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Abstract

We present a generalized determinant as a function of N distinct N × N complex
matrices into a complex number. This function, originally introduced in the study of
the chiral anomaly in QCD (PRD 97 (2018) 9, 091901 PRD 109 (2024) 7, L071502),
in particular in connections to mesons, reduces to the usual determinant when all the
matrices are taken as equal. Hence, we denote it as ‘polydeterminant’. Here, we explore
its main algebraic properties as well as its geometric interpretation in detail.

1. Introduction

The determinant is a renowned and essential function in linear algebra that associates
an N ×N complex matrix with a complex number [Str09,Zee10].

Various extensions have been put forward [Gel89], such as the hyperdeterminant (a gen-
eralization of the determinant for multidimensional arrays, or tensors) [GKZ92,Ott13] and
the superdeterminant (also known as the Berezinian, which generalizes the determinant for
supermatrices in supersymmetric theories), e.g. [NGE98,BF84]. Another related concept
is the ‘Pfaffian’, which is defined for skew-symmetric matrices and, for even-dimensional
matrices, satisfies (Pf(A)2 = det(A)) [FM09,WN11]

In this work we present a different type of generalization of the determinant. This is a
function of N distinct N ×N complex matrices that gives a complex number. When all
matrices are set as equal, the usual determinant emerges. This function, that is denoted
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as ǫ(· · · ), was briefly (but not explicitly) introduced by Giacosa, Pisarski, and Koenig-
stein (GPK) in Ref. [GKP18] and in related proceedings [Gia18] when studying certain
effective Lagrangians describing mesons. Mesons are bound states of a quark-and an an-
tiquark that display the symmetries of QCD. In particular, the function ǫ(· · · ) emerges
when the so-called chiral anomaly (a symmetry of the classical version of QCD (Quan-
tum Chromodynamics) broken by quantum fluctuations) is applied to different types of
mesons.

More recently, the generalized determinant ǫ(· · · ), denoted later on colloquially ‘polyde-
terminant’, has been discussed by Giacosa, Pisarski and Jafarzade (GPJ) in Ref. [GJP24]
by linking its emergence to instantons, which are non-perturbative Euclidean solutions of
equations of motions of QCD [BPST75]. In GPJ a succinct but explicit definition of the ǫ-
function is given. The contributions of the original GKP and GPJ papers [GKP18,GJP24]
may be jointly referred to as GPKJ. In the subsequent recent review paper about the ex-
tended linear sigma model (a low-energy effective model for QCD) some basic properties
of this object are listed [GKJ24].

In this work, our aim is to discuss the properties and genesis of the generalized deter-
minant. In fact, the previous papers [GKP18, GJP24] do not present the details of this
function, but merely use it to write down the appropriate interaction Lagrange densities.
The polydeterminant ǫ turns out to be an interesting and versatile object that deserves
careful attention on its own. Moreover, a rigorous understanding of its features is helpful
for future applications in theoretical physics (in QCD and other models of particle physics)
as well as further mathematical extensions.

The article is organized as follows: In Sect. 2 we provide a definition of the generalized
determinant and list its main features; some useful special cases for N = 2, 3 are also
outlined. In Sect. 3 we present some proofs of the properties listed in Sect. 2. In Sect. 4
we discuss the connection of the polydeterminant to QCD. Finally, in Sec. 5 we present our
conclusions and outlooks. Some more lenghty expressions are reported in the Appendix.

2. The ǫ-function as a generalized determinant

2.1. Definition and general properties.

Given N complex N × N matrices A1, A2, ..., AN , we define GPKJ polydeterminant

function ǫGPKJ ≡ ǫ : CN3 → C as:

ǫ(A1, A2, ..., AN) =
1

N !
ǫi1i2...iN ǫi

′
1i

′
2...i

′
NA

i1i
′
1

1 A
i2i

′
2

2 ...A
iN i′N
N (2.1)

where the sum is taken over all i, i′ : {1, 2, ..., N} → {1, 2, ..., N} and where ǫi1i2...iN is the
usual Levi-Civita antisymmetric tensor. Another way to express this object involves two
N-object permutation σ, µ:

ǫ(A1, A2, ..., AN ) =
1

N !

∑

σ,µ

sgn(σ)sgn(µ)A
σ(1)µ(1)
1 A

σ(2)µ(2)
2 ...A

σ(N)µ(N)
N . (2.2)

Below, we list some of the main properties of this object.

(1) By choosing A = A1 = A2 = · · · = AN :

ǫ(A,A, · · · , A) = det (A) . (2.3)

Indeed, this has been the main idea behind the construction of the ǫ-function
as a ‘generalization’ of the determinant when N matrices are involved. For this
reason, we may also refer to the ǫ-function as a ‘polydeterminant’.

