need to align the overall

factors of fg This alignment is achieved by setting
pr=—(r+s)(v—1). (4.72)

With this choice, ,E,”Gi include the diagonal components of ﬁr+s:

gg _ q2+r+s+(u—1)(1+s—r)q—2u(r+8)£j+s ) (473)
A 24r—s P — o
gG— _ q2+7‘+s+(v—l)(l+s—7‘)£;+s + Cq(l/—l)(l-l»s—r)q = [T . S]JT_’_S ) (474)

These calculations lead to a closed expression for (4.69) in terms of L and Jn:

5 5— r+s (v— s—T1) A v— s—r 24r—s r— 8. ~
{g;fvgs }(pl) = q2+ * q( ba+ )£r+s + q( DA+ )q 2 [ 2 ]Jr+s . (475)
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Furthermore, we obtain

[f’nv gAri]('rf%) = qin[g - T]Qy«i+s . (476)

Comparing with the quantum superspace formulation, we find that (4.76) coincides with (3.56), while (4.75)
corresponds to (3.55) under two conditions: setting v = 1 and including an additional factor of q% on the
right-hand side. This factor difference can be accommodated through a redefinition of GE.

To complete the algebraic structure, we determine the commutation relations between jn and g}i

[jfu gA;F](pg) - CQPZ_QnUﬂ_anBT ® o1, (477)
[jru G:](pg) - _C2q_p2ﬂujrjn ®o2. (478)

The phase factor p2 remains to be determined through analysis of the symmetry properties of the structure
constants.

By applying the relation (4.16) together with the fusion rule (2.5), we obtain

1+2r

q1+2(n+r) .

Jr+%Jn=mﬂJn+r+%, Br+%J":ﬁMBn+r+%' (4479)
These relations can be expressed in terms of i to yield:
. qn+2r+1 N . qn(1+27/) N
Jr n = mﬂjn+r7 JnBr = mﬂBnJFT . (480)

From these relations, we evaluate the commutation relations (4.77) and (4.78), leading to:
(T G ) = €720 (4.81)
[Ty Gr Jpa) = —¢ P2H 200G, (4.82)

By imposing symmetry conditions on the structure constants under the interchange of + indices, we deter-

mine p2 =1 + % This leads to:

A A 1, 4
[jm gri](r+%) = iq””” N‘g'r%ﬁ»r . (4483)
However, this relation does not allow for values of « = —f that match the corresponding relations (3.57)

and (3.58) in the QSS case.
To find a relation that matches the QSS relations (3.57) and (3.58), we redefine J,, using the scaling

freedom as:
Tn=4"T, (4.84)
and set
pe=r—73, (4.85)
which leads to
[Tn GE)(rom) = "I FOpGE (4.86)

On the other hand, in (3.57) and (3.58), setting
a:—ﬂ:’r’—%—’ll/, (487)
and requiring that (3.57), (3.58), and (4.86) match, we find that the unique solution is

w=w=1. (4.88)
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In this case, (4.86) coincides with the QSS g-commutation relations (3.57) and (3.58):
[Jn, G -2y = quH%;nTH)\wa . (4.89)

Through these calculations, we have successfully reproduced the GL4(1,1) super CZ algebra (3.42),
(3.49), (3.50) in the MSB representation, which is identical to that in QSS. Furthermore, for v = 1, we have
reproduced the Type 3 GLy(1,1) N = 2 super CZ algebra (3.55) and related relations. Note that there is
no correspondence with the Type 2 superC/’E algebra.

We have obtained the superéz matrix £, where the CZ operator EAI acts on up spin states and the
cZ operator [',; acts on down spin states. The superC/’.Z matrix is generated from the supercharges G, and
_C’;f In the N = 2 case, L, exhibits a particularly simple structure: it can be constructed directly from
anticommutators that do not involve the deformation parameter g, maintaining the classical form of the
N = 2 supersymmetry algebra.

Comparing with the ¢ = 1 case, we find both similarities and key differences in structure. The similarity
lies in the appearance of B,, and LZ as diagonal components (see (3.27)). However, a fundamental difference
appears in the coupling coefficients of By, and F, when comparing (3.15) or (3.25) with (4.58) and (4.60).
Another distinctive feature emerges in the F;, terms: while the F, terms in (3.23)-(3.25) are essentially

replaced by J,,, in the case of (3.23), they transform into J,, - a mixed state of B, and .J, (see (4.67)).

