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Chapter 1

Introduction

The interplay between theoretical physics and algebra is a basic feature of science of today. Maybe
the most important tool of this interplay is the symmetries, which on one hand play a crucial role
in theoretical physics models and on the other hand, from the mathematical point of view, are
described by different types of algebraic structures (amongst which of course the most frequently
used are Lie algebras and then, in extended frameworks, Lie superalgebras).

Symmetries, by their beauty, simplicity and harmony become almost an obsession for the human
scientific spirit and its thirst of knowledge. Indeed, the concept of symmetry evolved since the
ancient Greeks ! (which were considering the circles and spheres as nature’s perfect symmetries)
until the symmetries of the Standard Model of particle physics and beyond. In fundamental physics
of today, one can state as a principle the fact that symmetry dictates dynamics. Indeed, once one
has the algebraic structure which groups the requested symmetries, irreducible representations are
to be looked for. These give rise to multiplets with whom one can construct invariant Lagrangians,
the fundamental notion of field theory. Once the Lagrangians are obtained, the equations of motion
show the dynamics of the fields of the model.

In the framework of the Standard Model, the symmetries of nature are divided into two dis-
tinct categories, the symmetries of space-time (the rotations, Lorentz boosts and translations, all
grouped by the Poincaré algebra, see subsection 2.3.2) and internal symmetries, each of them as-
sociated to one fundamental interaction, the strong, weak and electromagnetic interactions, thus
by phenomenological reasons giving the algebra su(3) x su(2) x u(1). Within this framework, the
Coleman-Mandula no-go theorem indicates what are the most general Lie algebras one can use to
group symmetries (see subsection 5.1.2). Nevertheless, from different theoretical and experimental
reasons exposed briefly in subsection 5.1.1, particle physicists need today to look for new physics
beyond the Standard Model. Maybe one of the most appealing candidates for this new physics
is supersymmetry (SUSY). Supersymmetry evades the no-go theorems by using a more general
algebraic structure, Lie superalgebras (see subsection 5.1.2). This interest coming from particle
physics implied the development of the study of superalgebras also from the mathematical point of
view. What basically SUSY does is to extend the Poincaré symmetry by some new generators, the
supercharges Q which close with anticommutation relations.

However, at the present state of art, nothing forbids the possibilities of grouping symmetries in
more exotic algebraic structure. Here we will use Lie algebras of order 3 to do this. We chose a
particular extension of the Poincaré algebra, different of the supersymmetric one and we then show

'The word symmetry has a Greek origin, syn meaning “with” and metron “measure”.



a way to implement it at the level of a field theoretical model.

This thesis is organised as follows. In the next chapter we briefly overview some basic notions
concerning Lie algebras and Lie superalgebras, notions which will prove to be useful for the sequel.
In the third chapter we study what are the finite-dimensional Lie algebras which can be realised in
the Weyl algebra A;. The list of Lie algebras obtained turns to be discrete. Furthermore, we then
analyse in more detail a particular class of realisations of sl(2).

In the fourth chapter we introduce the notion of Lie algebras of order F' and we then focus on
the case F' = 3 for which some non-trivial examples are given. We then set the basis of the study
of deformations for these algebraic structure. Furthermore, an equivalent, binary formulation is
introduced and analysed.

We then pass along to some possible applications to theoretical physics models. After a short
preamble where we recall briefly the state of the art of particle physics today (namely giving a short
glimpse of supersymmetry) we then begin the study of cubic supersymmetry, the field theoretical
model that we try to construct upon a particular Lie algebra of order 3 (algebra extending non-
trivially the Poincaré symmetry). In the rest of chapter 5 we begin this study in four space-time
dimensions. After a recall of the algebra, we will exhibit some irreducible matrix realisations.
Bosonic multiplets are obtained and then a free theoretical model is constructed. Compatibility
with abelian gauge invariance and possibilities of interactions are closely analysed. The last chapter
is dedicated to the generalisation of this model to arbitrary dimensions. We obtain here a symmetry
acting at the level of antisymmetric gauge fields, with whom explicit invariant Lagrangian are
obtained. Finally, a certain number of appendices concerning different calculations useful at different
points of the text are given at the end of this thesis.

If chapters 2 and 5 are some brief overview of existing results on Lie (super)algebras and re-
spectively no-go theorems in particle physics, the rest of this thesis basically presents results of
[1] (chapter 3), |2| (chapter 5), [3] (chapter 6), chapter 4 being the main body of a forthcoming
publication.
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Chapter 2

Lie algebras and Lie superalgebras. A
brief overview

In this chapter, we recall definitions of the mathematical structures that will be needed later on. As
general references, one can consult the books [4] of J. Fuchs and C. Schweigert, |5] of L. Frappat,
A. Sciarrino and P. Sorba and, for a more physical approach, the book [6] of H. Georgi; for a more
mathematical approach one can consult the book |7] of Jacobson.

2.1 Definition of Lie algebras

2.1.1 Definitions

A Lie algebra g over K is a vector space with a bilinear law

[]exg—g
(called Lie bracket or commutator)satisfying
1. [z,z] =0, forall z € g
2. [z, [y, 2]] + v, [z, 2]] + [, [z,y]] =0, for all z,y,z € g (Jacobi identity).

The first property implies the antisymmetry of the Lie bracket: [x,y] = —y, x|, for any z,y € g.

The dimension of a Lie algebra is its dimension considered as a K—vector space. The charac-
teristic of K is different of two. Here we consider K to be R or C.

If the dimension d is finite or countably infinite, one uses the notation 7T to refer to the generators
of the Lie algebra and the equation:

[T, T% = %7, with f® e K (2.1)

defines the scalars f%, called the structure constants of the Lie algebra.
In physics literature, the convention used is

[T°, T = if%T".

Here, when K = R one has fcab € iR; if we are interested in algebras that have unitary representations
(which is the case in physics models), then f% € R. The reason for picking this convention is that,
in quantum mechanics, the commutators of two self-adjoint operator proves to be anti-self-adjoint.

11



2.1 — Definition of Lie algebras

In this thesis we use the convention (2.1).

If K is the field of real numbers R, we speak of a real Lie algebra and if K is the field of complex
numbers C, we speak of a complex Lie algebra. Here we will be concerned about these two particular
types of algebraic structures.

2.1.2 Examples

i) To any (2, 1) an associative algebra, one can associate a Lie algebra, denoted by gg, as follows

[m,y] = M($7y) - ,u(y,x), V$7y' (22)

More generally, a Lie admissible algebra is a non-associative algebra (the category of non-
associative algebras being larger than the category of associative algebras) for whom p(z,y)—u(y, x)
is a Lie bracket [8]. The study of this class of admissible Lie algebras is of special importance for
hadronic physics.

it) The (first) Weyl algebra A; is the complex unitary associative algebra generated by two generators
P, q subject to the relation

w(p,q) — p(g,p) = 1. (2.3)

A part of this thesis will be devoted to the study of subalgebras of A;.

i11) Angular momentum. In quantum physics one has the usual commutation relations between the
components of angular momentum

[Ji, ;) = el T, 5,k =1,2,3. (2.4)

Considered as a complex Lie algebra, this algebra is isomorphic to sl(2,C) (denoted also sl(2)).
Considering (2.4) as a real Lie algebra, one has the su(2) algebra, which is a real form of s((2),
where

sl(2) ={M e My(C) : Tr M =0}
su(2) = {M € My(C) : Tr M =0, M' = —M}.
The standard basis of s[(2) is given by

(01 o0y (1 0
+~\o o) \1 o)’ \o —-1/)"

We can note that s[(2) admits a non-compact real form s[(2,R). Indeed, the complex change of
basis

Jy=J £ids, Jo=2J3, (2.5)

gives
[‘]07 J:I:] =x2Jy, [J-i-v J—] = Jo

which is a real Lie algebra not isomorphic to su(2).

iv) The infinite-dimensional Heisenberg algebra. It is defined by

[@m, an] = N0ptm,0, With n,m € Z. (2.6)

12



2 — Lie algebras and Lie superalgebras. A brief overview

where (@, )mez 18 a basis of this algebra.
This Lie algebra is obtained when one deals with the second quantisation of a bosonic field. The
Heisenberg’s uncertainty relations underly the canonical commutation relations that will lead to
(2.6), hence the name of Heisenberg algebra.

Let us remark here the difference between the three-dimensional Heisenberg algebra #s3, which
is a Lie algebra defined by

[7Q]:1

and the infinite-dimensional associative algebra A;.

2.1.3 Homomorphisms of Lie algebras

A homomorphism from the Lie algebra g to the Lie algebra § is a linear map ¢ : g — h which
preserves the algebraic structures

[z,y] = o([z,y]) = [¢(x), d(y)], Y,y € g

A bijective homomorphism is called an «somorphism. One of the fundamental goals in Lie algebra
theory is the classification of Lie algebras up to isomorphism.

A homomorphism ¢ : g — g of a Lie algebra to itself is called an endomorphism and a isomor-
phism from a Lie algebra to itself is called an automorphism.

2.2 Structure of Lie algebras

2.2.1 Solvable Lie algebras

For further use, for any subsets g1, gs of a Lie algebra g let us introduce the notation

[91792] =< [x7y] T rEgL,YEPg2 >

which corresponds to the subalgebra of generated by the brackets [z, y].
An abelian Lie algebra is a Lie algebra which satisfies [g, g] = {0}.
The derived algebra g’, is defined as the set:

g =g, 9] (2.7)

i.e. the set of all linear combinations of brackets of elements of g.
By induction one defines the upper central series:

with g®) = g/. If this series ends up with {0}, then one calls g a solvable Lie algebra.
Similarly one defines the lower central series:

96) = (8, 8(i—1)] (2.9)

with gy = g’. If this series up ends with {0}, then one calls g a nilpotent Lie algebra.

One should remark that abelianity implies nilpotency and nilpotency implies solvability. More-
over, the derived algebra of a solvable algebra is nilpotent.

Before ending this subsection, let us also remark that the solvable finite-dimensional Lie algebras
form a continuous family of algebras. Indeed, the set of nilpotent Lie algebras of dimension < 7

13



2.2 — Structure of Lie algebras

is discrete and the set of nilpotent Lie algebras of dimension > 7 is continuous. We will prove in
the next chapter that if one imposes for such a finite-dimensional Lie algebra the condition of being
realisable in the Weyl algebra, only a discrete set fulfils this condition.

For further references of nilpotent Lie algebras, one may consult the book 9] of M. Goze and
Y. Khakimdjanov.

2.2.2 Semi-simple and reductive Lie algebras

A subspace b € g of a Lie algebra g which itself is a Lie algebra with respect to the Lie bracket of
g is a Lie subalgebra of g.

An invariant subalgebra (ideal) is a subalgebra such that the commutator of any of its elements
with any element of g is in the subalgebra.

A proper ideal is an ideal that is neither equal to {0} nor to g itself.

A simple Lie algebra is a non-abelian Lie algebra which contains no proper ideals. A semi-
simple Lie algebra is a direct sum of simple Lie algebras. A reductive Lie algebra is a direct sum of
semi-simple and abelian Lie algebras.

An arbitrary Lie algebra g has a semi-direct sum structure g = s x t, with s a semi-simple Lie
algebra and v a solvable Lie algebra, i.e.

[s,s8] Cs, [s,t] Cr, [r,t] Cr.

The ideal v is the radical of g, i.e. the unique maximal solvable ideal of g. This result is known as
Levi-Malcev’s decomposition theorem.
Let g be a semi-simple Lie algebra. Then a maximal abelian subalgebra h such that, for any
H e,
ad(H) : g — g, ad(H)(z) = [H,z],Vz € g

is diagonalisable, is called a Cartan subalgebra of g.
All Cartan subalgebras are of the same dimension and this integer is called the rank of g'.

The Cartan subalgebra of a semi-simple Lie algebra is not unique. Nevertheless, these Cartan
subalgebra are all related by automorphisms of g.

Let g be a simple complex Lie algebra of dimension n and rank r. Let § be a Cartan subalgebra of
g with basis of generators {H1,..., H,}. One can then complete a basis of g 2 with n —r generators
FE,, such that

[Hi, Eo] = Ay Ea, (2.10)

(i.e. the n — r generators E, are simultaneous eigenvectors of H; with eigenvalues \2).
The r—dimensional vector Ao = (AL, ..., A") is called the (ro0t) vector associated to the generator
E, (for any «). The set of all roots of g is called the root system of g.

As g is spanned by elements satisfying (2.10), one has

g = b ®q g, where go = {2 € g|[H;, 2] = Nz, foralli=1,...,7}.

The miracle of root theory is that, inside the root system there exist a basis of simple roots
Ats..., Ar such that any root A can be written as a linear combination A = 3 _7_; v;\;, with all the
coefficients ~; positive (one then speaks about (positive roots) or negative (one then speaks about

"When one has a physical system for which the infinitesimal symmetries are described by g, the rank of g is the
maximal number of quantum numbers which can be used to label the states of the system.
>This is a consequence of the Cartan theorem, see for example [4] or [5].

14



2 — Lie algebras and Lie superalgebras. A brief overview

negative roots). The simple roots themselves are positive roots which cannot be written as a sum
of positive roots with positive coefficients.

We denote by n, the space of vectors associated to positive roots and by n_ the space of vectors
associated to negative roots. The decomposition (as sum of vector space)

g=n_0Ohdny

is called the Borel decomposition or triangular decomposition (sometimes also called the Cartan
decomposition or the Gauss decomposition).
The subalgebras b = h@®ny are called Borel subalgebras of g; they are maximal solvable subalgebras
of g.

By Cartan theorem, for a simple complex Lie algebra, one has a particular basis which allows
to write the commutation relations in a simplified manner for different types of calculations, the
Cartan-Weyl basis.

2.2.3 On the classification of simple Lie algebras

The finite-dimensional simple complex Lie algebras were classified in the nineteenth century by E.
Cartan: there are four infinite series and in additional five exceptional algebras. The series are:

A =~ slir+1), (r>1)
3

B, =~ sp(2r), (r>3)
C, =~ s0(2r+1), (r>2)
D, = so0(2r) (r>4) (2.11)

where r is the rank of the Lie algebra.
The five additional exceptional algebras are

E67 E77 E87 G27 F4-

They play a special role in today’s theoretical physics (see for example |10, 11]).

There is a similar but more complicated classification of finite-dimensional simple real Lie alge-
bras.

Before ending this subsection, let us also remark that the simple complex finite-dimensional Lie
algebras form a discreet family of algebras. We will prove in the next chapter, that if one imposes
for such a Lie algebra to be realised in the Weyl algebra, only a discrete set of points amongst this
family can fulfil this condition.

2.3 Lie algebras and particle physics

Of crucial interest in nowadays fundamental physics are the real Lie algebras so(1,3) (the Lorentz
algebra), defined by (2.12), and the Poincaré algebra, defined by (2.14). This particular interest
comes from the fact that these Lie algebras regroup the symmetries of 4—dimensional space-time.
The Lorentz algebra groups the generators of rotations and boost; the Poincaré algebra adds the
generators of space-time translations, thus completing the frame of space-time symmetries.

Before this, we define another notion of special importance for the study of Lie algebras, the
Casimir operators.

15



2.3 — Lie algebras and particle physics

Let g be a Lie algebra, g® = @, ,¢%" = @, <®;L:1 g> be the tensor algebra over g and 7

n=0
the ideal of g® generated by [z,y] — (r®y —y®x), where 2,y € g. The universal enveloping algebra
U(g) is the quotient g% /Z.
A Casimir operator C' of a Lie algebra g is an operator constructed the universal enveloping
algebra of g, and which is g—invariant, that is

[C,z] =0Vz e g.

where the bracket in the universal enveloping algebra is defined as [A, B] = AB — BA.
From a physical point of view, the Casimir operators have a special importance because they
allow to endow the particles of some multiplet with general properties as we will see in this section.
Example: the only Casimir operator of the Lie algebra defined by (2.4) is

3
="
i=1

2.3.1 The Lorentz algebra

This Lie algebra is generated by six independent generators L., = —Lnm, (m,n =0,...,3), thus
taken to be Lg1, Loz2, Los, L12, L13, Los, subject to the following commutation relations:

[Lmn7 qu] = nnqum - nqupn + nanmq - nmanqa (212)

where 7,,, = n™" is the metric diag(1,—1,—1,—1). As usual, the metric matrix is used to raise or
lower the indices L™" = n™Pn"4L,, etc. If we define a change of basis

1 .
Ji = §€ijkL]ka
Ki = L0i7 with ’i,j, k= 1, 2, 3,

the commutation relations (2.12) write, in this new basis,

[Ji, Jj] = eijud,
[Ji, K] = ik,
[KZ’,KJ‘] = _Eijkjka with ¢, 5,k = 1,2, 3.
The Casimir operators are
1
Cr = 5 L™ Ly = Tr_K2
1
Co = S Emmpg L™ LM = 27 K. (2.13)

2.3.2 The Poincaré algebra

As already mentioned above, this Lie algebra regroups the symmetries of space-time. Algebraically
speaking, it is the semi-direct sum of the Lorentz algebra so(1,3) and the abelian algebra spanned
by the momenta P, (m = 0,...,3). Thus, the Poincaré algebra is not semi-simple nor even a

16



2 — Lie algebras and Lie superalgebras. A brief overview

reductive Lie algebra. It is generated by ten independent generators: the six Lorentz generators
Ly and the four translation generators P, subject to the following commutation relations

[Lmna Pp] = ninm - nmme
[P, Pa] = 0. (2.14)

A realisation by polynomial coefficients differential operators acting on variables z,, (m = 0,..3),
the space-time coordinates, is given by

Pm = 8ma
Mpypn = TmOpn — TpOm, (2.15)
where we use the standard notations 0, = Bmim and 0" = %.
The Casimir operators are
P = p,pP" (2.16)

1
W? = W, W™, with W™ = 3¢ " P My, (the Pauli-Lubanski vector).

Their eigenvalues are related to the mass and resp. the spin. Thus, if one has such Casimir operators,
then the particles associated to some representation have have the same mass and spin.

2.4 Representations of Lie algebras

2.4.1 Definition

A representation of a Lie algebra g on a vector space V, called the representation space, is a map
R:g— End(V)

which satisfies
R(z) o R(y) — R(y) o R(z) = R([z,y]) Vz,ycg

(o signifying the composition of operators).

If R is injective, then it is called a faithful representation. A representation R is called irreducible
if there are no invariant subspaces of the representation space V except the trivial ones.

When V is a complex (resp. real) vector space, we speak of a complex (respectively real) repre-
sentation.

The dimension of the representation is the dimension of the representation space seen as a vector
space over the base field.

Since R(zx) is a linear application we can represent it by its matrix. Therefore, one can see a
representation as the process of associating to any element of the Lie algebra a matrix, in such a
way that the commutation law of g is reproduced. The dimension of the representation is exactly
the size of the matrices.

The basic example of a representation of a Lie algebra is the adjoint representation given by

x> ad(z), ad(z) : g — g, ad(x)(y) = [z,y],Vy € g. (2.17)

In this example the Lie algebra acts on itself and thus the dimension of the algebra is the same as
the dimension of the representation. However, in general, this is not the case, the dimension of a
representation is different from the dimension of the Lie algebra g.
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2.5 — Contractions and deformations of Lie algebras

An important result in the theory of representations of Lie algebra is the Ado theorem, which
states that any finite-dimensional Lie algebra g over the field K = R or C has a faithful finite-
dimensional representation on some vector space V. However, the dimension of V is not specified.
If dimV = dim g, then the Lie algebra g is called an affine algebra.

2.4.2 Weights and highest weight representations for sl((2)

Among the representations of s[(2), the highest weight representations form a particular interesting
subclass. The main reason for this is that any finite-dimensional representation of a simple Lie
algebra belongs to this subclass.

Let A € N* and V), be the vector space of dimension A + 1 and basis {v_p,v_r42,...,0A}.
We denote here any vector vy by |A >. We define the finite-dimensional irreducible representation
Dy :5l(2) — End(Va) by

DA(Jo)|A >= AJA >, DA(JL)|A >= 10>, DA(J_)|A >=VAA—2>. (2.18)

which will allow us to obtain the action of the generator on any vector vy. The number A is called
the highest weight of the representation space. The number j = % is the spin of the representation
Da3. Up to multiplication with a non-zero number, the vector |A >€ V} is unique; one refers to it
as the highest weight vector of the representation.

One sees that the application of the lowering operator J_ gives another vector, |A—2 >; it also is
a Jy eigenvector, with eigenvalue (or weight), A —2. All other elements of V which are eigenvectors
of Jy can similarly be obtained by applications of the lowering operator J_ on the highest weight
vector |A >. Each application of the generator changes the weight by 2.

As a vector space, Vy is written as the direct sum of one-dimensional vector space spanned by

any vector |A >, VA =@ V), with A= —A,—A+2,...,A.

2.5 Contractions and deformations of Lie algebras

The notions of contractions and deformations of algebras are intimately related, as we will see
in this section for the case of Lie algebras. The physical interest stems from the need to relate,
in a meaningful way, the symmetries of different systems and thus to bring the corresponding
phenomena to a common understanding. In [12], I. E. Segal argued about the notion of contraction
from the viewpoint of physical background: if two theories (like for example relativistic and classical
mechanics) are related by a limiting process, then the associated invariance groups (like the Poincaré
and Galilei groups) should also be related by some limiting process.

From the viewpoint of physical interest the study of deformations is of special importance since
it allows to find all Lie algebras which can be contracted into a given Lie algebra g. Indeed, these
Lie algebras have to be looked for between the deformations of g.

The local study of the variety of Lie algebra multiplication on C" is essentially based here on
the notion of “perturbation” of a given point of this variety.

2.5.1 Contractions

Let {X;: i=1,...,n} be a basis of K" (K = R or C) and consider a Lie algebra multiplication pg
defined by
1o(Xi, X;) = CE Xy,

3is commonly done in the treatment of angular momentum in non-relativistic quantum mechanics
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Let (fn)n>1 be a sequence of automorphisms of K" and define the Lie bracket

:un(Xinj) = f;l(/‘O(fn(Xi% fn(X])))

This multiplication is isomorphic to pg. Note that one may denote this by
fin = fr 0 100 fr X fr.
If, for any couple (X;, X;) the limit lim, 005 (X5, X;) exists, the bracket p defined by
(X, X5) = limyp, o0 fin (X5, X;)

is a Lie algebra bracket called contraction of pg. On the other hand, if n is sufficiently large, one
can consider u, as a deformation of the contracted Lie algebra bracket p.

Let us now give a basic example of Lie algebra contraction which presents physical interest.
(This is actually an example of a Inonii-Wigner contraction.)
Example: Consider the Lie algebra so(3), whose Lie brackets are

(X1, Xo] = X3, [Xo, X3] = X1, [X3,X1] = Xo.
Define now the automorphism of R? given by
Xl = €X1, Xg = €X2, Xg = Xg, (219)

with € # 0. Then, taking the limit € — 0, one obtains the Lie algebra of the Euclidean group F(2)
in two dimensions (one rotation and two translations):

(X1, X0] =0, [X3,X1] = Xo, [X3,X5] = X1.

Other examples of special importance in fundamental physics are the contraction of the de Sitter
algebra s0(1,4) to the Poincaré algebra or the contraction of the Poincaré algebra to the Galilei
algebra.

The general notion of contraction introduced above was particularised in order to suit better
physics issues. The most frequently used in physics literature is the Inonii-Wigner contraction [13].
2.5.2 Inonii-Wigner contractions

Let (fz)eex+ be a one-parameter family of automorphisms of K" of the form

fs :f1+€f2

where fi is singular, fo is regular and € ~ 0.
We assume that, in an appropriate basis of K", f reduces to

L. 0 (V0
fi= (0 0>, fa= (0 1n_r> (2.20)

where rk(f1) = rk(V') = r. Notice that one can often write f under this form; however this is not
always possible.
Let pg be a Lie algebra bracket on K™ and let C’Z-kj be the structure constants of ug in the fixed

basis X; (i = 1,...,n). The application p. = f=!opugo f- x f- admits a limit if C’fj =0fori,j<r
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and £ > r + 1. For this to be realised it is necessary that the application pg restricted to the
subspace of K" generated by the vectors Xi,..., X, is a Lie bracket. Let us denote this Lie bracket
(of dimension r) by ¢. Thus, the Inéni- Wigner contraction puy of po defined by

H1 = hme—)Ofg_l O o ofex fe

is isomorphic to the semi-direct product ¢ x 0,_,, where 0,,_, stands for the trivial bracket corre-
sponding to the abelian structure on K"~".

Thus, the In6nii-Wigner contraction allows to contract a given Lie bracket to a bracket related
to a subalgebra.

As already mentioned the example of Lie algebra contractions above are Inonii-Wigner contrac-

1 00 100
tions, where for the basis X3, X7, Xo we take f1 = [0 0 0] and fo = |0 1 0|, which, to
0 00 0 01

satisfy condition (2.20), is taken to be slightly different of (2.19) but nevertheless leads to the same
contraction.

2.5.3 The Saletan and Lévy-Nahas contractions

As stated before, the Indnii-Wigner contractions represent a particular case of Lie algebra contrac-
tions. Let us now give a generalisation, namely the Saletan contractions [14]. They also consider an
automorphism of K™ of the form f. = fi 4+ ef2 with fo regular and € =~ 0. Nevertheless, fi1 and fo
do not necessary write as in (2.20). One suppose that for these automorphisms there exists g such
that

fe=el+(1—-¢)g

Obviously this type of contraction also can still be extended to more general definitions.

The Lévy-Nahas contractions |15 represent a first generalisation of the Saletan contractions or
a second generalisation of the Indnii-Wigner contractions. The automorphism f is given by

fe=¢h +€2f2

where the applications f; and fo satisfy the hypothesis of the Saletan contractions. The difference
compared to the Indnii-Wigner or Saletan contractions is obvious, since in the automorphism f. one
now has the coefficient £2.

An interesting example of such a contraction is given by the contraction of the s0(3) Lie algebra
to the three-dimensional Heisenberg algebra #Hs. Indeed, consider pg, the Lie bracket uq of s0(3)
defined by

po(X1, X2) = X3, po(Xo, X3) = X1, po(X3,X1) = Xo.

Let f. the automorphisms of K2 defined by
f(X1) =Xy, f(Xa) =eXa, f(X3)=eXs.
The bracket f=! o pgo fo x f- admits as a limit (¢ — 0) the Lie bracket of H3
p1(X1, Xo) =0, p1(Xp, X3) = X3, pn(X3,X1) = 0.
Moreover, one might consider to extend this to automorphisms of type

f=cfi+efot 4 fa,
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or, formally, even to
f=efi+fot 4+ fut... .

In [16], E. Weimar-Woods proves that any contraction is equivalent to a contraction defined by
the family (f:)cck+ of automorphisms of K™ which are diagonal with respect to some basis of V' and
given in terms of integer powers of the parameter . This means that, in a chosen basis, f. = €% fi
(with i; € Z) where all the f; are diagonal, with the elements of the diagonal equal to 0 or 1. In
[17] she obtains all contractions of the real three-dimensional Lie algebras.

2.5.4 A “general” definition of contractions

We have seen in the previous subsections different definition of contractions. Nevertheless, none of
them corresponds to a topological notion.

Indeed, let L™ be the set of all Lie algebra multiplications on K™. If one fixes a basis of K",
say {X1,..., Xy}, a Lie bracket identifies itself to the structure constants CZ]‘; In L™ the set {CZ}
satisfies the Jacobi identity

CrCR + CLCR + ChCy = 0.

One thus has an algebraic variety. If pg is a Lie bracket from L™, the set of isomorph Lie brackets is
denoted by O,,, C L". Particularly, if (fc)cex~ is a family of automorphisms of K", the Lie brackets

fa_loﬂaofaxfa

belong to O,,,. Thus, a contraction lime_y0f= ! o e o fo X f- is a point of adherence (for the topology
of the variety where the closed sets are described by polynomial equations). We call a (topological)
contraction of ug any point of adherence of O(ug) in L™.

All the contractions defined above are particular cases of this definition. For n > 5 there exists
topological contractions which do not write as lim._,of- o pe o fo x f- [18].

2.5.5 Deformations

In this subsection we briefly overview the notion of deformations of Lie algebra as it has been
described by M. Gerstenhaber in [19]. For the sake of completeness we also mention the Nijenhuis-
Richardson deformations [20]. This notion is in some sense reciprocal to the notion of contraction
of the previous subsections.

The deformations of Gerstenhaber

Let po be a Lie bracket on K™ (K =R or C). A deformation of g is a Lie bracket on K™ defined by
,ut(Xl, Xg) = ,U()(Xl, X2) + tFl(Xl, X2) + tzFQ(Xl, X2) +...

where F; are bilinear applications. One can check that the Jacobi identity is satisfied by p; iff the
maps f; satisfy the equations:

Z Z FQ(FP(XU(I) ) Xo(2))7 Xo(3)) + FP(FQ(X0(1)7XU(2))7 Xo‘(3)) = 07 for any r (221)

o€S3 p+q=r

r=20,1
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where we put Fy = po. In particular, for n = 1 one gets a condition for Fy

Z Fl(FO (Xo(l)vXo(Z))v Xo(3)) + FO(Fl (X0(1)7X0'(2))7 Xo(3)) =0. (222)
o€S3

Thus, a necessary condition for p; to satisfy the Jacobi identity is (2.22). It is this observation that
will lead to the study of A. Nijenhuis and R. W. Richardson.
As an example of deformation isomorphic to pg let us give the trivial deformation

= ¢;1(N0(¢ta b1))

with ¢(t) is an automorphism of K™ given by
¢ =Id+ty + 1P+ ...

where the v; are any linear applications.
In [15], M. Lévy-Nahas determines all possible deformations for the three-dimensional real Lie
algebra.

The deformations of Nijenhuis-Richardson

To avoid the formal framework of [19], A. Nijenhuis and R. W. Richardson work in the algebraic
frame of the variety of Lie brackets over K™ parametrised by the structure constants in a given
basis. If the series u; gives a Lie multiplication isomorphic to pg, then it exists f € gl(n,C) such
that F1 (X1, X2) = po(f(X1), X2) + po(X1, f(X2)) — f(uo(X1,X2)). This allows to define a criteria
such that all deformations of a given Lie multiplication are isomorphic to the original multiplication.
Such a multiplication is called rigid.

2.6 Lie superalgebras

In this section we recall the definition and some underlying properties of Lie superalgebras, which
appear as some natural extension of Lie algebras. To the symmetries described by the commutation
relations of a Lie algebra, bosonic symmetries, one might add a different type of symmetries, the
fermionic symmetries. For these, the mathematical relation to be used is the anticommutation.
Thus, one obtains Lie superalgebras; this is the mathematical structure that underlies SUSY, as we
will see in subsection 5.1.2. As general reference for this section, one can consult for example [5].

2.6.1 Definitions

Let A be an algebra over a field K (K = R or C) with internal laws 4+ and *. A is called a superalgebra
or a Zs-graded algebra (with respect to the product law *) if it can be written as a direct sum of
two vector spaces A = Ag @ Az, such that

Aix Aj C Ajyj, for any 4,5 € Zs.

