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Abstract: We explore the tropical analog of spinors by representing tropical geometries as

foliated Riemann surfaces endowed with degenerate complex structures. We investigate trop-

ical limits of the Laplace-Beltrami operator and explicitly construct its square root, which

defines a tropical Dirac operator. We find that the tropical Clifford algebra is classified as a

degenerate Clifford algebra with nilpotent generators. The nilpotent generator allows us to

work with a new kind of representation that allows for Grassmann odd numbers, effectively

supersymmetrizing the tropical spin bundle. We show through Dirac-Bergmann’s quantiza-

tion procedure, that the corresponding tropicalized quantum field theories enjoy a purely

fermionic topological symmetry which can be expected to give a new class of path integral

localization that we call tropical localization. We also discuss how the tropical Dirac operator,

when twisted by gauge fields, obeys a tropical version of the Lichnerowicz identity, thereby

demonstrating how Yang-Mills curvature should arise in the tropical limit.
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1. Introduction

In [1], it was demonstrated that tropical geometry [2–4] can be investigated through the

Maslov dequantization limit [5–7] of topological sigma models, leading to the introduction of

tropological sigma models. These tropological sigma models possess a worldsheet formulation

that exhibits a non-relativistic foliation structure, with the target space naturally corre-

sponding to the tropical geometry under consideration. The emergence of these foliations is

attributed to the degeneration of the complex structures in the original sigma models, which

results in nilpotent endomorphisms of the tangent bundle known as Jordan structures. Con-

sequently, the path integral formulation of tropological sigma models provides an alternative

to working directly with real algebraic varieties, which typically appear in tropical geometry.

Instead, this approach offers a more physics-friendly representation, where tropical geometries

manifest as foliated Riemann surfaces. A key result is that the correlation functions of the

original topological sigma model coincide with those of its tropicalized counterpart, offering

a novel and computationally efficient method for evaluating these objects.

It was further suggested in [1], that one should be able to investigate invariants associated

with contact manifolds by extending the Jordan structures of foliated complex geometries to

odd-dimensional geometries. In particular, the Maslov dequantization limit remains well-

defined in odd-dimensional geometries, providing a natural path for such an extension. In

order to extract interesting information about potential tropical contact invariants, one may

explore tropicalized index theorems associated with differential operators constructed on these

foliated geometries. However, an immediate obstacle in this pursuit is formulating tropical

supersymmetry for foliated worldsheet theories and their associated tropical target spaces.

Thus, as a first step toward formulating tropical supersymmetry, it is necessary to develop
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a theory of tropical spinors. We use the results developed here in an upcoming work [8] on

supersymmetric worldline theories in the tropical limit.

In this paper, we establish some standard conventions for Riemann surfaces in section

§2 and their tropicalization in the sense of [1]. We investigate naive tropical limits of the

Laplace-Beltrami operator and give distinct definitions for tropical harmonic functions that

lead to piecewise linear curves. We see that one of these limits gives a linear operator, which

admits easily constructable square roots with no interesting algebraic theory for the case of

foliated Riemann surfaces Σ, while the other limit gives a nonlinear operator related to the

Hamilton-Jacobi equation. We call the former operator, the tropical Laplacian.

In section §3, we extend the 2-dimensional tropical Laplacian to act on a 3-dimensional

manifold that can be decomposed as a product of a Riemann surface Σ and real line R
in order to more clearly see the non-trivial algebraic structure of the square root of the

tropical Laplacian. We find that the square root of the tropical 3-dimensional Laplacian

gives rise to an 8-dimensional algebra that can be classified as a degenerate Clifford algebra

which admits a nilpotent generator associated to the null direction that we tropicalize. In

order to construct complex irreducible representations for the tropical Clifford algebra, one

is forced to supersymmetrize the spinor bundle [9] in order to take into account the nilpotent

generator. The associated square root is a differential operator invariant under foliation

preserving diffeomorphisms which we name the tropical Dirac operator. We demonstrate that

there are two inequivalent degenerations of Riemann surfaces; one that induces a tropical

notion of spinor and another which produces a counterpart that we call an arctic spinor1.

In section §4, we study the solutions of the tropical Dirac operator, and construct twisted

tropical Dirac operators. From the Lichnerowicz identity [10] of the twisted Dirac operator,

one can see how tropical version of Yang-Mills curvatures [11] can affect the dynamics of trop-

ical spinor fields. We discuss the Dirac-Bergmann [12–15] quantization associated to tropical

spinor fields and discuss the essentials in constructing a novel type of path integral that takes

into account the Grassmann number introduced by the the nilpotency of the degenerate di-

rections. In section §6, we leave some open questions that can lead to fruitful followups, such

as the formulation of tropical supersymmetry and the path integral quantization of these

tropical spinors.

2. Complex and Tropical Geometry

In this section, we review the extraction process of tropical geometry from complex geometry

through the Maslov dequantization limit. We discuss the degenerations of common geometric

structures that are available on Riemann surfaces as well as relevant differential operators.

We begin with a Riemann surface Σ̂ that admits local complex coordinates (z, z̄). For clarity,

we put a hat on geometric structures and spaces that have not yet undergone the tropical

limit. We remove the hat once they are completely deformed into their tropical counterpart.

1Here, the arctic limit refers to the singular limit that is the opposite limit of the tropical one.
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We do not apply this convention to coordinates since the tropical coordinates are denoted as

(r, θ).

The Maslov dequantization limit that leads to tropical geometries is implemented by

deforming the local coordinates in the following way

z = e
r
ℏ+iθ, z̄ = e

r
ℏ−iθ. (2.1)

By the tensor transformation law, the derivatives then take the following form

∂z = e−(
r
ℏ+iθ)

(
ℏ
2
∂r −

i

2
∂θ

)
,

∂z̄ = e−(
r
ℏ−iθ)

(
ℏ
2
∂r +

i

2
∂θ

)
.

(2.2)

Notice that we have a convergent limit as ℏ → 0 for the derivative operators. The abelian

differentials are also deformed as

dz = e
r
ℏ+iθ

(
1

ℏ
dr + idθ

)
,

dz̄ = e
r
ℏ−iθ

(
1

ℏ
dr − idθ

)
.