4.4 x-bracket structure of super CZ algebras

Our analysis in Sections 4.2 and 4.3 demonstrates that the MSB representation faithfully reproduces the
structure of Type 3 superC/’.Z algebra, establishing a complete isomorphism with the QSS formulation. This
result validates the correspondence between quantum superspace and physical spin systems. Building upon
this foundation, we now systematically organize these results within the framework of #-bracket formalism
to reveal their underlying algebraic structure.

Let us summarize the final results, including redefinition of notation. The supercharge representation
obtained in MSB form (4.67) and the superalgebra are as follows:

Gr=G+6G7, G =p"B.@or, G =cp') @02,
where B, and J; are given by (4.38) with (4.53) and (4.54):

Bo= g MRy =g

N[
N[

P AT AR R (4.90)

N[
N[

The MSB representation of C'Z generators given by (4.60) and U(1) current J,, given by (4.64), after

incorporating the redefinition, are:

Z‘,n = q_Q"VﬁI ® o201 + Z‘,; K o102 (4491)
TIn = qcn @ 0102 (4.92)

where CZ and CZ generators LE are given by (4.58). These satisfy the following N =1 superéz algebra
as shown in (4.59),(4.62), (4.63) and (4.65):

[LA',n7 ﬁm](m_n) =[n- m][ﬁn+m +eqt an,mjn+m , (4.93)
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{gAmgAs}(%) = (q% + q%)ql+r+sﬁr+57 (4‘94)

[£n7 gAT](rfg) - qin[% - T]gr+s . (495)
[éTM jm](m—n) = _q_n[m]jn-Fm 5 [jTM jm](m_n) =0, (496)

where the diagonal elements LE satisfy (4.61), namely the CZ andCZ algebras respectively:

L L mmy = [0 =)L s [Ln Lrlmeny = [0 =MLy + & Qnmdngm - (4.97)

Here, an,pm is related to an,m of (3.44) through au,m = ¢ 2an,m with o’ = ¢, giving:

1 ,n,m[nfm n..m

G =47 1G] (1.98)

All equations from (4.93) to (4.97) can be unified within the *-bracket formalism .#s introduced in
(2.22). This formalism extends the commutator (2.20) by incorporating Z»-grading, while preserving the
direct use of the *-bracket formula (2.21). The quantum dimensional weights are assigned as k,! = 1 for the

supercharge and k,l = 2 for other generators:
X5, X0, = (X XD). — (—1)teoXaDieatind (x (0 x (), (4.99)
where the grading function is defined as
deg(X¥)=1 for G., and 0 otherwise (4.100)

and we use also the notation {A, B}. for the case of relative + sign. It is interesting to note that a Zz-grading
structure appears in the quantum dimensional weight as well. As discussed in [22], this seems to suggest

that exchanging weights (2 and 0) would be more natural here too.

(L, Lomle = [0 —m]Loim + g tnmTnim s (4.101)

{Gh gs}* = (q% + q%)ql-ﬁ—r-{—sﬁ?“’_s s (4102)

[ﬁny Gr]* - qin[% - T]g,\r«ks . (4103)

[‘én7jWL]* = _q_n[m]jn+m7 [jvmjm]* =0. (4104)

[‘CAI7 ‘CA;]* = [TL - m]‘éIJﬁm I [ﬁ;7ﬁr_rz]* = [TL - m]£;+m + CQ an,mjn+m . (4105)

The correspondence with the non-supersymmetric case is as follows: (4.101) corresponds to (2.17), and

(4.104) corresponds to (2.16) and (2.18). An anomalous term appears in (4.101). While there is a phase

difference in the right-hand side of (4.104), complete agreement can be achieved by redefining jn — q”jn.
n+m

To maintain the form of the anomalous term in (4.101), apn,m must also be redefined as an,m — ¢ Onym.-

The N = 2 superalgebra (4.75),(4.76),(4.86):

{6765 o) =0, (4.106)

{gAj7gA;}(P1) _ q””Sq(”’l)(l“’”ﬁHS + q(vfl)(1+sfr)qT;3 [r ; s]jr+s, (4.107)
(L0 G )iy = qfn[g — ]G - (4.108)

(o, Q?](r—g) = ﬁ:qnw%ﬂyﬂéfw‘ (4.109)
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where p; is given by (4.72). When v = 1, (4.107) reproduces the QSS case.
Except for (4.106) and (4.107), we immediately have the *-bracket forms:

[£n, G = q*"[g —rlGE,, (4.110)

A4 ntredzntl s
[ G = T G (4.111)

where (2.22) is applied in the same way as the N = 1 case. Apart from the QSS correspondence, we have

p1 = Z£2 in the case of ¥ = 1, and we obtain the following x-bracket expressions for (4.106) and (4.107),
applying ¢ = + and 7 = — to (2.21) with weight 1:
{G:",G:). =0, (4.112)
5 5— 1tstr 4 _s_1.r—38. »
{g:»7 gs }* = q1+7‘+ 2 £T+S + qT °T2 [ 2 ]\77'+S . (4113)

Here, we should note that these *-brackets require further refinement. The *-brackets for (4.110) and
(4.111) do not distinguish =+ signs just like the N = 1 s-brackets in .#s (2.22) , while {G,G7}. do as seen
in (4.112) and (4.113).