(2) The ǫ-function is symmetric by exchange of any two matrices:

ǫ(A1, · · · , Ai, · · · , Aj , · · ·AN) = ǫ(A1, · · · , Aj , · · · , Ai, · · ·AN) (2.4)

for each i, j = 1, · · · , N.
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(3) The ǫ-function is linear

ǫ(A1, · · · , Ai = αBi + βCi, · · ·AN) =

= αǫ(A1, · · · , Bi, · · ·AN ) + βǫ(A1, · · · , Ci, · · ·AN), (2.5)

for arbitrary constants α, β.
(4) By choosing A = A1 and A2 = A3 = · · · = AN = 1 (where 1 is the N×N identity

matrix) the trace emerges:

ǫ(A,1, · · · , 1) =
1

N
Tr(A) . (2.6)

(5) Upon introducing an invertible matrix U ∈ GL(N,C) and defining A′
i = UAiU

−1,
one has:

ǫ(A′
1, A

′
2, · · ·A′

N) = ǫ(A1, A2, · · ·AN) (2.7)

A special case is realized for U being an unitary matrix U(N), for which A′
i =

UAiU
†. This is the case of ‘flavor symmetry’ in QCD, see Sec. 4.

(6) Let I ⊂ {1, 2, · · · , n} denote any non-empty subset of cardinality k. Then we
have

ǫ(A1, A2, · · · , AN ) =
1

N !

∑

I⊂{1,2,··· ,N}
(−1)N−k det

(
∑

i∈I

Ai

)

. (2.8)

(7) The determinant of the sum of matrices can be written as the sum of each de-
terminant, and ǫ(A1, A2, · · · , AN ). More precisely, we can express det(A1 +A2 +
· · · + AN) as

∑

k1+k2+···+kr=n
k1,k2,...,kr≥0

(

N

k1, k2, . . . , kr

)

ǫ(A1, A1, . . . , A1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

k1

, A2, A2, . . . , A2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

k2

, . . . , Ar, Ar, . . . , Ar
︸ ︷︷ ︸

kr

)

=
∑

k1+..+kr=N

(

N

k1, k2, · · · , kr

)

ǫ({A1}k1 , {A2}k2 , · · · , {Ar}kr ),

(2.9)

where (

N

k1, k2, · · · , kr

)

:=
N !

k1!k2! · · · kr!
(2.10)

and where we use the notation1

{A1}k1 = A1, A1, · · · , A1 (2.11)

where A1 is repeated k1 times and so on.
(8) Upon taking N matrices Ak and an additional matrix M , the following property

holds:

ǫ(MA1,MA2, · · ·MAN) = det(M)ǫ(A1, A2, · · ·AN)

= ǫ(A1M,A2M, · · ·ANM) . (2.12)

This relation can be seen as an extension of the well known identity det (AB) =
det(A) det(B).

(9) In general, the ǫ-function can be expressed in terms of traces:

ǫ(A1, A2, · · · , AN) =
∑

n1,..,nN≥0
n1+2n2+···+NnN=N

Cn1n2···nNXn1n2···nN (2.13)

1For example ({A}3) = (A,A,A) and ({A}2, {B}3, {C}1) = (A,A,B,B,B,C).
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with

Xn1n2···nN =
1

N !

∑

σ

Tr
(
Aσ(1)

)
Tr
(
Aσ(2)

)
· ... · Tr

(
Aσ(n1)

)

Tr
(
Aσ(n1+1)Aσ(n1+2)

)
Tr
(
Aσ(n1+3)Aσ(n1+4)

)
· ... · Tr

(
Aσ(n1+2n2−1)Aσ(n1+2n2)

)

Tr
(
Aσ(n1+2n2+1)Aσ(n1+2n2+2)Aσ(n1+2n2+1)

)
· .... , (2.14)

where the sum refers to all permutations. Above, the term Xn1n2...nN contains
the product of n1 traces of a single matrix Ak, the product of n2 traces of the type
Tr(AkAl), and so on. In particular, it is important to stress that the constraint

n1 + 2n2 + · · · + NnN = N (2.15)

applies. Then, it follows that nN = 0, 1. For nN = 1 all other entries vanish.
In general, many terms of the sum of Eq. 2.14 are identical. The coefficients
Cn1n2···nN follow from the the Cayley-Hamilton theorem [Str09]:

Cn1n2···nN =
(−1)n1+n2+···nN+N

1n12n2 · · ·NnNn1!n2! · · ·nN !
. (2.16)

Two simple special cases are given by:

XN0···0 = Tr (A1) Tr (A2) · · ·Tr (AN) , (2.17)

X00···1 =
1

N !

∑

σ

Tr
(
Aσ(1)Aσ(2) · · ·Aσ(N)

)
. (2.18)

For ǫ(A,A, · · · , A) = detA one recovers the usual expression of the determinant
in terms of traces with:

Xn1n2···nN = (Tr (A))n1
(
Tr
(
A2))n2 · · ·

(

Tr
(

AN
))nN

. (2.19)

We show the N = 2, 3 specific examples in Sec. 2.2 and the more lengthy expres-
sions for N = 4, 5 in the Appendix. As described in Sec. 4, the introduction of
chiral symmetry and the related chiral anomaly make clear why the ǫ function is
needed.

(10) Geometric meaning: the object ǫ(A1, · · · , Ai, · · · , Aj , · · ·AN) is the average of N !
oriented volumes of parallelotopes. Upon denoting the matrix Ak as

Ak =







uk,1

uk,2

· · ·
uk,N







, (2.20)

we may rewrite the ǫ-function as:

ǫ(A1, · · · , AN) =
∑

σ

sgn(σ)

N !
V(uσ(1),1,, · · · , uσ(N),N ) , (2.21)

where σ refers to a permutation of N elements, sgn(σ) is its signature, and
V(uσ(1),1,,uσ(2),2, · · · ,uσ(N),N ) is the (positive) volume of the parallelotope spanned
by the vectors uσ(1),1, , uσ(2),2, up to uσ(N),N .