An element z € Aj is said to be of degree 0 (deg = = 0) and an element y € Aj is said to be of
degree 1 (deg y = 1).

For an (associative or not) superalgebra, one defines a new operation, the superbracket or su-
percommutator as

degz degy

[2,9] =z *y — (-1 Y * . (2.23)
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A Lie superalgebra A over a field K is a Zs-graded vector space A = Ag® A7 with a superbracket
[, ] satisfying:

L [Ai, Aj) C Ay

2. [x1,20] = (—1)de8%1 deg2[p) ] for any 21,20 € A;

3.

(_1)degx1 deg:c3|[x1’ [1172, :Eg]] + (_1)degx2 deg:c1|[x2’ |[£L‘3, 331]] + (_1)deg:c3 degx3|[x3’ |[£L‘1, $2]”| — 0’
(2.24)

for any x1,x2,x3 € A. These identities are known as the super Jacobi identities.

We call Ag, the O-graded part, the bosonic sector, its generators B, bosonic generators and
we call Aj, the 1-graded part, the fermionic sector, its generators F,, fermionic generators. It is
customary to use the commutator symbol [.,.] for the product of a bosonic generator with anything
and the anticommutator symbol {.,.} for the product of two fermionic generators.

With this standard notation the equations:

(B, Br] f
[Bma Fa] = (Rm)aﬁF57
{FOH Fﬁ} = Sa%l

define the structure constants f.l, (Rm)aﬁ .S Ofg of the Lie superalgebra.
The super Jacobi identities (2.24) take their more familiar form:

[[Bm, Bn], Bp] + [[Bp, Bm ] n] + [[Bn,B ], B
[{FaaFB}’Bm]+{[BmaFa]vF5}_{[F5’ ]
[

m]
By], Fu]
[{FavFB}’F’Y]+[{F’Y’Fa}vFﬁ]+ {Fﬁ’F} F]

o o o o

(2.25)

2.6.2 Example of Lie superalgebra: the supersymmetry algebra

The most common example of a real superalgebra is the SUSY algebra; we give here the simplest
of the SUSY algebras, namely for N = 1 and without any central charges. Its bosonic sector is the
Poincaré algebra, generated by Ly,, = —Lyy, and P, (with m,n,p = 0, ...,3); its fermionic sector
is generated by the supercharges Qo, a two-component left-handed (LH) Weyl spinor, and Qg, a
two-component right-handed (RH) Weyl spinor (the undotted - o, 8 and the dotted &, £ indices can
take the values 1 and 2 -the two component notation)). Thus, the SUSY algebra writes

[Qoupm] =0= [QdaPm]a

1 _ 1_ ;
[QouLmn] = §(Umn)aBQﬁ [QémLmn] = §QB(6mn)Bda
{Qa,Qp} = 0={Q4,Q;},
{Qa, Qs = 2(0™) 45 Py (2.26)
where 0, = (1,0;) are the usual Pauli matrices, 7, = (1,—0;) and o, = %(amﬁn — 0n0m),

Tmn = 3(FmOn — GnOm).
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2.6.3 Representations of Lie superalgebras

Let A = A ® A7 be a classical Lie superalgebra. Let V = V5 & V; be a Zg-graded vector space and
consider the superalgebra EndV = EndgV @ EndiV of endomorphisms of V.
A linear representation R of A is a homomorphism of A into EndV, that is

R(az + By) = aR(x) + BR(y),
R([z,y]) = [R(z), R(y)], (2.27)
R(Ap) € EndgV, R(A;) C End;V, for any o, 3 € K, z,y € A.

A particular representation is the adjoint representation, which, for any x € A is defined as

ad(z) : A — A, y—[z,y] (2.28)
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Chapter 3

Finite-dimensional Lie subalgebras of the
Weyl algebra A

Let n € N*. We denote by A, the associative algebra on C generated by 2n operators p;,q;,
1 =1,...,n subject to the relations

piqj — qjpi = 07,
pipj —pipi =0 = qiq; — ¢;@, i, =1,...,n, i # j. (3.1)

We will also denote by A the commutative associative algebra of polynomials in two variables:
Ap = Clz,y]. In this chapter, we consider the Weyl algebra A; which has been investigated ex-
tensively in mathematics and physics. Several studies of A; consist in generalising, for example in
terms of representations, some properties of Ag.

The main question we address is to find (up to isomorphism) all finite-dimensional Lie algebras
which can be realised in A;. Since the generators p and ¢ are actually the canonical variables of
quantum mechanics, this question is of special importance in the framework of group theoretical
symmetry studying. The problem can be stated as follows: given an arbitrary finite-dimensional Lie
algebra g, determine whether or not its generators can be realised as polynomials in the canonical
operators p and ¢. An example of special importance for particle physics is the realisation (2.15) of
the Poincaré algebra in Ay.

This question and closely related issues have been studied in different papers of mathematical
physics. In the seminal article [21], J. Dixmier started a systematic analysis of the structure of A;.
In [22], A. Simoni and F. Zaccaria proved that a necessary condition for a complex semi-simple Lie
algebra of rank [ to be realised in A,, is [ < n. Thus, the only complex semi-simple Lie algebra
which can be realised in A; is s[(2). The realisations of sl(2) in A; are not classified to this day.
Nevertheless, an important property was proved by A. Joseph in [23], where he showed that the
spectrum of the realisation in A; of suitably normalised semi-simple elements is either Z or 27Z.
Of special importance for our present work is another result of |23], namely the classification (up
to an automorphism of Aj) of the realisations of s[(2) for which the realisation of the standard
semi-simple element e is, in the Weyl algebra sense, strictly semi-simple (a notion first introduced
by J. Dixmier in |21], see also subsection 3.1.1 here). We denote this family of realisations by F.

The main result of this chapter is to find all finite-dimensional Lie algebras that can be realised
as subalgebras of A;. We first treat the case of non-solvable Lie algebras and then, the more
difficult case of solvable Lie algebras. Furthermore, the classification theorem then allows us to find
all finite-dimensional Lie algebras which can be realised as subalgebras of Der(A;).
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In subsequent sections we analyse certain realisations of s[(2) in A; and, after an explicit proof
of the classification theorem that gives the family F, we then analyse JF in more detail: equivalences
of its elements under the action of the groups Aut(A;) and Aut(A4;) x Aut(sl(2)) are given. We then
focus on the orbit of F under Aut(A;) x Aut(sl(2)), for which we give several characterisations in
terms of the Dixmier partition; normal forms are obtained. Furthermore, we calculate the isotropy
of the normal forms under the action of the group Aut(A4;) x Aut(sl(2)). Finally, for the sake
of completeness, we give explicit formulae for realisations of s[(2) not in the orbit of F under
Aut(A47) x Aut(sl(2)).

This chapter is structured as follows: in the first section we recall some basic properties of the
Weyl algebra and some existing results on realisations of s[(2) in A;. The second section is devoted
to the classification of finite-dimensional Lie algebras which can be realised in A;. This allows us to
obtain in the third section all finite-dimensional Lie algebras which can be realised as subalgebras
of Der(A;). The fourth section of this chapter analyses the family F in more detail. In the last
section we discuss some perspectives for future work.

If, as already stated, the first section of this chapter recalls existing results on the Weyl algebra,
the rest of the section are new results obtained in [1].

Throughout this chapter all Lie algebras will be complex unless otherwise stated.

3.1 Summary of properties of A; and some known results
3.1.1 Basic properties of A;; the Dixmier partition
We give here a list of properties of A7 which will be needed in the sequel:

P1 The elements {p’q’ : i,j € N} constitute a basis of Aj; the centre Z4, of A is equal to C and
the scalars are the only invertible elements.

P2 All derivations of Ay are inner derivations.

P3 The algebra A; satisfies the commutative centraliser condition (ccc): the centraliser of any
element in A; \ Z4, is a commutative subalgebra (see |24 and [21]).

P4 For ¢ € N and j € N* we have

p.p'¢] = ip'd’ Y, [g.p'¢] = —ip" . (3.2)

P5 One has (see Theorem XIV of |25] and page 213 of |21])

P"q" =pa(pg+1)(pg+2)...(pg+n—1) forall n € N, (3.3)
' min(j,0) '
', ¢’] = Z (—1)T+IT!C’;C’£pZ_Tq3_T, for any j,¢ € N. (3.4)
r=1

A useful consequence of (3.3) is that
W0 "] = ¢, (pg)*] = 0, for any j,k € N.
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P6 Two elements p’, ¢’ € A; satisfying [p/, ¢'| = 1 uniquely define an algebra homomorphism from
A; to itself and conversely, given an homomorphism « : Ay — A; we have [a(p),a(q)] = 1.
In [21], J. Dixmier conjectured that an algebra homomorphism of A; is invertible and thus in
fact an automorphism. This conjecture - Dixmier’s problem 1 - is still undecided.

P7 If n € N, then ad(p"*!) : A; — A; given by ad(p"™!)(a) = [p"*',a] for any a € Ay
is locally nilpotent, i.e., for each a € Aj, there exists an N € N (depending on a) such
that ad™(p"™1)(a) = 0. For A € C one can then define &, : A4 — A; by &, \(a) =

d n+1\\k
Zk 0 ”“a,i—,))(a) = exp(%ﬂad(p"“))(a) and this is the unique automorphism of A;

such that

P,alp) = p, Ppalg) =g+ A" (3.5)

One defines @], \ = exp(—n%rlad(qnﬂ)) similarly and shows that it is the unique automor-
phism of A; such that

aa@) = a, @, ,\p)=p+ A" (3.6)

The group of automorphisms of A; is generated by ®,, \ and CIJ;L 5 [21].

The Dixmier partition: Let a € Ay be arbitrary. Set

Cla) = {y€Ai: ad(a)(y) = }
D(a) = <y € Ay :ad(a)(y) = Ay for some A\ € (C>
N(a) = {ye Ai: ad™(a)(y) = 0 for some positive integer m}.

Note that N(a) N D(a) = C(a).
To illustrate these definitions, using P4 and P5, consider the following examples:
C(p) = Clp], D(p) = C[p] and N(p) = Ay (see [21]);

. C(Pq2) = C[p¢®’] = D(pg®) C N(pg?) but one has for example p € N(pg?) \ C(pg?) and
p' ¢ N(pqg?) (hence N(pg?) # Ai, see [21]);

e C(pq) = Clpq] = N(pq) but any p'q’ € D(p'¢’) (with eigenvalue j — i) and thus D(pq) = A;
(see [21]);

e C(pq+ pg®) = N(pq + pg®) = Clpgq + pq?®] but for example pg® € D(pq + pg?) \ C(pq + pg?)
and furthermore D(pq + pg?) # Ay (see [21]);

e C((pg)*) = Clpq] = D((pq)*) = N((pq)®) # A (see [29]).

In [21], J. Dixmier shows that for all a € A;, either D(a) = C(a) or N(a) = C(a). As a
consequence he proves the following [21]
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Theorem 3.1.1 (Dizmier partition) The set A1 \ C is a disjoint union of the following non-empty
subsets:

Ar = {aeA\C: D(a)=C(a), N(a) # C(a), N(a) = A1}
Ay = {a€ A \C: D(a)=C(a), N(a) # C(a), N(a) # A}
As = {a€ A \C: D(a)# C(a), N(a) =C(a), D(a) = Ay}
Ay = {ae€A\C: D(a)# C(a), N(a) =C(a), D(a) # A1}
As = {a€ A \C: D(a)=C(a), N(a) = C(a), C(a) # A}

Note that this partition is stable under the action of Aut(A4;) and multiplication by a non-zero
scalar.

Remark 3.1.2 Note that
C={a€ A1 : D(a)=C(a), N(a) =C(a), Cla) = A, }.
By the above examples,
p € A1, pg® € Ao, pq € Az, pg+pg” € Ay, (pg)® € As.

Elements of AjUAg (resp. of Aq) are said to be nilpotent (resp. strictly nilpotent) and elements
of A3 UAy (resp. of Ag) are said to be semi-simple (resp. strictly semi-simple). Moreover, one can
classify, up to an automorphism of Aj, the strictly nilpotent and strictly semi-simple elements of
Aj by the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1.3 1. (Theorem 9.1 of [21]) a € Ay iff there exists an automorphism « of A1 such
that a(a) is a polynomial in p.

2. (Theorem 9.2 of [21]) a € Az iff there exists an automorphism « of Ay such that a(a) =
upq + v, for some p € C* and v € C

Remark 3.1.4 The notions of nilpotency and semi-simplicity in the Lie algebra sense are linked
with the corresponding notions in the Ay sense. Let x € g\ Zg. If ad(x) is diagonalisable then f(x)
is semi-simple and if ad(x) is nilpotent then f(x) is nilpotent. Indeed when ad(zx) is diagonalisable,
there exist y € g and A € C* such that [x,y] = Ay and so, f(y) € D(f(x)) and f(y) ¢ C(f(x)).

Hence f(x) is semi-simple. Similar considerations hold for the nilpotent case.

Remark 3.1.5 Recall that in general, in a semi-simple Lie algebra any element writes as the sum
of a nilpotent and a semi-simple element. For the particular case of sl(2), any element is either
nilpotent or semi-simple.

3.1.2 Some known results on realisations of sl(2) in A,

We now consider the problem of realisations of Lie algebras in A;. We recall some known results
on the classification of semi-simple Lie algebras in A; [22] and on the classification of realisations
of s1(2) [23]. For this, we need the following definition

Definition 3.1.6 Let g be a complex Lie algebra and A be a complex associative algebra. We define
A% ={f :Hom(g, A1) : f is injective and f([a,b]) = f(a)f(b) — f(b)f(a) Va,be Ai}.

If A% £ () we say that the Lie algebra g can be realised as a Lie subalgebra of Ay and an element of
A8 s called a realisation of g in A.
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Theorem 3.1.7 Let g be a semi-simple complex Lie algebra of rank £. Then Afy =0 if £ > n.

Proofs of this theorem are given in [22] (Theorem 3) and [28]| (Theorem 4.2). The only (up to
an isomorphism) complex semi-simple Lie algebra that can be realised in the Weyl algebra is thus
5[(2). We give an alternative proof of this result in the next section (see Theorem 3.2.6); this proof
extends to a larger class of associative algebras (see Remark 3.2.7).

Let us now recall a result of [23], where A. Joseph provides a classification of a particular class
of realisations of s[(2) in A;. For this we need the following definition:

Definition 3.1.8 Three non-zero elements X,Y, H of Ay are called an sl(2) triplet if they satisfy
the relations:

[H,X]|=2X, [HY]=-2Y, [X,Y]=H. (3.8)
Proposition 3.1.9 The set Ail(z) is in bijection with the set of sl(2) triplets.

Proof: If X, Y, H is an sl(2) triplet, f : sl(2) — A; given by f(e) = X, f(e—) =Y, f(ep) = H (where
ex,eq € Ms(C) is the standard basis of sl(2), see subsection 2.1.2) is a Lie algebra homomorphism;

conversely, f(ey), f(e—), f(eo) is an s[(2) triplet if f : sl(2) — A; is a Lie algebra homomorphism.
QED

By Remark 3.1.4, one has that H is semi-simple (in the Weyl algebra sense), that is
HeAsor He Ay

The realisations of s[(2) for which H € Ag can be classified (see Theorem 3.1.10). In order to
do this first note that if H € Ag then by Theorem 3.1.3, up to an automorphism of Aj, one has

H = ppg +v.

In fact one shows that u = +1 or £2. If p < 0 define a € Aut(4;) by a(p) = ¢, a(q) = —p. We
have

a(H) = —ppg+p+v

which means that we can always suppose that g > 0 (up to an automorphism of A;). Now, A.
Joseph’s result is

Theorem 3.1.10 (Lemma 2.4 of [23]) Let H, X, Y € A; be an sl(2) triplet and let H = ppq + v
with p € CC*, v € C. Then:

1. p==1 or p==£2.

2. (a) If p =1, there exists a € C* such that
1 11 1
X=—Ca¢®, Y=="p*) H=pg— = jon I .
594" 2ap , pa— (solution I) (3.9)

(denote by fi : sl(2) — Ay the corresponding Lie algebra homomorphism).
(b) If p =2, there exists a € C* and b € C such that either

1
X=alb+pqg)q, Y = —p H=2pq+b (solution IIA) (3.10)
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or

1
X = — 4, Y =ap(b+pq), H=2pq+b (solution IIB) (3.11)

(denote by f}lI’Z‘ :5(2) — Ay and resp. f}lI’l}g : 5[(2) — Ay the corresponding Lie algebra
homomorphisms).

(c) if u = —1 then
A. Joseph further shows that the list above reduces, up to an automorphism of A1, to the family

by
F = (1, fiin Fiipwec (3.12)

Moreover the realisations f 11 };b_z and f 11 }% are equivalent under the action of the group Aut(A;) x

Aut(sl(2)) (see Remark 3.4.16).
All these results are stated in [23]. However, in section 3.4 explicit proofs are given; furthermore

(2)

we will show that F represents normal forms for certain subsets of Ai[ under the action of the

group Aut(A4p) x Aut(sl(2)).

3.1.3 On A; matrix representations

Recall that one can think of 4; as a non-commutative version of C[z,y]|. A fundamental difference
between A; and C|x,y] is that A; has no finite-dimensional representations. Indeed, suppose that A;
has a finite-dimensional representation and take P and @) to be n—dimensional matrices satisfying

(where 1 denotes the n—dimensional identity matrix). This implies that Tr[X,Y] =0=Tr(1) =n
which is a contradiction.
Furthermore, A; does not have any (left or right) ideal I of finite codimension. Indeed if it did,
the quotient A;/I would be a finite-dimensional representation, contradicting the previous result.
In [27], Y. Berest and G. Wilson generalise the notion of representation to an “approximate
n—dimensional representation of A;”. This is obtained by replacing the impossible matrix relation

[P, Q] =1 by
rank([P,Q] — 1) =0or 1

where P and ) are n—dimensional matrices.

3.2 Classification theorem for finite-dimensional Lie algebras real-
isable in A,

We saw in the previous section that the only (up to isomorphism) complex semi-simple Lie algebra
that can be realised in A is s[(2). In this section we first give some examples of finite-dimensional
Lie algebras which can be realised in A; and then prove that these are the only (up to isomorphism)
Lie algebras with this property.
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3.2.1 Examples of realisations of Lie algebras in A,

E1 Any formulae of Theorem 3.1.10, for example

1 1
X=——¢ Y=cp? H=pg—=
57 5P Pa— 3

defines a realisation of s[(2) in A;.
E2 The elements 1, X, Y, H span a Lie subalgebra of A; isomorphic to the direct product sl(2) x C.

E3 The elements 1,p,q span a Lie subalgebra isomorphic to the three dimensional Heisenberg

algebra Hs.
E4 The elements 1,p,q, X, Y, H span a Lie subalgebra of A; isomorphic to a semi-direct product
5[(2) X Hg:
[X.p]=q, [X,q]=0, [Y,p] =0, [Y.q] =p.
E5 The elements a’,...,a", a € Ay span a Lie algebra isomorphic to the n—dimensional abelian

Lie algebra C".

Remark 3.2.1 A finite-dimensional abelian Lie subalgebra A # C of Ay is contained in its com-
mutant, A’, and this is a mazimal abelian subalgebra of Ay (by Corollary 4.4 of [21]), equal to C(a)
for some a € Ay (Corollary 4.3 of [21]). Hence the finite-dimensional abelian Lie subalgebras of A;
are obtained as finite-dimensional linear subspaces of mazimal abelian subalgebras of A;.

One may address the question: is C(a) = C[a]? This is indeed true for a € AgUA, (Theorem 1.2
of [29]). However it is not always the case for elements of AjUAyUA5. For example, C(p?) = C[p].
Moreover, we have seen by the previous remark that an abelian Lie algebra (let’s say for simplifi-
cation of dimension two) is contained in C(a) for some a € A;. One may also ask whether if, given
any two commuting elements aq,as € A; there exists an element a € A; such that a; and ay are
polynomials in a. The answer to this question is no, a counterexample being given in [28]:

Proposition 3.2.2 Let a; = (p?q)3 — %(pA‘q + p2qp?) and az = (p?q)% + 2p>. Then there does not
exist a € Ay such that aq,as € Clal.

Proof: See Appendix A.

Remark 3.2.3 This ezample does not contradict Remark 3.2.1. Indeed, {a1,a2} C C(a;), with
i=1,2.

E6 The (n + 1) elements ¢,1,p,...,p" ' (n > 2) span a non-abelian nilpotent Lie subalgebra
isomorphic to the filiform Lie algebra L£,, [30]. If we set Xo = —q, X}, = ﬁp”_k, then the
only non-zero commutation relations are [Xo, X;] = X411 for k = 1,...,n — 1. The lower

central series of this algebra is:

n

<Lp...,p"i> <lp,...,p" 3 >,...,<1> {0}

Note that the nilpotency index is n— 1, which is the maximum value for a (n+1)—dimensional
nilpotent Lie algebra.
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Remark 3.2.4 H3 = L.

"—1 span a non-nilpotent solvable Lie subalgebra whose

ﬁpn_k for k =
1,...,n then the only non-zero commutation relations are [h, Xo] = Xo,[h, Xi] = —(n —

k) Xk, [Xo, Xk| = Xgy1 for k = 1,...,n — 1. We denote this algebra by L£,. Furthermore,

L,=2CxL,.

E7 The (n+ 2) elements pq,q,1,p,...,p
derived algebra is isomorphic to L£,. If we set h = pq, Xg = —q, X} =

E8 The (n + 1) elements pq,p™,...,p", where iy,...,4, are distinct positive integers, span a
non-nilpotent solvable Lie subalgebra whose derived algebra is n—dimensional and abelian.
If we set h = pq, X;; = p' for k = 1,...,n then the only non-zero commutation rela-
tions are [h, Xx] = —ixXx. We denote this Lie algebra by tv,(i1,...,4,). It is clear that
t(io(1)s -+ s lo(n)) = talit, ..., i,) for any permutation o € Sy, that t,(i1,...,4,) has a non-
trivial centre iff one of the indices is zero and that t,(0,d2,...,4,) = ty—1(i2,...,i,) X C.
Furthermore t, (i1,...,i,) = C x C".

Remark 3.2.5 Proposition 3.2.2 provides us with another realisation in Ay of v2(2,3) which is
obtained by adding pq to a1 and as.

In the rest of this section we prove that these Lie algebras are actually the only finite-dimensional
Lie algebras that can be realised in A;. We firstly treat the case of non-solvable Lie algebras and
then, the more complicated case of solvable Lie algebras.

3.2.2 Non-solvable Lie algebras

We first give our proof that s[(2) is the unique (up to isomorphism) complex semi-simple Lie algebra
that can be realised in A;. We then find all reductive Lie algebras which can be realised in A;. As
already stated in the previous section, this proof extends to a larger class of associative algebras:
the algebras that satisfy the ccc (see P3).

Proposition 3.2.6 (i) If g is a semi-simple complex Lie algebra that can be realised in Ay, then
g = sl(2).

(i1) The only non-abelian reductive complex Lie algebras that can be realised in Ay are isomorphic
to either sl(2) or sl(2) x C.

Proof : (i) The only complex semi-simple Lie algebra of rank 1 is s[(2); furthermore it can be realised
in A; (see example E1). Let now g be a complex semi-simple Lie algebra of rank > 1; we prove
that A7 = 0.
To do this, suppose for contradiction that there exists f € AJ. Let h C g be a Cartan subalgebra
and let
g=n_0Ohdny

be the corresponding triangular decomposition for some choice of simple roots. Let x € ny be a
non-zero highest root vector and set X = f(x). The commutant of = in g, Cg(x), contains n..

Consider now the case when g does not contain the direct product of two distinct copies of s((2).
Since rank(g) > 1 it follows that ni and hence Cy(x) are not abelian and so C'(X) is also not
abelian. By the ccc, X € Z4, and thus x € Z;. But since g is semi-simple it has trivial centre and
thus x = 0 which is a contradiction.
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Let us now treat the case when g does contain the direct product of two distinct copies of s[(2),
i.e. g = g1 X g2, where g; = sl(2) and go = s[(2). Take now x € g; non-zero and set X = f(z).
Hence go C Cy(x) and hence f(g2) € C(X). But f(g2) is not abelian and so C(X) is also not
abelian. By the ccc, one has as above a contradiction.

(ii): Let g = g1 x 3 be a reductive complex Lie algebra where gy is semi-simple and 3 is the centre
of g (neither being trivial).

From part (i) one has g; = s((2). By example E2, we know that s[(2) x C can be realised in A;.
We now prove that this is actually the only reductive complex Lie algebra with this property.

Let z be an element of 3 and set Z = f(z). Then C(Z) contains f(g1) which is not abelian and
hence, by the cce, Z € Z4, and thus f(3) C Za, = C. Since C is of dimension 1 the result follows.
QED

Remark 3.2.7 This proof of part (i) remains true if we replace Ay by any algebra A satisfying the
ccc. However it is not clear that there are any realisations of sl(2) at all in an arbitrary algebra
satisfying the ccc. We can affirm that if one has a complex semi-simple Lie algebra of rank > 1,
then it cannot be realised in any algebra satisfying the ccc.

The proof of part (ii) up to proving that f(3) C Za, remains true if we replace Ay by A. Note
that a priori the dimension of Z4 is arbitrary. One example of such an algebra is the universal
enveloping algebra U(sl(2)) (for other examples see [26])).

To find all finite-dimensional non-solvable Lie subalgebras we recall the Levi-Malcev theorem
(see subsection 2.2.2) which states that any finite-dimensional Lie algebra is isomorphic to the direct
product of a semi-simple Lie algebra with a reductive Lie algebra v (its radical). From part (i) of
Proposition 3.2.6, the semi-simple part is isomorphic to s[(2). Thus, we need to investigate solvable
Lie subalgebras of A; which are stable by ad(X), ad(Y") and ad(H), where X, Y, H are a standard
basis of the semi-simple part.

Definition 3.2.8 (i) An element v € Ay is of weight A € C if [H,v] = \v.
(ii) The set of elements of weight \ in a linear subspace E C Ay will be denoted by E.

Lemma 3.2.9 Let X,Y,H be an sl(2) triplet and let | C Ay be a Lie subalgebra stable under
ad(X),ad(Y) and ad(H). Suppose there exists v # 0 in [ of weight X € C* such that [X,v] = 0.
Then [v,[Y,v]] # 0 and is of weight 2\ — 2.

Proof: We suppose for contradiction that [v,[Y,v]] = 0. Then C(v) contains [Y,v] and X (by
hypothesis). But, using the Jacobi identity, [X,[Y,v]] = [H,v] + [Y,[X,v]] = Ao+ 0 = Xl # 0
and therefore C'(v) is non-abelian. By the ccc, v € Z4, and so [H,v] = 0 which is a contradiction.
Hence, [v,[Y,v]] # 0. Since v is of weight A ([H,v] = Av) then [Y,v] is of weight A — 2 and then
[v,[Y,v]] is of weight 2\ — 2. QED

Proposition 3.2.10 Let X,Y, H be an sl(2) triplet.

(i) Let L C Ay be a finite-dimensional Lie subalgebra stable under ad(X),ad(Y") and ad(H). Then
[h = {0} for |A| > 2.

(ii) Let v C A; be a finite-dimensional solvable Lie subalgebra stable under ad(X),ad(Y) and ad(H).
Then vy = {0} for |A\| > 1.

Proof: (i) Recall that if [ is a finite-dimensional representation of s[(2) then [, = {0} iff Ly = 0.
Let A\pqz be the largest eigenvalue of ad(H) restricted to . If Ay = O the result is obvious. If
Amaz > 0, then Appae > 2Ama — 2 by Lemma 3.2.9. Hence Aper < 2 and the result follows.
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(ii) From part (i), we have vy = {0} for all |A| > 2. We now prove that for the solvable subalgebra
case, this is also true for [A\| = 2.

Suppose for contradiction that vt # {0}. Then, there exists v # 0 in ¢ of weight 2 and [X,v] €
t4 = {0} by part (i). Hence by Lemma 3.2.9 one finds [v, [Y,v] # 0 of weight 2 in v/ (since it can be
written as the commutator of two elements, v and [Y,v] of t). The process can now be reiterated
and hence tg) # {0} for all positive 7. But t is solvable so that by definition t(™ = {0} for some
m € N. This is a contradiction. QED

One notices that part (i) of this Proposition imposes a condition on any Lie algebra [ satisfying
the above conditions. However, the supplementary restriction obtained in part (ii) is valid only for
a solvable Lie algebra .

Proposition 3.2.11 Let X,Y, H be an sl(2) triplet and let v C Ay be a finite-dimensional solvable
Lie subalgebra stable under ad(X),ad(Y') and ad(H). Then v is isomorphic to either {0}, C or Hs
(the three-dimensional Heisenberg algebra).

Proof: First note that v = v9 @ v—1 ® vy by part (ii) of Proposition 3.2.10. Then [H,tvy] = 0
which means that vy € C(H). But, since H ¢ C, by the ccc, tg abelian. If v € v then [X,v]
is of weight 2 that is [X,v] € v which, by part (ii) of Proposition 3.2.10, means that [X,v] = 0.
Hence [X,tg] = 0; similarly [Y,to] = 0 and by part (ii) of Proposition 3.2.6, one has vy C C (i.e.
dim vg < 1). Furthermore [t_1,t1] C ¢ since ad(H) is a derivation.

Suppose first that dim v; > 2 and let v € v; \ {0}. The kernel, Z. ,(v), of the linear map
ad(v) : v—1 — v is of dimension > 1 and therefore contains a vector w # 0. Hence C(v) contains X
and w. But [ X, w] # 0 since ad(X) : t—; — t1 is an isomorphism and w # 0; so C(v) is not abelian.
By the ccc, v is a scalar which is a contradiction since [H,v] = v. Therefore dim t_; = dim t; < 1.

If dim v_; = 1, then t_; @t is not abelian by Lemma 3.2.9 and so dim tg = 1. Since we already
know that tg C C, this implies that tg = C. Hence tg is the centre of v and it is now obvious that t
is isomorphic to the three-dimensional Heisenberg algebra.

If dim v_y = 0 then v =ty and vy = {0} or C. QED

We can now conclude this subsection with the following theorem:

Theorem 3.2.12 Let g be a finite-dimensional complex Lie algebra which is not solvable. Then g
can be realised in Ay iff g is isomorphic to one of the following:

1. sl(2),
2. 5l(2) x C,
3. 5[(2) X 7‘[3.

Proof: (<) By Examples E1, E2, E3 we know that s[(2), s[(2) x C, sl(2) x H3 can be realised in
Ay

(=) As already stated, by the Levi-Malcev theorem we can write g as a semi-direct product g = sxt,
where v and s are respectively solvable and semi-simple subalgebras of g. Let f € A]. Then applying
part (i) of Proposition 3.2.6 and Proposition 3.2.11 to f(g) we obtain the result. Moreover, when
t & H3 the semi-direct product s[(2) x Hg is isomorphic to the semi-direct product of example E4
because t = t_1 ® tg & vy by the proof of Proposition 3.2.11. QED
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3.2.3 Solvable Lie algebras

In the previous subsection we obtained all (up to isomorphism) finite-dimensional non-solvable Lie
algebras which can be realised in A;. We now obtain all solvable finite-dimensional Lie algebras
with this property. Keeping in mind that any finite-dimensional abelian Lie algebra can be realised
in A (see example E5), we firstly treat here the case of nilpotent non-abelian Lie algebras and then
of solvable non-nilpotent Lie algebras.