In order to establish a complete N = 2 x-bracket formalism, we have to take into account the dual
components [ﬁ;i), where LA',£L+) = [',n and LA',;_) defined by the interchange ¢ — qi1 from ﬁﬁﬁ. This structure

parallels that of the C'Z* algebra, suggesting that (2.21) in .#s should be extended to:

XM e Ms{LE, Tn,GEY . (4.114)

5 Super CZ Algebra in TBM-Spin Systems

In this section, we demonstrate the realization of super CZ algebras in a TBM discrete system with
spin interactions, building upon the continuous system results from the previous section. Since the TBM
Hamiltonian can be expressed in terms of cyclic matrix representations of CZ* [23], we can derive the cyclic
matrix representation of superC/’E by utilizing the mapping relationship between MT operators and cyclic
matrices, starting from the MSB superC/'Z operators.

We begin by verifying the mapping relationship (2.31) between differential MT operators and cyclic
matrices. The general form of matrix operators for the CZ* algebra in the TBM system (2.27) can be

written as:

1-Afe
q—q '’
where g is the coupling coefficient g$Z defined in (3.31), and for CZ~ is obtained by the transformation

Li=Bi +g:Jn, gi=%¢"" (5.1)

g — ¢~ . The matrices Bt and J& are expressed using (2.29):

1 1
Bi = fq_IH", = QT = TR, (5.2)

Note that while the coefficients differ slightly from Eq.(4.15) in [23], this is due to normalization adjustments

made to maintain the algebraic relations satisfied by T,(LO) and TT(LQ)A
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The matrix representation of the scaling operator from (5.3) is (setting a+ = 0 for simplicity”):
So =1+ (g—q Ly =Q*”. (5.3)
For the MT representation of CZ*, from (2.13) and (2.15), we obtain:
P =1k (g - gL = et AT = g0 (5.4)

This reveals that the differential operator ji corresponds to the matrix S{. Furthermore, the CZ differential

operators B, and J, defined in (4.8) etc. extended to CZ* are:

LE=BF+J* (5.5)

Tz

q—q!
R . F2z0
Jr:zt _ qn+2AT7(Li2) _ aniil

B = 10 -

(5.6)
= FB . (5.7)
These operators satisfy the x-commutation relations using the *-commutator (2.21) of .#:

[BE,BE]. =[n—m]|BE, ., (5.8)

(B, JL]. = —q¢ ™ [m)J",,., [JE,JE).=o0. (5.9)

The same equations hold for the matrices BE and JE. This demonstrates that the MT representation
(Bn, I A1) and cyclic matrix representation (By, Jn, Soi) can be transformed into each other via substi-
tution (2.31).

To determine the concrete form of the supercharge (4.37), we must specify a value for the undetermined
parameter v. Although v = % would establish a connection with GL4(1,1), we select v = 1 here to achieve
simpler coefficient forms in (4.53). By setting v = 1 in the v-dependent parameters and operators (derived
from (4.38), (4.53), (4.72), (5.3) and (5.4)), we obtain:

’ng—T7 p1=0, pf—Q*?, BTﬁBT:#HT_%A
The remaining parts can be obtained through direct substitution (En7 jn) — (Bn, Jn) and application of the

matrix representation (5.2), yielding the matrix representation for each generator:

5+ _q'r+% r—1 -2
g, = FH 2Q " ®o1, (5.10)
Gr = —q TEHIQN (¢ T TIQY ~ 1) @ o2, (5.11)
Ln=q""L} ® 0201 + Ly, @ 0102, (5.12)
~ H" R H"
+ —2n ~2 - —1-nn~2
qfq_l( ¢ "Q%) qfq_l( ¢ "Q) (5.13)
o =qH"Q* ® 0102 (5.14)

D This is merely a convenient choice to make £ and S(:)t correspond with coefficient 1. Since we must set b = 0 to satisfy CZ* [23],

setting at = 0 simultaneously would make A% = 0. Therefore, we should actually have a4+ # 0.
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These expressions satisfy the N = 1 and 2 super CZ algebra relations (4.93)-(4.113). As a specific example,
(4.107) simplifies to ordinary anticommutators, establishing correspondence with the QSS relation (3.55)

(noting that Jn carries a scale factor of g, and, as commented below (4.76), also the factor of q%):
st 4 At s A r—s 7 — 8. »
(G565} =0, {6560} =" Lrea 4T [ Tres, (5.15)

where po = 0 has been chosen in (4.68).