(2.3)

As discussed in [1], for ℏ ̸= 0, this is simply a change of coordinates and hence, strictly speak-

ing, does not deform the geometry yet; nonetheless, we generically call this the subtropical

deformation. It is only in the singular limit ℏ → 0, that we recover tropical geometry.

Our Riemann surfaces is equipped with an almost complex structure ε̂ and a metric

tensor ĝ. We denote the inverse metric tensor as ĥ. We can choose local complex coordinates

such that the line element takes the following form

d̂s2 = gzz̄dzdz̄. (2.4)

The subtropical deformation yields

d̂s2 = gzz̄e
2r
ℏ

(
1

ℏ2
dr2 + dθ2

)
. (2.5)

With a multiplicative renormalization, the tropical line element in the limit ℏ → 0 reduces to

ds2 = dr2, (2.6)

from which we can extract the components of the metric tensor. We use
.
= to denote the

matrix representation constructed using the adapted local coordinates

g
.
=

[
1 0

0 0

]
. (2.7)
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Taking the same subtropical deformation of the inverse metric tensor ĥ in the limit ℏ → 0

leads to

h
.
=

[
0 0

0 1

]
. (2.8)

We observe that the tropical limit of the inverse metric tensor is not the inverse of the tropical

metric tensor; instead, they satisfy a mutual invisibility law of the form

hg = gh
.
=

[
0 0

0 0

]
. (2.9)

Before taking the tropical limit, it is well known that one may represent a conformal class

of metrics equivalently by a complex structure characterized by ε̂2 = −Id. Since a complex

structure may be represented as an endomorphism of the tangent bundle, one may compute

the Maslov dequantization and after a renormalization, one obtains

ε =

[
0 1

0 0

]
. (2.10)

This tropicalized complex structure is a nilpotent endomorphism of the tangent bundle. Its

matrix representation is reminiscent of the Jordan normal form of matrices and hence, it is

known as a Jordan structure.

This Jordan structure on the tropicalized two-dimensional manifold Σ, creates a fiber-wise

filtration on the tangent bundle, which can be used to define an integrable distribution which

then induces a natural foliation on the surface. The filtration structure naturally extends

to the full tensor algebra over the tangent space. Hence, instead of working directly in

the quotient space where tropical geometries are represented by 1 real-dimensional algebraic

varieties, we instead represent the tropical geometry by a 1 complex-dimensional foliated

Riemann surface.

One finds that the nilpotency of the Jordan structure is preserved under foliation-preserving

diffeomorphisms
r̃ = r̃(r),

θ̃ = θ̃0(r) + θ∂rr̃(r).
(2.11)

By looking at the Lie algebra associated to this symmetry group, we obtain

δr = f(r),

δθ = F (r) + θ∂rf(r).
(2.12)

Thus, the local symmetries of the Jordan structure are generated by the infinite-dimensional

Lie algebra whose elements are parametrized by two real, arbitrary, projectable, and differ-

entiable functions f(r) and F (r) on the foliation. Projectability implies that it is leafwise

constant, i.e. a basic function.
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One can also take the opposite Maslov dequantization limit such that ℏ → ∞. In this

case, we generally cannot interpret the resulting geometry as a tropical geometry. Instead, we

have a different kind of geometry that we call an arctic geometry. The arctic geometry limit

of a Riemann surface can still be represented by a foliated complex manifold. However, the

foliation is now tangent to the other coordinate direction r. For example, we can construct

the subarctic deformation of geometric objects in the analogical way. as in (2.1), by using

the coordinates

z = eℏ
′r+iθ, z̄ = eℏ

′r−iθ. (2.13)

Using this redefined Maslov dequantization, we can now send ℏ′ → 0 to obtain the arctic

geometry. For the rest of this section, we focus our attention on the tropical deformations.

Prior to taking the tropical limit, it is usually quite fruitful to study a natural class of

differential operators on the manifold, in order to extract interesting geometric-analytic and

topological data. The most natural candidate would be the exterior derivative. However, it

is important to note that even though Maslov dequantization acts on coordinates, we wish

to preserve the differential structure of the Riemann surface Σ and hence we do not deform

objects like the exterior derivative. As an example, one might be tempted to construct a

subtropical exterior derivative

d̂f =
1

ℏ
∂rfdr + ∂θfdθ.

After a rescaling and taking the tropical limit, one would obtain

df = ∂rf(r, θ)dr. (2.14)

However, this would be inconsistent with the current treatment of the differential structure

in this paper. We expect one-forms and sections of all tensor algebras to have information

about the direction tangential to the leaves of the foliation dθ and transverse to the foliation

dr. A consequence of this interpretation is that two independent cohomology theories may

be developed. The first is the canonical tangential/leafwise cohomology theory that can be

obtained by restricting the deRham cohomology to the space of leaves. This is in contrast

to the naive subtropical limit of the exterior derivative which suggests a cohomology theory

that is transverse to the leaves. In order to capture the topology transverse to the leaves of

the foliation, one might instead look at the Haefliger cohomology [16] which can be used to

construct natural characteristic classes on the foliation.

For the simple case of a non-singular foliated Riemann surface, one is able to construct a

foliation of codimension one by looking at the level surfaces defined by a real-valued function

f on the foliation without any critical points. Its differential, ω = df , is therefore locally

nonsingular. To ensure that this differential exists globally, the kernel Kerω must define an

integrable distribution which then gives us the foliation of interest. One can show that such

an integrability condition is given by ω∧dω = 0, which is trivially zero for a Riemann surface,

effectively recovering the statement of the Frobenius theorem for integrable distributions on
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surfaces. This construction can be extended to higher dimensional foliated geometries and

gives rise to the simplest characteristic classes on foliations such as the Godbillion-Vey [17–

19], which is a degree 3 form which measures how far away our distribution is from being

integrable.

However, our foliated Riemann surfaces allow for the possibility of singular foliations

that represent the vertex of the underlying tropical graph. Consequently, the topology of the

foliation can become much more complicated. In this particular case, it is possible that the

singularity of the foliation can yield secondary characteristic classes which are local invariants

that measure the complexity of the singular point. We will not consider these potential issues

for the rest of the paper since we are interested in the construction of a tropical Dirac operator

on the edge of a tropical graph before we reach the vertex, or equivalently, an infinitely long

foliated cylinder.