Nilpotent non-abelian Lie algebras

Recall the definitions (see subsection 2.2.1) of the lower and upper central series (g;)ien and
(9)sen of a Lie algebra g:
80) =9, 9(i+1) = 8,90
and
99 =g, gy = 8@, 7).

Theorem 3.2.13 Let n C Ay be a nilpotent, non-abelian Lie subalgebra of dimension n. Let k # 0
be the unique positive integer such that ngy # {0} and n(qq) = {0}.

1. Zy=ng)=C;

2. There exist P,Q € n such that [P,Q] =1 and n =< P > ©Z,(Q);
3. nay C Zn(Q);

o dimng =n—i—1forl1<i<k

5. k=n—-2.

Proof: 1: Let z € Z,. Then its commutant in Ay contains n and is non-commutative. By the cce, 2
is a scalar and therefore Z, C C. But Z,, contains ng) and so Zy =ng) = C.

2: Since n() = [n,n_1)] = C, there exist P € n, Q € n(;_y) such that [P,Q] = 1. It is clear
that < P > NZy(Q) = {0} since P and @ do not commute. We now show that n =< P > +7,,(Q)
which will imply that n =< P > &Z,(Q). Let v € n. Then there exists A € C such that [v, Q] = X
since [n,n,_1)] = C. Thus v — AP € Zy(Q) and v = AP + (v — AP) €< P > +7,(Q).

3: Let z € Zy(Q). Then

[Q, [P, 2]] = [[Q, Pl, 2] + [P, [Q, 2]] =0

because [@, P] = —1 and [Q, z] = 0. Hence [P, Z,(Q)] C Z4(Q) and since [Zn(Q), Zn(Q)] C Zn(Q),
this means using part 2 that n(;) = [n,n] is contained in Z,(Q).
4: Since n =< P > ®Z,(Q) and since by the ccc Z,(Q) is abelian, we have

ng) = ad (P)(Za(Q)) Vi € N*. (3.13)

If z € Zy(Q) is such that ad(P)(z) = 0 then z € Z4,(P) N Z4,(Q). By Corollary 4.7 of [21],
Z4,(P)NZ4,(Q) = C since P and @ do not commute. Hence z € C and

Ker ad(P)ly, = <P>@C
Ker ad(P)|z,@ = C. (3.14)

This implies 4.
5: This follows immediately from 4. QED
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Corollary 3.2.14 Let n C Ay be a finite-dimensional, non-abelian Lie subalgebra of dimension n.
Thenn= L, 1.

Proof: Since ng,_) = ad*~1(P)(Z,(Q)) and since Q € N1y there exists w € Z,(Q) such that
ad*~1(P)(w) = Q. It is well known that J,, o = w, J,_3 = ad(P)(w), Jo_4 = ad?>(P)(w),...,Jo =
ad®(P)(w) are linearly independent (since ad®(P)(w) # 0 and ad**!(P)(w) = 0) and by a dimension
count, these vectors form a basis of Z,(Q). The only non-zero commutation relations of n in the
basis J_1 = P,Jo,...,Jn—2 are [J_1,J;] = Ji—1 for 1 < ¢ < n — 2. By redefining Xg = J_q,
X; = Jp—i—1, where 0 < i < n — 1 one obtains the standard commutation relations of £,_; (see
E6). QED

Remark 3.2.15 Note that in the realisation E6, the role of P is played by —q and the role of Q is
played by p.

Solvable non-nilpotent Lie algebras

We have seen that the only finite-dimensional nilpotent Lie algebras that can be realised in A; are
isomorphic to an £,, or an abelian Lie algebra. When one considers the case of solvable non-nilpotent
Lie algebras which can be realised in Aj, of great use is the property (see subsection 2.2.1) that
states that the derived Lie algebra of a solvable Lie algebra is nilpotent. Hence one deals with two
cases of solvable non-nilpotent Lie algebras:

1. the derived algebra is isomorphic to an L,;
2. the derived algebra is isomorphic to an abelian Lie algebra.

Before treating these two cases, we need the following theorem:

Theorem 3.2.16 Let g C Ay be a finite-dimensional non-nilpotent Lie subalgebra and let g’ be
its derived algebra. Let h € g be such that ad(h) is not nilpotent, let 0,A1,..., A\ be its distinct
ergenvalues and let Eg, Ey,, ..., E), be the corresponding eigenspaces.

1. QZEO@E)\l@---@E)\k
2.9 =0 NE)SBE, ®...0E),
8. Eoy=<h>or Eg =<h>a@C.

Proof: 1: Recall that, by Engel’s theorem, for a complex finite-dimensional non-nilpotent Lie algebra
g there does indeed exist h € g such that ad(h)|q is not nilpotent. Moreover, since [h, h] = 0, ad(h)
has 0 as an eigenvalue. By the theory of endomorphisms,

g = Ker ad™ (h)|g @ Ker(ad(h)|g — A\1)™ @ --- @ Ker(ad(h)|g — A\g)™, (3.15)

where the characteristic polynomial of ad(h)|q is ™0 (z — A1)™ ... (z — Ag)"™*. By Proposition 6.5
of [21],
Ker(ad(h) — Aj)™ = Ker(ad(h) — Aj).

Furthermore, since ad(h) is not nilpotent, it has a non-zero eigenvalue which means that C(h) #
D(h). Now, by Theorem 3.1.1, C'(h) = N(h) which can be written

Ker ad™ (h) = Ker ad(h).
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Inserting these results in (3.15), one obtains
g=Ey®E\ &...0E),
2: Note that v; = )\ii[h, v;] for all v; € Ey, and thus v; € ¢ for all v; € E),. Hence one has
=@ NE)®E\,®...0E),

and furthermore ad(h) is a diagonalisable derivation of g’.
3: First note that £y C < h > ®C. We now prove that one cannot have other distinct elements in
Ey. For this, let us take A’ € Ey. Then [h, '] = 0. Furthermore, using the Jacobi identity, one has

1

’ 1 ’
\; [h ) [h7 UZH = _[h7 [h 7vi]]

W, i) =
[ ) UZ] >\z

for any v; € E),. Thus [/, v;] € E), for any v; € E), which means that [i/, E),] C E),. Thus there
exist a € C, v € By, such that [h',v] = av. Hence [’ — -h,v] = 0 which means that & and v
commute with &' — g-h. But [h,v] # 0 and so by the ccc, ' — $-h € C. QED

Remark 3.2.17 One notices that if g is semi-simple, part 3 of Theorem 3.2.16 implies that the
rank of g is equal to 1; thus we have provided an alternative proof of Proposition 3.2.6. However the
proof of Proposition 3.2.6 holds for any algebra satisfying the ccc, whereas the proof of the Theorem
3.2.16 depends on the existence of the Dizmier partition (Theorem 3.1.1) and other special properties
not in general available for an arbitrary algebra satisfying the ccc (namely Proposition 6.5 of [21]),
which are not available for a general algebra satisfying the ccc.

We now treat the case of a solvable non-nilpotent Lie algebra whose derived algebra is isomorphic
to L, and which is realisable in A;.

Theorem 3.2.18 Let v C Ay be a finite-dimensional solvable non-nilpotent Lie subalgebra whose
derived algebra ¥’ is isomorphic to L,. Then t is isomorphic to L.

Proof: Since v/ C A; is isomorphic to L, its centre is C. Thus the centre of t is C and, by Theorem
3.2.16, £y =< h > ®C (with the notations of Theorem 3.2.16).

As remarked in part 2 of the proof of Theorem 3.2.16, ad(h)|v is diagonalisable and therefore
one can make use of Theorem 1 of [31] which states that there exists a basis Xo,..., X, of ¢ of
eigenvectors of ad(h)|v such that the only non-zero commutation relations are

[Xo,XZ‘] = XZ'+1, izl,...,n—l
[h,Xj] = Oéij, ]:0,,71 (316)

Since X,, commutes with the non-commuting Xj,...,X,, by the ccc X,, € C, [h, X,,] = 0 and
oy, = 0. But ad(h) is a (non-zero) derivation, so one has

ad(h)([Xo, Xi]) = [ad(h)(Xo), Xi] + [Xo, ad(h)(X;)]
and, using (3.16) one obtains the following conditions on the eigenvalues of ad(h)|v satisfy
Qiy1 =09+ a4, t=1,....,n —1. (317)
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From this it follows that the eigenvalues of ad(h)|¢ are ag, (n — 1)ag, (n — 2)ay, ..., 0, with ag # 0.
The only non-zero commutation relations of v are then

[Xo,XZ‘] = XZ'+1, 1= 1,..,1’L— 1
1
[—h,Xo} - X
Qo
1 ) .
{—h,X,} = —(n—i)X;i=1,..,n—1 (3.18)
Qo

This shows that ¢ is isomorphic to £,. QED

We now treat the case of a solvable Lie algebra whose derived algebra is isomorphic to an abelian
Lie algebra of dimension n and which is realisable in Aj.
For this, we need the following lemma (also see Theorem 3.2 of [28]):

Lemma 3.2.19 Let h, X1, Xo € A1 \ {0} and (M, \2) € Z*\ {(0,0)} be such that
[h, X1] = M X1, [h, Xo] = A2 X, and [X1, Xo] = 0. (3.19)
Then A Ao > 0 and there exists a € C* such that X{)‘QI = aX‘;‘l‘.

Proof: Since [X1, Xs] = 0, by Theorem 3.1 of [28] there exist m,n € N* and «;; € C not all equal
to zero such that

m n ) .
> i XiX3 =0 (3.20)
i=0 j=0
Then this can be rewritten as
> > e XiXy| =0 (3.21)
uelU \ (4,5):iA1+j 2=u

where U = {i\1 +jA2 €Z: 0<i<m,0<j <n}. Since eigenvectors corresponding to distinct
eigenvalues are linearly independent we deduce that, for all u € U,

(3,7) 1M1 +jA2=u

There exists (io, jo) € Z? such that oy, j, # 0. We set ug = igA1 + joA2 and

S ={(i,7) € Z* : \ + jha = ug} N [0,m] x [0,n].
In R? the solutions (x,y) of the equation z\; + yA2 = ug define an affine line and S is a discrete
subset of this line. It is then easy to see that there exist (i/,5') € Z2, ' > 0 and (i, jm) € S such
that

"M+ A =0 (3.22)
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3 — Finite-dimensional Lie subalgebras of the Weyl algebra A;

and every element (i, j) of S is of the form (7,7) = (im, jm) + kij(¢', j) for some k;; € N. Then one
can write in the (left) field of fractions of A; (see page 210 of |21])

> apXiXi=xpxg | Y ap(X{xM ) =0
(i,j):i)\l—i-j)\g:uo (i,j):i)\l—l-j)\z:uo
Since by hypothesis leX]m # 0 this means that a polynomial P in the variable X1 Xg is equal
to 0. Factorising (in the field of fractlons) we deduce that there exists ¢ € C* such that X? Xg =c
Hence X! ’\ng MM (XX = M (by (3.22)) and therefore X7 2 X1 € C*.

If A\)\2 < 0 this means that there exists b € C* such that X{)Q'X%)‘l' = b which is clearly
impossible, since in A; the only invertible elements are the scalars (see page 210 of [21]). Hence

A2 > 0 and there exists a € C* such that X‘f‘ﬂ = aX%M. QED
We can now show
Theorem 3.2.20 Let v C Ay be a finite-dimensional solvable non-nilpotent Lie subalgebra whose

derived algebra v’ is abelian. Then v is isomorphic to an t,(i1,...i,), where iy,... i, is a set of
distinct positive integers.

Proof: By Theorem 3.2.16 (with the same notations),
t=Ey@E\ ®E\, & - ®E),
and since By, ® By, ® ... E), C t/ is abelian we deduce that
V=FE\ ®E\, ® - ®E),,.

It is clear that if the centre of v is C, then by Theorem 3.2.16, v = t x C where t =< h >
®E), @ --- @ E), satisfies the hypothesis of the theorem and has trivial centre. Therefore to prove
the theorem it is enough to consider the case where v has trivial centre.

First, note that by Theorem 3.2.16 (3) we have Ey =< h >. Next, since h € Az U Ay (by
Proposition 10.8 of [21]), there exists p € C* such that eigenvalues of ad(h) are integer multiples of
p (Corollary 9.3 of [21] if h € Az and Theorem 1.3 of |29] if h € A4). Hence %ad(h) has integer

eigenvalues. We know that [E);, Ey,] = 0. Applying Lemma 3.2.19 to %h,XZ- € E),Xj € E)
we deduce that % and %, hence A; and A;, are of the same sign. Similarly, if X, Xo € E, then
applying Lemma 3.2.19 to )%_, X1, Xo it follows that X; = a Xy for some a € C* and hence E), is of
dimension 1. It is now clear that v is isomorphic to tk(]A—pl], cee ]’\7’“\) (see E8). QED

We summarise the results obtained in this subsection in the following theorem:

Theorem 3.2.21 Let g be a complex finite-dimensional solvable Lie algebra which can be realised
in A1. Then g is isomorphic to one of the following:

1. an abelian Lie algebra C™ (n € N),
2. an L, (n>2),
3. an L, (n>2),

4. an ty(it, ... iy) (i1, ..., i, distinct positive integers)
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Finally, the results of this section can be summarised in the following theorem:

Theorem 3.2.22 Let g be a complex finite-dimensional Lie algebra which can be realised in Aj.
Then g is isomorphic to one of the following:

1. sl(2),
. sl(2) x C,
. sl(2) x Hs,

an Ly, (n>2),

2
3
4. an abelian Lie algebra C" (n € N),
5
6. an L, (n>2),

7

can ty(it, ... in) (i1,..., 10, distinct positive integers).

Further comments are in order on this result. We have remarked in the previous chapter of this
thesis that the set of all finite-dimensional semi-simple Lie algebras is discrete (see subsection 2.2.3)
and that the set of all finite-dimensional solvable Lie algebras is continuous (see subsection 2.2.1).
We see here that, imposing the condition of being realisable in A;, one obtains only a finite number
of non-solvable Lie algebras and a countable family of solvable Lie algebras.

Moreover, this result can be seen as a generalisation of the corresponding result for the commu-
tative associative algebra Ay = C[z,y]. Indeed, if one replaces A; with Ay in Theorem 3.2.22, the
list obviously reduces to C™, which is included in our results for A;.

3.3 Finite-dimensional Lie subalgebras of Der(A;)

In this section we find all finite-dimensional Lie algebras that can be realised as subalgebras of
Der(A;) and we give some examples of Lie subgroups of Aut(A;) which exponentiate them.

Theorem 3.3.1 Let g C Der(A;) be a finite-dimensional Lie subalgebra. Then g is either abelian
or isomorphic to sl(2), sl(2) x C%, an L,, an L,/C or an v,(i1,...,iy) with i1,...,i, a set of

distinct positive integers.

Proof: Consider the commutative diagram:

Ay T Ay/C— Der(4)

! (ad ™} (@) T ad () <0
In this diagram, 7 : Ay — A;/C is a surjective Lie algebra homomorphism and ad : A;/C —
Der(A;) is a Lie algebra isomorphism (see page 210 of [21]).
If g is not abelian then 7—!(ad™!(g)) is a non-abelian subalgebra of A; containing C and g =2
7~ (ad"!(g))/C. By the results of the previous subsections 7—!(ad~!(g)) is isomorphic to one of
the following: sl(2) x C, s[(2) x Hs, Ly, L, or t,. One now has to take the quotient by C:

e 51(2) x C/C = sl(2)
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3 — Finite-dimensional Lie subalgebras of the Weyl algebra A;

L,/C: A basis for £,,/C is_Xo, . ._,Xn_l (see E6 for notations) and the only non-zero com-
mutative relation are [Xo, Xx| = Xxy1 for £ =1,...,n — 2. Hence this algebra is isomorphic
to En—l-

In particular, H3/C = L5/C = C2.
L,/C: A basis for £,/C is h, Xg,...,X,_1 (see BT for notations) and the only non-zero

commutation relations are [h, Xo] = Xo, [h, X3] = —(n — k)X} for k = 1,...,n — 1 and
(X0, Xi] = Xpqpy fork=1,...,n—2

Hence g is isomorphic to one of: sl(2), sl(2) x C2, £,_1, £,,/C or an v, without centre (see ES8).

QED

Remark 3.3.2 The derived Lie algebra of L,,/C is isomorphic to L,_1 but En/(C 1s neither isomor-
p~hic to L1 nor to L,, both of whose derived algebras are also isomorphic to L,_1. In particular
L,,/C is not nilpotent and its centre is trivial.

This theorem implies that if G is a finite-dimensional, connected, in some sense Lie subgroup
of Aut(A;), then G is either abelian or a discrete quotient of SL(2,C) (see example E9 below),
SL(2,C)xC? (see example E10), an Ry, (i1, ..., ip) (see example E11 below), an Ly, /C (see example
E12) or an L,, (see example E12). We now show that an abelian group, SL(2,C), SL(2,C) x C2,
Ry (i1, ... in)/Z, Ly and L, /(C x Z) can be holomorphically embedded in Aut(A;).

E9

E10

Recall that an element of the group SL(2,C) is given by

<Z; Zi) (3.23)

where aq,...,a4 € C satisfy ajaq — agag = 1. Define 4y : SL(2,C) — Aut(A;) by

(820 = ez o () = arg-+an

as a4 as a4
Then one checks that &; is an injective group homomorphism.
Define &1 : SL(2,C) — Aut(A;) as in E9 and ds : C? — Aut(4;) by as( <Zl>) = ead(brgtbop)
2

that is

. (b . (b
ao((, D) =p—"b1, é2((," ))p) =q+ba
bo bo
Then one checks that &9 also is an injective group homomorphism.

(i or) G = arp (oG i)

and so there exists a unique injective group homomorphism & : SL(2,C) x C? — Aut(4;)
extending &; and &g defined by

Moreover

alge) = ay(g)da(c) Vg € SL(2,C), ¢ € C2
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For the remaining constructions, namely in order to embed discrete quotients of Ry, (i1,...,0,), Ly
and L, /C in Aut(A;), we use the following procedure: we first find matrix representations of the
corresponding Lie algebras, which in the specific cases we treat here can be explicitly exponentiated.
Finally, homomorphisms are constructed and we calculate their kernels, thus obtaining the required
embeddings of discrete quotients of the Lie groups.

E11 Recall that v, (i1,...,4,) (with i1,. .., distinct positive integers) is the Lie algebra generated

42

by h, Xi (with k =1,...,n) subject to the commutation relations [h, Xj] = —i X} (see E8).

Then t,(i1,...,i,) has a faithful matrix representation 7 : v,,(i1,...,4,) — M;11(C) given
by
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 D=1 0
T(Xe)=11 @ " ,w(h)=10 - : (3.24)
N - : : . 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 —ip

where k = 1,...,n and the 1 in the first column of 7(X%) lies in the (k + 1)-st line. Exponen-
tiating we obtain a subgroup G C GL(n + 1,C) where

(/1 0 ... ... 0
ap eV 0 ... :
G = : 0 : (ay,...,an,v) € CH L (3.25)
: : 0
an 0 ... 0 eV
However G is not simply-connected. To avoid this problem, we define Ry, (i1,...,4,) to be the

Lie group whose underlying manifold is C"*! and whose group law is
(a1,. .. an,0).(ay,. .. al,v') = (a1 +ae ™, ... an + ale " v+ ). (3.26)

Then the map g : Ry,(i1,...,i,) = G given by

1 0 0
a; eV 0
g(a17' .,an,v)— 0
: : 0
an 0 .0 evin
is a group homomorphism with discrete kernel {(0,...,0, #ﬁgm) e}

One can check that the Lie algebra of R,,(i1,...,4,) is isomorphic to t,(i1,...,i,) (see Ap-
pendix B) and, using (3.26), one shows that ® : R, (i1,...,4,) — Aut(A;) defined by

(I)((al""vanvv))(p) = e—vp’

(I)((alv"'vamv))(Q) = eU(Q"’_Z
k=1

ay

G-



3 — Finite-dimensional Lie subalgebras of the Weyl algebra A;

is a group homomorphism with kernel {(0,...,0,27if) : £ € Z} isomorphic to Z and that in
general ® does not factor to a homomorphism from G to Aut(A4;) since Ker g is not in general

a1y 4. an
a subset of Ker ®. Note that ®((aq,...,an,v)) = G XX pad (vh)

The n—dimensional abelian subgroup of R, (i1,...,i,) is obtained by letting v = 0; its Lie
algebra is isomorphic to the n—dimensional abelian Lie algebra. Hence by restricting ® to the
n—dimensional abelian subgroup of R,(i1,...,i,) we obtain an injective group homomorphism
from it into Aut(A;).

E12 Recall that £,, is the Lie algebra generated by X} (where k = 0,...,n) subject to the com-
mutation relations [Xo, X3] = Xgy1 (with & = 1,...,n — 1) (see E6) and that £, is the
Lie algebra generated by h, X (where k& = 0,...,n) subject to the commutation relations
[X(),Xk] = Xk—i—ly [h,Xo] = X(), [h,Xk] = —(Tl — k)Xk (With k= 1, e, = 1) (see E7). Then
L, has a faithful matrix representation (see [32]) p : £,, = M, +1(C) given by

0 O 0
0 0 0
(X) 0 1 0

pXo) = |, :
0 0 1 O
0 0 0
0 0

p(Xk) = |1 ¢+ - , (3.27)
0 0 0

where k= 1,...,n and the 1 in the first column of p(X}) lies in the (k + 1)-st line. This can
be completed to a matrix representation of £, by defining

0 0 0 0
0 —n+1 0 0

p(h)=10 0 —n+2 .o (3.28)
0 0 0 0
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Exponentiating we obtain a subgroup H C GL(n + 1,C) where

( 1 0 0 . ... 0
e(—n—l—l)va1 e(—n—l—l)v
H — e(_n+2)va2 te(_n+2)v e(_n+2)v . (al e, ap t ,U) c Cn+2
e(—n+3)va3 %t2e(—n+3)v te(=n+3)v  (=n+3)v
0
n—1
{ an T o 12 t 1

However H is not simply-connected. To avoid this problem we define L,, to be the Lie group
whose underlying manifold is C"*2? and whose group law is

(ab <oy Op, t) U)‘(a/lv s 7a/n7 t/7 U/) = ((1/1/, R 7a;’/w t//v U//) (329)
where
k—1 tk_j
"o (n—k)v' 1 —(k—j)' /
ap = age + — ;€ + ay,
= k=
o= ¢y te—v’,
Vo= vt
Then the map ~ : C"*2 — H given by
1 0 0 e ... 0

e(—n—i—l)val e(—n—i—l)v

y(ai,. .. an,t,v) = e(=n+2vg,  pel-nt2v  (-nt2
6(—n+3)va3 120(-n43)v  po(-n+3)v  (—n+3)v
a ﬂ lt2 " 1
" (n—1)! 3

is a group homomorphism with discrete kernel {(0,...,0,0,2mif) : £ € Z}. One checks that
the Lie algebra of L, is isomorphic to £, (see Appendix B). Note that R,(n—1,n—2,...,0)
is a subgroup of L, by the inclusion:

(a1,a2,...,ap,v) — (ale(”_l)”, aze™ 2 ay, 0,v).

In fact one can extend the isomorphism ® of E10 to ® : L,, — Aut(A;) by setting ®((a1, ..., an,t,v)) =
(a1 aoe=nt2v | a, v))e 4@ Explicitly one gets

i)((al, cooan, tv))(p) = e Up+it,

n—1 (—n+k)v
T v aie n—k—1
((ar, ... ant, _ ke . .
(a1, an,t,0))(q) = e (cﬁg Y (3.30)
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Using (3.29) one checks that P is a group homomorphism whose kernel is the subgroup

{(0,...,0,ay,0,2mik) : k € Z,a, € C}. Note that ¢ does factor to a homomorphism from
H to Aut(A;) since Kery C Ker . Finally note that the subgroup L,_1 of L,, obtained by
letting a, = 0 and v = 0 is simply-connected and its Lie algebra is isomorphic to £,,_1. Hence
by restricting ® to L,,_; we obtain an injective group homomorphism of L,_; into Aut(A;).

3.4 The family F and its orbit under Aut(A;) x Aut(sl(2))

In subsection 3.1.2 we recalled some results of [23]: if the realisation of the standard semi-simple
element of s[(2) is in Ag (i.e., is strictly semi-simple), then the s[(2) realisation belongs (up to an
automorphism of A;j) to the family F = {f},f}}%,f}}%}b,b/ec. In this section we give a proof of
this result and show that the family F reduces to N' = {f}, f }}:}bec under the action of the group
Aut(A;1) x Aut(sl(2)). We then analyse these realisations in terms of the Dixmier partition and
determine exactly which elements of F are equivalent under the groups Aut(A4;) and Aut(A4;) x
Aut(sl(2)).

The subsequent part of the section is concerned with the orbit of F under Aut(A;) x Aut(s((2)).
We give various characterisations of this orbit in terms of the Dixmier partition. We show that N
is a set of normal forms and calculate the corresponding isotropy groups. Finally, for the sake of
completeness we give an example of a realisation of s[(2) in A; which is not in the orbit of F.

Recall (see subsection 2.1.2) the notation: ey = <8 (1)> ,e_ = <(1) 8) ,e0 = <(1) _01> ,

Definition 3.4.1 The group Aut(A;) x Aut(sl(2)) has a left action on Ail(z) given by:
(,w)-f=aofow™! (3.31)
where o € Aut(4,), f € Ai[@) and w € Aut(sl(2)).

Recall that all automorphisms of s[(2) are given by the action of SL(2,C) on s[(2). Let us give
the form of such a general automorphism, this result being used several times in the rest of this
section.

Proposition 3.4.2 Let g = <Zl ZZ> € SL(2,C). Define Ad(g) € Aut(sl(2)) by Ad(g)(z) =
3 a4

gzg~ "' for any z € sl(2). Then

Ad(g)(es) = (““;‘3 a?)

—a3 ayas
2
_ (0204 —a5
rdg)e) = (" )
_ (aia4 + azasz —2aap
Ad(g)(eo) - < 2a3a4 —a1a4—a2a3>'

3.4.1 The family F

Theorem 3.4.3 (Lemma 2.4 of [23]) Let H, X,Y € Ay be an sl(2) triplet and let H = upq+ v with
uweC* andv e C. Then:
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1. p==£1 or p==£2.
2. (a) If uw=1, there exists a € C* such that

1 1 1
X=-za¢’, Y = —p?, H=pq— = on I). 32
594" 52D Pa— 5 (solution I) (3.32)
(b) If uw =2, there exists a € C* and b € C such that either
1
X=alb+pq)q, Y =—=p, H=2pqg+b (solution 1IA) (3.33)
a
or
1
X = —4 Y =apb+pq), H=2pqg+b (solution IIB). (3.34)
Proof: 1. We impose the sl(2) commutation relations: [H,X] = 2X and [H,Y] = —2Y. Let
X =3 ;aip iq). Computing [H, X] and using [H, p'q’] = (j — i)up'q’ one gets
[H,X] =Y p(j—iagp'e’ =2X =2 ayp'e’. (3.35)
i3 (2]

This implies that
p(j —i)ay; = 2a45,Vi,j € N.
It Qg 75 0 then

2
= . 3.36
n= (3.36)
and therefore \ = % € N*.
Since p > 0, it is sufficient to consider the case A > 0.
Using P5, there exists NV € N such that X can be written
X =) aj(payq", (3.37)

where an # 0. Analogously, using [H,Y] = —2Y, there exists M € N such that Y can be written

M
Y =p*> bil(pg)”, (3.38)
k=0

where by # 0.

II. The final step of our calculation is to impose the last commutation relation: [X,Y] = H. From
(3.37) and (3.38) one gets

N
[X,Y] = Z a;be((p)’p @, (p0)*] + [(pa), P (pa) ™ + (pa)’[a*, ] (p)"). (3.39)

Setting & = [p*, ¢*] and Cy, = [(pq)¥, ¢*] for any k € N, this commutator becomes
N

M
Z > aibi((pa)'pla*s (00)*] + [(pa)’, pMaN(Cr + (p0)*) — (pa) Ex(p0)¥).  (3.40)
0 k=0

Jj=

We will need the following two lemmas to complete the proof of the theorem.
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Lemma 3.4.4 For A € N* and k € N,
Cr = [(p0)*, "] = [N+ pa)* — (p0)"]. (3.41)

Proof: We will prove this equation by induction. For k& = 0, (3.41) is trivially verified.
Computing
Ck+1 = [(pq)k+17q>\]7

one gets
Cri1 = (pg)Cr + P2 ' (pg)"-

Using the induction hypothesis and rearranging the terms so that ¢” is on the left, one has

Cr1 = ¢\ (A +pg)™*" = (pg)™ ],
which completes the proof of this lemma. QED
Using Lemma 3.4.4, (3.40) can be written as
N M
Y= aibi((pa)’p 0, (09)"] + (), 2" (A + p9)") — (pa)€(pg)"). (3.42)

§=0 k=0

Let us now put Ay = p*[¢*, (pg)*] and Al = [(pq)*, p*¢*. Then this expression becomes:

N

Z a;bi((pg) A + A5\ +pa)* — (pa)?**€). (3.43)
7=0 k=0

Lemma 3.4.5 For A € N* and n € N, we have:
A =P (p9)"] = —palpg +1)...(pg + A — DA+ pg)" — (pg)"] (3.44)

and
Al = [(pg)", pMa = —palpg + 1)...(pg + X — DA+ pg)" — (pg)"]- (3.45)

Proof: We first remark that by P5, equation (3.44) is equivalent to
An = = A+ pa)" — (pa)"]- (3.46)
We will prove this equation by induction. For n = 0, (3.44) is trivially verified. Computing

Anr =N, (pg) Y],

one gets
Aps1 = A+ pg) A — Ap ¢ (pg)*.