6 Conclusions and Outlook

In this paper, we have developed both the MT representation and cyclic matrix representation of super
CZ algebras in Bloch electron systems with Zeeman effects. Through the introduction of magnetic fields,
noncommutative structures naturally emerge as quantum plane pictures, while spin interactions generate
super CZ algebras analogous to those constructed on QSS. The SSM correspondence between QSS and MSB
demanded careful analysis of the duality inherent in QSS scaling operators. This intrinsic duality necessitated
the introduction of mixing states that bridge bosonic and Grassmann representations, ultimately leading to
the realization of Type 3 super CZ algebra through a combination of MT operators and spin matrix bases.
Most significantly, we have established a comprehensive *-bracket formalism that unifies these structures
and illuminates their fundamental properties.

We begin by reviewing our problem formulation. The foundational elements for addressing this problem
were established in Sections 3.1 and 3.2. In Section 3.1, we established the correspondence between spin
Grassmann bases in electron spin systems under static magnetic fields and Grassmann coordinates in super-
space. Through this correspondence, we demonstrated how Virasoro super generators and supercharge could
be systematically constructed as block matrix representations with spin Grassmann bases. This framework
represents a conventional quantum system without MT operators or quantum space concepts, where super-
symmetric structure emerges solely through weak magnetic fields. To establish noncommutative structure
while preserving supersymmetry, we required either the QSS approach or the introduction of MT operators
in strong magnetic fields. The central challenge lay in bridging these two perspectives.

The QSS approach provides rigorous mathematical definitions of possible super CZ algebras, yet its
connection to physical systems remains elusive. In contrast, while the MT approach offers clear physical
interpretations, it lacks a systematic framework for combining M'T operators to construct super CZ algebras.
We have addressed this dichotomy by developing a unified framework that consistently incorporates both
approaches.

In Section 3.2, we examined three established types of super CZ algebras constructed on QSS, with
our analysis revealing fundamental insights into their characteristics. Type 1 represents the most direct
formulation, where the CZ algebra’s right-hand side is free of U(1) current terms. However, since its
supercharge algebra fails to manifest as a pure super Virasoro generator (due to additional U(1) current
terms), we determined it unsuitable for our purposes and excluded it from consideration.

The supercharge realization exhibits two additional variations (Types 2 and 3). However, Type 2,

analogous to type 1, incorporates extraneous U(1) terms (as evidenced in (3.35) and (3.52)). We achieve
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our desired formulation (where the supercharge algebra’s right-hand side comprises solely super Virasoro
generators) in Type 3. To implement this structure, the Virasoro component corresponding to the CZ
algebra requires modification, as demonstrated in (3.42). While the excess U(1) terms disappear from the
supercharge algebra, they are systematically incorporated within the CZ algebra. Beyond this structural
modification, the formulation maintains its equivalence to Type 1, employing identical supercharge forms
but with a modified scaling operator. The resulting anomaly in the super algebra exhibits proportionality
to ¢ = ¢ — ¢~ ! and vanishes at ¢ = 1. To differentiate this modified structure from the conventional CZ
algebra, we designate it as CZ.

A particularly significant feature of Type 3 super CZ is its accommodation of N = 2 decomposition
and its natural realization in electron spin systems. This characteristic opens intriguing avenues for future
investigation into other QSS beyond GL4(1,1).

In Section 4, we explored the extension of QS-MT correspondence to supersymmetry and developed the
construction of super CZ (MT) from super CZ (QSS) through operator mixing. The central challenge lay
in establishing a precise mapping from QSS to SM space’s Grassmann basis. The complexity was further
compounded by the subtle nature of supersymmetric operator manifestations through combinations of B,
and jn

We developed our solution systematically. We began with the pure bosonic case, where we established
the correspondence between QS differential operators (x, 9z, ) and MT g¢-differential operators (z, dq, ii),
demonstrating that CZgs generators transform naturally into CZyrr generators (En, jn) Subsequently,
while preserving this fundamental relationship, we constructed a mapping from super CZ (QSS) to SM
space’s MT representation. This construction demanded precise analysis of how the MT counterpart i of
the QSS scaling operator p manifests within the SM basis. The challenge became significant because, unlike
the pure bosonic QS’s ¢ which required only bosonic representation, QSS’s p possessed dual representations
- both bosonic and Grassmann.