For example, the first term is the volume of the parallelotope determined
by u1,1, u2,2 ... , uN,N . For A1 = A2 = · · · = AN = A, one recovers that
ǫ(A, · · · , A) = det(A) is the volume of the paralleotope spanned by u1, u2, ...
uN , as expected.
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2.2. The (special) cases N = 2, 3.

Here, we report some of the properties for the simplest non-trivial cases N = 2 and
N = 3. These choices appear explicitly in the study of mesonic interactions [Gia18,GJP24,
GKJ24].

For N = 2 the explicit expression reads

ǫ(A,B) =
1

2
ǫijǫi

′j′Aii′Bjj′ . (2.22)

In this special case, the previously mentioned properties take the form: (1) The determi-
nant emerges as ǫ(A,A) = det(A); (2) Invariance under exchange ǫ(A,B) = ǫ(B,A); (3)
Linearity: ǫ(A1+A2, B) = ǫ(A1, B)+ǫ(A2, B); (4) The trace emerges as ǫ(A, 1) = 1

2
Tr(A)

; (5) For A′ = UAU−1 and B′ = UBU−1 where U ∈ GL(2,C) one has ǫ(A′, B′) = ǫ(A,B)
; (6) factorization: ǫ(MA,MB) = det(M)ǫ(A,B). Points (7) and (8) can be summarized
by the following relations:

det(A + B) = det(A) + det(B) + 2ǫ(A,B) . (2.23)

Point (9) requires a more detailed analysis. The expression in terms of traces reads

ǫ(A1, A2) = C20Tr (A1) Tr (A2) + C01Tr (A1A2) (2.24)

=
1

2
(Tr (A1) Tr (A2) − Tr (A1A2)) ,

with:

C20 =
(−1)2+0+2

12202!0!
=

1

2
; C01 =

(−1)0+1+2

10210!1!
= −1

2
(2.25)

Finally, according to point (10) the geometric interpretation is the average of the area
of two parallelograms.

Next, for N = 3 the explicit form reads:

ǫ(A,B,C) =
1

3!
ǫijkǫi

′j′k′
Aii′Bjj′Ckk′

. (2.26)

The following properties hold: (1) The determinant emerges as ǫ(A,A,A) = det(A); (2)
Invariance under exchange :ǫ(A,B,C) = ǫ(B,A,C) = ǫ(C,B,A); (3) Linearity: ǫ(A1 +
A2, B,C) = ǫ(A1, B,C) + ǫ(A2, B,C); (4) Trace: ǫ(A, 1, 1) = 1

3
Tr(A) ; (5) For A′ =

UAU−1, B′ = UBU−1, and C′ = UCU−1 where U ∈ GL(2,C) implies ǫ(A′, B′, C′) =
ǫ(A,B,C) ; (6) Factorization: ǫ(MA,MB,MC) = det(M)ǫ(A,B,C). Points (7) and (8)
emerge a special case of Eq. (2.9):

det(A + B + C) = det(A) + det(B) + det(C)+ (2.27)

6ǫ(A,B,C) + 3ǫ(A,A,B) + 3ǫ(A,A,C)+

3ǫ(A,B,B) + 3ǫ(A,C,C) + 3ǫ(B,C,C) + 3ǫ(B,B,C)

and

ǫ(A,B,C) = det(A + B + C) − det(A + B) − det(A + C) − det(B + C)

− detA− detB − detC. (2.28)

Next, for point (9) we have:

ǫ (A,B,C) = C300Tr (A) Tr (B) Tr (C) + (2.29)

C110

3
(Tr (A) Tr (BC) + Tr (B)Tr (AC) + Tr (C) Tr (AB)) +

C001

2
(Tr (ABC) + Tr (ACB))

5



with

C300 =
(−1)3+0+0+3

1320303!0!0!
=

1

6
, (2.30)

C110 =
(−1)1+1+0+3

1121301!1!0!
= −1

2
, (2.31)

C001 =
(−1)0+0+1+3

1020310!0!1!
=

1

3
. (2.32)

Finally, point (10) means that the geometric interpretation is the average of the volumes
of three parallelepipeds.

There are certain interesting additional relations for the case N = 3 that we list below.

ǫ(A,A,B) =
1

18

(

2 det(2A + B) − det(2B + A) − 15 det(A) + 6 det(B)
)

. (2.33)

From this relation, we derive

ǫ(A,A, 1) =
1

18

(

2 det(2A + 1) − det(2 · 1 + A) − 15 det(A) + 6 det(1)
)

.

For the traceless matrices A, we obtain the following relation:

ǫ(A,A, 1) = −1

3
Tr(A2) (2.34)

Moreover:

det(A + B) = detA + detB + 3 [ǫ(A,A,B) + ǫ(A,B,B)] . (2.35)

The coordinate-system invariance implies also the validity of the formula

ǫ(A,A, 1) = 2(λ1λ2 + λ1λ3 + λ2λ3) = σ2(λ1, λ2, λ3), (2.36)

where λi ∈ spec(A) and σ2 denotes symmetric polynomial of order2 2.