The result now follows from (3.46). To prove Eq. |3.45] we just have to remark that by (3.3)
we have

¢, (pg)"] =0
and therefore, using the Poisson formulae, — A, + A}, = 0. QED
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We now return to our main calculation. Inserting into (3.43) the formula (see P5)

A
E=) (FU)HUCHW TP = ()M AL Z D™ (CR) palpg +1) . (pg + A =7 = 1)
r=1

and the formulae for A, and A} given by Lemma 3.4.4, one gets the following formula for [X,Y]
expressed as a function of z = pq:

N M

- {ajbp2(z 4+ 1) ... (2 4+ X = 1)((z + A)IHF = 2FF) ¢
>
7=0 k=0

zﬁ’“Z 1)/ Lr(C5)%2(z + 1) (2 4+ A= — 1] + 20 FF (1, (3.47)

This expression must be equal to H = 3z + v. The highest power of z in (3.47) is —anbyA(N +
M_‘_)\)zN-i-M-i-)\—l'
UEN+M+X—12>2 thatis N+ M > 3 — A, then —anbyA(N + M + ) must be equal to 0,
which is not possible. Hence N + M <3 — A\, A <3 — (N + M) and A < 3. Since we already know
that A is a non-zero positive integer, we must have A =1 or A = 2, in other words p =2 or = 1.
From the inequality N + M < 3 — A, we see that A\ = 1 implies that N + M < 2 and A = 2
implies N + M < 1.
In conclusion, there are only three possible cases:

e \=2 N+ M=0.
e A =1, N+ M=1
e =1, N+ M=0

These give rise respectively to the solutions (3.32), (3.33) and (3.34), i.e. to the solutions I, ITA
and IIB, as one can easily verify. QED

Corollary 3.4.6 Any realisation of Theorem 3.4.3 is equivalent under the action of Aut(Ay) to one
of the members of the family F = {f},f}}%,f}}%}b,b'ec-

Proof: 1. For a € C*, the automorphism «a, € Aut(A;) given by

ca(p) = £Vap, oulq) = i%q

satisfy f] = ag o f#. This means that all maps given by the formulae f} are equivalent to f} under
the action of the group Aut(A4;).
II. For a € C*, the automorphism 3, € Aut(A;) given by:

1
Ba(p) = ap, Balg) = —q
satisfies f}ﬂ‘ = Qg 0 f}ll’l;‘. Hence the maps f;”l’l;; are all equivalent to f} 1134 under the action of the
group Aut(A;). Similarly, the the maps f?l’% are all equivalent to f 1 p under the action of the
group Aut(4;). QED
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3.4.2 Properties of F in terms of the Dixmier partition

Proposition 3.4.7 Let f} : s[(2) — Ay be defined by f(e1) = —34¢2, fle—) = 3p*, f(eo) =pq—3.
Then:

(i) The set of eigenvalues of ad(f}(eq)) is Z.
(i) fH(n) € Ay for any nilpotent n € s1(2).
(iii) f}(s) € As for any semi-simple s € s(2).

Proof: Part (i) follows since ad(H)(p'q’) = (j —i)p'q’. To prove parts (ii) and (iii) we first need to
calculate under what conditions the linear combination (Aey+pe_+vep) € sl(2) is nilpotent or semi-
simple. Recall that ey +pue_ +wvey is nilpotent iff, in the standard basis of s[(2), ad(Ae4+pe—+rveg)
has only zero eigenvalues and is semi-simple iff has not only zero eigenvalues. This condition
translates into v2 # —\u for Aey +pe_ +veg to be nilpotent and resp. v? = —Ap for Aey +pe_ +veg
to be semi-simple.

Now considering f}(Xey + pe— + veg) and using Remark 3.1.4, the results follows from Lemma
8.6 of [21]. QED

Proposition 3.4.8 Let f}}l;‘ :51(2) — Ay be defined by f(er) = (b+pq)q, fle~) = —p, f(eo) =
2pq +b. Then:

(i) The set of eigenvalues of ad(f}}qu(eo)) is 27.
(i) There exists a nilpotent n € sl(2) such that f}}l;‘(n) € As.
(115) There exists a semi-simple s € sl(2) such that f}}a(s) € Ay.

Proof: Part (i) is obvious and parts (ii) and (iii) are consequences of the

Lemma 3.4.9 )\f}}%(@.}.) + uf}}l;l(e_) + Vf}}i(eo) e ATUA3 iff A =0.
Proof: (=): If XA # 0, one shows by simple induction that

ad"(AX + puY +vH)(q) = n!\"a"¢" " + h,(q)

where h,(q) is a polynomial in ¢ of degree at most n. It then follows that
(ad™"(AX 4+ uY + vH))(q))nen spans an infinite-dimensional vector space and hence AX +
wY +vH ¢ Ay U A3, by Corollary 6.6 of [21].

(<): If A =0 the result follows from Lemma 8.6 of [21]. QED QED

Corollary 3.4.10 The realisation fIl s not equivalent to any of the realisations f}ﬂ‘ (b € C) under
the action of the group Aut(A;).

Proof: Recall that the Dixmier partition is stable under the action of the group Aut(A;) (see
subsection 3.1.1). The proof is then immediate by comparing properties (ii) or (iii) of Propositions

3.4.7 and 3.4.8. QED

Proposition 3.4.11 Let f}}% :51(2) — Ay be defined by f(ey) = —q, f(e—) =p(b+pq), f(eo) =
2pq +b. Then:
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(i) The set of eigenvalues of ad(f}}%(eo)) is 27.

(i1) There exists a nilpotent n € sl(2) such that f}j%(n) € As.

. o Lb
(iii) There exists a semi-simple s € sl(2) such that f;;5(s) € Ay,
Proof: Similar to Proposition 3.4.8, but using this time

Lemma 3.4.12 )\fll}%(e_) + ufll}i‘(ejL) + Vfllﬂ‘(eo) € AjUA; iff x=0.
Proof: Analogous to Lemma 3.4.9. QED QED

We conclude this subsection by

Corollary 3.4.13 (i) The realisation fi is not equivalent to any of the realisations f}}% (beC)
under the action of the group Aut(Ap).

(11) No realisation fll}l; (b € C) is equivalent to any of the realisations fll}lg (b € C) under the
action of the group Aut(Ay).

Proof: (i) Similar to Corollary 3.4.10.
(ii) Immediate since f}}%(@r) € Ay and f}}%(&r) € As. QED

3.4.3 Equivalence of members of F under Aut(4,)

We show that no two distinct realisations of F are equivalent under the action of the group Aut(A;).

Proposition 3.4.14 Let b,b' € C. Then f}}l;‘ (resp. f}}%) 1s equivalent to f}}l;; (resp. f}}%) under
the action of the group Aut(Ay) iff b=10".

Proof: The sl(2) triplets corresponding to fll}l; and fll}lj; are

X=0+pg)q X' = +pq
H =2pg+b H' =2pqg+V.

If f}ﬂl and f}}l;; are equivalent under the action of Aut(A;), there exist p',¢’ € A; such that
[p',q'] =1 and

V' +0'¢)d = (b+pe)q
—p' =-p (3.49)
20’ + V' =2pq +b.

From this it follows easily that p’ = p, ¢ = ¢, and V/ = b.
Arguing along the same lines one proves that f 11 }% is equivalent to f 11 }% iff b=10". QED

Corollary 3.4.15 No two distinct realisations of the family (fll, }}Ijapf}}lg)bb’ec are equivalent

under the action of Aut(Ap).

Proof. As pointed out in the previous subsection, the realisation f 11 is not equivalent to a realisation
of type ITA (Corollary 3.4.10) or of type IIB (part (i) of Corollary 3.4.13) and a realisation of type
ITA is not equivalent to a realisation of type IIB (part (ii) of Corollary 3.4.13). The result now
follows from the previous proposition. QED
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3.4.4 Equivalence of members of 7 under Aut(A;) x Aut(sl(2))
Recall the notation: N = (f7}, ffl}qu)bec-

Remark 3.4.16 (also mentioned in [23]) The realisations f}}z(b+2) and f}}% are equivalent under

the action of Aut(Ay) x Aut(sl(2)) since
fiip=ao fia" o,
where 7 € Aut(sl(2)) and o € Aut(Ay) are given by 7(z) =y, 7(y) = = and a(p) = —q, alq) = p.

Proposition 3.4.17 The pairs (i) (f}}llx, fIl}l;;), (b#£V), (i) (fjlﬁl, f1) are not equivalent under

the action of the group Aut(A;) x Aut(sl(2)).
Proof. (i): The sl(2) triplets corresponding to f}}l;‘ are f}}i are

X=0+pg)g X = +pa)q
Y =—p Y'=—p (3.50)
H =2pg+b H =2pg+ V.

If f}}l;‘ and f}}i are equivalent under the action of Aut(A;) x Aut(sl(2)), then there exist an
aq
as
satisfying [p, ¢'] = 1 such that

automorphism w = Ad( 22>) of sl(2) (see Proposition 3.4.2 for the notation) and p’,¢" € A;
4

v +9'd)d = fi}; ow(es) =ai(b+pqg)g— ai(—p) — araz(2pg + b)
—p' = f‘ﬁ}é“ ow(e—) = —a3(b+pq)q+ ai(—p)+ azas(2pg + b) (3.51)
20 + V' = friaow(en) = —2ara2(b+ pq)q + 2azas(—p) + (a1a4 + azas)(2pg + b).

Substituting the second equation in the third equation, we obtain

—2[—a3 (b + pq)q + a2(—p) + azas(2pq + )¢ + b =
= —2&1&2(1) + pq)q + 2(130,4(—])) + (CL16L4 + agag)(2pq + b) (352)

If as # 0 then the expansion of ¢’ in the standard basis must consist of only a constant term,

otherwise the term —a%(b + pq)qq’ on the LHS contains terms which are not present in the RHS;

but then [p’, ¢'] = 0 which is a contradiction and hence as = 0. Thus, one also has ajaq = 1.
Equation (3.52) now reduces to

—2[a}(—p)lg’ + b = 2asas(—p) + (2pg +b). (3.53)

Equating the constant term on both sides of (3.53) gives b =1b'.

In conclusion we have shown that if b # ¥/, f}}: is not equivalent to fll}ll; under the action of

Aut(A;7) x Aut(sl(2)) which proves part (i). Part (ii) is proved in a similar but easier way. QED

Proposition 3.4.18 a) If f € F there exists (o, w) € Aut(A;) x Aut(sl(2)) such that (o, w).f € N.
b) No two distinct realisations in N are equivalent under the action of Aut(A;) x Aut(sl(2)).

Proof: Immediate from Remark 3.4.16 and Proposition 3.4.17. QED
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3.4.5 Characterisation of the orbit of 7 under Aut(A4;) x Aut(s((2))

In this subsection we analyse the orbit O of F under the action of the group Aut(A4;) x Aut(s((2)).

In terms of the Dixmier partition we define several a priori different subsets of Afl(z) which all turn
out to be identical with Oz. This means that A is the family of normal forms for the action of the
group Aut(A;) x Aut(sl(2)) on any of these subsets.

Definition 3.4.19

Dy = {feA™® 3zes0(2)\ {0} s.tf(s) € Ag}

D, = {fe Afl(z) :dz € 5l(2) \ {0} s.t ad(f(z)) admits an eigenvector in As}
Dy = {feA™® 3zes0(2)\ {0} s.tf(n) €A}

Dy = {fe Afl(z) :dz € 5l(2) \ {0} s.t ad(f(z)) has an eigenvector in A1}

D = {fe Ai[@) : Ia,w) € Aut(A4y) x Aut(sl(2)) s.t (a,w).f € N}
Or = {fe A 3(a,w) € Aut(41) x Aut(sl(2)) s.t (a,w).f € F}.

It follows from Proposition 3.4.18 that D = Ox. We now show that in fact all of the above sets are
identical.

Theorem 3.4.20 D3 =D, =D, =D} =D.

Proof: First note that Ds,Dj, Dy, D} and D are stable under the action of Aut(A;) x Aut(sl(2))
and that the inclusions D3 C Dg and D C D’l are obvious. Furthermore, the inclusions D C Djy
and D C D follow from subsection 3.4.2. Hence, to prove the theorems it is sufficient to show that

1. D3 C D,
2. D C Ds,
3. D} C D;.

1. D3 C D: Let f € D3. By hypothesis there exists an s € sl(2) such that f(s) € Ag and s is
semi-simple by Remark 3.1.4 because in s[(2) an element is either nilpotent or semi-simple. By
rescaling we can always suppose that the eigenvalues (in s[(2)) of ad(s) are —2,0 and 2. Then there
exists w € Aut(sl(2)) such that w™'(eg) = s. By Theorem 3.1.3 (2), there exist o € Aut(A;),p €
C*, v € C such that a o fow™(eg) = upq + v.

By Theorem 3.4.3 and Corollary 3.4.6

(,w).feF (3.54)
Hence D3 C D by Proposition 3.4.18.
2. D C D3: We need the following lemma
Lemma 3.4.21 Let S € Asz. Then

(Z) C(S) c CUA3UAs;

(i) C(S)NA3 = {uS+v:peC*veC} (3.55)

Proof: Without loss of generality we can suppose that S = pq since any element of Aj is
equivalent under Aut(Ay) to u'pg+ v/ (Theorem 9.2 of [21]) and since C(u'pg + ') = C(pq).
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First note that C(pg) = C[pg] (see Proposition 5.3 of [21]). Let Z = ax(pq)* + --- + ag be a
polynomial of degree k in pq. Then a simple induction shows that

[Z,p™q"] = k(n —m)app™ T~ 1g" H =1 4 terms of lower degree in p.
From this it follows that if & > 1 the only eigenvalue of ad(Z) is 0 and so D(Z) = C(Z). By
iteration of this formula it also follows that that if & > 1, Kerad?(Z) = Kerad(Z) and so
N(Z) = C(Z). This means that if £ > 1, Z € Aj (see Theorem 2.2). By Theorem 3.1.3(2),
Z € Az if k=1 and the lemma is proved. QED

Let f € Dj. There exists z € sl(2) \ {0}, S € Az and A € C such that [f(z),S] = AS. This
implies that ad?(S)(f(z)) = 0, that is f(z) € N(S) (see subsection 3.1.1 for notation). Since S € As,
N(S) = C(S) (see Theorem 3.1.1) and thus f(z) € C(S). By Lemma 3.4.21, f(z) € A3z U As; but
f(2z) ¢ As (see Remark 3.1.4) and so f(z) € Az and f € Ds.

3. D} € D3: We need the following two lemmas

Lemma 3.4.22 Let a € Ay, o € C* be such that [a,p] = —up. There exists ag € Aut(Ap)
such that a?)_l(a) = upq + v, for some v € C.

Proof: Let a =}, hi;p'q’. Since

la,p] = —pp < [a — upg,p] =0, (3.56)
and [p, p'¢’] = jp'¢’ !, one has
N
a=ppg+ Y ap’, (3.57)
1=0

where a; € C and N € N. One can then write
N o
a=puplg+ ;’p’_l) +v.
i=1

But [p,¢'] =1 where ¢ = q+ Zfil %pi_l so that there exist an unique automorphism asg of
Aj such that as(p) =p, as(q) = ¢'. Hence

ag'(a) = ppg + v.
QED

Lemma 3.4.23 Let a € A, A € C* and let g(p) = >, app® be a polynomial of degree n.
If [a, g(p)] = \g(p) then there exists ay € Aut(A;) such that [ay ' (a),p] = %p.

Proof: Since < p'¢? > is a basis of A1, we can write
Ny
. .
0,91 =" fir(p) ¢,
i=0

where £ € N*, N, € N and fn, » is a non-zero polynomial of degree M}, in p. Let ¢ # 0
be the coefficient of p™kg™Nr in [a, pk]. A straightforward induction argument shows that
N =Ny, M =M, +k—1and ¢, = key.
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Thus, one has

n n Ny,
[(l, Zakpk] = Z ( (lkf%k(p)q?') )
k=0 k=0 \1i=0

But since [a, g(p)] = Ag(p) by hypothesis, this means that a,c, = apncy = apA, N, = Np =
0, M, =n and so ¢; = % and M7 = 1. Therefore

A
[a7p] =—p+v
n

for some constant v € C. But, [%p + v, %q] = 1 there exist an unique automorphism aso of Ay

such that as(p) = 2p + v, as(q) = %q. Hence

n

o3 (@), p)] = ~p

QED

We now prove that D] C Ds. Let f € Dj. By hypothesis there exist z € sl(2), N € Ay and
A € C such that

[f(z), N] = AN. (3.58)

By Theorem 9.1 of [21] there exist a; € Aut(A;) such that ag(N) € Clp|. If A # 0, a0 f(2) satisfies
the hypothesis of Lemma 3.41. and, by Lemmas 3.41 and 3.44, there exist ag, a3 € Aut(A;), p € C*
and ag € C such that agl o %—1 oaj o f(z) = upg + ap. Since upq + ag is in Ag, this means that
ozgl o ozz_l oaj o f € D3 and hence f € D3. To complete the proof we show that the A = 0 case
reduces to the A # 0 case as follows. If A = 0, then f(z) € C(N). But C(N) C A; (by Theorem 9.1
of [21]) so that f(z) € A; and, by Remark 3.1.4, z is nilpotent. There exists s € sl(2) semi-simple
such that [s, z] = 2z and then [f(s), f(2)] = 2f(z). Now, replacing z by s, N by f(z) and A by 2 in
(3.58), we can conclude that f € D3 as above since A # 0. QED

Corollary 3.4.24 Let f € Aim). The following are equivalent:

1. f(ﬁ[(2)) CAyU Ag.

2. There exists (o, w) € Aut(A;) x Aut(sl(2)) such that (a,w).f = f}.
Proof: 2 = 1: By Proposition 3.4.7 parts (i) and (iii), fi(s/(2)) € Ay U Az and this property is
invariant under the action of Aut(A4;) x Aut(sl(2)).
1= 2: If f(sl(2)) € Ay UAg3 then f € Dy and by Theorem 3.4.20 there exists (o, w) € Aut(A;) X
Aut(sl(2)) such that (o, w).f € F. By Propositions 3.4.7, 3.4.8 and 3.4.11 we must have (a,w).f =
f}. QED
3.4.6 The isotropy groups in Aut(A;) x Aut(sl(2))

Recall that if a group G acts on a set X, the isotropy of z € X in G is by definition the subgroup
{g € G : g.x = x}. In this subsection we calculate the isotropy groups of f} and f}}lz in Aut(A;) x
Aut(sl(2)). We denote these groups respectively by I7 and Ij74.

Proposition 3.4.25 I; = {(oy,Ad(g)) : g € SL(2,C)}, where ag € Aut(Ay) is given by ay(p) =
asp + azq, ag(q) = azp+ aiq.
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Remark 3.4.26 In fact the group I; is isomorphic to SL(2,C).

/

Proof: Let (a,w) € I;. This is equivalent to ao fi = ff ow. Let p' = a(p), ¢ = a(q) and
w = Ad( <a1

a2>) (see Proposition 3.4.2 for notations).
az a4
The sl(2) triplets corresponding to f} and a o fi are

Y (3.59)
H=pq—3 H =p}q—3.
One has
«° f]l(e+) = 1_%(]/2 = f]l ow(ey) = I%a%f - %ang —aja3(pq — %)
ao fi(e-) =gp? = flow(e-) = 3a3¢° + 5aip” + azas(pg — 3) (3.60)
oo f}(GO) =p'qd — % = f} ow(eg) = arjazq® + azasp® + (aras + azas)(pg — %)-
The first equation writes
1 1 p 1 2
ao frley) =547 = 5(asp + ar1q) (3.61)

2 2

Let 8 € Aut(A;) such that 3(¢q) = agp+ai1g. By acting with 37! on (3.61), one has B~ toao f} () =
%(6‘1(q’))2 = %q2. It is then easy to see that 571(q’) = ¢ with implies ¢’ = £8(q) = +(azp+a1q).

Similarly, using the second equation of (3.60) one finds that p’ = +(a4p + azq). Since [p/,¢'] =1
we have either p’ = ayp+asq,q = azp+aiq) or p’ = —(agp+a2q),qd = —(azp+ a1q). Furthermore,
the last equation of (3.60) is verified by any of the two solutions found. Since w = Ad(g) = Ad(—g)
this completes our proof. QED

To calculate I7; we need the following definition:

Definition 3.4.27 Let B = {<a1 ?) rap € C¥ag € (C} and let B be the subgroup Ad(B) C

as a
Aut(sl(2)).

Proposition 3.4.28 I;;4 = {(aw,w) : w € B} where o, € Aut(A;1) is given by a,(p) =

=P ow(q) = af(q — ).

Remark 3.4.29 In fact the group Ir14 is isomorphic to B, a Borel subgroup of Aut(sl(2)).

Proof: Let (ay, w) € I7. This is equivalent to o, of}ﬂxow = f}ﬁl. Let p' = ayw(p), ¢ = aw(q) and
w = Ad( <a1

as
3.4.17 up to equation (3.53), as in the proof of Proposition 3.4.17, (replacing b’ by b in the LHS
of the Equations 3.51, 3.52, 3.53). Thus, one has as = 0 and ajaq = 1. This means that w € B.
Furthermore, equation 3.53 can be written

Z2>) (see Proposition 3.4.2 for notations). Calculation as in the proof of Proposition
4

—2[a3(—p)ld' + b = 2azas(—p) + (2pg +b). (3.62)
which gives

plajq + asas — q) = 0. (3.63)
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Since in A; there are no zero divisors (see [21]), one has

1 as
= —(q — azas) = a¥(q — azas) = ai(q — =) (3.64)
CL4 al
Imposing [, (), aw(q)] = 1 one gets ay,(p) = adp + k = glgp + k, with k& € C, which, inserted in
1
the first or the second equation of (3.51) gives k = 0. QED

3.4.7 Other examples

Let U(sl(2)) be the universal enveloping algebra of s[(2). Recall that U(sl(2)) is an associative
algebra containing s[(2) which has the following universal property: if f : sl(2) — B is a Lie
homomorphism from s[(2) to an associative algebra B there exists a unique associative algebra
homomorphism f : U(sl(2)) — B such that f| s2) = f. This means that we can define a left action

of Aut(U(sl(2))) on Ai‘@) as follows:

(,w) - f=ao fo’w_l\s[@)

where a € Aut(A;) and w € Aut(U(sl(2))).

One can construct realisations of s[(2) which are not into the orbit of F under Aut(A;) x
Aut(sl(2)) (see fig. 3.1). This can be done by letting elements of Aut(U/(s((2))) \ Aut(sl(2)) act on
N. Note that the group Aut(sl(2)) is naturally included in the group Aut((s((2))). In this section,
for the sake of completeness, we give an explicit example (see also page 127 of [23]).

Fig. 3.1: Realisation of s[(2) which is not into the orbit of F under Aut(A;) x Aut(s((2))

Let z,y, h denote the images of e, e_, ey under the natural inclusion sl(2) C U(sl(2)).
Define now g € Afl(z) by g = f}}; 0 wlgy(2), where f}}; :U(sl(2)) — Aj is the natural extension
of f}j; to U(sl(2)) — A1 and w = exp(ad(2?)) € Aut(U(sl(2))) is given by:

w(x) = =z,
w(y) = y+ hx+xh— 423,
w(h) = h—42°. (3.65)
Explicitly, this gives
glex) = (1+pa)g
gle-) = —p+4p’¢* —4p°® +12p°¢°
gleo) = 2pg—4p’q*+ 1. (3.66)

Proposition 3.4.30 g ¢ Or.
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Proof: To show this it is enough to prove that there does not exist (a, w) € Aut(A4;) x Aut(sl(2))
such that (o, w).g € N. Suppose for contradiction that there exist (o, w) € Aut(A;) x Aut(sl(2))
16 . 1,b 1,b
such that (o, w).g = f;;4 i-e. ao fiq = frra0w.
The sl(2) triplets corresponding to ¢g and f 11 }l;‘ are

X = (1+pg)q X' = (b+pqg)q
Y = —p+4p*¢® — 4p3¢S +12p%¢ Y = —p (3.67)
H =2pq + 1 — 4piqg? H' = 2pq +0.

Then writing p’ = a(p), ¢ = a(q) and w = Ad( (al a2>) (see Proposition 3.4.2 for notations) one

asz agq
has
b+9d)d = —ara3X — agY —ayasH
= —aaz((1+pg)q) — a3(—p + 4p°¢® — 4p°¢° + 12p°¢°) — ara3(2pq + 1 — 4p*¢?)
—p = —adiX +dlY +ayasH
= —ad3(1+pq)q+ ai(—p+4p°¢® — 4p3¢® + 12p°¢°) + asas(2pq + 1 — 4p'?)
20 +b = —2a1asX + 2a3a4Y + (ajaq4 + asaz)H

= —2aja2(1+ pq)q + 2azas(—p + 4102(]3 — 4p$q6 + 12p2q5)
+(araq + agas)(2pg + 1 — 4p4q2).

Substituting the second equation in the third equation, we obtain

—2a1a2(1 + pg)q + 2azas(—p + 4p*¢® — 4p*¢® + 12p*¢°) + (ara4 + azaz)(2pq + 1 — 4p*q?)
= —2(—a3(1 +pqg)q + a(—p + 4°¢® — 4p*¢° + 12p%¢°) + azaa(2pq + 1 — 4p*¢*)) ¢ +b.

If a4 # 0 then the expansion of ¢’ in the standard basis consists of only a scalar term, otherwise
the term —2a3p3¢®¢’ on the RHS contain terms which are not present on the LHS; but then [p/,¢'] =0
which is a contradiction and hence a4 = 0.

Thus the equation above reduces to

—2a1a3(q + pg?) — (2pg + 1 — 4p*q%) = 2a3(q + pg®)q +b. (3.68)

Let k be the highest power of ¢ appearing in the expansion of ¢’ in the standard basis. Then
the highest power appearing in the expansion of the RHS in the standard basis is k+ 2. Comparing
with the LHS gives £ = 0 and ¢’ = f(p) where f is a polynomial in p. By similar arguments of
degree counting on the two sides of Equation 6.7, one shows that the degree of f is equal to 3, that
is

¢ = Ksp® + Kop® + K1p + Ko (3.69)

where Ko, K1, Ky € C and K3 € C*. Inserting (3.69) in (3.68) and expanding explicitly the RHS in
the standard basis, one sees that the term in p3q is —10a§K3p3q whilst in the LHS there is no term
in p3¢. Thus K3 = 0 which is a contradiction.

We have therefore proved that there does not exist v € Aut(A4;) and w € Aut(sl(2)) such that

(o, w).g = f}}a. QED

This means that none of the elements of g(sl(2)) are strictly nilpotent or strictly semi-simple.
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3.4 — The family F and its orbit under Aut(A;) x Aut(sl(2))

Corollary 3.4.31 With the notations above, g(sl(2)) C Ag U Ay.
Proof: Immediate from Theorem 3.4.20. QED
Remark 3.4.32 If we set
DY ={f¢€ Af‘@) : In € sl(2) nilpotent s.t f(n) is an eigenvector of some element in As}

then g € D since g(es) is an eigenvector of pq. Hence D} # D.

Before ending this subsection, we relate this example to the characterisation of Ai[@)
A. Joseph in [23|. He showed that Aim) is a disjoint union S; U Sa, where S; (resp. S2) is the set of
realisations for which the spectrum of the standard semi-simple element H is equal to 2Z (resp. Z).
Furthermore, he showed that S; (resp. S2) can be subdivided into a disjoint union S1;US 12U - -US10
(resp. S21 U S92 U...). Finally, he showed that Si,S21, S22 ... and S12,S513...,S1, with r < co are
stable under the action of Aut(A;) x Aut(U(sl(2)).

With respect to this decomposition, fIl € S9 and f}}z € S11 (see Propositions 3.4.7 and 3.4.8).
Hence

given by

N C So1 U S11.
We will now prove that g € Sis. For this we need the definition of Siy:
Definition 3.4.33 Let f € Af‘@),m € 2Z,H = f(e4), X = f(e4),Y = f(e~) and D(H,m) =
{z € A1: [H,z] =mz}. By Lemma 3.1 of [25], there exists y,, € D(H,m) such that

D(H,m) = ymC[H]. (3.70)

The set S11 is defined to be the set of realisations f € A;K(z) for which

D(H,2) # XC[H] or D(H,—2) # YC[H]. (3.71)

We can now prove

Proposition 3.4.34 Let g € Ai‘@) be defined by equations (3.66). Then g € Sico-

Proof: Recall that g was obtained by acting on f}; € S11 with a specific element of Aut(U(sl(2)).
Hence, by the properties of the Joseph decomposition to prove that g € Sis it is enough to show
that g ¢ S11. From (3.71), one sees that this comes down to proving that

D(H,2) = XC[H] and D(H,—2) = YC[H].

We now treat the first of these conditions. By (3.70), there exists yo € D(H, 2) such that
D(H,2) = y,C[H]. Since X € D(H,2) there exists a polynomial a, H" + - - - + ag such that

X =ys(anH" + -+ + ap),

which gives

q+pq* = y2 (an(2pg — 4p*¢" +1)" + -+ + ap) .
Comparing highest powers of p, one has n = 0, yo = %X and thus D(H, 2) = XC[H]. A similar
but more tedious argument shows that D(H , —2) =YC[H]. QED

o8



3 — Finite-dimensional Lie subalgebras of the Weyl algebra A;

3.5 Perspectives

We end this chapter by overviewing some possible perspectives of this work. We considered the
problem of the construction of finite-dimensional Lie algebras from the fundamental observables p
and g of quantum mechanics, that is the Lie algebras that can be realised in A;. We considered here
only complex Lie algebras and the Weyl algebra A; was taken over the field of complex numbers.
Thus, a first question one might ask is what will be the situation when considering real Lie algebras
realisable in the Weyl algebra over the real numbers. This problem should be approached by an
analysis of the real forms of the complex Lie algebras obtained in Theorem 3.2.22. Moreover one
could address the question of what all this would become over an arbitrary field (for example not
of characteristic 0).

Another natural generalisation of this study would be to consider the Lie algebras that can be
realised in A,, the complex associative algebra defined in (3.1). A somewhat connected issue is to
study the problem analogous to the problem considered in this chapter not in the context of the
quantum Lie bracket but in the context of the classical Poisson bracket. Indeed, consider Ay the set
of polynomials over some field in the commuting variables x and y and define the Poisson bracket

{f,9y =55 —75-5. Vf9€ Ao

This bracket makes Ag into a Lie algebra and one may thus investigate what are the Lie subalgebras
of Ag. Moreover, some comparison between the obtained symmetries at the classical (Ag) and the
quantum (A;) level are then possible. Finally, an in some sense opposite problem is the study of
infinite-dimensional subalgebras of A,,.

99



3.5 — Perspectives

60



Chapter 4

Lie algebras of order F

In the previous chapter we got familiarised with fundamental algebraic structures, the Lie (su-
per)algebras. However, even if these structures are nowadays practically the only used to describe
symmetries of physical systems, one may think to define more exotic structures. In this chapter
we introduce such an example, namely the Lie algebras of order F' and in the next two chapters,
starting from a particular Lie algebra of order 3 we construct field theoretical realisations of it.
Lie algebras of order F' can be seen as generalisations of Lie algebras and superalgebras (which are
obtained for the particular cases of F' =1 and resp. F' = 2, as we will see in the sequel). Here we
set the basis of an algebraic theory of contractions and deformations of this algebraic structure.

The chapter is structured as follows. In the first section we recall the definition of Lie algebras
of order F'. We focus on the case F' = 3 and we give some known examples. Furthermore we study
the case of Lie algebras of order 3 based on the s[(2) Lie algebra. In the second section we recall
some results on representations of these algebraic structures. In the next sections we set the basis
of the study of deformations and contractions. An explicit non-trivial example is given. In the fifth
section we initiate a study of non-trivial extensions of the Poincaré algebra. In the sixth section a
different, binary approach is proposed for Lie algebras of order 3. The last section presents briefly
some further perspectives.