Instead of considering the exterior derivative, we consider differential operators that

depend on the geometric data deformed under the tropical limit. In particular, if we equip our

Riemann surface Σ̂ with a metric tensor ĝ, then we can consider the Laplace-Beltrami operator

and it’s natural generalizations to the exterior algebra, the Hodge-DeRham Laplacian.

Since we are interested in the explicit construction of a tropical Dirac operator on a

non-singular foliated Euclidean space, we consider topologically trivial spaces, in order to

avoid potential obstructions,. Given that we have a nondegenerate metric tensor, one can

construct a diffeomorphism invariant inner product on the space of smooth functions. The

inner product of any two functions f1, f2 on Σ̂ is given as

⟨f1 | f2⟩ =
∫
Σ̂
d2σ
√
ĝf1(σ)f2(σ). (2.15)

For 1-forms ω1, ω2, the diffeomorphism invariant inner product is then

⟨ω1 | ω2⟩ =
∫
Σ̂
d2σ
√
ĝĝαβ(σ)ωα(σ)ωβ(σ). (2.16)

Using these inner products, a natural adjoint operator d̂† can then be constructed. This can

then be used to define the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the algebra of functions and extended

linearly to the Hodge-Laplacian on the exterior algebra
∧
T ∗Σ. In general, the Laplacian is

defined by

∆̂ = d̂† d̂+ d̂ d̂†. (2.17)

In local coordinates, the Laplace-Beltrami operator takes the form

∆̂f =
1√
ĝ
∂i

(√
ĝ ĝij∂jf

)
. (2.18)

In the case of a flat Riemann surface, the Laplace- Beltrami operator reduces down to

∆̂f = 4∂z∂z̄f. (2.19)
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Before we try to investigate what a tropical Dirac equation looks like, we would like to

investigate what sort of structure a tropical Laplacian has. Then, we would like to see if this

structure can be written as the square of a traditional operator or if one needs to refine what

one means by a Clifford algebra for tropical geometries such that tropical Laplacians admit

a square root.

The subtropical deformation of the Laplace-Beltrami operator (2.19) takes the following

form

∆̂f = e−
2r
ℏ
[
ℏ2∂2rf + ∂2θf

]
. (2.20)

In the asymptotic limit ℏ → 0, this reduces down to

∆f = e−
2r
ℏ ∂2θf. (2.21)

In order to extract a finite differential operator, we can regulate this limit by rescaling the

original Laplacian such that the tropical Laplacian is defined as

∆ = lim
ℏ→0

e
2r
ℏ ∆̂ = ∂2θ . (2.22)

This rescaling can be motivated by the fact that the volume form dz ∧ dz̄ on a Riemann

surface picks up an additional factor of e
2r
ℏ upon Maslov dequantization (cf. (2.3)).

A natural guess for the square root of the operator (2.22) is simply ∂θ. However, this is

in conflict with the usual construction of the Dirac operator being generated by a Clifford

deformation of the exterior algebra, which should know about all directions on the manifold.

We present the correct construction in the next section §3 and find that the Dirac operator

still takes the following form in the adapted coordinates

/D = γr∂r + γθ∂θ. (2.23)

Here, the tropical Clifford elements γr, γθ satisfy a different algebraic structure in contrast to

the standard case where we have a non-degenerate Clifford algebra.

Tropical harmonic functions are then defined as ∆f = 0; the local solutions have the

form

f(r, θ) = f0(r) + θf1(r), (2.24)

with arbitrary, smooth, and projectable functions f0(r) and f1(r). Imposing the periodicity

of θ ∼ θ + 2π forces f1(r) to vanish, hence, we do not seem to recover a non-trivial tropical

curve.

Alternatively, we may deform an arbitrary smooth test function f(r, θ) in a well-chosen

manner. Since this is a singular limit, many inequivalent limits can be taken by choosing how

one deforms the algebra of smooth functions. In [1], it was shown that allowing the following

deformation of the algebra of functions,

f = exp

(
F (r, θ)

ℏ
+ iΘ(r, θ)

)
, (2.25)
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leads to interesting results. For example, in the case of topological sigma models, deforming

the fields in this particular way yields an alternative calculation for Gromov-Witten invariants.

In this case, we end up with the following expression

∆̂f

f
= e−

2r
ℏ

[
(∂rF )

2 − (∂θΘ)2 +
1

ℏ2
(∂θF )

2 − ℏ2 (∂rΘ)2 + ℏ∂2rF +
1

ℏ
∂2θF

]
+ ie−

2r
ℏ

[
2ℏ∂rF∂rΘ+

2∂θF∂θΘ

ℏ
+ ℏ2∂2rΘ+ ∂2θΘ

]
.

(2.26)

After a multiplicative rescaling, taking the naive limit suggests that

∆̄f = lim
ℏ→0

e
2r
ℏ
∆̂f

f
= (∂θF )

2 + i(2∂θF∂θΘ). (2.27)

This limit doesn’t yield any useful differential operator but it provides a hint as to what class

of functions we should consider. In particular, if we restrict to projectable radial functions

i.e., ∂θF = 0, we can take an alternative sensible limit. Thus, the subtropical Laplacian

becomes
∆̂f

f
= e−

2r
ℏ

[
(∂rF )

2 − (∂θΘ)2 − ℏ2 (∂rΘ)2 + ℏ∂2rF
]

+ ie−
2r
ℏ
[
2ℏ∂rF∂rΘ+ ℏ2∂2rΘ+ ∂2θΘ

]
.

(2.28)

We can extract a convergent expression by defining an alternative tropical Laplacian ∆̃, c.f.