3. Proofs of some properties

We introduce a useful notation for some proofs:

ǫ(A1, A2, · · · , AN) :=
1

N !
ǫiǫjAi1j1

1 Ai2j2
2 · · ·Ainjn

N , (3.1)

where i, j : {1, 2, · · · , N} → {1, 2, · · · , N}.

(1) By the very definition of determinant, out of Eq. (2.1) (or, equivalently, from
(2.2)) we have ǫ(A,A, · · · , A) = detA.

(2) The function ǫ : CN3 ≃ MN
N×N → C is symmetric and N linear. Switching A

ikjk
k

with Ailjl
l in (3.1) does not modify the value of ǫ. To adjust to the definition, one

has to replace i and j with i′ and j′, where i′ and j′ denote the sequences with ik
interchanged with il and jk interchanged with jl, respectively. But this operation
does not change the value of the product ǫiǫj , because ǫi and ǫj are either both
equal to 1 or both equal to −1, depending on the parity of the permutation. Since
transpositions generate the whole permutation group, it follows that the function
ǫ is symmetric.

2The other two symmetric polynomials of three variables, σ1(λ1, λ2, λ3) := λ1 + λ2 + λ3 and
σ3(λ1, λ2, λ3) := λ1λ2λ3, are associated with the trace and the determinant, respectively.
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(3) Let α, β ∈ C. Put αA + βB in the first argument, to get

ǫ(αA + βB,A2, · · · , AN) =
1

N !
ǫiǫj(αAi1j1 + βBi1j1)Ai2j2

2 · · ·AiN jN
N

= α
1

N !
ǫiǫjAi1j1Ai2j2

2 · · ·AiN jN
N

+ β
1

N !
ǫiǫjBi1j1Ai2j2

2 · · ·AiN jN
N

= αǫ(A,A2, · · · , AN) + βǫ(B,A2, · · · , AN ). (3.2)

Thus ǫ is linear w.r.t. the first argument. But we know that ǫ is symmetric, so
it’s linear w.r.t. any argument and hence N-linear. The property is proved. �

(4) The formula (2.6) follows from straightforward computation.

(5) Function ǫ : CN3 → C is invariant with respect to the choice of basis.
Algebraically, the invariance with respect to the choice of basis is represented

by the fact that the value of ǫ(A1, A2, · · · , AN) is the same as the value of
ǫ(UA1U

−1, UA2U
−1, · · · , UANU−1), where U ∈ GL(N,C). In coordinates, we

have

(UAkU
−1)iljl = Uiki′

k
A

i′kj
′
k

k U j′kjk , (3.3)

whereby U j′kjk we denote the entrances of the inverse matrix U−1 and by Uiki′
k

we denote the entrances of the matrix U . Let us denote

ǫ′ = ǫ(UA1U
−1, UA2U

−1, · · · , UANU−1). (3.4)

Now, plugging in the conjugated matrices into (3.1), we get

ǫ′ :=
1

n!
ǫiǫjUi1i

′
1
Ai1j1

1 U j′1j1 · · ·UiN i′
N
AiN jN

N U j′N jN

:=
1

n!
ǫiǫjUi1i

′
1
· · ·UiN i′

N
Ai1j1

1 · · ·AiN jN
N U j′1j1 · · ·U j′N jN

:=
1

N !
detUǫi

′
ǫjUi1i

′
1
· · ·UiN i′

N
Ai1j1

1 · · ·AiN jN
N detU−1ǫi

′

:= ǫ(A1, A2, · · · , AN) , (3.5)

where in the third line we used the formulas3

ǫiUi1i
′
1
· · ·UiN i′

N
= detUǫi

′
(3.6)

and

ǫjU j′1j1 · · ·U j′N jN = detU−1ǫj . (3.7)

The result is proved. �

(6) From the properties (3.2) and (3.12), it follows that the function ǫ is essentially
associated to commutative algebra (despite matrices, or operators, being gener-
ally non-commutative) and as such, it resembles many properties of symmetric
tensors. This manifests, for example, in the possibility of expressing ǫ in terms of
combination of determinants. In particular, we have the following formula.

Let I ⊂ {1, 2, · · · , N} denote any nonempty subset of cardinality k. Then we
have

ǫ(A1, A2, · · · , AN) =
1

N !

∑

I⊂{1,2,··· ,N}
(−1)N−k det

(
∑

i∈I

Ai

)

. (3.8)

3See e.g. page 941 of ”Mathematical methods for physics and engineering” by K. F. Riley, M. P.
Hobson and S. J. Bence.
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The proof of identity (3.8) is based on the following observation. Let x1, x2, · · · , xN

denote commuting variables. Then the expression

∑

I⊂{1,2,··· ,N}
(−1)N−k

(
∑

i∈I

xi

)N

, (3.9)

is divisible by xi for all i = 1, 2, · · · , N . Too see this, let us first rewrite (3.9) as

∑

I⊂{2,··· ,N}
(−1)N−k−1

(

x1 +
∑

i∈I

xi

)N

+
∑

I⊂{2,··· ,N}
(−1)N−k

(
∑

i∈I

xi

)N

, (3.10)

where now I ⊂ {2, · · · , N} is a subset of k elements, where k = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1.
Now, if we put x1 = 0, we get