If in the beginning of this chapter some results are recalled from [33] and [34], the rest presents
new results which constitute the subject of a forthcoming publication.

4.1 Definition and examples of Lie algebras of order F

In this section we recall the definition and some basic properties of Lie algebras of order F' (for a
more detailed analyse see [33] and [34]). We then focus on the case F' = 3 and give some examples.
Finally, we study the case of Lie algebras of order 3 based on sl(2).

4.1.1 Definition

Definition 4.1.1 Let F € N*, ¢ = e%, a Zr graded C—vector space g = goPg1DPge---Dgr_1 and
e an automorphism of g satisfying e = 1, g; being the eigenspace corresponding to the eigenvalue
q' of €. Then g is called a Lie algebra of order F if

1. go is a Lie algebra.
2. g; is a representation of go, i = 1,.., F —1; if [.,.] denotes the bracket on gy and the action of
go on g it is clear that [e(X),e(Y)] =e([X,Y]), for all X € go and Y € g.
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4.1 — Definition and examples of Lie algebras of order F

8. Foralli=1,..,F —1 there exists a F—linear, go—equivariant map p; : ST (g;) — go, where
S¥(g;) denotes the F—fold symmetric product of g;, map that satisfy the following (Jacobi)
wdentity:

F+1

Z [i/j]'uui(Yla ... 75/}—175/}4—17 ... 7YF+1)] = 07
j=1

foranyi = 1,...,F —1 and for all Y; € g;, 7 = 1,...,F + 1. One can also see that
{E(Yl)a"'ag(YF)}:E({Y17'”7YF})'

Remark 4.1.2 If F = 1, by definition g = go and a Lie algebra of order 1 is a Lie algebra. If
F = 2, then g is a Lie superalgebra. Therefore, the Lie algebras of order F appear as possible
generalisations of Lie algebras and superalgebras.

Note that the following identities are satisfied by a Lie algebra of order F'; we call them Jacobsi
tdentities for Lie algebras of order F:
1.For any X, X', X" € g,

[[X, X7, X"+ [[X,X"],X]+ [[X",X],X'] =0, (I1)

which we will refer to as the “lst Jacobi identity”. This relation expresses the fact that gg is a Lie
algebra.
2. Forany X, X' €egoand Y €g;,i=1,..,F —1,

(X, X'], Y]+ [[X,Y],X] + [\, X],X'] =0, (I.2)

(“2nd Jacobi identity”) since g; is a representation of gg.
3. For X egoand Y €g; (withj=1,...,F,i=1,...,F —1)

(X, pi(Ye, . Ye)] = pa([Xo, V1] YE) 4o + (Y1, - [X YE]), (L3).

(“ 3rd Jacobi identity”) results from the go-equivariance of the map ;.
4. ForallY;eg;,j=1,..,F+1, i=1,..,F — 1, the identity (the 4th Jacobi identity)

F+1

Z [}G’,,LLZ'(YL o 75/}—175/}4—17 o 7YF+1)] =0 (1'4)
j=1

corresponds to condition 3 of the definition.

Remark 4.1.3 Let g = go @ g1..-9r—1 be a Lie algebra of order F, with F' > 1. For any i =
1,..., F —1, the graded vector spaces g = go D @; satisfy all the properties of a Lie algebra of order
F structure. We call these type of algebras elementary Lie algebras of order F.

From now on, we consider elementary Lie algebras of order F'.

An inductive construction of finite-dimensional Lie algebras of order F' on a given vector space
(which already posses a Lie algebra of order Fj structure, 1 < F} < F') was given in [33]. We give
here the main elements of this construction. Let g = go @ g1 be the elementary algebra of order Fj
(with the application i) and Fy € N*. If there exists a gg—equivariant, Fo—linear symmetric form
on g1,

M2 s* (91) - C,
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4 — Lie algebras of order F'

then g admits an elementary Lie algebra of order F} + F5 structure.
We just give here an outline of the proof (one can check [33] for further details). The go-equivariant
map that allows us to define the elementary Lie algebra of order Fy + Fb structure is

p: S (g1) — go @ C = gy,

with
1 1
N(Yla---7YF1+F2):F—1!F—2! > Yoy Yory) @ 12Yam11)s - Yo(r4+m)

O’GSFl +Fy

where Y1,...,Yr +5, € g1. One then checks that this map satisfies the Jacobi identities 1.1-1.4.
The particular case F; = 1 was also treated in [33].

After this general introduction, in the rest of this thesis we consider the case F' = 3, that is of
Lie algebras of order 3. We denote the 3—linear map by the three entries bracket {.,.,.}.

4.1.2 Some examples of elementary Lie algebras of order 3

So far in literature there exists non-trivial examples of Lie algebras of order F, both finite and resp.
infinite-dimensional (see [33| and resp. [34]). We give now some examples of finite-dimensional
elementary Lie algebras of order 3, which will be relevant in the sequel.

Example 4.1.4 Let go = 50(2,3) and g1 its adjoint representation. Let {J,} be a basis of go and
{As} be the corresponding basis of g1, with a = 1,...,10. Thus, one has [Jq, Ap] = ad([Jq, Jp]). Let
gap = Tr(AgAp) be the Killing form. Then, one can endow go @ g1 with a Lie algebra of order 3
structure given by

{Aay Aba Ac} = gach + gach + gcha-

Notice that when one considers this type of Lie algebras of order 3 one can obviously consider
the complex structure as well as real forms of it.

Example 4.1.5 Let go be the Poincaré algebra and {Lppn, Py : Ly = —Lpm, m < n,m,n,=

0,...,3} be a basis of go with the non-zero brackets
[Linns Lpgl = MngLpm — MmgLpn + MapLmg — MmpLng
[Lmna Pp] = ninm - nman- (41)
(see subsection 2.3.2). Let now g1 be a 4—dimensional representation of go and {V,, : m =0,...,3}

be a basis of g1. The action of go on g1 is given by
[Linns Vo] = NnpVin — imp Vs [Py Vo] = 0.
One can now construct a Lie algebra of order 3 structure on go ® g1, with the additional bracket
{Vin, Voo, Vo } = Moo Pr + Mo P+ 1 P, (4.2)
with the metric My, taken to be diag(l, —1,—1,—1).

Note that P? is a Casimir operator of this Lie algebra of order 3.

Let us remark at this point that this example is of crucial importance for the last two chapters
of this thesis. Indeed, it is exactly this algebraic structure that will be used to construct a field
theoretical model in four and resp. in arbitrary dimensions (see chapters 6 and resp. 7).

An additional remark to be done here is that a Inénii-Wigner contraction of the algebra of
Example 4.1.4 contains the algebra of Example 4.2 as a subalgebra; furthermore this provides also
an example of a non-trivial deformation of Lie algebra of order 3. We will come back to this point
in subsection 4.4.1.

63



4.1 — Definition and examples of Lie algebras of order F

4.1.3 Study of elementary Lie algebras of order 3 based on sl(2)

In this subsection we study the elementary Lie algebras of order 3 gg @ g1 for which gy = sl(2).
Recalling from subsection 4.1.1 that g; is a representation of gg, we will first treat the case when g
is an irreducible representation of sl(2) and then the case when g; is a reducible representation.

In this subsection we denote by X, X_, Xy a standard basis of gg, with the following commu-
tation relations

[Xo, X1] = 2X,, [Xo,X_] = —2X_, [X|,X_] = Xo. (4.3)

Theorem 4.1.6 Let g = sl(2) @ g1 be a Lie algebra of order 3 such that g1 is an irreducible
representation of go. If the bracket on g1 is not trivial (that is it exists Y1,Yo,Ys € g1 such that
{Y1,Y2,Y3} # 0) then g is of dimension 6 and g is isomorphic to the Lie algebra of order 3 given
by the following non-zero relations

{Y+17Y—17}/0} = X07 {Y07}/07Y0} = 6X0

(Yo, Yo, Vi b = 22Xy, {Y,Y, Y%} = 2X4,
{Y—17Y+17Y—1} = 2X—7 {Y—17Y07%} = 2X_.

(where Yi1,Y_1,Yy is a standard basis of g1)

Proof: 1. Firstly remark that if one considers representations of s[(2) of even dimension, then the
weights will be odd numbers. Thus, calculating any bracket {Y7,Ys,Y3} one has an odd weight
which cannot be found in s[(2).

II. The representation of dimension 1 of s[(2), < Y >, is trivial: [X4,Y] = 0,[Xo,Y] = 0. One
necessarily has {Y)Y, Y} = aX( and imposing for example 1.3 on the set X,YY,Y one gets a = 0.

III. Consider now dimg; = 3 (that is g; is the adjoint representation of s[(2)). Hence one has the
following non-zero commutation relations

X+, Y] = Yo, (X4, Y0] = —2Y44,
(X_, Y] = Y, [X_,Yo] = 2Y_4, (4.4)
(X0, Y1a] = 2Y41, [Xo, Y] = —2V4.
By a simple calculus of weights, one has
Y11,V 1, Y0} = a1Xo,
Vi, Yoo, Y} = aoXy, {Yh, Y0, Y0} = auXy, (4.5)
{Y—17Y+17Y—1} = OégX_, {Y—I)Ybayb} = OZ5X_. ’
{Yo, Y0, Yo} = apXo
where a;; € C (with ¢ =1,...,6). From symmetry considerations one has that ay = a3 and ay = as.
Identity I.4 on the set Yi1,Y,1,Y 1, Y gives
20V {Y5, You, Yo + [You, {Y50, Y, Yo | + [Yo, { Y51, Vi1, You 3] = 0.
Using now (4.3), (4.4) and (4.5) to express the different brackets, one gets
Qo = 2041. (46)
Imposing 1.4 on the set Yy, Yy, Yo, Y1 leads to
30&4 = 0. (47)

64



4 — Lie algebras of order F'

Similarly, identity 1.3 with respect to X_, Y 1, Y_1,Y) gives
200 = Q. (4.8)

Thus (aq, a9, ag, ag, as, ag) = (a1, 201, 201, 209, 209, 6ar1).

IV. Consider now dimg; = 5 and let < Y5,Y7,...,Y_o > be a basis of g; on witch gg acts in the
following manner

(Xp. Vel =Y (XL Yo]=2Vi  [Xe, Y] =3Ye  [Xi, Yoo =4V,
(X Yio] =4Y4, [X_ Y] =3Yy [X_Y]=2Y_, [X_Y.]=Y, (4.9)
[Xo,Yio] = 4o [Xo, Y] =2V [Xo, Yia] = -2V [Xo,Yoo] = —4Y_,

On the set Y11, Yy the Jacobi identities lead, as shown in part III of this proof, to

{YVMY—I)YYO} = OZX(), {%7%7%} = GOZX()
{H7Y—17Y1} = 2aXy, {Yi7}/b7}/b} = 20Xy,
(Yoo, Y, Y} = 22X, {Y_1,Y,Y0} = 2aX_.

where o € {0,1}.
Now, by the same type of weight considerations, one completes (4.10) with

{Yoo, Y0, Y} = /iXo, {Yoo,Yo,Y} = BaXo,
{Yio,Yo,You} = B3Xy, {Yio, Y1, Y1} = B4Xo,
{Yoo,Yio,Yu} = mX_, {Yoo,Yo, Y} = %X,
{Y+2) Y—27 Y—l—l} = 72X—-

(4.10)

From symmetry considerations one has 81 = 33, 82 = B4 and v1 = 3. Imposing now 1.3 identities
on these brackets one has the following system of linear equations:

M = 4B2+ 3

Mno= —-2h4

b1 = 4da+ 28+ 27

M o= —f—da

b = 36 (11)

This system implies that & = 0 and all 8 and v constants are also zero.

V. We now prove by induction that a representation g; of s[(2) of even dimension 2k + 1 leads to
trivial bracket on g;. We have proven that this statement is true for £ < 2. This means that

(Yo, Yy, Yo} =0 Va,b,c € {—(k—1),...,4+(k—1)}. (4.12)

The only a priori non-zero brackets are those involving at least one Y1, that is of type {Y_g, Y, Y3}
(with a,b,c € {—(k —1),...,+(k —1)}) and symmetric brackets, of type {Yir,Y_4,Y_} and then
{Y_p, Y, Y} or {Y_i, Yok, Yo} The first type of these brackets write explicitly as:

(Yo Yoo, Yo o Yok Yooy, Yau b o Yok Yooy, Yao}
Yo Yoo V1t s Yok, Yooy, Yool {Yok, Yie—2), Yis3} (413)

Yo Y1, Yooy b s Yok, Y1, Yooy}
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4.1 — Definition and examples of Lie algebras of order F

and symmetric ones. We now show that all the brackets (4.13) are zero. For this let us explicitly
consider the brackets which are proportional to X_; (the first column in (4.13)), the rest of the
terms being treated analogously. Indeed, all these brackets can be written as

{Y—ka Yay Yk—a—l}
with a = 0,...,k — 2. Let us apply 1.4 on the set (Yy,Y_x,Y,, Yi_q—1} which gives

Yo, {({Y=k, Yo, Yia—1}] = = [V, {Y0, Yo, Yea—1}] — [Ya, {Yor, Yo, Yia—1}] — [Ye—a—1, {Y0, Yk, Ya ]
(4.14)

The first term in the RHS is equal to 0 because the bracket {Yp, Yy, Yi—_q—1} does not involve any
Y., (the induction hypothesis). The second term in the RHS is also equal to 0 for a # 0 by
weight considerations and finally the last term is also 0 again by weight considerations. In the LHS,
Y-k, Ya,Yiq_1} ox X_1 and [Yy, X_1] # 0. Hence this analyses provides {{Y_x, Yo, Y01} =
0 for all @ # 0. To complete this proof one now has to treat the last remaining case, namely
{Y_i, Yy (1—1), Yo} Applying 1.4 on the set Y_1,Y_, Y, ,_1), Yo one obtains the required result.

Finally the last type of brackets, {Y_g, Yok, Yi1} or {Y_i, Y, Yo}, are treated similarly. For
example, for the set Y_j, Y r,Y_1 one uses I.4 on the set (Y_1,Y_, Y. r, Y_1). QED

We now consider the case when g; is a reducible representation of sl(2).

Theorem 4.1.7 Let g = go ® g1 be a Lie algebra of order 3, where go = sl(2) and g1 is a reducible
representation of go. Then the 3—entries bracket {.,.,.} of g is trivial.

Proof: We begin by considering the case where g; represents two distinct copies of the adjoint
representation. Let < Y1,Yy] > (with ¢ = 1,2) constitute a standard basis of g; (that is, for each
i=1,2, <Y!,Y] > spans an adjoint representation of s[(2)). Thus, from Theorem 4.1.6, one has

{yiby_il,yoi} = a;Xo, (Y5, Y§.Yit = 6a:Xo
(Y, Y, YL) = 20Xe, {YI, YY) = 20X,
{Yi, Vi, Y} = 20X, {Y' Y], Yy} = 20X_.

where i = 1,2 and «; € {0,1}. We now list, performing again weight computations, the non-zero
3—brackets involving Y.I, Yﬁl and Yf (where a, 8,7 € {£,0})

(V1LY Y5} = BiXo

{Y—ilv Y—117 Y—El} = /82X+ {Yilv Yolr YO2} = B4X+

{Y—ll’Y—&lv Y—21} = ﬁ3X— {Y—llv Yol’Yoz} = 65X—

(Y, Yo, Y} = Bs Xo (4.15)
{Yolv Yol’Yfﬁ = [r Xy {Y—lp Yol,Yfl} = Po X+

{YO17 Y017Y—21} = [ X_ {Y—&lv Y017Y—21} = [roX—

V1, Y, v2 ) =puX_ {V] Y}, Y3} =p80X,.

where §; € C, j =1,...,12. From symmetry reasons (which become clear when imposing identity

1.3 on these triplets) one has Sy = 33, B4 = B5, 87 = Ps, Bg = P10 and B11 = Pi12. Analogously to
(4.15) one has the 3—brackets involving Y}, Y62 and Y? (where o, 8,7 € {£,0}).

As before, one has now to impose the Jacobi identities 1.3 and 1.4 which involve the 3—brackets
(4.15); we proceed by imposing 1.3 on the set X, Y}, Y, ¥{?. This leads to

=261 = B4 — 2. (4.16)
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4 — Lie algebras of order F'

Similarly, from the set X_, le, Yol, Y02 one gets

=201 = Ba — PBe- (4.17)
Furthermore, the set X, Yol, Yol, YO2 leads to
Be = 2B4 + Pr. (4.18)

Arguing along the same line, the rest of independent equations one gets in this manner are

Br = Bs— 4B
Br = 282 — 2By
260 = 2611 —0Bs
B = 2p. (4.19)
Solving the system of linear equations (4.16), (4.17), (4.18) and (4.19) leads to the solution
Br=P2=0, Ba=0, B¢ =Pr =28, By =P =0. (4.20)
On the sets of type Y,! Y52’Y«/2 (where o, 8,7 € {£,0}), following exactly the steps above, the

identity I.3 leads to the same type of solution (4.20) for the structure constants.
We now impose the Jacobi identity I.4. Doing this for the set YO ,le, Y_ll, YOQ, one gets

a1 = 0.
Now, doing this for the set Y, Y}, Y1, Y one gets
B=0.

Similarly, one has that the 3—bracket is trivial.

Let us now treat the general case where g; is the sum of an adjoint representation D; and
a representation Dy of dimension 2k + 1. We have seen that for £ = 1 this leads to a trivial
3—bracket; we now prove by induction that this statement remains true for any k& € N*. Indeed,
the only non-zero brackets will be the brackets

{ +17 17Y0(1)} = aXo, {Yo(l Yo(l) Yo(l)} = 60; X0
{+1, Dy®) = sax,, Uy v} = sax,,
{Y—l ) —i(-l)’Y—(ll)} = 2aX_, {Y_1)7 YE)(l), YE)(l)} = 2aX_.

with a € {0,1} and the brackets involving at least once Yi;. If & = 2 or 3 one can write

{Y 1 (1)7Y4i)} (and symmetrically { +1),Y_£11),Y(2)}); in any case one writes

{+1= lwyﬁ)} = 7Xi
{Y (k)’Yﬁ)} = 73Xo
{Yo(l Y(?H,Yﬁ)} = X+t
YLV = 96X
e Y(?ﬁtz’ ch)} = Xy
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4.2 — Representations of elementary Lie algebras of order 3

with vo,...,v7 € C) and similar brackets (involving Y_(z) whose coefficients are equal to the
k

coefficients of (4.21). As before, we now impose the Jacobi identities. Thus, imposing 1.3 on
the set (X_, Y_(ll),Y_(ll), YJSC)) one gets {Y_(ll), Y_(ll), Ygg} = 0. Furthermore, imposing 1.4 on the sets

2 1 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 1 2 2
(Y_(k)y Y_|(_1) ’ Y_(k) 9 Y_l,(_k))7 (Y_(k)y YY(]( )7 Y_(k)7 Y_l,(_k))7 (Y_(k)+17 YY(]( )7 Y_(k)+17 Y_l,(_k))7 (Y_f_k) ’ Y_(l)a Y_(k)+17 Y_|(_k)) and

resp. (Y_k+2,Y_(11),Y_(?+2,YJﬁ) one gets v2 =0, v3 =0, 75 = 0, 76 = 0 and resp. «7 = 0. Finally,
imposing 1.4 on the set (Yﬁ), YSL), Y_(i), Yo(l)) gives a = 0 which completes this proof.

The remaining possibilities of direct sum of reducible representations are treated analogously
leading to the same result. QED
4.2 Representations of elementary Lie algebras of order 3

In this section we recall the definition of a representation of a Lie algebra of order 3 (see [33] for
more details).

Definition 4.2.1 A representation of a Lie algebra of order 3 g is a linear map p : g — End(H)
(where H is the representation space) and an automorphism é such that €3 = 1 satisfying

1. (X, Y)) = p(X)p(Y) — p(¥V)p(X),
2. p({Y17 Ya, Y3}) = 20633 p(YU(l))p(Ya(2))p(YU(?:));
3. ép(s)e™" = p(e(s))

In [33] it was also exhibited that one has

where Hy, = {a € H : é(a) = ¢*a}. Furthermore one has

p(Y)Hy, € Hit1(mods)-

4.3 Deformations of elementary Lie algebras of order 3

In this section we study the deformations of Lie algebras of order 3, expressed in their elementary
form. We give a possible general framework for this purpose. Furthermore, in the next section we
proceed with contractions for elementary Lie algebras of order 3.

Let g = go® g1 be an elementary Lie algebra of order 3 and let A = (go®g0) ® (go®¢1) B S>(g1).
The multiplication of Lie algebra of order 3 is given by the linear map

p:A—g

satisfying the conditions 1.1-1.4.
Let 1, @2, ©3 be the restrictions of ¢ to each of the terms of A, that is

©»1: 80X g0 — o,
w2 9091 — g1,
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p3: S%(g1) — o,
The identities I.1-1.4 write

01(p1(X1,X2), X3) + ¢1(01(X3, X1), X2) + p1(p1(X2, X3),X1) =0

©2(p1(X1,X2),Y) + pa(p2(X2,Y), X1) + p2(p2(Y, X1), X2) =0 (4.21)

©1(X, p3(Y1,Y2,Y3)) — @3(p2(X, Y1), Y2, Y3) — 03(Y1, 02(X,Y2),Y3) — 3(Y1, Y2, 2 (X,Y3)) = 0
(

02(Y1,3(Ya,Y3,Yy) 4+ 02 (Yo, 03(Y1, Y3, Ys) + 2 (Y3, 03(Y1, Y, Ya) + @a(Yy, @3(Y1, Y2, Y3) = 0.

Let now ¢ and ¢’ be two multiplications ¢ and ¢’. We can thus define the following maps

po1¢ : (0o ® go® go) = Go
X1 ® Xo ® X3 ¢1(¢] (X1, X2), X3) + ¢1(01(X3, X1), X2) + 01(0] (X2, X3), X1),
por¢ (g0 ®go®g1) = g1
X1 ® Xa @Y = (9] (X1, X2), V) + pa(p(X2, V), X1) + wa(pa(Y, X1), Xa),
po3 ¢’ (g0 ® S (g1)) — o
X @ (Y1,Y2,Y3) = o1(X, 5(Y1, Y, Y3)) — 3(h(X, Y1), Y2, Y3) — 3(Y1, ph(X, Y2), Y3)
—p3(Y1, Yo, 95 (X, ¥3)),
porp: (01®8%(g1)) = o
Y1 @ (Y2,Y3,Ys) — @a(Y1, 03(Y2, Y3, Ya) + (Y, 05(Y1, Y3, Ya) + @ (Y3, o3(Y1, Y2, Ya)
+@2(Ya, 3(Y1,Y2,Y3). (4.22)

Corollary 4.3.1 The map ¢ endows g with a structure of elementary Lie algebra of order 3 iff
poip=0withi=1,...,4 (4.23)
For the following definition we denote by C[[t]] the ring of formal series.
Definition 4.3.2 A deformation of an elementary Lie algebra of order 3 is a multiplication
pr: AR C[[t]] — (g0 ® g1) ® C[[t]] (4.24)
which verifies identities (4.23).
Thus, a deformation of an elementary Lie algebra of order 3 writes as
or = o+t + 2@ 44 1) with n e N, (4.25)
which verifies identities (4.23).

Proposition 4.3.3 Considering a deformation (4.25), the maps ¥v®) (with p € N) satisfy the equa-
tions

Z q/)(p) 0; ¢(T) =0, foranyi=1,...,4, reN (4.26)
ptg=r

where we put v = .
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Proof: For i = 1, equation (4.26) is just the condition (2.21) of the deformations of Gerstenhaber
for Lie algebras. We explicitly prove (4.26) for ¢ = 2 the two remaining cases being similar.
If one checks only the terms in 2, then only the terms ¢ + 1)) + t2¢@) will matter. Inserting

o1 =1+t + 2y

12 = g2 + 1) + 2y

ors = o1 + tpl) + 2p0? (4.27)
in (4.21), one gets, in ¢

O (@1 (X1, X2),Y) + 02 (01 (X1, X2), V) + o (05 (X2, V), X7)
+T/)§1)(902(X2, Y), X1)+ ¢2(¢§1)(K X1),X2) + T/Jél)(w(Y, X1),X2)=0 (4.28)

and respectively, in t2

a0 (X1, X2), ¥) 057 (01 (X1, X0), ¥) + 057 (01 (X1, X2), V)
oo (87 (X2, Y), X1) + 087 (5 (Xa, V), X1) + 68 (02(Xa, V), X1)
T2 (057 (V. X0), Xo) + 057 (057 (V. X0), Xo) + 087 (V. X0), Xa) = 0. (429)
One sees that equation (4.28) is (4.26) for r = 1 and (4.29) is (4.26) for » = 2 (and obviously i = 2
for both cases). Similarly, one proves (4.26) for any r € N*. QED

We now focus on a more particular case of the above definition, namely the infinitesimal defor-
mations.

4.3.1 Infinitesimal deformations

Definition 4.3.4 An infinitesimal deformation is given by a multiplication ¢, of the form
oy = o+ tpV
which verifies (4.23).

Let o = 320 (0 + t1p!”). Identities (4.23) lead to

DM (@1(X1, Xa), X3) + o1 (817 (X1, Xo), X3) + 017 (1 (X3, X1), Xo)
o1 (1 (X3, X1), Xo) + 9 (01(Xa, X3), X1) + 01 (917 (X, X3), X1) = 0,
P8 (01 (X1, X2), V) + (01 (X1, X2), V) + (05 (X2, Y), X1)
+¢§1)(<P2(X2, Y),X1)+ @2(1/151)(5/, X1),X2) + 1/151)(@2(5/, X1),X2) =0,
P (X, 03(11, Y2, 3)) + 1 (X, 6 (11, Y2, Y3))
— a8 (X, 1), Y2, Ya) — 05 (02(X, Y1), Ya, ¥3) — (Y1, 45" (X, Ya), 3)
—8 (Y1, 02(X, Y2), Y3) — 3(¥1, Yo, 08" (X, V3)) — 0" (¥1, Yo, 0§ (X, ¥3)) = 0,
©2(Y1, él)(Y2,Y37Y4))+¢§1)(Y1,<P3(Y271§,Y4))
+oa (Yo, o0 (V1, Y3, V2)) + 087 (Va, 03 (Y3, Y3, 2))
+a(Ya, 05 (Y1, Y2, Y1) + 93" (Y3, 03(Y1, Y2, Y2))
+oa(Ya, 640 (Y1, Ya, V) + S (Y3, 03(Y3, Yo, Y3)) = 0. (4.30)

~— ~—
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Using (4.22) these equations write
poih+1ho;p=0, withi=1,...,4. (4.31)

which is just equation (4.26) for r = 1.
Furthermore, the terms in ¢ obtained from (4.23) give

7/)§1)(7/)§1)(X17X2)7X3) + ¢§1)( gl)(X:a,Xl),Xz) + 7/)§1)(7/)§1)(X27X3)7X1) =0
wél)(wgl)(le X2)7 Y) + T/fél)( él) (X27 Y)? Xl) + wél)(wél) (Y7 Xl)? X2) = 07
S8 (7, Ve, V) — o) (05 (X, V1), Ya, Va) — 08 (Va, 087 (X, V2), V)
— (1, Yo, Y (X, ¥5)) = 0
Y (11, {0 (Va, ¥a, Ya)) + 08 (Va, ) (11, Y, V) + 80 (s, S (v1, Y2, Y2)) +
Y (v, i (11, Ya, V3)) = 0. (4.32)
which write
YW o, M) =0, withi=1,...,4. (4.33)
Definition 4.3.5 Denote by

Z(A) = {1 + 2 +1b3: A — g},
where ¥; (i = 1,2,3) satisfy (4.30). The vector space Z(A) is called the infinitesimal deformation
space of A.
4.3.2 Isomorphic deformations

Let us now consider a multiplication law ¢ and perform a formal change of basis on the Lie algebra
of order 3. We then want to express the deformed law ¢, as a function of the law .

Proposition 4.3.6 Let g = go @ g1 be an elementary Lie algebra of order F. If one considers

a formal change of basis given by f = (f1, f2) such that g = (go,91), 90 = 1 + tfo € GL(go),
g1 = 1+1tf1 € GL(g1), then the isomorphic multiplication o writes as the deformation

o=+t + O(t?),
where Y = 11 + Yo + Y3 1s given by

Y1(X1, X2) = 01(fo(X1), X2) + ¢1(X1, fo(X2)) — fole1(X1, X2))
P2(X,Y) = 02(fo(X),Y) + p2(X, f1(Y)) — fi(w2(X,Y))
Y3(Y1,Y2,Y3) = 03(f1(Y1), Y2, Y3) + 03(Y1, f1(Y2), Y3) + 03(Y1, Y2, fo(¥3)) — folps(Y1, Yo, Y¥3)).

(4.34)
Remark 4.3.7 One denotes 1 by o, f, that is
P1(Xy, X2) = (0, f)(X1, X2),
7/)2(X7Y) = (5<P2f)(X’Y)’
7/}3(Y17Y27}/3) = (5<p3f)(Y17Y27Y3)' (435)
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Proof: Let f € Endg(go®g1) (go of basis {X;: i=1,...,m} and gy of basis {Y; : j =1,...,n}) be
a graded homomorphism f = (fo, f1). Consider a formal change of basis defined by the isomorphism
g = (Id+tfo,Id +tf1) € GL(g) which gives

Xi = go(X;) = (Id +tfo)(X;) = X; + tfo(X),
Yj = qi(V;) = (d+tf1)(Y;) = Y + tf1(Y)). (4.36)

One has

p1(X1,X2) = g5 e1(90(X1), g0(X2))
pa(X1,Y2) = g7 ea(g0(X1), 91(Y2))
p3(Y1, Y2, Y3) 96 "e3(g1(Y1), 91(Y2), 91 (Y3)). (4.37)

This can be written as

01(X1,X2) = 1(X1,Xa) + (0, (X1, X2) + O(?)
2(X.Y) = @a(X,Y) + (0, f)(X,Y) + O()
903({/17 }727 }73) = 903(Y17 Y27 }/3) + t((sSOBf)(Yl? Y27 }/3) + O(t2)7 (438)

where, by a tedious but straightforward calculation, one has (4.34). QED

Definition 4.3.8 Let
B(A) = {w € Z(A): ¥ =3,f}.

Remark 4.3.9 B(A) C Z(A).

We can now conclude this subsection with

Theorem 4.3.10 The non-trivial infinitesimal deformations of A are parametrised by the quotient
space Z(A)/B(A).
4.3.3 Rigid elementary Lie algebra of order 3

Definition 4.3.11 An elementary Lie algebra of order 3 g = go®g1 is called rigid if all deformations
of g are isomorphic to g.

As an example of rigid Lie algebra of order 3 one has s[(2) @ ad sl(2) with a = 1 (see Theorem
4.1.6 for notations). Other examples are given in subsections 4.4.1 and 4.4.2. An example of
non-rigid Lie algebra of order 3 is also exhibited in subsection 4.4.2.