Our solution proceeded in steps. First, in pure bosonic case, we confirmed the correspondence between QS
differential operators (x, 0z, 1) and MT g-differential operators (z, dq, 1), establishing that CZgs generators
could be recast as C'Zyr generators (En,jn) Next, while maintaining this relationship, we needed to map
super CZ (QSS) to SM space’s MT representation. This required careful consideration of how QSS scaling
operator p’s MT counterpart fi manifests in SM basis. While pure bosonic QS’s p only needed bosonic
representation, QSS’s p having two equivalent representations - bosonic and Grassmann - made the problem
non-trivial.

Given that the generators’ structures need not maintain strict equivalence, we introduced a framework
permitting linear transformations. Through the introduction of mixed state J. (although its underlying
emergence mechanism remains to be elucidated), we established the MT correspondence for Type 3. The
necessity for mixing emerges naturally from the dual nature of QSS, as analyzed in Section 4.1. This duality
manifests in two distinct aspects. Primarily, the duality of u: its bosonic representation maps to fi, while its
Grassmann representation corresponds to the unit matrix in MSB representation. Secondarily, reflecting this
fundamental duality, the twisted operator J, derived from J, exhibits analogous dual characteristics. These

observations provide no compelling reason to exclude mixing possibilities in the correspondence between
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QSS (Bn,Jn) and MSB space (B, Jy).

The inherent ambiguity extends further: just as the origin of unit matrix representations in QSS (whether
from 1 or p) remains indeterminate, the precise correspondence of MSB space operator B, to either B, or
Jn in QSS cannot be definitively established. This fundamental ambiguity might indicate the existence of
an as-yet-unidentified physical mechanism underlying the twisting phenomenon.

Type 3 super CZ encompasses both CZ and CZ sectors, featuring an anomaly term proportional to ¢
that vanishes at ¢ = 1. This inherent dual sector structure potentially accounts for the insufficiency of
simple substitution correspondence and the necessity of mixing. The question of whether this phenomenon
is unique to GL4(1,1) or extends to general QSS remains unresolved. Although we excluded Types 1 and 2
from our analysis, analogous mixing approaches might illuminate their MSB representations.

The mixing matrix elements are related to the coefficients ¢$Z and g, and their freedom of choice
might facilitate the realization of additional superalgebra types, as demonstrated in [36, 37]. Furthermore,
investigation of connections with other MT-based super Virasoro algebra deformations [47, 48] could present
a promising direction for future research.

Analysis in Section 4.4 identified two fundamental issues concerning super *-brackets:

1. The consistency requirements for N = 2 x-brackets (which may necessitate CZ* for a coherent formu-

lation)

2. The potential alignment between Z-grading degree (=0) and weight (=£2) for enhanced mathematical

elegance
These issues require resolution in conjunction with the weight-related questions noted in [22]:

3. The apparent discrepancy between weight k = 2 of CZ* generators L and weight +k of scaled alge-
bra CZ generators Lf(k). Specifically, although Lf(o) = L} suggests k = 0, CZ* weights necessarily
take values +2

4. The phase sign inversion observed in *-brackets between C'Z and scaled C'Z

A possible resolution of these four issues might be achieved through weight exchange involving role reversal
between TT(LO) and T,(LiQ).

The theoretical insights developed throughout this investigation have begun to unify previously fragmen-
tary understanding of these mathematical structures. Our analysis demonstrates increasing coherence in the
relationships among seemingly disparate superalgebras, their quantum space representations, and their phys-
ical manifestations. The systematic characterization of these algebraic properties establishes a theoretical
framework that not only illuminates existing problems but also suggests new directions for investigation.

The mathematical structures established in this work - specifically the %-bracket formalism incorporating
Zs-grading, the mixing mechanism connecting QSS and MT representations, and the fundamental role of
quantum dimensional weights - provide a rigorous foundation for exploring quantum geometry and its phys-
ical realizations. Although significant questions persist, particularly concerning the extension of our results

beyond GL4(1,1) and the fundamental nature of the mixing mechanism, this work establishes systematic
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approaches for investigating the intricate relationships between supersymmetry, quantum deformation, and
physical systems.

The framework developed here might also provide insights for other areas of physics. For instance, within
the context of nonextensive statistical mechanics [49], the study of superstatistics with g-deformed struc-
tures [50] has led to various applications in physical systems, including microcanonical ensemble formulations,
quantum Hall effects, and deformed quantum mechanical systems [51, 52, 53]. These developments suggest
potential connections between our mathematical framework and broader physical applications, particularly

in systems exhibiting quantum deformation characteristics.
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