(2.22), as follows

∆̃f = lim
ℏ→0

e
2r
ℏ
∆̂f

f
=
[
(∂rF )

2 − (∂θΘ)2
]
+ i
[
∂2θΘ

]
. (2.29)

In the tropical limit, we recover an analytically continued Jacobi-Hamilton equation with

an additional constraint. Unlike the first definition for tropical Laplacian ∆ (2.27) that we

proposed, this definition for a tropical Laplacian ∆̃ is nonlinear, and hence constructing a

Dirac operator for it appears to be more difficult. Tilde tropical harmonic functions are then

defined as projectable functions that satisfy real and imaginary part of (2.29)

(∂rF )
2 − (∂θΘ)2 = 0,

∂2θΘ = 0.
(2.30)

Solving these equations, it can be shown that tilde tropical harmonic functions are now locally

characterized by affine curves

Θ(r, θ) = Θ0(r) + θΘ1(r),

F (r) = F0 +

∫ r

0
dr̃Θ1(r̃),

(2.31)

with F0 being a constant.
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Recall that the coordinate θ and the tropical phase function Θ are both defined up to a

2π periodicity. This gives us the final expression for tilde tropical harmonic functions

Θ(r, θ) = Θ0(r) + nθ,

F (r) = F0 + nr.
(2.32)

In these equations, n is an integer that can be interpreted as the winding number associated

to the periodicity of Θ. We now see that for this definition of tropical harmonic functions,

the tilde tropical harmonic functions are locally characterized by affine curves on a foliated

Riemann surface whose tropical phase function is a genuine tropical curve i.e., affine curves

with integer valued coefficients up to a θ dependent shift. Comparing both proposed defini-

tions for the tropical Laplacian suggests that we can either have a simple linear differential

operator ∆ (2.22) with trivial tropical curves, which admits a tropical Dirac operator D, or

have a complicated nonlinear differential operator ∆̃ (2.29) that leads to non-trivial tropical

curves whose tropical Dirac operator is not obvious. For the rest of this paper, we focus on

∆ since the construction of its square root is straightforward.

We want to emphasize that the Maslov dequantization procedure makes sense for odd-

dimensional geometries as well and hence be used to construct generalized tropical geometries

in terms of foliated manifolds. We outline how to do this for the simplest setting in the next

section.

3. Tropical Spin Geometry

It is well known that the topology of a space can bring additional constraints and obstructions

in the construction of Dirac operators. We temporarily avoid this issue by trying to construct

local Dirac operators on a 3-dimensional Euclidean space. Hence, we extend our Riemann

surface Σ̂ to a 3-dimensional manifold N̂ which can be decomposed as a trivial product

Σ̂ × R. For simplicity, we start with the case of a flat Riemann surface. We place local

coordinates (x, y, τ) on N̂ and equip it with a Euclidean metric tensor whose line element is

d̂s2 = dx2 + dy2 + dτ2. Switching (x, y) to complex coordinates (z, z̄) on Σ, performing the

subtropical deformation on Σ, and also performing an anisotropic Weyl scaling in the sense

of [1] so that (z, z̄) coordinates has the same scaling as the τ coordinate, the line element now

takes the form

d̂s2 =

(
dr2

ℏ2
+ dθ2 + dτ2

)
. (3.1)

The corresponding subtropical Laplace-Beltrami operator is then

∆̂ =

(
ℏ2

∂2

∂r2
+

∂2

∂θ2
+

∂2

∂τ2

)
. (3.2)

Rescaling this as in section §2, we obtain a convergent limit that gives the tropical Laplace-

Beltrami operator on a foliated geometry N

∆ =
∂2

∂θ2
+

∂2

∂τ2
. (3.3)
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The tropical inverse metric tensor h can be constructed by either taking the direct limit of the

inverse metric tensor under this Maslov dequantization or by noticing the tropical Laplacian

whilst knowing that it still acts on a three-dimensional space parametrized by (r, θ, τ). After

a multiplicative renormalization to get rid of the divergent factor, one obtains

h
.
=

 0 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 1

 . (3.4)

The tropical metric tensor is also found to be

g
.
=

 1 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

 . (3.5)

Like in the case of tropicalized Riemann surfaces, they still satisfy the mutual invisibility law

gh = hg = 0.

We now construct a square root of the tropical Laplacian by performing the same histor-

ical ansatz that Dirac made [20]

/D = a
∂

∂r
+ b

∂

∂θ
+ c

∂

∂τ
. (3.6)

Here a, b, and c are undetermined algebraic objects whose algebraic relations are determined

by imposing the condition /D
2
= ∆. Computing this square gives the following algebra

{a, b} = 0, {b, c} = 0, {c, a} = 0,

a2 = 0, b2 = 1, c2 = 1,
(3.7)

where, the anticommutator is {a, b} = ab + ba. One can organize these in terms of tropical

Clifford elements γI = (a, b, c) and equivalently write down this algebra as{
γI , γJ

}
= hIJ . (3.8)

We identify this as a degenerate Clifford algebra Cl(0, 2, 1), denoting that the signature

associated with the quadratic form that generates the Clifford algebra has two positive non-

degenerate directions and one null degenerate direction.

We can construct a matrix representation for this degenerate tropical Clifford algebra

by noticing that it contains two subalgebras. The first is a real nondegenerate 4-dimensional

Clifford algebra B which is generated by (1, b, c, bc). This algebra can be identified with the

split quaternions. We now add a nilpotent generator a which tells us that the tropical Clifford

algebra is an 8-dimensional algebra A that decomposes as

A = B ⊕ aB. (3.9)
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This is reminiscent of the dual split quaternions where one adds a generator that lies in the

center of the subalgebra B. Instead, the nilpotent generator anticommutes with everything

in B. We want to have an explicit matrix representation for the tropical Dirac operator. In

order to find a minimal, irreducible, and faithful representation of the 8-dimensional tropical

Clifford algebra, one can analyze the representation theory associated to the subalgebras. One

finds that the minimum dimension of the representation over R is 4, preserving the dimension

of the associated tropical spinor module. In this case, an explicit matrix realization is as

follows. For the nilpotent tropical Clifford element, we have

a =

(
02 E

−E 02

)
=


0 0 0 1

0 0 0 0

0 −1 0 0

0 0 0 0

 , with E =

(
0 1

0 0

)
. (3.10)

For the other two Clifford elements, we have

b =

(
I2 0

0 −I2

)
=


1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 −1 0

0 0 0 −1

 , c =

(
0 I2
I2 0

)
=


0 0 1 0

0 0 0 1

1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

 . (3.11)

We denote the 2x2 identity matrix as I2. We call this representation, the purely real repre-

sentation.