∑

I⊂{2,··· ,N}
(−1)N−k−1

(
∑

i∈I

xi

)N

+
∑

I⊂{2,··· ,N}
(−1)N−k

(
∑

i∈I

xi

)N

= 0, (3.11)

so (3.9) is clearly divisible by x1. But the expression (3.9) is symmetric w.r.t. all
variables x1, x2, · · · , xN , so we get the result. �

Proof of the property. Using the principle of commutativity and linearity, we
can plug in matrix Ai in place of variable xi, to get the result. �

(7) Function ǫ : CN3 ≃ MN
N×N → C satisfies the combinatorial formula

det(A1 + A2 + · · · + AN)

=
∑

k1+..+kr=N

(

N

k1, k2, · · · , kr

)

ǫ({A1}k1 , {A2}k2 , · · · , {Ar}kr ), (3.12)

where (

N

k1, k2, · · · , kr

)

:=
N !

k1!k2! · · · kr!
(3.13)

and where we again use the notation as in (2.11). Using the first property and
putting A1+A2+· · ·+AN as an argument of determinant, we see that it is invariant
w.r.t. permutations. Thus the combinatorics of det(A1+A2 + · · ·+AN) expanded
with use of (3.1), obeys the same law as usual power (A1 +A2 + · · ·+AN)N . The
property is proved. �

(8) Another property (which again resembles similarity to commutative algebra, in-

stead of modules over a non-commutative ring) is the following. If M ∈ C
N2

is
any matrix, then

ǫ(MA1,MA2, · · · ,MAN) = detM · ǫ(A1, A2, · · · , AN )

= ǫ(A1M,A2M, · · · , ANM). (3.14)

The proof can be given directly, but we can also use the commutativity and
linearity of ǫ to get the result in much simpler way.

Proof If ǫ(A1, A2, · · · , AN) corresponds to the product of the formal variables
x1x2 · · ·xN and M corresponds to a formal variable y, then

yx1yx2 · · · yxN = yNx1x2 · · ·xN .

But yN corresponds to the determinant detM . Since the multiplication of the
formal variables x1, x2, . . . , xN and y is commutative, the result follows. �

(9) The expression of ǫ(A1, ..., AN ) in terms of traces is a direct consequence of prop-
erty (7), upon rewriting the determinants in terms of traces. The coefficients of
Eq. (2.16) coincide with the Cayley-Hamilton theorem ensuring that the usual
expression for det(A1) emerges when A1 = ... = AN is set. The property follows
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from the requirement of point (2), i.e. invariance under the exchange of arbitrary
entries. This property has also been numerically verified for N = 2, 3, 4, 5 (for the
latter two cases see Appendix).

(10) One of the classical definitions of determinant (see e.g. [Gel89]) is given by

detA =
∑

σ

sgn(σ)A1,σ(1)A2,σ(2) · · ·AN,σ(N),

with σ running over all permutations of the set {1, 2, ..., N}. Recalling that the
oriented volume of the set of N vectors in N-dimensional space is given by deter-
minant and plugging in (3.15) into (2.21), we get

∑

σ

sgn(σ)

N !
V(uσ(1),1,, · · · , uσ(N),N ) =

1

N !

∑

σ

sgn(σ)

(
∑

τ

sgn(τ )A
1,τ(1)

σ(1)
A

2,τ(2)

σ(2)
· · ·An,τ(n)

σ(n)

)

=

1

N !

∑

σ,τ

sign(σ) · sign(τ )A
σ−1(1),τ(1)
1 A

σ−1(2),τ(2)
2 · · ·Aσ−1(n),τ(n)

n =

1

N !

∑

i,j

ǫi · ǫjAi1,j1
1 Ai2,j2

2 · · ·Ain,jn
n = ǫ(A1, ..., AN ),

where, in the last line, we used the fact that ǫi corresponds to the sign of the
permutation given by (1, 2, ..., N) → (i(1), i(2), ..., i(N)). �

4. Discussion: link to QCD

The polydeterminant function ǫ(· · · ) arises from the necessity of incorporating the chiral
anomaly into the interactions of mesons. In order to be explicit but without introducing
unnecessary details concerning effective mesonic theories and models, let us consider at
first, for a given Nf = N number of quark flavors4, a single N ×N matrix A. This matrix
contains a multiplet of mesonic fields, such as pions and kaons; see e.g. [GKJ24] and refs.
therein. The basic physical requirement is to construct objects which are invariant by the
so-called chiral transformation realizing the famous chiral symmetry, e.g. [GML60])

A → ULAU†
R , (4.1)

where UL and UR are special unitary matrices belonging to the groups SU(N)L and
SU(N)R, respectively. We recall the matrices UL and UR can be expressed as UL(R) =

e
−iθa

L(R)t
a

with a = 1, · · · , N2 − 1 with ta being Hermitian traceless matrices that fulfill
Tr
(
tatb

)
= 1

2
δab. We stress that the matrices UL and UR are, in general, distinct from each

other. Enforcing them to be equal, U = UL = UR we recover the flavor transformation
A → UAU†, see e.g. the textbook [Mos89]. Flavor symmetry is an extension of the very
famous isospin symmetry postulated long ago by W. Heisenberg [Hei32] and shortly after
formalized by E. Wigner [Wig37].