4.3.4 The variety of elementary Lie algebras of order 3

Let g = go @ g1 be an elementary Lie algebra of order 3 and X1,..., X;,, Y1,...,Y, be a given basis
of g. The maps ¢; (i = 1,2,3) are given by their structure constants

01(Xi, X;) = CE Xy, 2(X3,Y;) = DYy, and ¢3(V3,Y5, i) = Elp X, (4.39)
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Since the basis is fixed, one can identify ¢ = @1 + @2 + 3 to its structure constants (C’ikj, Efj, Dﬁjk),
who verify also the following (anti)symmetry conditions

k k

Cz'j = _Cjiv

I ! ! ! ! !
Eij = Eig; = Eiij = Epji = By = Ejy, (4.40)

s

Let N = mC2 +mn?+m(C2 ., +C2+---+C3) be the number of these structure constants. Hence
¢ corresponds to a product of the vector space CV.
The identities I.1-1.4 write

CLCh + CLCi + CLCl =0
—D\.Dj + D},.D5 + CLDjy, = 0

ECiy — D Epy — Di By — Dy By, = 0

These identities define an algebraic variety structure Fi,, in CN.
Let us now consider the action of the group GL(m,n) = GL(m) x GL(n) on F,,. For any
(90,91) € GLyy p, this action is defined by

(90,91) - (1 + P2 + p3) = (P1 + 5 + ¢5)

where

(X1, X2) = g5 e1(go(X1), go(X2))
eh(X1,Y2) = g7 02(90(X1),91(Y2))
eu(Y1,Y2,Y3) = gy es(g1(Y1), g1(Y2), 91(Y3)). (4.42)

Denote by O, the orbit of ¢ = 1 + 2 + 3 with respect to this action.

4.4 Contractions of elementary Lie algebras of order 3

Using the notions introduced above, we can now give the general definition

Definition 4.4.1 A contraction of ¢ is a point @' € Fp,, such that ¢’ € (910, with adherence in the
Zariski sense.

Let us recall here that the Zariski topology is a topology well-suited for the study of polynomial
equations, since a Zariski topology has more open sets that the usual metric topology; the only
closed sets are defined by polynomial equations.

As was the case for contractions of Lie algebra (see subsection 2.5.1) this general notion is not
useful from the point of view of physical applications. Thus, we particularise it, in the sense of the
definition of subsection 2.5.1.

Let ¢ = (1,92, 93) be a given multiplication of elementary Lie algebras of order 3 and let
(gp)nen (with g, = (9o, 91,p) € GL(m,n)) be a series of isomorphisms. Define

PLp = PLp T P2p Tt P3p
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by

015(X1,X2) = gore1(90p(X1), gop(X2))
pap(X1,Y2) = gip02(90p(X1), 91,(Y2))
p3p(Y1,Y2,Y3) = gg,03(91(Y1), 91,5(Y2), 91,5(Y3)). (4.43)

If the limit

limy, 00 0p (4.44)

exists, then this limit is a contraction.

As we have mentioned above we are interested in this particular case of contractions. For the
sake of completeness let us recall again that in the literature there exists contractions which are not
of this type [18].

We now particularise furthermore the definition above by giving a specific form to the auto-
morphism g. We do this here inspired from the Weimar-Woods construction (see subsection 2.5.3).
Thus we take

ge = diag(e®, ... g% gt . &b

with a;,b; € Z (i =1,...,m, j=1,...,n). Hence go.(X;) = % X;, go_’;(Yj) = %Y}, go_’;(Xi) =
% X; and 90_,; (Y;) = e~ %Yj. Thus, equations (4.43) become

P1(Xi, Xj) = etuTuwCEX,
02.(Xs,Y;) = €ai+bj_b’“D§ij
03:(Y:,Y;,Yy) = ehtbithrapl X, (4.45)

As already stated, one can define a contraction if the limit ¢ — 0 exists, that is if a; +a; —ap > 0,
a; +b; — b >0 and b; +b; + by, —a; > 0 for any a and b.

4.4.1 Fundamental example: the variety F;

In this subsection we obtain all contractions of elementary Lie algebras of order 3 of dimension 2.

As already mentioned in section 2.5, the most frequently used in physics calculations are the
In6nii-Wigner contractions (see subsection 2.5.2). Following this line of reasoning, for the situation of
Lie algebras of order 3 this implies to have automorphisms g. = (go., 91,¢) of the form go . = gé +6gg
and g1 = g1 +eg? with g, g1 singular, g2, g% regular and & ~ 0.

Proposition 4.4.2 Any Lie algebra of order 3 g = go @ g1 of dimension 2, with go spanned by X
and g1 spanned by Y is isomorphic to one of the following Lie algebras of order 3 (we give here only
the non-zero brackets):

i) 9?7 vy, Y}=X

i) g%; [X7 Y] =Y,

ii1) gg, the trivial Lie algebra of order 3.

Proof: Considering the most general possibility for the structure constants of a 3—dimensional
binary Lie algebra of order 3:

[X,Y] = [V, X] = 1V, {V,Y,Y} = s X (4.46)
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(again we give only the non-zero brackets). Imposing the Jacobi identities I.1-I.4 one has the
following Lie algebras of order 3:

95,01 = 0,00 = 1,
93,01 = 1,0 = 0;
gg,al :0,a2 =0.

QED

Corollary 4.4.3 The variety of 2—dimensional elementary Lie algebras of order 3, Fii is the
reunton of two components Uy and Uy with

Uy = g3 and Uy = gs.

Proof: One has the following contraction scheme

95 g}
\\3/

93

where by A — B we denote a contraction of the algebra A to the algebra B (B is a contraction of
A). QED

4.4.2 Another example of contraction

As already mentioned in subsection 4.1.2, we now give an example of contraction of the elementary
Lie algebra of order 3 s0(2,3) ® adso(2,3) of Example 4.1.4 to the 3SUSY algebra of Example 4.2
(see [33]); the latter will be the starting point for the construction of the theoretical field model of
the next chapters. This mechanism can be seen as the analogous of the contraction to the SUSY
algebra of certain Lie superalgebras.

Let My, Mg (with m,n =0,...,3 and m < n) a basis of s0(2,3) and Jpp, Jma (with m,n =
0,...,3 and m < n) a basis of adso(2,3). To simplify the next formulae, we put for m > n,
My, = —Mpm, Jon = —Mpm, My, = —Mpyg and Jyy, = —Jppa. The multiplication law ¢ writes

©1( M, Mpq) = —NngMmp — MmpMng + Mg Mnp + 1npMimg
01 (Mo, M, 4) = —NmpMnpa + npMma
©1(Mypa, Mps) = —Myy,
©2(Mpn, Jpg) = —1ngImp = MmpJng + MmgJInp + NnpJmg
902( mn» 4) = —NmpJna + MapIma
©2(Mpa, Jpg) = —TmpJag + NmqJap
©2(Mpa, Jpa) = —Jmps
©3(Jmns Jpgy Jrs) = Gnn) (pg) Mrs + 9mn) (rs) Mpq + 9(pq) (rs) Mimn.
03(Jmns Jpgs Jra) = Gann)(pg) Mras
©3(Jmns Jpas Jra) = Gpay(ra)y Mmns
©3(Jma, Jpas Jra) = Gima)(pa)Mra + Gma)(ra) Mpa + 9(pa)(ra)y Mma,
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where 7, extends with 9,4 = 74m = 0, g = 1 (the anti-de Sitter metric) and gy (pg) =
nvpINg — Mu@nnp (for any M, N, P,Q = 0,...,4) which gives guna)(pa) = Mmp» Imn)(a4) = 0,
9(mn)(ra) = 0 etc.
Define now

Lmn = gO(an) = an

Pm = gO(Mm4) = €Mm4 (44:7)
Note that taking the limit € — 0 one has the well-known Inonii-Wigner contraction from the anti-de
Sitter algebra s0(2,3) to the Poincaré algebra. Define also

Vin = 91( ) \/_Jm4 (4.48)

The limit € — 0 realises the contraction; the contracted Lie algebra of order 3 has gg isomorphic to
the Poincaré algebra and g; is generated by Vi, and V,, which lie in the adjoint and resp. vectorial
representation of s0(1,3). The multiplication law becomes

©1(Lmn; Lpg) = —NingLmp = mpLng + NmgLmp + 1npLimg
01 (Lmn, ) = —0mpPn + MnpPin
©1(Pms B ) = 0,
©2(Lmn, Vog) = —1ngVimp = NmpVng + MmqVap + 1npVing
@2 (L ’V})) = —NmpVn + MnpVim
(Pm’ VIDQ) = 0
©2(Prns V},) = 0,
©3(Vinns Vg, Ves) = 0,
©3(Vinn, Vogr Vi) = 9(mn) (pg) Prs
@3(an,‘/})avr) = 0,
03(Ven, Vo, Vi) = NimpPr + e Py + 1pr Pry. (4.49)

Remark 4.4.4 In this contraction, the subspace generated by My, Mya and Jypy (which is not a
Lie algebra of order 3) contracts on the 3SUSY algebra of Example 4.2.

This endows with an example of a deformation, which is defined in the following manner. Let
© = @1 + p2 + 3 the law defined by (4.49). The deformation ¢; = ¢y + @r2 + @3 is given by

®t 1(Lmna qu = ¥ (Lmna qu)

@11(Limn, Bp) = @1(Lmn, Pp)
011(Py Py) = —t5Lpy
ot2(Limn, Vpg) = @2(Lmnav;7q)
ot2(Lonn, Vp) = 902(Lmn=v;7)
t?’(nmqu — Tmg Vp)
012(Pn, V) = Vi

t*(9mn)(pa) Lrs + G (rs) Lpa T I(pa)(rs) L),
903(an, ‘/:an Vr)a

t29(p)(r2) Linn

= 903(Vma Vp, Vr)

S
B
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~
3
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4.5 Towards a classification of Lie algebras of order 3 based on the
Poincaré algebra

In this section, guided by the extension (4.2) of the Poincaré algebra, we investigate the 14—dimensional
Lie algebras of order 3 based on the Poincaré algebra. Recall that the Poincaré algebra has as semi-
simple part the Lorentz algebra so(1,3) and to this one adds the momentums P,,, lying in some
representation of s0(1,3) (see subsection 2.3.2). Now, to extend it via a structure of Lie algebra of
order 3, we place ourselves in the same representation of so(1,3) and we systematically investigate
all the possibilities to construct a Lie algebras of order 3. The result we obtain is that one finds
only one such non-trivial structure, which will correspond to (4.2).

Recall that in particle physics, using the superalgebras framework, one extends the Poincaré
algebra by placing himself in the spinor representation and thus finding the SUSY algebra (the
Haag-Lopuszanski-Sohnius no-go theorem, see subsection 5.1.2). Thus our approach here may be
seen as some kind of a similar tentative. Nevertheless, to obtain a complete result, one should study
all the extensions, by analysing all the possibilities of 4—dimensional representations of so(1,3), as
we will show in the sequel.

We write here the Poincaré algebra as (note the difference of convention here, difference useful
for our calculations)

[Mmru Mpq] = i(nonpm - Tlqupn + Tlanmq - nmpan)a [ana Pp] = Z(nnppm - TIman)7
[P, Pu] =0, (4.50)

where 7, is the Minkowski metric.

Let Pc = P ®r C be the complexified of P. It is well-know that its semi-simple Levi part is
isomorphic to sl(2) & s((2).

In (4.50), let us now consider the following change of basis

Uy = iMooy — Mas

Uy = —5(Mog — Ma + Moz — iM3)
Us = (Moz + Mo — iMog — iM3)
Vi = iMopy + Mas

Vo = —3(Mog — Mg — iMog + iM3)
Vs = (Mo + Mia + iMog + iMi3).

The semi-simple Levi part is then written

[U17U2] = _2U27 [‘/17‘/2] - _2‘/27
(U1, Us] = 2Us, Vi, V3] = 2V,
[Us,Us) = Uy, Vs, Vo] = V1.

The momentum (P, Pi, Py, P3) generates an irreducible representation. If we put

p1=P3— iP5, py=P3+1iP,
p3=F — P, ps=F+ P

then we have the following description of this representation

[U1,p1] = —p1, (Ui, p2] = p2, [U1,p3] = —ps, [Ui,p4] =pa
]

[U2,p2] = —p3,  [Ua, pa] = —p1,

[Us, p1] = —pa,  [Us,p3] = —p2 (4.51)
[Vi,p1] = p1, Vi,p2] = —p2,  [Vi,p3] = —p3, [Vi,pa] =14 ’
[V, p1] = ps, [V, pa] = p2,

[V3,p2] = pa, [V3,p3] = p2
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The roots a; of each one of the vectors p; are respectively:
ap=(—1,1), e = (1,-1), ag=(—1,-1), ag = (1,1). (4.52)
The Poincaré algebra corresponds to the products
[pi, ;] = 0.
Let us suppose that (q1,¢2,¢3,q4) is a basis of the 4-dimensional representation of gy we consider
here, and these vectors are eigenvectors of ad(U;) and ad(V;). We denote by «; = (n;, m;) the roots

associated to ¢; that is [Uy, ¢;] = n;q; and [V, q;] = m;q;. As already stated, we place ourselves in
the representation (4.52), that is aq = (—1,1), e = (1,-1), az = (—1,—-1), as = (1,1), one has

U1, q1l = —q1, [U1,q2] = q2, [U1,q3]) = —q3, [U1,q4] = qu
U2, q1] =0, [Us, g2] = g3, [U2,q3] =0, [U2,q4] = 1 (4.53)
Us,q1] =q4, [Us,q2] =0, [Us,q3] =¢q2, [Us,qa) =0
Vi,al=qa, V,¢l=-¢, V1,6]=-¢6, V,aul=wu
Va,q1] = a3, [Va,q2) =0, [Va,q3] =0, Vo, 4] = @2 (4.54)
Va, 1] =0, [Vs, 2] = s, [Va,@3]=aq1, [V3,q4] =0.

A simple examination of the weights gives
pirgj] =0Vij=1,...4. (4.55)

What misses from the picture at this point is the 3—bracket. Again by weight considerations
the non-zero brackets are

{a1,01, 02} =B {a1, @2, 2} = Pop2 {aq1,92, a3} = Bsps  {q1,92,q4} = Bapa
(4.56)
{q1,63,a} = Bsp1 {a2,43,q4} = Bep2 {43,43, 94} = Brps {43, 94, qa} = Bspa-

with 8; € C. To determine these structure constants ; one has to impose the identities 1.3-1.4.
Imposing 1.4 one obtains no information for these structure constants. Indeed, this is the case
because {¢;, qj, qr}  pe and by (4.55) [ps, gm] = 0.

NOW7 impOSing L.3 for the sets (U37 q1,41, q2)7 (V27 q1,41, q2)7 (U27 q1, 42, q2)7 (U37 q1, 42, Q3)7 (‘/37 q1,42, Q3)7
(Us,q1,93,q4), (Va,q1,q3,q4), one gets the following system of linear equations

=81 = 2B
B = 264
—B2 = 283
—Bs = Bs+ B2
B3 = Ps+ B
—B5 = Bs+ b
Bs = PBr+Bs. (4.57)

Thus (/817/827637/847657667/87768) = (_2/847 2/847 _647/847647 _/847 2/847 _264)

Therefore, the requested Lie algebras of order 3 are isomorphic to

{0, 01,2} = =261 {q1, 92,92} =2Bap2 {q1,92,a03} = —Bapz  {q1,92,q4} = Bapa (4.58)
{q1,93,91} = Bapr {a2,93, 94} = —Pap2  {43,43,94} = 2Baps  {q3,q4,qa} = —2Bups.

Thus, placing ourselves in the particular representation (4.52) the only Lie algebra of order 3
extending the Poincaré algebra is isomorphic to (4.58).

Before ending this section let us recall that for the sake of completeness, one has to check in a
similar manner all the possibilities for the roots «;.
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4 — Lie algebras of order F'

4.6 A binary approach

One can see that the Lie algebras of order 3 have an inhomogeneous structure. Indeed, as one notices
from Definition 4.1.1, the algebra has bilinear composition laws (go X go — ¢1,80 X g1 — ¢1) but
also a trilinear composition law (S3(g1) — go). Thus, in order to have an homogeneous structure,
we now define a completely quadratic composition law. This is done starting from an elementary
Lie algebra of order 3. Thus a Lie algebra of order 3 may appear as an ordinary algebra.

Definition 4.6.1 Let g9 ® g1 be an elementary Lie algebra of order 3. Then g = go @ g1 P g2, with
g2 = 91®g1 is a binary Lie algebra of order 3 if, for any X, X', X" € go, Y, YY" Y1,...,Y, € go
and Z,7' € go one has

1. [X, X =[X,X'],

2. [X,Y]=[X,Y],

3. [X,Z] =X, Y®Y']= [X,Y]|QY'+ Y®[X,Y'], where Z = YRY’,

4. [V, Y=YQY,

5. [V, Z)={Y,Y' . Y"}, where Z =Y'®Y",

6. [Z,2'] = [V1®Ya, Y3QYy] = [Y1, [Yo, Y3QY4]| 4 [Y2, [Y1, Y3®Yy]] + [V3, [Y1, V2@ V4] 4 [V4, [Y1, Yo&Y3],

where Z = Y1QY4, Z' = Y3®Yy, for indecomposable vector (with the symbol @ for the symmetrised
tensor product).

Remark 4.6.2 Actually, when referring to a generic Z € ga, one must take linear combinations of
the symmetrised tensor products Y1®Ys, with Y1,Ys € g1.

Nevertheless, this type of approach leads to a different problematic; these problems are related to
finding appropriate representations for this structure or, when making a similar deformation study,
the issue of the stability of different conditions of the definition, etc. Further investigations are thus
required for these specific purposes.

4.7 Concluding remarks and perspectives

In this chapter, after recalling the definition and some basic examples, we have set the basis of the
study of deformation and contractions of Lie algebras of order 3; explicit examples were also given.

A further perspective is the study of extensions of the Poincaré algebra, study initiated in
section 4.5. Furthermore, questions related to this algebraic study (like for example the issue of
representations of binary Lie algebras of order 3) are to be answered.

Such an algebraic study may give valuable insights on the eventual applications of this structures
in theoretical physics models. As already stated, in chapters 5 and 6 of this thesis we will implement
a field theoretical model on a particular Lie algebra of order 3 extending non-trivially the Poincaré
Symmetry.
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Chapter 5

Cubic supersymmetry

In the first chapters we got familiarised with algebraic aspects of more conventional (Lie (su-
per)algebras) or more exotic mathematical structures (Lie algebras of order 3). In the rest of
this thesis we will focus on their physical applications.

We will use the Lie algebra of order 3 (4.2) introduced previously. This algebra is a non-trivial
extension of the Poincaré algebra, different of the supersymmetric extension and it will be used
to construct a field theoretical model, the cubic supersymmetry or 3SUSY. We obtain different
bosonic multiplets which we use to construct free invariant Lagrangians. We also analyse the
compatibility between this new symmetry and the abelian gauge invariance. Finally we prove that
no self-interacting terms between the considered bosonic multiplets are allowed.

This chapter is structured as follows. In the first section, which can be seen as some preamble for
the rest, we recall the most important no-go theorems of particle physics and some basic features of
supersymmetry. We then briefly overview existing extensions of the Poincaré algebra and we explain
the motivations for this type of approach. We then make a short discussion about the compati-
bility between the assumption of analicity of the Coleman-Mandula theorem and the possibility of
interactions for our model. We then continue with the explicit construction of 3SUSY. In the third
section we first recall the algebraic structure; we then exhibit matrix representations and bosonic
multiplets one can obtained from these representations. We end this section by a discussion about
generators of symmetries and some issues related to the Noether theorem. In the fourth section
we construct invariant free Lagrangians and diagonalise them. Furthermore, the compatibility with
abelian gauge invariance is investigated. Finally, we analyse the interaction possibilities for these
bosonic multiplets and conclude that 3SUSY does not allow such terms.

If in sections 5.3, beginning of section 5.4 and subsection 5.4.5. we mostly exhibit results of |57],
in the rest of the chapter we show new results published in [2].

5.1 Preamble: no-go theorems and supersymmetry

We begin by overviewing the reasons for which particle physics today exceeds to go beyond its
Standard Model (SM). We then introduce the no-go theorems of Coleman-Mandula [35] and Haag-
Lopuszanski-Sohnius [36]. We will thus be able to see what are the open gates these no-go theorems
leave; it is these open gates that will make the connection with the last part of this thesis, the
cubic SUSY. As general references for supersymmetry, one can consult the review article [37] of M.
Sohnius, the book [38] of J. Wess and J. Bagger or the course [39] of J-P. Derendinger.
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5.1 — Preamble: no-go theorems and supersymmetry

5.1.1 Necessities of going beyond the Standard Model

In nowadays physics, the Standard Model is one of the theories with theoretical predictions verified
with an extremely high accuracy by experiments: for example, the fine structure constant « is
measured with an impressive precision, giving though a very good test for Quantum Electrodynamics
(QED).

But, in the present status, it is clear for a physicist that the Standard Model, with all its virtues,
cannot be an Ultimate Theory. One of the most important theoretical reason is the problem of
hierarchy. One of the aspects of this stringiest problem is that the mass of the Higgs boson is not
protected from radiative corrections, i.e. the loop corrections are of the order: 5M<12, = 1030M<12,!,
where Mg is the mass of the Higgs boson ®. A connected aspect of this problem is the small number
problem, the fact that we have a huge difference of scale between the weak (Myy) and gravitational
(Mg) scale: 1]\\/1/[_‘2, ~ 10714 which seems a very unnatural situation that the gravitational force needs
such a huge fundamental scale.

Other important theoretical reasons is the big number of free parameters (masses and mixing
angles) which, being free, can be (fine) tuned, which is not a very elegant property for a theoretical
model. The choice of gauge groups also, doesn’t have any theoretical explanation. Another impor-
tant issue is that SM predictions do not achieve a unification of the coupling constants of the three
fundamental forces: the electromagnetic, the weak and the strong force). Finally, one shouldn’t
forget that gravity, the fourth fundamental force is not taken into consideration within the frames
of the Standard Model.

All these were strong theoretical reasons, but to them one can also add facts, that is experimental
results: dark matter and energy are present in the Universe (more than 90%) and the Standard
Model doesn’t have any candidate for it. Also, for example, the baryon asymmetry in the Universe
is much bigger than the SM predicts.

All these examples show us that going beyond the SM is becoming more and more of a necessity
today. We will see now how this can be allowed by no-go theorems and finally, one of the most
appealing candidate of new physics, SUSY.

5.1.2 Symmetries of nature; no-go theorems

In this section we show how the no-go theorems (the Coleman-Mandula theorem and the Haag-
Lopuszanski-Sohnius theorem) restrict the symmetries of our theory.

The Coleman-Mandula theorem; symmetries in the SM frame

The Coleman-Mandula no-go theorem: this theorem shows what are the possible symmetries
(within a Lie group) of a QFT model.

A detailed presentation of the assumptions of an interacting relativistic QFT (Poincaré invari-
ance, non-trivial S-matrix etc.) does not lie in the purposed of this work (the interested reader
can consult for examples chapters 1-8 of the book [40] of J. Lopuszanski). One can also recall the
axiomatic approach to QFT (for example the Wightman formalism [41]). The naturalness of these
type of assumptions can hardly be questioned from the point of view of today’s fundamental physics.

However, one of the corner stones of the Coleman-Mandula theorem is the restriction (absolutely
natural at that moment, in 1967) to bosonic symmetries, grouped in a Lie group of symmetries. As
we will see, it is exactly this assumption that will leave the door open for other types of symmetries.

Let us now exhibit the assumptions made in [35] for these bosonic symmetries: the symmetry
group contains the Poincaré group as a subgroup, the S-matrix is based on a local, interacting
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5 — Cubic supersymmetry

relativistic quantum field theory in 4 dimensions (thus one has for example analytic dependence of
the center-of-mass energy s and invariant momentum transfer ¢ of the elastic-scattering amplitude);
there are only a finite-number of different particles associated with one-particle states of a given
mass and there is an energy gap between the vacuum and the one-particle states. The theorem then
states that the demanded symmetry group is the direct product of an internal symmetry group and
the Poincaré group.

Note that by internal symmetry group one understands a group composed of symmetry trans-
formations which commute with the Poincaré group; they are thus Poincaré scalars. This means
that these internal symmetry transformations act only on particle-type indices and have no matrix
elements between particles of different four-momentum or different spin.

Notice that maybe the most questionable assumption from a physical point of view is the fact
that the possibility of having all one-particle states as massless is not allowed by the assumptions of
the Coleman-Mandula theorem. Dropping up this assumption and considering only massless one-
particle states give rise to the conformal symmetry, which is thus a symmetry group going beyond
the Poincaré group.

Let us also mention that the Coleman-Mandula theorem is the guerdon of previous results,
amongst which one can recall the O’Raifeartaigh theorem [42]. This theorem states that if one
considers Lie algebras of a group of finite order (which contains the Poincaré group as a subgroup
of it) then the particles appearing in some multiplet will all have the same mass.

Symmetries of Nature in the SM frame: We have thus seen, if one restricts to bosonic
symmetries, i.e. to the SM frame, that one has two types of symmetries: space-time symmetries
and internal symmetries.

The space-time symmetries are regrouped in a Lie algebra - the Poincaré algebra, already recalled
in (2.14)

[Lmn’ qu] = nnqum - nqupn + nanmq - nmanq’
[Lmn, Pp] = ninm - nmme
[Py, Py) =0, (5.1)

where Pp,,m = 1,..,4 are the momentums, L, are the generators of rotations and Lorentz boosts
and 7y, is the Minkowski metric (diag(1,—1, -1, —1)).

If the space-time symmetries are completely determined by the Coleman-Mandula theorem, this
is not the case for the internal symmetries. The only theoretical informations are, as already stated
above, that the internal symmetries are scalars of the Poincaré transformations and that their group
must be the direct product of a compact semi-simple group with U(1) factors. This group is called
the gauge group, and, for the SM, phenomenological reasons make it to be

SU(?))C X SU(Q)L X U(l)y.

This group corresponds to the gauge groups of the strong, weak and electromagnetic interaction.

The Haag-Lopuszanski-Sohnius theorem; supersymmetry

One might think that the Coleman-Mandula no-go theorem forbids other possibilities of physics
beyond the SM. This is not the case, because, as already stated here the no-go theorems do leave
open gates for new theoretical models. This means that, under different assumptions, one can evade
the no-go theorems, thus obtaining other interesting physical results. We will see this for SUSY
case and, in a more exotic manner in the following chapters, for the 3SUSY case.
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The Haag-Lopuszanski-Sohnius no-go theorem is in some way an analogous of the Coleman-
Mandula theorem to the SUSY frame. This theorem is obtained by enlarging the allowed type of
symmetries with fermionic symmetries. Such generators obey anticommutation relations with each
others; thus they do not generate any kind of Lie groups and are therefore not ruled out by the
Coleman-Mandula no-go theorem.

The adapted algebraic structure at the infinitesimal level will not be a Lie algebra anymore,
but a Lie superalgebra. Thus, in the same framework of interacting relativistic QFT, the Haag-
Lopuszanski-Sohnius theorem reads: amongst all Lie superalgebras only the SUSY algebras can
generate symmetries of the S-matrix which are coherent with a relativistic QFT.

For details of the proof, the interested reader can check for example [37]. Let us give here a short
sketch of it. Since the underlying algebraic structure is a Lie superalgebra which has the Poincaré
algebra as bosonic sector, the fermionic generators ) must lie in a representation of the Poincaré
algebra. By an examination of weights, in [36] it is proven that these fermionic generators lie in
the 2-dimensional representations (%,0) and (0, %) of the Lorentz algebra, thus being left-handed
(LH) and right-handed (RH) Weyl spinors. Imposing the super Jacobi identities (2.25) one gets all

of these constants. The result will be the well-known SUSY algebra (given here for N = 1, as in
(2.26)):

[Lmn’ qu] = nnqum - nqupn + nanmq - nmanq, [Lmna Pp] = ninm - nman,
[Qoum] =0= [Qda Pm]y

[Qa:Lmn] = %(Umn)aﬁQﬁ [Qo'ca Lmn] = %Qg(a'mn)ﬁda
{Qa) Qﬁ} =0= {Qd) Qﬁ}
{Qa, Q) = 2(0™) .5 Prm (5.2)

where, as before, the supercharges @, a two-component LH Majorana spinor, and Qg, a two-
component RH Majorana spinor (the undotted - o, 8 and the dotted ¢, ﬁ indices can take the values
1 and 2 -the two component notation) and o, = (1,0;) are the usual Pauli matrices, 5, = (1, —0y)
and o, = %(O‘mﬁn — OnOm)s Omn = %(5’m0n — TnOm)-

A crucial observation is that, looking at the last anticommutation relation, one can interpret
the supercharges ) as ’square roots’ of translations. We will see in the next sections what this
interesting feature becomes in the case of 3SUSY.

Note also that the SUSY transformation writes
0=(®) = (eQ +£Q)® (5.3)
where €, & are two-component LH (resp. RH) anticommuting Majorana spinor and ® any SUSY

field.
Recall that if for the Poincaré algebra [P2, anything] = 0, this identity holds also for the super-

charges, [P?,Q] = 0. Thus, for the the SUSY algebra also one has
[P?, anything] = 0.
Thus all the states in an unbroken SUSY multiplet will have equal mass.
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5 — Cubic supersymmetry

5.2 Extensions of the Poincaré symmetry and motivations for such
approaches

We give here some of the extensions of the Poincaré symmetry, 3SUSY being a particular case in
this larger class. We then exhibit some possible motivations for this type of approach. We end this
section by discussing to what would lead assumption of analicity of the Coleman-Mandula theorem
(see subsection 5.1.2) when applied to the 3SUSY construction.

5.2.1 Non-trivial extensions of the Poincaré algebra

In today’s literature, the most known such extensions, different of the supersymmetric extension,
are parasupersymmetry and fractional supersymmetry. An additional interest one should also give
to ternary algebraic structures.

Parasupersymmetry was originally introduced by V. A. Rubakov and V. P. Spiridonov in [43].
In a non-equivalent way, J. Beckers and N. Debergh [44] define a new type of algebraic structure,
Lie parasuperalgebras, in relation with parafermions (see for example [45], where different type
of canonical commutations are proposed, leading to parastatistics). To construct a quantum field
theoretical model, such a particular Lie parasuperalgebra is used, the Poincaré parasuperalgebra.
The Poincaré algebra is extended by spinor charges Qq, Q4 which do not close with anticommutators
(as was the case for the SUSY algebra (5.2)) but with double commutators which write

[Qa, [@5, Q411 = 0, [Qa,[Q4,Q4]] =0,
[Qaa [QB)Q’V]] = _4Q,3(0m)a'ypma
[Qo’m [QB)Q"YH = 4@7(Jm)ﬁo¢Pm- (5'4)

The theoretical field model constructed from this algebraic structure allows interacting terms. Thus,
a possible connexion with our approach may be of interest as a possibility of interactions for 3SUSY.

The latter of the extensions mentioned above, the fractional supersymmetry (FSUSY) 46, 47, 48,
49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54] is based on the idea of extracting roots of order F' of the translation generators
P, QF o P. Let us recall here this algebraic structure in the simplest case of 1 dimension. FSUSY
is generated by H, the Hamiltonian and @, the generator of FSUSY transformation. One has

(@, H]=0, Q" = H.