The corresponding tropical Dirac operator is then

/D =


∂θ 0 ∂τ ∂r
0 ∂θ 0 ∂τ
∂τ −∂r −∂θ 0

0 ∂τ 0 −∂θ

 . (3.12)

As a check, we compute it’s square and show that indeed it reproduces the tropical Laplace-

Beltrami operator

/D
2
=


∂2θ + ∂2τ 0 0 0

0 ∂2θ + ∂2τ 0 0

0 0 ∂2θ + ∂2τ 0

0 0 0 ∂2θ + ∂2τ

 . (3.13)

Interestingly, the tropical Dirac operator is sensitive to the radial direction unlike the tropical

Laplace-Beltrami operator since it explicitly contains ∂r operators (cf. (3.3)).

One could pose the question of whether there is a complex representation of the de-

generate Clifford algebra that allows us to work with smaller matrices than the 4x4 real

representation we have constructed above. For our particular algebra, this turns out to be

impossible. However, since we have a degenerate Clifford algebra, we have the additional
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option of working in the exterior algebra of the complex numbers
∧
(C). To see this, we

define the complex linear combinations for the subalgebra B

β =
1√
2
(b+ ic), β† =

1√
2
(b− ic). (3.14)

A short calculation then shows

β2 =
(
β†
)2

= 0,
{
β, β†

}
= ββ† + β†β = b2 + c2 = 2. (3.15)

Hence, we can use the well-known fermionic oscillator matrix representation to write

β =

(
0
√
2

0 0

)
, β† =

(
0 0√
2 0

)
. (3.16)

Inverting these to re-obtain the generators b, c, we get

b =
1√
2

(
β + β†

)
=

1√
2

(
0

√
2√

2 0

)
=

(
0 1

1 0

)
,

c =
−i√
2

(
β − β†

)
=

−i√
2

(
0

√
2

−
√
2 0

)
=

(
0 −i
i 0

)
.

(3.17)

We introduce a real Grassmann odd generator ϵ, such that ϵ2 = 0, that allows us to represent

the nilpotent generator a as

a = ϵ

(
1 0

0 −1

)
. (3.18)

Notice that the matrix representations are just the conventional Pauli matrices up to a phase

and a Grassmann parameter. We interpret the addition of ϵ as supersymmetrizing the spinor

bundle. However we do not have a supergeometry in the conventional sense since we do

not supersymmetrize the foliated 3-manifold N . In particular, we do not have superspace

derivatives. We call this reduced matrix representation, the supersymmetric-complexified

representation. The tropical Dirac operator then takes the form

/D =

(
ϵ∂r ∂θ − i∂τ
∂θ + i∂τ −ϵ∂r

)
. (3.19)

Indeed, this squares to the tropical Laplace-Beltrami operator acting on a complexified trop-

ical spinor space.

/D
2
=

(
∂2θ + ∂2τ 0

0 ∂2θ + ∂2τ

)
. (3.20)

In correspondence with the fact that our method of tropicalization allows us to represent a

real algebraic variety as a foliated complex geometry, it seems that our tropicalization forces us

to work with real Clifford algebras if we want to avoid the introduction of Grassmann numbers
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to represent the nilpotent generators. In the following table, we contrast the dimension of

the conventional spin space Ŝ over a manifold N̂ to it’s tropical counterpart S.

dim N̂ dimC Ŝ dimR S

1 1 ∗
2 2 ∗
3 2 4

4 4 ∗
5 4 ∗
6 8 ∗
7 8 ∗
8 16 ∗
9 16 ∗
10 32 ∗

(3.21)

From the table, we see that it is not that the dimension of our original matrix representations

in our 3-dimensional example has increased, but instead we had originally worked strictly

over the reals.

Before we further investigate the properties of the tropical Dirac operatorD, we study the

arctic limit of the original Dirac operator and discuss what types of algebras arise. Performing

the same arguments as before, one finds that the arctic Laplace-Beltrami operator is now

⋆
∆ ϕ =

∂2ϕ

∂r2
. (3.22)

We use a star to denote arctic geometric objects. The arctic Clifford algebra now takes the

following form
{a, b} = 0, {b, c} = 0, {c, a} = 0,

a2 = 1, b2 = 0, c2 = 0.
(3.23)

Organizing the arctic Clifford elements via the identification γI = (a, b, c), we obtain

{
γI , γJ

}
=
⋆
h
IJ .
=

 1 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

 . (3.24)

As a check, one can show that in the arctic limit, one obtains the above matrix representation

for the arctic inverse metric tensor.

From our previous discussion, we can now identify the arctic Clifford algebra as Cl(0, 1, 2),

denoting that we still have one nondegenerate positive direction but now two null directions

associated with the two nilpotent generators b, c. By the same arguments, one can construct

a minimal dimensional representation of this algebra as

a =


1 0 0 0

0 −1 0 0

0 0 −1 0

0 0 0 1

 , b =


0 0 0 0

1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 1 0

 , c =


0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

1 0 0 0

0 −1 0 0

 . (3.25)
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The arctic Dirac operator
⋆

/D then takes the form

⋆

/D=


∂r 0 0 0

∂θ −∂r 0 0

∂τ 0 −∂r 0

0 −∂τ ∂θ ∂r

 . (3.26)

One can check that indeed, the square of the arctic Dirac operator gives the arctic Laplace-

Beltrami operator
⋆
∆ (3.22)

⋆

/D
2

=


∂2r 0 0 0

0 ∂2r 0 0

0 0 ∂2r 0

0 0 0 ∂2r

 . (3.27)

If one wishes to reduce down the dimension of the matrix representation chosen, we are

once again allowed to introduce Grassmann numbers to represent the nilpotent generators b, c.

One might expect that we have an extended supersymmetry in this case i.e., one Grassmann

odd generator per collapsed direction. However, the degenerate Clifford algebra forces us to

work with a single Grassmann number ϵ, in order to satisfy the anticommutativity relation

between the two nilpotent generators. The explicit representations are

a =

(
1 0

0 −1

)
, b =

(
0 ϵ

0 0

)
, c =

(
0 0

ϵ 0

)
. (3.28)

The arctic Dirac equation is then

⋆

/D=

[
∂r ϵ∂θ
ϵ∂τ −∂r

]
. (3.29)

Notice that this representation does not introduce a complex number. We call this a super-

symmetric real representation of the degenerate Clifford algebra.