In the chiral limit (the limit in which the quarks are taken as massless), the classical
counterpart of QCD is invariant under the broader symmetry U(N)L ×U(N)R. However,
the symmetry under U(1)L × U(1)R is broken in QCD by quantum loops, realizing the
so-called axial or chiral anomaly [tH76, tH86, tH99]. This is a consequence of quantum
loops or equivalently of the fact that the interaction measure is, in general, not invariant
under U(1)L × U(1)R [FS17].

Being more specific, a generic U(1)L × U(1)R transformation amounts to

A → e−iθLt0AeiθRt0 = e
−i

θL−θR√
2N A , (4.2)

4In QCD one distinguishes the light quark flavors (u, d, s) from the heavy ones (c, b, t) [N+24]. The
case Nf = N = 2 refers to the quarks u, d, while Nf = 3 to u, d, s.

9



where θL,R are the corresponding U(1) group parameters and t0 = 1/
√

2N . We may
express U(1)L × U(1)R = U(1)V × U(1)A, where U(1)V (in QCD the ‘baryon number’)
corresponds to the choice θV = θL = θR and U(1)A (the so-called chiral transformation)
to θA = θL = −θR. The transformation under U(1)V reduces to the identity in the present
case. On the other hand, U(1)A leads to the phase transformation

A → e−iθA
√

2/NA . (4.3)

Quantum fluctuations break this transformation. In order to take this breaking into
account, we look for terms that are invariant under SU(N)L ×SU(N)R but break U(1)A.

It is clear that terms of the type Tr
(
A†A

)
, Tr

((
A†A

)2
)

, Tr
(
A†AA†A

)
, · · · are invariant

under U(N)L × U(N)R, thus also under U(1)A. These are viable terms that are often
used in effective models [FJS05,PKW+13,GKJ24]. On the other hand, the object

det (A) (4.4)

is invariant under SU(N)L × SU(N)R but breaks U(1)A:

det (A) → det
(

e−iθA
√

2/NA
)

= e−iθA
√

2N det (A) 6= det (A) . (4.5)

This is indeed why the determinant has been used for decades as a viable description
of the chiral anomaly [tH86]. In particular, when A represents mesonic fields and is
properly embedded into effective Lagrange densities for mesonic interactions, it leads to a
correct phenomenology of the mesons η(545) and η′(958), e.g. [RSS81,GKJ24]. The chiral
anomaly via terms involving the determinants is also matter of recent works of the QCD
phase diagram of QCD [PR24,GKK+25].

An important property concerns the dimension involved in the interaction terms. We
recall that the dimension of a term in the Lagrangian density amounts to Energy4. Typ-
ically, the matrix operator A carries the dimension of Energyn with n = 1, 2, .... In

the simplest case, n = 1, then Tr(A†A) scales as Energy2 and Tr
((

A†A
)2
)

as Energy4.

On the other hand, det (A) scales as EnergyN . The extension to a different n-value is
straightforward.

The question is how to proceed if there is more than one matrix A. This is indeed the
case in QCD since different mesonic chiral multiplets do exist, see e.g. the possibilities
listed in Ref. [GKP18]. Let us consider for simplicity two distinct matrices, A1 and A2,

both of them transforming as Ak → ULAkU
†
R with k = 1, 2. They may refer to distinct

mesonic fields. Objects of the type

Tr
(

A†
1A2

)

, Tr

((

A†
1A2

)2
)

, Tr
(

A†
1A1A

†
2A2

)

, .. (4.6)

are chirally invariant under U(N)R × U(N)L and as such do not break U(1)A.
Our goal is to implement the chiral anomaly when two or more distinct matrices are

present. One may of course use detA1 as well as detA2 (both with dimension EnergyN ),
as well as their product det(A1) det(A2), · · · (with dimension Energy2N ). Yet, that is not
the most general way to express chiral anomalous terms. The polydeterminant ǫ-function
comes at rescue. In fact, we may consider:

ǫ (A1, A2, · · · , A2) . (4.7)

If if A1 and A2 carry dimension energy, the former term also carries dimension N , just
as det(A1). Note, any other combination with one matrix A1 and N − 1 matrices A2 is
identical to the one above. Different objects are obtained by considering N1 matrices A1

and N2 = N −N1 matrices A2:

ǫ(A1, · · · , A1
︸ ︷︷ ︸
N1 times

, A2, · · · , A2
︸ ︷︷ ︸
N2 times

) . (4.8)
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Clearly, ǫ (A1, , · · · , A1) = detA1 is obtained for N1 = N and N2 = 0 and ǫ (A2, , · · · , A2) =
detA2 for for N1 = 0 and N2 = N .

In the specific case N = 2, besides ǫ (A1, A1) = det (A1) and ǫ(A2, A2) = det (A2), we
have ǫ (A1, A2). As discussed previously, this quantity can be expressed as

ǫ (A1, A2) =
1

2
(Tr (A1) Tr (A2) − Tr (A1A2)) . (4.9)

Each single term of the expression above is not invariant neither under SU(N)R×SU(N)L
nor under U(1)A. Quite remarkably, the combination above fulfills SU(N)R × SU(N)L
but breaks U(1)A just as the determinant does:

ǫ (A1, A2) → e−i2θAǫ (A1, A2) . (4.10)

For the case N = 3 and besides the standard terms det(Ak) or their products such as
detA1 · detA2 we might consider

ǫ (A1, A1, A2) , ǫ (A1, A2, A2) . (4.11)

Explicitly:

ǫ (A1, A1, A2) =

1

6
Tr(A1) (Tr(A2))2 − 1

6
(Tr(A1)Tr(A2

2) + 2Tr(A2)Tr(A1A2)) +
1

3
Tr(A1A

2
2) . (4.12)

Again, each single term is not invariant under SU(N)L × SU(N)R, but the combination
above is such. In turn, the axial anomaly is broken with

ǫ (A1, A1, A2) → e−iθA
√

6ǫ (A1, A1, A2) . (4.13)

The case N = Nf = 3 is very useful in practice since there are three light quark flavors in
Nature. A Lagrangian term of the type ǫ(A1, A1, A2) contain chirally symmetric but axial
anomalous interaction terms. Note, the case N = 4 may be also of interest in the future
(in fact, even if the charm mass strongly breaks chiral symmetry explicitly, as shown in
Ref. [EGR15], certain decay properties still fulfill it.)

Finally, it is easy and important to include into the ǫ(· · · )-polydeterminant matrices
which also carry Lorentz indices. If, for instance, we have A1µ as a Lorentz vector and
A2µν as a Lorentz tensor, the object

ǫ (A1µ, A1ν , A
µν
2 ) (4.14)

is a Lorentz scalar, provided that the usual Einstein sum is performed.
It is evident that upon varying Lorentz structure and particle types, there are many

terms that can be constructed by using the ǫ-function. This property is used repeatedly
in Refs. [GJP24,GKJ24].

5. Conclusion

In this work, we have introduced and described a certain generalization of the determi-
nant that naturally appears in the context of effective mesonic theories that embody the
chiral anomaly. We have focused our attention on the main properties of this object and
given the corresponding proofs.

The introduced polydeterminant is an interesting function on its own and may find
other applications besides the ones linked to QCD’s effective models. Further extensions
may include the development of an analogous object for hyper-matrices (thus, for ten-
sors). Moreover, the passage from mesonic (and hence bosonic) fields to fermionic objects
represents an interesting outlook.
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Appendix A. Alternative expression and cases N = 4, 5

In this appendix, we present an alternative general from of the polydetemrinant ǫ in
terms of traces as well as the explicit rather involved specific expressions for N = 4, 5.

Another way to express the polydeterminant in terms of traces takes the form

ǫ(A1, A2, ..., AN) =
∑

n1,..,nN≥0
n1+2n2+...+NnN=N

(−1)n1+n2+...nN+N

N !
Y n1n2...nN (A.1)

with

Y n1n2···nN = Tr (A1) Tr (A2) · ... · Tr (An1)

Tr (An1+1An1+2) Tr (An1+3An1+4) · ... · Tr
(
An1+2n2−1)An1+2n2

)

Tr (An1+2n2+1An1+2n2+2An1+2n2+1) · .... distinct terms, (A.2)

where ‘distinct terms’ refer to those permutations that deliver, for generic arbitrary ma-
trices, different results.

For instance,

Y N0....0 = Tr (A1) Tr (A2) · ... · Tr (AN) (A.3)

contains one single term (all permutations lead to the very same term). On the other
hand:

Y (N−2)1....0 = Tr (A1) Tr (A2) · ... · Tr (AN−2) Tr (AN−1AN)

+ Tr (AN) Tr (A2) · ... · Tr (AN−2) Tr (AN−1A1) + ... (A.4)

contains N !/(N − 2)! = N(N − 1) distinct terms.
The last term is:

Y 00...1 = Tr (A1A2...AN ) + Tr (A2A1...AN ) + ... (A.5)

contains N !/N = (N − 1)! distinct terms.
In general, the number of distinct terms within Y n1n2···nN amounts to

N ! |Cn1n2···nN | . (A.6)

Next, for N = 4, the explicit expression reads

ǫ(A,B,C,D) =
1

24

(

Tr(A)Tr(B)Tr(C)Tr(D) −
(

Tr(A)Tr(B)Tr(CD)+

Tr(A)Tr(C)Tr(BD) + Tr(A)Tr(D)Tr(BC)+

Tr(B)Tr(C)Tr(AD) + Tr(B)Tr(D)Tr(AC) + Tr(C)Tr(D)Tr(AB)
)

+

Tr(AB)Tr(CD) + Tr(AD)Tr(BC) + Tr(AC)Tr(BD)+

Tr(A)Tr(BCD) + Tr(A)Tr(BDC) + Tr(B)Tr(CDA) + Tr(B)Tr(CAD)+

Tr(C)Tr(DAB) + Tr(C)Tr(DBA) + Tr(D)Tr(ABC) + Tr(D)Tr(ACB)−
(

Tr(ABCD) + Tr(ABDC) + Tr(ACBD) + Tr(ACDB) + Tr(ADBC) + Tr(ADCB)
))

.

It reduces to the following known relation in the limit of A = B = C = D

detA =
1

24

(

Tr(A)4 − 6Tr(A2)(Tr(A))2 + 3(Tr(A2))2 + 8Tr(A)Tr(A3) − 6Tr(A4)
)

.