If in the literature this idea is used to construct quantum mechanics models, our approach constructs
a field theoretical model which is based, as mentioned above on a particular Lie algebra of order 3
(4.2).

A different approach is proposed in [55], where R. Kerner extracts cubic roots of translations.
This is achieved defining generalised covariant derivations (in analogy with SUSY). Indeed, defining

three different kinds of variables 64, 65 and 6¢ (in connexion with the three roots of unity 1,5 and

42), one defines the three operators

Dy = p’XBCéBéC@m—I—jﬁA,
_ 1C pA .
Do = pype0"0"0 + jog, (5.5)
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where the derivations 04,0y, 0, are understood to be with respect to the variables 04, éB, ¢ and
the p matrices are some cubic generalisations of Pauli’s matrices (see [55] for explicit conventions).
Cubic roots of translations are obtained, in the following sense

DADgDg + all permutations = prgcam-

The algebraic realisation we propose here is a different from the realisation (5.5).

Let us end this subsection by remarking that a systematic study of the possible connexions
between all these algebraic structures may be of interest from both mathematical and theoretical
physics point of view.

5.2.2 Motivations

We have seen in subsection 5.1.2 that one of the hypothesis of the Coleman-Mandula theorem was
to group the generators of symmetries in Lie groups (resp. at infinitesimal level in a Lie algebra)
and for the Haag-Lopuszanski-Sohnius theorem in Lie supergroups (resp. at infinitesimal level in a
Lie superalgebra). However, 3SUSY (and also the rest of the algebraic structures overviewed in the
previous subsection) is a priori allowed by no-go theorems because of its algebraic underlying
structure, the Lie algebra of order 3 (4.2). Indeed, the additional generators Vj, of the 3SUSY
algebra (see equation (4.2)) make possible for this construction to evade the hypothesis of the
no-go theorems: Lie algebras of order 3 do not form Lie groups and obviously they are not Lie
superalgebras. Thus the no-go theorems do not apply and the coast is clear for the possibility of
new theoretical models.

Obviously, the Lie algebra of order 3 we have chosen to study here is not the only Lie algebra of
order 3 which extends in a non-trivial way the Poincaré algebra. Other algebraic structures of this
type may lead to interesting physical results.

We now make ask the legitimate question of why we bother with the construction of such type
of model. The motivation for our approach has to consider two options.

e First, as for any physical model, the ideal purpose would be to obtain a self-coherent theoretical
approach which enlightens new symmetries of nature.

e Otherwise, if this purpose proves to be unreachable for different reasons, this might be an
indication for more powerful no-go theorems. Indeed, if 3SUSY is proven not to work, then one
may hope to prove more powerful no-go theorem by further studying all the class of Lie algebras of
order 3.

5.2.3 The assumption of analicity

We have seen in subsection 5.1.2 that one of the assumptions of the Coleman-Mandula theorem was
analicity. In this section we will look to this issue in more detail and give an illustration of why
additional exotic symmetries in the Standard Model frame would violate this assumption. We do
this explicitly on a simple example of two-body scattering. We then discuss what this becomes for
the case of SUSY and for 3SUSY. This short discussion is drawn upon E. Witten’s analyse in [56].

The assumption of analicity means that the elastic-scattering amplitudes are analytic functions
of their momentum and spin. As S. Coleman and J. Mandula say in their original paper [35], the
naturalness of this assumption is above any doubt, being “something that most physicist believe to
be a property of the real world”.

Let us now consider the basic case of two-particle scattering:
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Fig. 6.1: Two-particle scattering

Counsidering the momentum and angular momentum as the only conserved charges, one has the
cross section depending only on the scattering angle §. This can be seen in the center of mass
frame, where the problem is replaced by the diffusion of the relative particle in a central potential.
At classical level, imposing the conservation laws mentioned above, one has the Rutherford formulae
3—6 x sin_4g. At quantum level, considering the same conserved quantities, one needs more elaborate
methods, namely the phase shift analysis, which leads to more complicated dependencies o () on
the scaterring angle 6. Obviously, these dependencies are here analytical.

Let us now consider that one has an additional exotic conserved charge, say a symmetric, traceless
tensor Z,,,, which closes with the rest of the Poincaré generators by commutation relations. These
commutation relations would not be trivial and hence Z,,,, has no trivial matrix elements between
particles of different four-momentum and spin.

For simplicity, we consider here only spinless particle states '. By Lorentz invariance, one takes
for the matrix element of Z,,, in a one-particle state of momentum p

1
< p|Zimn|p >= pmpn — annpz- (5.6)

One has thus expressed the new matrix element with the help of the momentum four-vector. Now,
for the two-particle scattering above, assume that the matrix element in the two-particle state
|pip2 > is the sum of the matrix elements in the states |p; > and |ps >, given by (5.6) above.
Hence, the conservation of Z, < p1pa|Zyn|p1pe >=< pi05| Zmn|Piph >, leads to

PimPin + P2mP2n = PlmPln + PrmPon- (5.7)

This is a supplementary conservation law, which further implies the independence of the scattering
amplitude on the last remaining parameter, the scattering angle 6.

We see also that the hypothesis we made to simplify the equation (5.7) will not lead to a different
conclusion. Indeed, if one considers for example particles with non-zero spin, the explicit form of
(5.7) will be more complicated, but this does not change the fact that we are dealing with a further
constraint that will violate the analicity assumption.

If one considers now the case of SUSY, one cannot make the same reasoning. Indeed, since @ is
a spinor, one cannot construct a matrix element < p|Q,|p > (the analogous of (5.6)) with the help
of momentum and spin variables.

To conclude this section, let us now shortly discuss the case of 3SUSY. As we have already
mentioned the additional symmetries introduced V;,, are Lorentz vectors and close within a structure

LAll the hypothesis made now for simplificity reasons will not change the final conclusion, as we will see at the
end of this reasoning.

87



5.3 — 3SUSY algebra and multiplets

of Lie algebra of order 3. Hence, one can a priori construct a matrix element
< p|Vimlp >= Cpp, (5.8)

which will lead to a certain constraint. If one considers the simpler case of spinless particle, then
C = C(p?) = C(m?). Moreover, considering for example more elaborate situations, with non-zero
spin, more complicated matrix elements (5.8) can be written (or the same but with C' depending
not only of the momentum but also of the spin) thus giving rise to a new, exotic conservation law,
which, as above would contradict analicity and thus the theory constructed upon in 4 dimensions
would have to be non-interacting.

This short remark is obviously not a proof of the impossibility of interacting 3SUSY, but rather
an indication towards this conclusion. This indication goes along the theorem we prove in section
5.5. Furthermore one can obviously imagine more complicated situations, like for example n particle
scaterring, or to consider different types of interactions between these particles. A complete analysis
of all possible cases is not of interest here since, already in this simple case, we have indicated this
discrepancy.

Nevertheless, when up-lifting to D dimensions, the above analysis has to change (considering for
example the no-go theorems in extra-dimension |74]). It is tempting to consider also the possibility
of interactions with extended objects, hence the interest of studying these new algebraic structures
in extra-dimensions (see chapter 6).

We now proceed with the construction of our model in 4 dimensions.

5.3 3SUSY algebra and multiplets

We start this section by recalling the Lie algebra of order 3 that we use to construct 3SUSY. Matrix
representations are then given. We then obtain bosonic multiplets associated to these representations
and their transformation laws under 3SUSY. Further properties of these multiplets, useful for the
sequel are then shown.

5.3.1 3SUSY algebra
Recall (4.2) the following particular Lie algebra of order 3, to which we refer as the 3SUSY algebra

[Lmn7 qu] = nnqum - nqupn + nanmq - nmancp [Lmna Pp] = ninm - ﬂmme
[Lmn7 ‘/p] = TIanm - nmpvna [Pmy Vn] = 07 (59)
{Vma Vna ‘/7’} = nmnPr + an’Pn + nrany

where

Vi, Vo, Vi } = Vil ValVi + Vi Vi Vi + Vi Vi Vi + Vi Vi Vi + Vi Vi Vi + ViV Vg,

stands for the symmetric product of order 3 and 7,,,, = diag (1, —1, —1, —1) is the Minkowski metric.

Comparison with the SUSY construction: this construction is a SUSY inspired construction,
extending the Poincaré symmetries with other types of symmetries. Nevertheless, as already noticed
a main difference with the SUSY case is that the new generators V' (which one may call “3charges”)
lie in the vector representation of the Lorentz algebra. This is not the case for SUSY, where the
supercharges @ lie in the spinor representation of the Lorentz algebra (as already remarked in
subsection 5.1.2) An important consequence of this fact is that the 3SUSY multiplets contain fields
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of the same statistics (the V' generators do not mix bosons and fermions). This is obviously a crucial
difference if one compares the SUSY and 3SUSY constructions.

Another important remark is that, if in the SUSY case, one speaks about the supercharges @ as
“square roots of translations” (since {Q,Q} x P, see subsection 5.1.2), we can now speak of “cubic
roots of translations” (since {V,V,V} « P); hence the terminology of cubic SUSY.

5.3.2 Irreducible representations

In order to proceed with the implementation of this algebraic structure at field theoretical level,
the next step is to have irreducible matrix representations. The 3SUSY algebra (5.9) has a twelve-
dimensional representation

0 A3, 0
Vi = 0 0 Ay ] (5.10)
A—2/39,, 0 0

with 7™ = (7°,~%) the Dirac matrices and A a parameter with mass dimension that we take equal
to 1 (in appropriate units). This representation is actually obtained firstly by writing the 3-entries
bracket of (5.9) as

{Vm’Vna VYT} = fmnr = frsnans
with f3

o = NmnOp + Nmr0s +Nrndy, . This means that to the symmetric tensor fi,,, one associated
the cubic polynomial f(v) = f(v°...,v3) in the variables v™, m = 0,...,3 defined by f(v) =
frmnrv™v™0" = 3(v - P)(v-v). Thus, the algebra (5.9) writes now f(v) = (v™V,y,)? (this relation can
actually be verified by expanding the cube and identifying each term with the help of the 3—entries
bracket, see [57] for more details). Thus one has some extension of the Clifford algebra called the
Clifford algebra of polynomials [58, 59, 60, 61| and the study of representations of (5.9) reduces to
the study of the representations of this Clifford algebra of polynomials. (We just recall here that
these representations are not classified and only some special matrix representations are known).

Representation (5.10) is reducible and leads to two inequivalent 6—dimensional representations,
denoted by the indices + and —

0 o, O 0 &, O
Vim=1 0 0 om|,or V=10 0 onm (5.11)
On 0 0 On 0 0

with 0™ = (6 = 1,0%), and 6™ = (6° = 1, —¢"), 0* the Pauli matrices. These two representations
are referred to as conjugated to each other and they will give rise to different types of multiplets,
as we will see later on.

One may also notice here that these representations are not proven to be the only irreducible
representations. Indeed, in [57], a different matrix realisation of the Clifford algebra of polynomials
was given (involving dimension 9 matrices); however, this realisation breaks down Lorentz invari-
ance. Nevertheless, if other representations exist (which should also obviously respect the Lorentz
invariance), then they may lead to different result theoretical approaches.

Let us now make the remark that these matrix representations do not involve the notion of
massive or massless multiplets. As we will see later on in this chapter, these representations allow
one to construct invariant massless or massive terms in the Lagrangians. This aspect is different
from the SUSY case, where one considers either massless or massive representations.
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5.3 — 3SUSY algebra and multiplets

5.3.3 3SUSY multiplets

The matrices V4 and resp. V_ (5.11) act on ¥4 and resp. ¥_,

P14 (o
Uy = [t |, 0or U= |1y |, (5.12)
P34 3

where 1 4 is a left-handed (LH) 2—component Weyl spinor, 12 is a right-handed (RH) 2—component
Weyl spinor etc.

The 3SUSY transformation is
0¥y = 0"V, Uy (5.13)

where v is a commuting Lorentz vector. One should notice that v plays the role of the anticommuting
Majorana spinor ¢ in the case of SUSY transformation (5.3).

The transformation (5.13) gives

5U¢1+ = vno'an—a
5U¢2— = U"5n¢3+,
5v¢3+ = ’Unanl/}H_. (5.14)

To further use, we call the states of ¢; states of gradation —1, the states of ¥y states of gradation
0 and the states of 13 states of gradation 1. (Recall from section 4.2 that since the algebra (4.2)
has a Zjs-graded structure, if one now has a representation p of a Lie algebra of order 3 on a
vector space H then this vector space can be decomposed as H = @220 Hj.. Furthermore one has
p(V)H, © Hyt moas) for some V € gi.)

One has further similitudes with SUSY, in the sense already mentioned of “cubic roots of trans-
lations”: one has ¢ — ¥9 — 13 — 1 (That is, acting with the generator V on a state of gradation
—1 one has a state of gradation 0, acting again with a generator V one has a state of gradation 1
and finally, acting one more time with a generator V', one has a state of gradation —1). One could
have reached the same final state just by acting with some translation generator on the initial state
(recall that a similar phenomena happened in the case of SUSY). This structure has been studied
in [57].

In representation (6.9) the vacuum, denoted by €2, is taken to be a 3SUSY and Lorentz singlet.
However it is possible to consider the vacuum as a 3SUSY singlet but lying in a different represen-
tation of the Lorentz algebra. One may consider for example the vacuum to be a Lorentz spinor
(see below). Another possibility, when the vacuum is a Lorentz vector was also treated in [57].
(Recall here (see subsection 5.3.1) that, since the generators V' lie in the vector representation of
the Lorentz algebra, one will not have fields of different statistics within the same multiplet. Thus
the 3SUSY multiplets will be either bosonic or fermionic.)

When the vacuum €2 is a Lorentz scalar, then one is able to obtain fermionic multiplets, as saw in
(6.9). One may also obtain bosonic multiplets if considering the vacuum in the spinor representation
of the Lorentz algebra. Thus one has to consider the possibilities 4 and Q_, a LH and RH Weyl
spinor. Therefore one has four possibilities 244 for the tensor product Vi ® €2, with WL given in
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5 — Cubic supersymmetry

(5.12) (that lead to four bosonic multiplets)

Eir = U100y =S+
E__ - \IJ_ X Q_ = EQ+_
Ep = V@04 =By

E+_ - \I/+ ® Q_ == EQ__ . (515)

The following step is the decomposition of these products of spinors on p—forms (for definitions
and basic properties of p—forms see subsection 6.1 and Appendix A). For this purpose consider the
Clifford algebra in 4 dimensions

{Ym> M} = 20mn. (5.16)

This algebra has a 4—dimensional complex representation on the Dirac spinor space (which we
denote by §). One can choose a representation were the Dirac matrices v, write

Ym = <5(:n Ué”) . (5.17)

A basis for the representation space is defined by the 16 antisymmetric matrices
YO oy = Z T Vimgay - - Vo With £=0,... 4. (5.18)
geSy

Amongst these matrices of special importance are the Lorentz generators (note the difference of

1 (2))

convention vy, = 5Ymn

1

where, inserting (5.17), one gets

1 (om0, — 000, 0 1 fopn O
Tmn = < 0 FmOn — nom/) 2\ 0 Gmn)’ (5-20)

which allows to define the matrices o,,, = %(amén — 0nOm) and Gy = %(6,”0” — Gn0Om). This
definition and the o-matrix identity ¢,,0, + 0,0m = 21my leads to the identity

OmOn = Omn + Mmn- (5.21)

Denote now by S* the dual representation of S (on which the matrices —7 . ¢ being the
transpose operation, act in the same way the matrices v, act on §). One can find an element

C =iy (5.22)
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5.3 — 3SUSY algebra and multiplets

of End(S) (C being call the charge conjugation matrix) such that Cvy,,C~! = —v!, and
CYmnC ™t = = (5.23)

Hence, these representations (S and S*) are in fact equivalent and ¢!C € S* for any Dirac spinor
1 € §. One can see the charge conjugation matrix C as some intertwining operator.

Furthermore, if a spinor ¢ transforms under a Lorentz transformation by S(A) = 2N Tmn (with
A™" the parameter of the transformation) then Z!C transforms under a Lorentz transformation by
S(A)~!. Hence

=iCyp (5.24)
is a spinor invariant and
ECY) ¥ (5.25)

transforms as an antisymmetric tensor of order £.

The 7(6) matrices act on Dirac spinor and thus define a linear application on S; one can thus
say that they belong to End(S). Now, since End(S) = S ® §*, one can decompose any product of
Dirac spinors 1 ® ¥'*C on the basis (5.18) of the set of 7,(7?17,,,,,%3 matrices. Since the coefficient of
this development are the antisymmetric tensors of order ¢ (with ¢ = 0,...,4), this can be written
schematically as

YpRY'C=[0o1 a2 e3[4 (5.26)
where [¢] denotes an /—form. Now, using the Hogde equivalence [¢(] = [4 — /], one can choose to
write (5.26) as

Yoyt =02 a 1) a2 (5.27)

Let us now exhibit one final (anti-)self-dual property useful for the sequel. For this, denote first
the Levi-Civita tensors €, .. m, and ™™ =g, . n™m™ . n™"™ defined by €p,..m, = 1 and

gmt-Mt = —1. Furthermore, introduce 4™ = 7"+, and define v = 7¢ ... y3. This definition implies
that
1
,7(2)n1n2,7 _ _§€n1n2m1m271(337m2 (5.28)

Thus one gets
(v £ iy@ ) = 1i(7® 1 i3, (5.29)

where we have denoted by * the dual operation (*Xy, = 3EmnpgXP9, see (6.1)). This means that
(5.29) is (anti-)self-dual (see (6.2)).

Define now the chirality matrix 5 as

Y5 = —1Y...73- (5.30)

From this definition and (5.16) one proves

{ym, 15} =0 (5.31)
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which, using the definition (5.18), gives

4O = (—1Ylysy®. (5.32)

Moreover, in our representation, by (5.17) and (5.30), one has that 75 is block-diagonal

= <—01 (1)> (5.33)

Furthermore one has

% =5 (5.34)
From (5.22) one also has

CysC™ = . (5.35)

The chirality matrix is used to define the irreducible 2—dimensional LH and RH Weyl spinors
and a 4—dimensional Dirac spinor decomposes as

_ (Y4

where 14 (and resp. ¢") is a LH (resp. RH) Weyl spinor. From (5.33) one sees that a Dirac spinor
with only LH (resp. RH) components is an eigenstate of 5 with eigenvalue —1 (resp. +1); this
writes

YsWpe = —€W¥pe, with € = £. (5.36)

After seeing these general properties of the 75 and C matrices, we now obtain the products of
such two distinct Weyl spinors. Consider

Troreoome = VeyCimn g Do - (5.37)
(Recall that by (5.25), (5.37) transforms like a tensor of order ¢). Using (5.36) one has
Tonyime = =18 Dy Ciny oy V5¥Des (5.38)
Using now (5.32) one gets
Tons.ome = — (= 1) 190D, CY5 Yoy ..y ¥Der - (5.39)
We now make use of (5.35) to write
Tonseme = —(=1) €19, 75C Y, . my U1 (5.40)
Using (5.34) one has
T ime = —(=1) €1 (1592, Chiy ..y U (5.41)
Finally, making use again of (5.36) one finds
Toseme = (1) €12952,CYny ..y ¥Der - (5.42)
Hence T}y, ,... m, is vanishing if (—1)%162 = —1, which explicitly gives
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5.3 — 3SUSY algebra and multiplets

e for / =0 one has ¢}, _Ctps =0,
e for ¢ =1 one has ¢}, Cym¢yps =0,
e for ¢/ = 2 one has Q/JgiCme/)DjF =0.

Hence, the decomposition (5.27) reduces, at the level of Weyl spinor products at

vr@Pic = [0 &[]
Yo@Ptc = [0 @[] (5.43)
Yreytc = 1]

where [2]%) represents an (anti-)self-dual 2—form. Indeed, the 2-form in 4 dimensions is reducible.
By relation (5.29) one can decompose this as

[2] = 2] @ [2]). (5.44)

This equation is also correct from the point of view of the dimension (6 in the LHS and 3+ 3 in the
RHS). The same argument of dimension counting in (5.43) shows that one must have considered the
(anti-)self-dual 2—forms. The choice we have made (self-dual for ¢4 ® ¢/{C and resp. anti-self-dual
- ®"C) is compatible with our conventions, as it will become clear from (5.45).

Sy
We now apply the decomposition (5.43) for the case of the B4y = U, @ Qy = | Zo_4 | (see
B3+
(5.15)). Using (5.17) and (5.20) this decomposition writes explicitly
— 1 mn
S+ = @t ZanU )
o 4 = fim&m,
1z

where we denote by ¢, 95 two scalar fields, flm a vector and B, an two self-dual 2—forms (because
with our convention (5.20) *0,, = i0mp; this can be seen for example by components; thus iog; =
%Empqapq etc.).

We can now apply this analysis for the four product of spinors (5.15) which will thus lead to the
four multiplets =41 with the following field content

#: Bun Ay,
E=| Anm 2= |¥% B
s B A,
90,’~B7,nn A~m
== Ag} E = |%Bm]|, (5.46)
' B A

~/

~ ~ ~ ~ = z/ ~ = ~
where 90,95,90’,95/,95, ¢’ are scalars fields, A, A', A, A, A', A are vector fields, B, B, B, B', B', B are
2—forms. As we haved mentioned above, these 2—forms, namely B, B, B are self-dual (i.e. *B =1iB,

~ =/
where by *B we mean the dual of B) and resp. B’, B', B are anti-self-dual (i.e. *B’ = iB’); thus
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these 2—forms must be complex. As we will see from the transformation laws (5.63), this implies
that all the 3SUSY fields are complex. To have minimum field content, one takes 244 = Z* _ and

Ei_=E", (thatis ¢ = ©* B=B"* etc.)?. This choice is proven furthermore to be compatible
with the transformation laws of the fields (5.63). We call the couples B4 —E__, B, —E_,
conjugated multiplets and the couples 2.4 —E,_, E__ — E_, interlaced multiplets.

Following the convention defined earlier, one can say, for example for the multiplet E4 1 that
the fields ¢, B are of gradation —1, the field A is of gradation 0 and the fields ¢, B are of gradation
1.

Before ending this subsection let us write down the converse formulae. Using trace properties
of the ¢ matrices, one can express the fields as functions of the original product of spinors. We do
this for the multiplet 2, similar formulae existing for the other three multiplets.

I
¢ = §TT(:1++)7
1 -
Byn = §Tr(0-mn:‘1++)a
~ 1 _
A, = §Tr(am;2_+),
z 1
p = FT(Es44),
=z 1 _
an = §Tr(0mn:3++). (547)

To prove these formulae one can reinsert the original decompositions (5.45). For example, for the
first of the formulae (5.47), one has

1 1
0= §Tr(<p + ZanJmn)
which is verified, since Tr(c™") = 0.

5.3.4 Transformation laws of the fields

The transformation laws of the fields are obtained from the 3SUSY transformation law (5.13),
remembering that the vacuum €2 is a 3SUSY scalar, i.e. it is not transforming under 3SUSY; for
example, for the Z;, multiplet one has

6Byt = (00¥4) @ Qy = (V" VimVy) ® Qy (5.48)

Now, inserting the form (5.11) of V,,, one has

5UE1++ = UmO'mEQ_+,
0pEg_y = Um5m53_+,
5U53++ = vm8m51_+. (549)

We first find the transformation law of the unique field of gradation 0 of 2, namely A,,. For this
we start with its expression (5.47) which gives

~ 1
Op A, = §Tr(am5v52_+). (5.50)

20One should pay attention at the notation used, that is * B denotes the dual of B whereas B* denotes the complex
conjugated of B.
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Inserting the second equation of (5.49) one has

n

N %Tr(0m6n53++). (5.51)

We make now use of (5.21), thus obtaining

n

~ v _ v _
OpAm = ETY(O’mn:erJr) + Tmﬁ(53++)- (5.52)

We now use again (5.47), this time to extract the fields ¢ and Byun. Hence, one finally gets
S Am = V@ 4+ V" By, (5.53)

Let us now find the transformation laws of the fields of gradation 1, namely ¢ and Biy,,. For
the case of ¢, we proceed as above, starting with its expression (5.47) which gives

0 = 5 Tr(0,Z54+) (5.54)
The last equation of (5.49) gives
0 = U OnTr(8,Z014) (55)
Now, equation (5.47) allows us to write
60 = V" O p. (5.56)
Similarly, one gets
sy — g, B,
(5.57)
Arguing along the same lines one has
dpp = 0" Ay,

The last remaining transformation law for the =, multiplet, namely for B, is more tricky.
As before, we start with its expression (5.47) which gives

1
0uB = ST (0mnduErss). (5.58)

The first equation of (5.49) leads to

D
5,BH) = %Tr(amnap52_+). (5.59)

This time we first compute the quantity o,Z2— . Using (5.45) one has
0pZa_y = 0p A5, = AT (0pr + Npr) (5.60)

(where we have used again (5.21)). Now, inserting (5.60) in (5.59), and recalling that, by definition
Tr(opmn) = 0, one has

vP
6, BUH) = 5 A Te(@mnopy). (5.61)
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To conclude, one uses the trace identity %Tr(aanpT) = —(NmpMnr — Dmrnp) + 1€mnpr (One can easily
check this by components: for example, for (m,n,p,r) = (0,1,0,1) one has —1 in the LHS and by
a direct application of the definition of the Pauli matrices, the same in the LHS; for (m,n,p,r) =
(0,1,0,1) one has i in the RHS and the same in the LHS by a direct application of the definition of
the Pauli matrices). Inserting this in (5.61) gives

6,BSH) = —(vm A, — vaAp) + i€mnpgP A9 (5.62)
Note that the last term prevents the self-dual character of the 2—form.

Similar reasonings for the other multiplets complete the following table:

= B
Sup = 0" ol = (0" B+ 0?)
OpBmn = —(vmfin — vnflm) + iamnpqvpfiq 0@ = »UmAm
e ot = ~ =/ =/ ~/
OpAm = (UmSD + 'UnNan) 5UB;nn = —(’UmAn — UnAm) — i€mnqupA q
50 @ = V"Om@  OuBn = POy Binn 5/11;1 = "0, Al
(5.63)
B -
dp’ = v™Al dpAm = (V" Bmn + vm@)
6,B!. = —(v, Al vnA’ ) — i€mnpqVP A 5o = V" Ay,
S Al = (vmcp + v”B ) 5v~an = —(Um Ay — VA + iEmnpgvP AT
5U<p =00y, Oy B =P0,B],, §A,, = v"0, A

As we have pointed out in the previous subsection, these transformations laws are compatible with
our choice of complex conjugation of multiplets, 2% , =E__, B, =E* .
Finally, let us mention that in the next chapter we will generalise this in arbitrary dimensions.

5.3.5 Derivation of a multiplet

After having found the transformation laws (5.63) of the 3SUSY multiplets considered here, we now
make use of them to obtain an interesting property of these multiplets.

From now on, let us denote by X+ the (anti-)self-dualisation of any second rank tensor X,
1.€.

X[mn}i = Xon — Xom F igmnqupqa (564)
Let us now consider the fields of a Z;_ multiplet, that is

=/

A,7(15/7 .A

mnﬂ m

to construct a different type of multiplet using partial derivatives 0,,,. Thus, to construct a E,
multiplet, one has to have expressions for any field of the Z; multiplet (respecting the self-dual
character of the 2—forms). Saturating the Lorentz indices, one possible solution is

IS (R zZ,zZmn) = (O A", O Ay O + 0" Bl Om A 8[mAn]+)
(5.65)
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One has now to see if the set DE, _ = (1/1, Ymn, z;m, 1/:1, 1Zmn) transforms like a 3SUSY multiplet.

To check this, we directly apply (5.63) on (5.65). Let us illustrate this by obtaining firstly the
3SUSY transformation law of 1) = 9, A™. From (5.63) one has 0,1 = 8,,0,A"™ = v, B™" 4 v™@ =
v™(9" B!, + 0m@') and .

5117/} = ’Um"t/Jm~
Let us now give the proof for the most difficult case above, the transformation law d,%n,,. Since
Ymn = O Ay, and 0,47, = V"Bl + @ (see (5.63)) one will have

n]4
Svthmn = VnOn@ — VmOn@ + i€ mnpquP G + VP (O Blyy — On By — i€mnpr g BY).

Using now the definition (5.65) of Ym = 0@ + 0" B!, and (5.64) (to recombine the component in

B’ of 6y1mn above) the transformation law of ,,, can be written

Oy Ymn = UnT/;m - UmT/;n + Z'<°:mnpqquzq - (UTa[nB;n]y’ - U[naTB;n} )

+7

By (D.8) we have vrﬁ[néfn — v[nﬁ’"Bg?’n = 0 and hence

1+ l4r

5v¢mn = 'UnT/)m - Um¢n + i€mnpqvp1/)q

Similarly one finds

S = VO,
51)7;”1 = 'Uqu‘i'vn?z
6v1;mn - vTarwmn'

Therefore one notices that (5.65) transforms like a Z4 4 multiplet. We have thus showed a mechanism
of obtaining a multiplet of a certain type (here E4 ) by “deriving” a multiplet of another type (here
E1_). Wecall DE,_ a derivative multiplet.

One can actually define such a “derivation” for every 3SUSY multiplet E4.. For example,
defining as DE_, in (5.65), one has DE_, # E,, but DE_; = E__. This type of property will
be used when analysing the compatibility of our model with abelian gauge invariance (see subsection
5.4.4) and when treating the possibilities of interaction (see section 5.5).

5.4 Free theory

In this section we construct free Lagrangians invariant under the 3SUSY transformations (5.63).
From now on we use the field strengths associated to the fields, Fy,, = 0,4, — O Ay, for any
vector field A, and Hyypp = OmBnp + Op B + On Bpy, for any 2—form B,,,,. Definitions and basic
operations of p—forms are given in section 6.1 and Appendix C).

5.4.1 Coupling between conjugated multiplets

If we consider the quadratic couplings between conjugated multiplets, as denoted in subsection 5.3.3,
one can construct two real Lagrangians, one for each pair 2, —E__ and 8, —E_,

Ly = Lo(BEyt)+Lo(E--)

~ 1 zmnp ] LEmo 1 - ~ 1 <\ 2
1 am ! 1 5/ 1* UL 1~ /mmn 1 rm 2
+ OO+ SHH + JHLTH = 1 P =S (8mA ) (5.66)
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and

L'y = Lo(BE_4)+ Lo(E4-)
1

1 ~am ~ r7 rrmnp 1*~ * ITm 1 A m i
= 5 m(,Da ©+ ﬁHman - Z Hy, "H™ — §anF - (amA )(anA )
1 ~lam ~/ 1 rr/ rr/mnp 1*~/ * I7/m 1 / %/Tm m 5
+ GOm0 4 g H P — HHT — DF — (O A™)(0pA ). (5.67)

We consider here Ly, L{, being similar. Since we use complex conjugated terms, the Lagrangian
(5.66) is real; furthermore the Lagrangian is of gradation 0. Here we have denoted *H,, =
e rmnpgH™? = 0" By, the dual of the field strength H (see (6.1) for the general definition).