4. Applications of Tropical Dirac Operators

In this section, we investigate the solutions associated to the tropical Dirac equation for the

supersymmetric-complexified representation. We then twist these tropical Dirac operators

by a vector bundle to derive the tropical analog of the well-known Lichnerowicz identity.

We find that this defines the appropriate notion of tropical Yang-Mills curvature. Using the

representations of the previous section, we write down a simple tropical spinor Lagrangian

and write down the essential elements required to canonically quantize the theory and/or

build its path integral formulation.

We define the tropical spinor space as the representation space that the tropical Clifford

algebra acts on. An element of this representation space is what we call a tropical or arctic
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spinor, depending on the limit we took. We begin by naturally defining the massless tropical

Dirac equation as

/DΨ = 0. (4.1)

Here, Ψ is a tropical spinor and /D is the tropical Dirac operator given by (3.19).

We begin by working in the supersymmetric-complexified representation. Consequently,

tropical spinors ψ are represented by a doublet of complex spinors that has a decomposition

into a Grassmann degree 0 and a Grassmann degree 1 component.

Ψ =

(
ψ1

ψ2

)
+ ϵ

(
Φ1

Φ2

)
. (4.2)

Both ψα and Φα further decompose into real and imaginary parts. The massless tropical

Dirac equation is then

(∂θ − i∂τ )ψ2 + ϵ (∂rψ1 + (∂θ − i∂τ ) Φ2) = 0,

(∂θ + i∂τ )ψ1 + ϵ ((∂θ + i∂τ ) Φ1 − ∂rψ2) = 0.
(4.3)

By the linear independence of the Grassmann number ϵ, these can be further decomposed as

(∂θ + i∂τ )ψ1 = 0,

(∂θ − i∂τ )ψ2 = 0,

∂rψ1 + (∂θ − i∂τ ) Φ2 = 0,

(∂θ + i∂τ ) Φ1 − ∂rψ2 = 0.

(4.4)

The solutions to the massless tropical spinor equation can be probed by first solving the

standard Dolbeault-Dirac equations in (r, θ) for ψα. Once these solutions are constructed,

they can be used as a forcing function for the equations that evolve Φα. The leftover equations

are then of the form
(∂θ − i∂τ ) Φ2 = −∂rψ1,

(∂θ + i∂τ ) Φ1 = ∂rψ2,
(4.5)

which can then be solved by the Greens functions associated to the standard Dolbeault-

Dirac operator along the (θ, τ) directions. This demonstrates that the additional spinor fields

(Φ1,Φ2) are determined by the spinor fields (ψ1, ψ2). These equations are suggestive of an

additional gauge symmetry. In fact, one can directly see that the equations of motion for

the spinor Φα, admit a gauged shift symmetry where they are deformable by any arbitrary

function of the radial direction α(r).

In order to construct a tropical Dirac Lagrangian, we define a formal Dirac conjugate as

Ψ† =
(
ψ†
1 − ϵΦ†

1, ψ
†
2 − ϵΦ†

2

)
. (4.6)

The dagger refers to the complex conjugation of complex numbers. We define the conjugation

of the Grassmann number q in this way, since the real-valued norm of a Grassmann number

can be canonically defined as

∥q∥2 = (x− ϵy)(x+ ϵy) = x2. (4.7)
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The upshot of this is that we introduce a new global symmetry for our Lagrangians by

performing a rotation with a Grassmann number with a real symmetry parameter

Ω

. As an

example, consider a Grassmann number valued real scalar ϕ that has been transformed by

this nilpotent symmetry transformation

ϕ′ = e

Ω

ϵϕ = (1 +

Ω

ϵ)ϕ = ϕ+

Ω

ϵϕ (4.8)

Under this symmetry transform, the norm of a Grassmann number remains invariant∥∥ϕ′∥∥2 = (ϕ−

Ω

ϵϕ)(ϕ+

Ω

ϵϕ) = ∥ϕ∥2. (4.9)

We call this global symmetry, the bucket symmetry. The corresponding Lagrangian density

is

L = Ψ† /DΨ (4.10)

Now, we proceed with a Dirac-Bergmann canonical quantization of the massless tropical Dirac

Lagrangian. The Lagrangian density reduces down to

L = ψ†
1 ((∂θ − i∂τ )ψ2 + ϵ (∂rψ1 + (∂θ − i∂τ ) Φ2))− ϵΦ†

1 (∂θ − i∂τ )ψ2 (4.11)

+ ψ†
2 ((∂θ + i∂τ )ψ1 + ϵ ((∂θ + i∂τ ) Φ1 − ∂rψ2))− ϵΦ†

2 (∂θ + i∂τ )ψ1.

The conjugate momenta for the spinor components (ψ1, ψ2,Φ1,Φ2) are

Πψ1 = iψ†
2 − iϵΦ†

2, ΠΦ1 = iϵψ†
2, (4.12)

Πψ2 = −iψ†
1 + iϵΦ†

1, ΠΦ2 = −iϵψ†
1, (4.13)

while the conjugate momenta of the components (ψ†
1, ψ

†
2,Φ

†
1,Φ

†
2) are

Π
ψ†
1
= Π

ψ†
2
= Π

Φ†
1
= Π

Φ†
2
= 0. (4.14)

Therefore, we have eight primary constraints that do not lead to any further constraints. To

proceed with the quantization, we need to classify the class of constraints that we have. One

can check that the matrix of constraints vanishes due to the Grassmann number ϵ and, hence,

we can expect that some of constraints are first class. We treat Poisson brackets of constraints

whose ϵ independent part vanishes as first class. These first class constraints generate gauge

symmetries

δΦ1 = αΦ1 , δΦ2 = αΦ2 , δΦ†
1 = α

Φ†
1
, δΦ†

2 = α
Φ†

2
, (4.15)

and second class constraints modify the standard Dirac bracket. We remove the first class

constraints by performing gauge fixing where we set the additional spinor fields to vanish

Φ1 = Φ2 = Φ†
1 = Φ†

2 = 0. (4.16)

One can check that this gauge fixing condition is consistent. In particular, their standard

Dirac brackets with the first class constraints does not vanish. Once we impose the gauge
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fixing conditions, we can canonically quantize using the modified Dirac bracket. We impose

the canonical anti-commutation relations on the leftover fields

{ψ1,Πψ1} = {ψ2,Πψ2} = i. (4.17)