For the case of N = 5, the ǫ function acting on the 5 × 5 complex matrices reads
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ǫ(A,B,C,D,E) =
1

120

[

Tr(ABCDE) − Tr(AB)Tr(C)Tr(D)Tr(E) − Tr(AC) Tr(B)Tr(D)Tr(E)−
Tr(AD) Tr(B)Tr(C)Tr(E) − Tr(AE) Tr(B)Tr(C)Tr(D) − Tr(BD) Tr(C)Tr(A)Tr(E) − Tr(BE) Tr(C)Tr(A)Tr(D)−
Tr(BC) Tr(D)Tr(A)Tr(E) − Tr(CD) Tr(B)Tr(A)Tr(E) − Tr(CE) Tr(A)Tr(B)Tr(D) − Tr(DE) Tr(A)Tr(B)Tr(C)+

Tr(ABC) Tr(D) Tr(E) + Tr(ACB) Tr(D) Tr(E) + Tr(ABD) Tr(C) Tr(E) + Tr(ADB) Tr(C) Tr(E)+

Tr(ABE) Tr(C) Tr(D) + Tr(AEB) Tr(C) Tr(D) + Tr(ACD) Tr(B) Tr(E) + Tr(ADC) Tr(B) Tr(E)+

Tr(ACE) Tr(B) Tr(D) + Tr(AEC) Tr(B) Tr(D) + Tr(ADE) Tr(B) Tr(C) + Tr(AED) Tr(B) Tr(C)+

Tr(BCD) Tr(A) Tr(E) + Tr(BDC) Tr(A) Tr(E) + Tr(BCE) Tr(A) Tr(D) + Tr(BEC) Tr(A) Tr(D)+

Tr(BDE) Tr(A) Tr(C) + Tr(BED) Tr(A) Tr(C) + Tr(CDE) Tr(A) Tr(B) + Tr(CED) Tr(A) Tr(B)+

Tr(A) (Tr(BC))(Tr(DE)) + Tr(A) (Tr(BD))(Tr(CE)) + Tr(A) (Tr(BE))(Tr(CD)) +

Tr(B) Tr(AC)Tr(DE) + Tr(B) Tr(AD)Tr(CE) + Tr(B) Tr(AE)Tr(CD) +

Tr(C) Tr(AB)Tr(DE) + Tr(C) Tr(AD)Tr(BE) + Tr(C) Tr(AE)Tr(BD) +

Tr(D) Tr(AB)Tr(CE) + Tr(D) Tr(AC)Tr(BE) + Tr(D) Tr(AE)Tr(BC) +

Tr(E) Tr(AB)Tr(CD) + Tr(E) Tr(AC)Tr(BD) + Tr(E) Tr(AD)Tr(BC)−

Tr(A)
(

Tr(EBCD) + Tr(EBDC) + Tr(ECBD) + Tr(ECDB) + Tr(EDBC) + Tr(EDCB)
)

−

Tr(B)
(

Tr(AECD) + Tr(AEDC) + Tr(ACED) + Tr(ACDE) + Tr(ADEC) + Tr(ADCE)
)

−

Tr(C)
(

Tr(ABED) + Tr(ABDE) + Tr(AEBD) + Tr(AEDB) + Tr(ADBE) + Tr(ADEB)
)

−

Tr(D)
(

Tr(ABCE) + Tr(ABEC) + Tr(ACBE) + Tr(ACEB) + Tr(AEBC) + Tr(AECB)
)

−

Tr(E)
(

Tr(ABCD) + Tr(ABDC) + Tr(ACBD) + Tr(ACDB) + Tr(ADBC) + Tr(ADCB)
)

−
(

Tr(ABC) Tr(DE) + Tr(ACB) Tr(DE) + Tr(ABD) Tr(CE) + Tr(ADB) Tr(CE)
)

−
(

Tr(ABE) Tr(CD) + Tr(AEB) Tr(CD) + Tr(ACD) Tr(BE) + Tr(ADC) Tr(BE)
)

−
(

Tr(ACE) Tr(BD) + Tr(AEC) Tr(BD) + Tr(ADE) Tr(BC) + Tr(AED) Tr(BC)
)

−
(

Tr(BCD) Tr(AE) + Tr(BDC) Tr(AE) + Tr(BCE) Tr(AD) + Tr(BEC) Tr(AD)
)

−
(

Tr(BDE) Tr(AC) + Tr(BED) Tr(AC) + Tr(CDE) Tr(AB) + Tr(CED) Tr(AB)
)

+

Tr(ABCDE) + Tr(ABCED) + Tr(ABDCE) + Tr(ABDEC) + Tr(ABECD) + Tr(ABEDC)+

Tr(ACBDE) + Tr(ACBED) + Tr(ACDBE) + Tr(ACDEB) + Tr(ACEBD) + Tr(ACEDB)+

Tr(ADBCE) + Tr(ADBEC) + Tr(ADCBE) + Tr(ADCEB) + Tr(ADEBC) + Tr(ADECB)+

Tr(AEBCD) + Tr(AEBDC) + Tr(AECBD) + Tr(AECDB) + Tr(AEDBC) + Tr(AEDCB)
)

which reduces to the following relation for the 5× 5 matrices in the limit of A = B = C =
D = E

detA =
1

120

(

Tr(A)5 − 10 Tr(A2) Tr(A)3 + 20 Tr(A3) Tr(A)2 + 15 (Tr(A2))2 Tr(A)−

30 Tr(A4) Tr(A) − 20 Tr(A2) Tr(A3) + 24 Tr(A5)
)

(A.7)
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