We denote the constraints as

χ1 = Πψ1 − iψ†
2 ≈ 0, χ3 = Π

ψ†
1
≈ 0, (4.18)

χ2 = Πψ2 + iψ†
1 ≈ 0, χ4 = Π

ψ†
2
≈ 0, (4.19)

together with 4 gauge fixing conditions that set (4.16). The modified Dirac brackets is then

{ψi, ψ†
j}D = {ψi, ψ†

j} − {ψi, χk}Ckl{χl, ψ†
j}, (4.20)

where C is the inverse of the constraints matrix after gauge fixing. In particular, we notice

that

{ψ1, ψ
†
1}D = −{ψ2, ψ

†
2}D = 1, (4.21)

with all other anti-commutators vanishing. In order to construct the full Hilbert space,

we need to have explicit solutions for the tropical Dirac equation that obey the matching

conditions of tropical graphs. We leave this for future work in an upcoming paper [21].

In the case where Φα vanishes, as in (4.16), these have a simple interpretation. Our

tropical spinor fields must be constant and transverse to the leaves of the foliation. In the

context of tropical graphs, this means that they must have a frozen radial value until they

reach the vertex point where the additional matching conditions must be imposed. The origin

of this condition comes from the nilpotent generator a. The other two equations of motion

are the standard Dolbeault-Dirac operators.

Now, we twist our tropical Dirac operator by a vector bundle E defined over N . In order

to do so, we apply the minimal coupling prescription. Associated to a U(1) gauge symmetry

group generated by α(r, θ, τ), our twisted tropical spinors transform as

Ψ′(r, θ, τ) = eiα(r,θ,τ)Ψ(r, θ, τ). (4.22)

This introduces a gauge field A on the foliated manifold N , which defines the twisted tropical

Dirac operator
/D
A
= γIDA

I

= γI (∂I +AI)

= a (∂r +Ar) + γi (∂i +Ai) ,

(4.23)

where we use uppercase index to denote directions (r, θ, τ) and the lowercase index to denote

directions (θ, τ). As in (3.18), a is our nilpotent generator associated to a Grassmann number

in the supersymmetric-complexified representation. γi = (b, c) refers to the Clifford elements
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along the (θ, τ) directions. The explicit matrix representation for the twisted tropical Dirac

operator is

/D
A
=

[
ϵ (∂r +Ar) (∂θ − i∂τ ) + (Aθ − iAτ )

(∂θ + i∂τ ) + (Aθ + iAτ ) −ϵ (∂r +Ar) .

]
(4.24)

Using either the matrix representation or the abstract algebraic relations, we can compute

the tropical Lichnerowicz identity(
/D
A
)2

= γIγJ (∂I +AI) (∂J +AJ) . (4.25)

Breaking both pieces into symmetric and antisymmetric components, one finds

( /D
A
)2 = hIJDA

I D
A
J +

1

2

[
γI , γJ

]
(∂IAJ − ∂JAI) (4.26)

= hijDA
i D

A
j +

1

2

[
γI , γJ

]
(∂IAJ − ∂JAI) . (4.27)

Notice that the symmetric portion reduces down to the tropical inverse metric tensor and,

hence, we only pick out derivatives along the (θ, τ) directions. The upshot of the Lichnerowicz

identity is that it tells us how a tropical Yang-Mills curvature should appear. As usual, we

define the components of the tropical Yang-Mills curvature as

FIJ = ∂IAJ − ∂JAI . (4.28)

The antisymmetric contribution can be simplified further by using the Grassmann-complexified

matrix representations. The relevant commutators evaluate to

[a, b] = ab− ba = 2iϵ

(
0 −i
i 0

)
,

[a, c] = ac− ca = −2iϵ

(
0 1

1 0

)
,

[b, c] = bc− cb = 2i

(
1 0

0 −1

)
.

(4.29)

The tropical Lichnerowicz identity then takes the form

( /D
A
)2 =

[
(∂i +Ai)

2 + iFθτ ϵFrθ − iϵFrτ
−ϵFrθ − iϵFrτ (∂i +Ai)

2 − iFθτ

]
. (4.30)

Notice that the curvature terms that are related to the foliation direction r come along with a

Grassmann odd element ϵ. This will be an essential observation in calculating path integrals

associated to these tropical Dirac operators.

A simple U(1) gauge invariant Lagrangian density can then be written down as

L = Ψ† /D
A
Ψ. (4.31)
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We can expand this into components to obtain a Lagrangian density that decomposes into a

Grassmann degree zero term L0 and a Grassmann degree one term L1

L0 = ψ†
1 ((∂θ − i∂τ ) + (Aθ − iAτ ))ψ2 + ψ†

2 ((∂θ + i∂τ ) + (Aθ + iAτ ))ψ1. (4.32)

Notice that the Grassmann degree zero component is just the standard Dirac-Dolbeault La-

grangian density along the (θ, τ) directions. The Grassmann degree one term is

L1 = ϵ
[
ψ†
1 (∂r +Ar)ψ1 − ψ†

2 (∂r +Ar)ψ2 (4.33)

− Φ†
2 ((∂θ + i∂τ ) + (Aθ + iAτ ))ψ1 + ψ†

1 ((∂θ − i∂τ ) + (Aθ − iAτ )) Φ2

+ ψ†
2 ((∂θ + i∂τ ) + (Aθ + iAτ )) Φ1 − Φ†

1 ((∂θ + i∂τ ) + (Aθ + iAτ ))ψ2

]
.

5. Tropical Localization and Eta Invariants

The introduction of the Grassmann number into the tropical spinor bundle is not clear at this

moment. The path integral is now Grassmann number valued and the immediate question

is how can one recover a complex-valued amplitude from such a path integral? As a zero-

dimensional schematic, we expect our path integrals to be formally evaluated as follows∫
dϵe−S0−ϵS1 =

∫
dϵe−S0 (1− ϵS1) = −e−S0S1. (5.1)

This is reminiscent to how full-fledged supersymmetric localization [22, 23] occurs in zero-

dimensional supersymmetric path integrals. However, in our case, we do not have superge-

ometry that extends the foliated manifold. Instead, we have a supersymmetry strictly on the

spinor bundle. If we were to couple these tropical spinors to any other field, the other fields

need not satisfy any additional supersymmetry. We show how one can utilize this additional

fermionic localization to perform path integral calculations in [8]. Consequently, it appears

that we have an example of localization where all our fields are strictly fermionic. In fact, one

can trace this localization back to an additional topological fermionic symmetry that localizes

the appropriate integrals. In order to make the distinction from standard supersymmetric

localization, we call this new class of localizations, tropical localization and it’s arctic cousin,

arctic localization.

One potential interesting application for these new classes of localizations is given by

the arctic localization. Consider the case of an infinitely long cylindrical surface Σ̂. In the

arctic limit, the leaves of the foliation run along the radial direction, effectively collapsing

this direction and leaving behind a circle S1. Intuitively, this allows us to probe how the

Dirac operator behaves asymptotically at infinite radius. The question of how the Dirac

operator behaves on noncompact manifolds has been studied before in the context of the

Atiyah-Patodi-Singer index theorem [24] where one is interested in extensions of the Atiyah-

Singer index theorem to the case of a manifold with boundaries. The APS index theorem

has been used to probe condensed matter physics on the surface of materials in topological

phases [25], and as well in the analysis of anomaly inflow [26].
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As explained in [27], one is generically able to construct rigorous proofs of the APS

index theorem by either directly dealing with the boundary, or by extending the manifold

to a noncompact setting where the boundary is described by an infinite cylinder. In this

asymptotic limit, the geometry transverse to the radial direction is what gives rise to a

spectral invariant associated to a self-adjoint operator A known as the eta invariant which

can be defined by a regularization

ηA(s) =
∑
λ ̸=0

sign(λ)

|λ|s
=

1

Γ
(
s+1
2

) ∫ ∞

0
t
s−1
2 Tr

(
Ae−tA

2
)
dt, (5.2)

such that the eta invariant is given by ηA(0). The eta invariant measures the spectral asym-

metry between the eigenvalues λ of the self-adjoint operator A by counting the difference of

the number of positive eigenvalues and the number of negative eigenvalues. For the case of a

foliated geometry given by the arctic limit, we can expect that the path integral is effectively

given by the eta invariant. We will leave this as an open question.

6. Conclusions and Outlook

In this paper, we constructed a tropical Laplacian and it’s associated tropical Dirac opera-

tor through the Maslov dequantization procedure. Interestingly, one finds that examples of

degenerated Laplacians have been investigated in a lesser known area of geometric analysis

known as nonholonomic Riemannian geometry/ sub-Riemannian geometry [28]. Our tropical

Laplacian corresponds to a hypo-elliptic differential operator [29] known as the sub-Laplacian

whose degenerated heat kernel can be explicitly calculated via stochastic analysis [30].

We also found an alternative tropical limit of the Laplacian which was non-linear in

nature but yielded non-trivial tropical curves. It would be interesting to explore whether

this differential operator nonetheless admits a square root despite its nonlinearity and also to

investigate what sort of novel algebraic structures could appear. If such a nonlinear square

root exists, in order to not get confused with the tropical spinors introduced in this paper,

we call the corresponding nonlinear spinoral objects, spinolinears.

We investigated the tropical Dirac operator in the flat 3-dimensional case in order to more

explicitly see what new structures appear. The tropical Clifford algebra was obtained in two

distinct ways; the first by constructing an explicit square root of the tropical Laplacian, and

the second by taking the direct tropical limit of the Clifford algebra. Both methods led to a

degenerate Clifford algebra which contains nilpotent generators associated to the tropicalized

directions. The representation space of the degenerate Clifford algebra defined the tropical

spinors. We showed that there exists another limit associated to the ℏ → ∞ limit that leads

to the notion of arctic spinors. In trying to construct complex representations of the tropical

Clifford algebra, one is forced to introduce a Grassmann number that supersymmetrizes the

spinor bundle. One could in principle study further properties of these degenerate tropical

Clifford algebras and see if there are analogous concepts that can be defined such as tropical

chirality and the analogs of different spinor conditions like the Majorana condition.
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The Grassmann number naively doubles the number of fields that are present in the

theory since spinors now become Grassmann number-valued. However, upon implementing

Dirac-Bergmann’s quantization procedure on a simple tropical Dirac Lagrangian, we find that

we have a combination of first and second class constraints that allows us to eliminate these

fields and show that the original spinors are constant transverse to the leaves of the foliation.

In addition to this, we find that our tropical Dirac Lagrangian enjoys a new global nilpotent

symmetry generated by the Grassmann number that we call the bucket symmetry. It would

be interesting to see if this bucket symmetry can be gauged and then coupled to any conserved

symmetry charges that it generates.

Although we have worked in the zero curvature case for simplicity, an immediate exten-

sion of these story can be constructed by trying to generalize this for specific Riemannian

geometries that can be deformed in a similar way. In order to do this, one first needs to

learn how to properly deal with Riemann curvature terms in the tropical limit. We provide

a solution to this issue in [8].

In particular, one would like to push the Maslov dequantization that works in symplectic

geometry case [31, 32] to the odd-dimensional case associated to contact geometries and the

higher order Jordan structures predicted in [1]. In order to extract potentially useful invariants

of the aforementioned geometries, one needs to figure out how to properly supersymmetrize

these degenerate field theories in order to construct the tropical analog of topological field

theories in the target space.

We have shown that we can minimally couple these tropical spinors to gauge fields, and

by the Lichnerowicz identity, we identify how a tropical notion of Yang-Mills curvature should

arrive. In particular, the curvature terms along the foliation come with a nilpotent factor

of the Grassmann number. Finally, we discussed how this additional supersymmetry that

appears in the spinor bundle can potentially be used to localize calculations in these tropical

path integrals. We will present the complete details of this path integral in an upcoming

paper on the path integral quantization of the tropical Dirac equation [8, 21]. Although,

we have primarily investigated the tropical limit in this paper, the arctic limit is a distinct

limit since the original foliation direction is swapped with the direction that parametrizes the

leaves of the foliation. It would be interesting to repeat the constructions in this paper for

the arctic limit and investigate whether or not there are any novelties for the arctic theory

or dualities between the tropical and arctic theories.
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