To prove its invariance, we first notice by a simple overview of (5.63), that the two lines of
the Lagrangian (5.66) do not mix under 3SUSY transformation laws. Hence, we only prove the
invariance of the first line of (5.66), that is of Lo(E44). One can explicitly check the following
general identities (up to total derivatives) for any 1—form A,, and for any 2—form self-dual By,

and an

1~ = 1 ~ 1 -
_anan Py mAm 2 = - mAn 2
1 ~ mnp 1 *m 1 znp
—HppH 2 H H = =(0nBup)(0™B ). (5.68)
12 2 4
Using these relations, one can rewrite Lo(244) using Fermi-like terms
| -
Lo(Bt+) = Ompd™¢ — 5(8,,“4")2 + Z(amBnp)(a B ). (5.69)

This is a more suited form to explicitly apply the 3SUSY transformation laws (5.63). One thus
obtains

00Lo(Bry) = Om(PAp)I™E + o (0™ 0P Dyp) — Dy (00 + VP Byyp) O™ A
O A0 B T+ iamBnp(amvTarB"p) (5.70)

(where we have used the last identity of (D.9) to write %(5U8mBnp)(aménp) _ —vn(‘)mflp(‘)ménp).

Since 9pp(0MPIyp) = 3170, ((Omp)?) and 0, Bnp(0™ 0" 0, B") = 20", (O Bnp)?) one has
9, Lo(E44) = total derivative,

and hence the Lagrangian (5.66) is 3SUSY invariant.

Let us now perform in (5.66) the following change of variables

I~ = é—é
Bl = \/§ 5 B2 =1 \/§ 5 (571)
901—(p+(p/ <P2=i(p_(p/
V2o V2
ot 4 ot 4
x -+ P — @
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The Lagrangian writes now

Lo = Om@10™ @) — Ompad™
1 = mnp o = 1 = mnp n SR,
+ EHlmanl +0 BlnmﬁpBlp — EHzman2 -0 BlnmﬁpBlp
1 mn 1~ [ mn 1 A.m 2 1 A-m 2
- ZFlmnFl + ZF2mnF2 - 5 (8mAl > + 5 <8mA2 ) . (572)
Notice at this point that by the redefinition (5.71), we find ourselves with 2—forms By, By, B 1 and

Bs which are neither self-dual nor anti-self-dual. Indeed, it is in the theory of representations of the
Lorentz group SO(1,3) that the 2—forms are (anti-)self-duals. In the case of the Poincaré group,
whose little group is SO(2), it is the 1—forms which are (anti-)self-duals.

Moreover, using the redefinition (5.71) and the definition (6.2) of the (anti-)self-duality of
2—forms, one observes

*B, = By,*By = By (5.73)

Therefore, using the identities (5.86) for these 2—forms, one can eliminate two of them, for example

By and Bg; thus Lo now becomes

~ ~ 1 ~ mnp =
EO = 8m<,018m(’01 - 8m9026m902 + éHlmanl + 8nBlnmapBlpm
1 mn 1~ [ mn 1 A m 2 1 A m 2
- ZFlmnFl + ZF2mnF2 - 5 <amA1 ) + 5 <8mA2 > . (574)

Proceeding with the analyses of the Lagrangian, one notices that the terms in the first line of
(5.74) are not diagonal. For this purpose, we now define

. :¢1+<51 <P1—<F:71 . <P2+<F:72 2 2902—952

P1 \/5 1 = \/5 , P2 = \/§ » P2 \/5 )
. B+ By : B, - B
B = %,Bl == (5.75)
and, with the new fields, £y writes
1 o A A 1 2 am 2 1 o A A 1 2 am 2
£0 = 58771()018 Y1 — 5 m 18 Y1 — 5 771902a ©2 + 5&719028 )
1~ [ mn 1~ nomn 1 A m 2 1 A m 2
- ZFImnFl + ZF2mnF2 - 5 <amA1 ) + 5 (8m142 )
1 4 frmnp " Spm 12 2 mnp n 2 2pm
Using again identities of type (5.68), one writes the above Lagrangian as
1 o ama 1 2 am 2 1 o A A 1 2 am 2
Lo = 50m$10" 01 = 50m$10" P01 — 50m$20" G2 + 5 0m 20" Py
1. - ~ 1. - -
— §6mA1n8mA1” + §8mA2n6mA2" (577)

1 A . 1 2 2
+ ZamBlnpamBlnp — ZamBlnpamBlnp.
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5 — Cubic supersymmetry

Also, using the differential form notations (see (6.3) for the definition of the exterior derivative
d and resp. (6.5) for its adjoint d') one can write the Lagrangian as

1T 1 . . 1.1
Ly = §d<,01d<P1 — §dﬁﬂ1d<ﬂ1 - §d<,02d902 + §dﬁﬂ2d<ﬂ2
T o« = 1o e 1« o 1 e
- ZdAldAl - 5dTAldT A+ ZdAszg + 5dT Asd Ay
T oaon 1 an 1 2 2 1.2 .2
+ 2A5dBidBy + 5dTBldTB1 — 3@B1dB1 - idTBldTBl). (5.78)

Let us now consider the general gauge transformations

Ay, = Ap + 00X,
Bypn — Bpn + aan - 8nXm (579)

where x and y,, are the gauge parameters. Hence one sees in the Lagrangian (5.76) the presence
of kinetic terms and Feynman gauge fixing terms (of type —3 (8 A™)? for a generic vector field A
or of type 0" By, 0, B™" for a generic 2—form B). These gauge fixing terms are not just a choice
of gauge, but they are required by 3SUSY invariance. One can thus affirm, that one symmetry,
3SUSY, fizes another, the gauge symmetry.

The gauge fixing terms above (of type

—1(8,,4™)% and resp. 8" By, 8, BP") imply some con-
straints on the gauge parameters defined in (

1
2
d.

79), namely
O Omx =
" (OmXxn — Onxm) = O. (5.80)

We will come back on this issue of gauge transformation in subsection 5.4.4. The presence of this
gauge fixing terms has a lot of consequences on different aspects of our models, as we will see in the
rest of this thesis.

The first of them is related to the number of degrees of freedom of our fields. A p—form in D
dimensions has

c?, (5.81)

independent components. If one deals with a generic free p—form wy,}, than the gauge transformation
is

Wil = Wl + AXp-1), (5.82)
where the gauge parameter x,_;) is a (p — 1)—form. One can thus eliminate C’%_l of the degrees
of freedom of wy,. However, in addition, one can write a gauge transformation on x,_; (reducible
gauge transformation)

Xp—1] = X[p—1] + dX'[p_g]- (5.83)

Thus, one needs now to add C’%_z degrees of freedom to the count. The process continues and one
has, for such a free p—form wy,

Cl - OV O L (—1)PCY = O, (5.84)
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5.4 — Free theory

degrees of freedom (see for example [73]). Thus, such a free off-shell p—form has C%,_; degrees of
freedom.

Consider for example the well-known case of a photon, a 1—form, in four dimensions, we have
C3i = 3 degrees of freedom. To find the well-known number of 2 degrees of freedom for a physical
photon, one uses Ward identities. Indeed, consider for example a simple physical process involving an
external photon with momentum k™ = (k,0,0, k). Denote the amplitude iM (k) = iM™(k)ek, (k),
where €7 (k) is the polarisation vector of the photon (the amplitude always contains the factor
et (k), so we have just extracted it to define M (k)). Using the classical equations of motion one
is able to prove the Ward identity k,, M™ (k) = 0. This identity is used to simplify the square of
the amplitude |M|? which will depend only on the 2 transverse polarisation states. (For a detailed
analysis see for example [62]).

For the general case of a on-shell p—form (p < D — 2) in D dimensions, similar Ward identities
lead to

ch (5.85)

physical degrees of freedom.
Let us also mentioned that (D — 1)— and D—forms in D dimensions are known to be non-
propagating forms.

This is not the case for the 3SUSY fields; the gauge parameters are subject to constraints of
type (5.80); thus one cannot eliminate anymore degrees of freedom of the p—form as was the case
before. Let us illustrate this with the case of the 2—form present here in 4 dimensions, which
has 6 independent components. Its gauge parameter x,, has 4 components which must satisfy 4

independent constraints
Uxn — amanxm =0.

Thus, we see that the components of x,, are themselves constraint hence they will not be able to
eliminate degrees of freedom of the 2—form. Generally in our case, the p—form has

Cp

degrees of freedom (4 for a vector field and 6 for a 2—form). Related to this one might address here
the issue of placing oneself in the Lorentz gauge. However this cannot be done. (Indeed, considering

for example that we put amflm = 0. Applying the 3SUSY transformation, one has OOy A™ =
which, by (5.63) gives 0, A,, = 0 which is obviously not satisfactory.)

Hence, related to this subject of degrees of freedom counting, one may consider the problem
of other 3SUSY compatible mechanisms of elimination of unphysical degrees of freedom. A more
elaborate analysis involving presence of ghosts (related to quantification issues) would be required
(see section 6.4).

Another important aspect of the Lagrangian (5.77) is that the fields 921, Pa, Ao, Bj have wrong
sign for their kinetic term. This implies a priori a problem of unboundedness from below of
their potentials. To illustrate this consider the simplest case of a scalar ¢. We use the defini-
tion Tpg = %&804,0 — nooL of the energy density as component of the energy-momentum tensor. If

the Lagrangian writes $0,,00™¢, then Tyy = 1[(do¢)*+(V¢)?] which is bounded from below. If one
considers an opposite sign in the Lagrangian, namely —%&ngpamcp,, then Ty = —%[(8()(;7)2 +(Vp)?
which is now unbounded from below. This problem might by corrected by suited interaction terms.
However, we will see in section 5.5 that no self-interacting terms are allowed for these bosonic
multiplets.
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5 — Cubic supersymmetry

A possible solution to the problem of unboundness from below is based on Hodge duality of
p—forms.

Dualisation: Recall that for the situation of free forms, dualisation is performed at the level of
the field strength; this implies an equivalence of the theories of a p—form and a (D — 2 — p)—form
(in D dimensions). Indeed, starting from a generic p—form wyy,, one considers its field strength,
dwpp) which is (p + 1)—form. Considering its Hodge dual, we have a (D — p — 1)—form, which is the
field strength of (D —p —2)—form. One can see that these theories are equivalent, having the same

number of physical degrees of freedom
p _ ~D-p-2
Cpoa=Cpy =
One can write this schematically as

Fipry =dwpp = (F)p—py

| |

“Ip) “lD—p-2)

Obviously, this is not true in the case of interacting p—forms.

Let us also mention here some issues concerning the electric-magnetic duality. Thus, the Bianchi
identity writes dF' = 0, whereas the equation of motion involving its dual *F writes d*F' = *J, where
J is the current J,,, = (p, j ). Notice that the asymmetry between the equations for F' and for *F
corresponds physically to the absence of magnetic monopoles. When dualising in this way, the place
of the Bianchi identity is taken by the equation of motion and wviceversa and one also reverses the
role of particles and solitons.

Differently, the dualisation we propose for the 3SUSY case is not performed at the level of the
field strength as above but at the level of the potential itself, ¢.e. we replace the potential by its
Hodge dual. Indeed, as we have argued before, the gauge fixation present in the 3SUSY model
freezes the number of degrees of freedom of a p—form at C%,.

To simplify notations we use here differential forms notations (see subsection 6.1 and Appendix
C) giving the following identities

1 1

| dApdAp = — _7_10”3[4—;:} dTB[ﬁl—p])
(p+1)! (4—p—1)
1 1
= 1)'dTA[p]dTA[p] = _mdB[‘l_P}dB[‘l_p] (5.86)

with Byy_,) = *Ap,; this is actually a particular case, in 4 dimensions, of identities (C.4). We thus
see that, if we pass to the Hodge dual (Ap, — Bjy—p)), the kinetic term of Ap, becomes the gauge
fixing term of its Hodge dual and wiceversa. Moreover, one has a global change of sign, property
witch remains true in arbitrary dimension. Thus one is tempted to replace the fields with a wrong
sign in the Lagrangian (5.78) by their Hodge duals, using the identities above. The new fields are

-ﬁl = *(1217 BQ = *¢)27 4—f0rms,
Cy = * Ay, 3—form, (5.87)
By =*By, 2—form,

These new fields have an appropriate sign of their kinetic term.
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5.4 — Free theory

Thus, at the very end, the free Lagrangian for the conjugated multiplets 2,y — Z__ becomes

1 1 . .
Ly = §d901d901+§d902d902

1. ~ - 1 ..~ ~
— ZdAldAl—§dTAldh41

1 -~ - 1, A 1 2 2 1 .2 2
+ —dBydB; + =d'Byd' By + —dBydB, + =d'B.d' B, (5.88)
12 2 12 2
1o~ o= 1
_ 2 _2qtendt
151C2dCs — 2d1Cyd'Cy
1 2 2 1 R o
2 dDdt 2 d Dodt
+ 3@ Did Dy + 5d"Dad' Dy

The field content is now the following: in the sector of gradation —1 and 1 two 0—forms (¢1, $s),

two neither self-dual, nor anti-self-dual 2—forms (B, B1) and two 4—forms (D1, Dy); in the zero-
graded sector one 1—form 211 and one 3—form ég. As one can see from the transformations per-
formed, (5.71) and (5.75), these fields are mixtures of states belonging to two conjugate multiplets
and also mixtures of the graded (—1)— and the graded 1—sectors. Let us also observe that, if for
the 1—, 2— and 3—forms above we have kinetic and gauge fixing terms, in the particular cases of
the 0—forms (resp. 4—forms) we have only a kinetic (resp. gauge fixing) term. In [64], W. Siegel re-
marked that for a 4—form, the gauge fixing term takes the form of the Lagrangian of a free massless
scalar field, which is also the case in our model. Furthermore, the 3— and 4—forms in 4 dimensions
are referred to as non-propagating forms which is not the case in our model, as a consequence of the
gauge fixation. Several classical or quantum properties of these objects had been further investi-
gated (see for example [65]). One can see this approach as some kind of generalisation of the study
of 2—forms in 4 dimensions (see for example [66, 67]). Finally, before ending this subsection recall
that, as already stated above, for our 3SUSY model some deeper investigation of the presence of
ghosts in connexion with unitarity issues and possible elimination of degrees of freedom in different
3SUSY sectors may be further required.

5.4.2 Coupling between interlaced multiplets

So far we have analysed 3SUSY invariant terms that arise from couplings of conjugated multiplets,
Eiy —Z__ and E4_ — E_4. We now look closer to couplings between the pairs of interlaced
multiplets. We prove that 3SUSY allows quadratic coupling terms between these pairs.

Starting the calculations with the fields given in (5.46), one can write the following 0—graded,
real coupling Lagrangian

L. = £C(E++a E+—) + £C(E——= E—-i—)
=/ ~ ~ ~ ~ =/ =
= A <8m<pA " 4 O A — 0, A Y — 0, A B + 0" B AT 8manA’">
= ~ ~ ~ ~ n =/
+oN <am<,p’Am + O @ A" — 0, A G — 0, Al B+ 0Bl A + amanA"> :
(5.89)

with A = A1 + 4\ a complex coupling constant with mass dimension.
To study the 3SUSY invariance of (5.89) one may study separately the invariance of L, (244,21 _)
and L (E__,E_4) because they do not mix under 3SUSY transformations (5.63). Up to total
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5 — Cubic supersymmetry

derivative, one has

= = L 5 mn r >, r
5v£c('='++7 '='+—) = _ZAB/ (U 8[mBn],r - U[ma Bn],r) (590)

By (D.8), one can conclude that the Lagrangian (5.89) is 3SUSY invariant.

We now give a different method of proving this invariance, method that uses the properties of
the derivative multiplets of subsection 6.3.5. One writes the Lagrangian L.(E;,2,_) as

L.
_ﬁc(‘:-i--f—?

z/m =n ~ ~
-5 ) = @OmA 4 Bppn0mA — A"(0n@ + 8,B™)

[1]

b GO A™ + By dm A (5.91)

This Lagrangian is just the one expressed in (5.180), where the multiplet 1) is identical to DE,_. We
prove in subsection 5.5.2 that, if the 1 fields transform as a 2 multiplet, then (5.91) is invariant.
This is indeed the case, since, as already stated the role of the fields v is played here by DE, _,
which, as we have proven in subsection 6.3.5, does transform as =, multiplet.

5.4.3 Diagonalisation of the total Lagrangian

We have thus constructed two types of free Lagrangians, firstly by coupling conjugated multiplets
and then by coupling interlaced multiplets. Since all these terms are allowed by 3SUSY invariance,
the total Lagrangian to be considered is

L=Lo+ Ly+ Le, (5.92)

where £y and £, are given in (5.66) and resp. (5.67) and L. is given in (5.89). Since £ is quadratic
in the fields, we deal with a non-interacting theory and it should be possible, by field redefinitions
to write the Lagrangian in a diagonal form.

In order to do this, we first perform the changes of variable (5.71) and (5.75) that make Ly
explicitly real and diagonal. Obviously, the same redefinitions (keeping the same type of notations
for the redefined fields) must be made for £{,. After all this, the field content is:

6 scalar fields, @1, @y, Pa, Pg (in Lo), P1, Py (in L));
6 vector fields, ;11, ;12 (iIl ﬁo), 1211,1211,142,142 (in ,Cé]),
3 two-forms By, By (in Lo) By (in L}).

We thus have a total of 15 independent fields. Expressed with these new fields, £ decouples into
3 distinct pieces, each of them having the exact same dependence on a set of 5 fields (two scalars,
two vectors and one 2—forms, denoted generically by ¢1, @2, A1, A2 and B). This Lagrangian writes

1 1 1 1 1
E(‘pla Y2, Ala A27 B) = §(am901)2 - 5(8m902)2 - 5(8m141n)2 + 5(8m142n)2 + Z(amBnp)2
A1 (Almamgol + Agmam(pg — anamAln — *anamAgn) (5.93)

_.I_
+ A2 (=A2"Omp1 + A1 Omp2 + B"" O Agn — * B 0 A1y -

Thus, for diagonalising £ it is enough to work on L(p1, @2, A1, A2, B). Before proceeding, a few
remarks about the terms appearing in the Lagrangian are in order to be done. Firstly, one can
check that the gauge fixation of £y and Lj, is still demanded by the terms of £, (the last two lines of
Eq. 5.93). Indeed, if one looks at the 2—form B, then terms of type %Bm”an fix the gauge, while
terms of type *B™"F,,, are gauge invariant. Indeed, the gauge transformation writes (see (5.79))

B — B—l—dx[l}
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5.4 — Free theory

with x[j a general 1—form (the gauge parameter). Hence, for the dual field *B, the gauge transfor-
mations writes

*B—*B+ *dX[l]
which since, in 4 dimensions **x[;) = xpy) (see (C.2)), writes further as

Using now the definition of the derivative d' (see section 6.1) which states in 4 dimensions that
d' = —*d* and denoting X[3] = —*X[1, one has

*B—*B+ dTX[ZS]-

We can now use this to check the gauge transformation of *B™"F,,,. Since the field strength
F = dA is gauge invariant, one has

*BdA — (*B + d'xp3))dA.
For this to be gauge invariant, one needs
d'xzdA =0

which is equivalent to

deTX[g} = 0.
Since dfd’ = 0, this identity is trivially satisfied, thus completing our proof.

These terms, known as BF —terms are related to topological theories [68, 69, 70, 71]. Never-
theless, this line of work is not the one used here (for example we have never been concerned with
surface terms in any of our invariance calculations).

A last thing to notice here is that couplings like A™3,, ¢ present in (5.93) are of Goldstone type.
Usually, they are gauged away and are responsible for appearance of mass. For illustration, consider
an abelian example with a complex scalar field ¢ coupled both to itself and to a vector field A,,.
The complex scalar field ¢ is decomposed as ¢ = g + %(901 + ipy) where g is its nonvanishing
vacuum expectation value. When one expands the Lagrangian about this vacuum states, he finds
terms of type A™ 0, 2. One then makes a particular choice of gauge, namely the unitary gauge,
where the scalar field ¢(z) becomes real-valued at every point . With this choice, the unwanted
coupling terms are eliminated from the theory. However, one sees that this mechanism cannot be
applied in the case of our model since as we have already stated above, the gauge is partially fixed.

After these remarks we now return to our diagonalisation calculus. We first express the La-
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grangian in the Fourier space

L = %p%l(p)@l(—p) - %pzcﬁz(p)wz(—p)
- %pill(p)Al(—p) + %pzflz(p)fiz(—p) + %sz(p)B(—p)
+ %i)\l (A7 ()pm@1 (—p) = AT (~D)pmier ()
+ 5 (AR D)pnda(—) — AP (~P)pna(r)
- %Ml (B™™ @)pmAra(=p) = B™ (~p)pmA1n(p))
. %Ml (*Bm”(p)pmflzn(—p) — *E’m”(—p)pmfizn(p))
- %'Az (45 (P)pmer (—p) — A5 (~D)pmr (0))
+ %'AQ (A7 (D)pm@a(—p) = AT (~D)pm2(p))
+ %')\2 (B™™ @)pmArn(=p) = B (~p)pmA1n(p))
- %Mg (* B (p)pmAan(—p) = * B (~p)pmAan(p) )

(5.94)

where the tilde denotes the Fourier transform (not to be confused with the tilde in the fields we had

until (5.93)).

The first step now is to complete a perfect square for the terms involving A;. We have thus to

define

_ - N Ao, L Al A A2 s
im(p) = Aim(p) + p—;zpmsm(p) - p—;zpmsoz(p) - p—;zp By (p) + p—;zp (*Brm(p))-

The next step is to complete a perfect square for the terms involving Ay now we define

A

The Lagrangian writes

£ o= L0 -0 M) a0 (-n) — 5 (7~ (03— XD) pa(p)ea(-)

+ A2 (@1(p)p2(=p) + P2(p)P1(—p))
—~ %pzflim(p)ﬁim(—p) - %pmém(p)flém(—p) + 1028 ) B ()

4
11 r > Rsm * * Sm
5P ps(A\f = X9) (Brm(p)B (=p) = *Brm(p)'B (—p)>
ALA » * sm ST () \* )
S (B B (-p) + B0 Ben ()

A final diagonalisation can be written on the ¢ part of (5.97). Thus, defining

A1 A2
3 = (A3 = A})

Pa(p),

¢'(p) = @(p) +

~ Al Ao A2 o e T
om(p) = A2m(p) — p_;me902(p) + p—;zz)mwl(p) + p—gw Brm(p) — =" (*Brm(p))-

(5.95)

(5.96)

(5.97)

(5.98)
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the Lagrangian finally writes as

L= L) Eme Loz At 59 (p)@
= 5(17 — (A - 1))901(19)901(—1))—5 pr— (A= A1)+ T2 — (2 A0) @2(p)@2(—p)
— P A ) A () + 5 Ao (0) A () + 7 B (0) B () (5.99)
+ 5ot 2O =) (B (0B (-9) = *Bron ) B ()
22 (B o) B (<) + B0 Bro(1)).

One can now remark that not all values of the parameters A\; and Ay are allowed if we do not want
tachyons to be present. Some allowed values (which simplify considerably the Lagrangian (5.99))
are Ay = Ao or Ay = 0. However one remarks a non conventional form of the kinetic term for the
2—form B. One final remark is that we have done this diagonalisation on the Lagrangian without
the dualisation; thus the sign of the kinetic terms will not change; however the same calculation
may be performed for the dualised Lagrangian (5.88).

One more remark is to be done here. We have so far considered non-massive fields. However,
invariant mass terms can be explicitly added to our Lagrangian, since, as we have already noticed,
the representations we have been working with do not depend whether we deal with massless or
massive multiplets. Moreover, as it has already been noticed in subsection 4.1.2, P? is a Casimir
operator and therefore all states in an irreducible representation must have the same mass. For
example, for the Z, . multiplet, one has

~ 1 = 1~ =~
L[E, mass = m>(pp + ZBm"an — 5AmAm), (5.100)

The different analysis done in these section for the massless multiplets do not drastically change.
For example, in the massive case one has no gauge invariance and the number of degrees of freedom
does not change (one does not have gauge parameters to eliminate any degree of freedom).

Finally, looking at the transformation laws (5.63) one can easily see that a linear term

L,=gp (5.101)

1s invariant on its own.

5.4.4 Abelian gauge invariance

We now look closer to the problematic of the compatibility of 3SUSY and abelian gauge symmetry.
We have seen that these two symmetries are intimately connected, in the sense that the 3SUSY
symmetry fixes the gauge symmetry, by the Feynman gauge fixing terms required in the Lagrangian
(see subsections 5.4.1 and 5.4.3).

Nevertheless, another question is entitled at this level. If one acts with the gauge transformation
on a 3SUSY multiplet will the result be a 3SUSY multiplet? Or, schematically,

= 5208 =

So what one has to check is whether or not ' is a 3SUSY multiplet. Moreover we also find in
what conditions the gauge parameters may form a 3SUSY multiplet. Recall that this is the case for
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SUSY, where a gauge transformation sends a vector superfield V to V + ® + ®', with ® a chiral
superfield (see for example |37]).
1. Let us ﬁrstlyA write the general gauge transformation one uses for the physical fields @1, @9,
921, <,22, Ay, Ay, By, By (with whom for example the Lagrangian (5.78) was expressed)
1 — ¢1+k
/Nllm — /Lm + OmX1
Bimn = Bimn + 0mX1n — OnX1m. (5.102)

and similarly for the rest of the fields (IA<:1 being some constant). Recall that these physical fields
were obtained from linear redefinitions of the original fields (5.46). Hence one can write down gauge
transformations of the fields (5.46) also. For example, the vector field A; was obtained from the
fields A and A’ by the redefinition (5.71), A; = %(A + A’). Hence the gauge parameter Y1 of
%(f( + X’) which will thus allow us to obtain the gauge parameters x
and Y’ of the field A and resp. A’

Hence the gauge transformations for the original fields (5.46) thus write

(5.102) is written as x1 =

¢ = o+k,
Ap = Ap 40X, (5.103)
Bﬁn:tr? — Bﬁn:l;z) + 8an — OpXm T+ Z'gmnpqapxq

and similar for the rest of the fields. Note however that for the case of 2—forms, the compatibility
between the transformations (5.102) and (5.103) needs a closer look. Indeed, write in p—form
notation the transformation (5.103) for the self-dual 2—form B,

B — B+ dx[l]S — i*(dX[l})' (5.104)
Recall now that B’ = B*; one has
B = B dyy + i (dxy)- (5.105)

(One should pay attention at the notations used for the dual and complex conjugation, that is *B
denotes the dual of B whereas B* denotes the complex conjugated of B.) Eq. (5.71) combined

these two 2— forms in B = %(B + B'). Hence, for the real 2— form Bj one obtains

1 % X3 *
By — B1 + 7 <d(X[1} +xpy) — ¢ dxq — Xm)) (5.106)

Thus, one immediate solution for (5.106) to be the gauge transformation (5.102) for a 2— form, is
to impose that the 1—form Xy is real.

However, we now prove that this compatibility can still be achieved even if the 1—form xj) is
complex. For this denote by A = %(X[l} + x’[kl}) and g = —i%*(x[l} - XE])- Notice that Ap
and Afg are real. By (C.2) one has ™ (x[;) — X’[*H) = X[ — XE} and using also the definition df = *d*
(see section 6.1), (5.106) writes

By — By + dApy + d' A (5.107)

We now prove that for a 2—form B; one can write a gauge transformation as By — By + d\(y), with
de)\[l] = 0 but also as B — B1 + dT)\[g} with ddT)\B] = 0 . Indeed, since de)\[l] = 0 this means
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(by the Poincaré lemma) that there exists a 3—form A3 such that d\ = dT)\[g}. Thus, the gauge
transformation can be written as By — By + dT)\[g]. Moreover, adding this two equivalent types of
gauge transformations one can write a “general” gauge transformation for B as in (5.107). This
means that (5.102) and (5.103) are compatible for the 2—forms also even if the gauge parameter
X[1] is complex.

Let us now argue about the set of gauge parameters A = (k, Xpn; X; l?:, Xm) (defined in (5.103))
and the possibility to form a 3SUSY multiplet. Suppose that DA = (k, 0j,Xn, ; OmX; k, a[minH)

transforms like a 2, multiplet. Then one has 6,0, X = Ok + v"a[mim; writing in components

0 1

one has 9yd,X = vok + fu"a[oim, 06X = vik + ’Una[1>:<n]+ etc. and integrating on z° or z- etc.

one obtains four distinct expressions for d,x.

We now show what are the constraints on the gauge parameters k, ¥ and x., of the the gauge
transformations (5.103) (constraints imposed by the gauge fixing terms of Lagrangians (5.66) and
(5.89)). As before, the case of the scalar and vector gauge parameter is simple, leading to

Omk=0and Oy =0

For the case of a 2—form B™) | one checks separately the invariance under (5.104) of (dB™*))? and
(dfB#))2. 3 For (dB™))? to be invariant, one needs

d*dxp = 0. (5.108)
This is equivalent to
“d*dx =0 (5.109)

Using now the definition of df in 4 dimensions (see section 6.1), namely df = *d* one sees that the
gauge fixation condition writes

didyp) = 0. (5.110)
Now, the invariance of (df B#))? leads furthermore to
d™*dxp; =0
which, using again the definition of df leads to
d**dx) = 0.

This is equivalent to

which is trivially satisfied (recall that d? = 0).
Hence, these constraints on a general gauge parameter X[p] write

dfdyp, = 0. (5.111)

®Note that for the case of a real 2—form the gauge parameter X{1) defined in (5.102) is from the same reason
subject to the constraint defql] =0.
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5 — Cubic supersymmetry

In our particular case, using component notations, one has
Ok =0, OY =0, Oxn — 0pdmx™ = 0. (5.112)

The strategy we adopt here is to find explicit forms of the gauge parameters defined in (5.103)
and subject to the constraints (5.112).

II. The second step of our analysis is to have some transformations of a 3SUSY multiplet
into a 3SUSY multiplet of same type, transformation that can then be matched with the gauge
transformation (5.103). Since in subsection 5.3.5 we have introduced the derivative multiplets (that
transform like 3SUSY multiplets), we can use them to do the job:

E++ — E++ + DE+_. (5113)
For instance, one can use the derivative of a multiplet 2, _ = ()\m, X, A ;\m), writing thus (5.113)
as
0 = o+ 0"
Bin = Bmn 4 OnAn — On A — 1€mnpg 0P A
Ay = Ap 4 O A+ 0"\, (5.114)
G = @+
~ ~ z z ~q
B = B + OmAn — Ondm — t€mnpgOP' A

111. The last step of this programme is to make (5.114) a gauge transformation, that is to match
it with (5.103) and the conditions (5.112). Since these equations have practically the same form, it
now become clear why we have chosen to work with gauge transformations of type (5.103) and not
the gauge transformations (5.102) of the real fields since we work directly on the 4.

First, remark that the actual matching of these transformations implies a non-trivial condition
for the parameters of the transformation of the vector field, namely

0" Num = Om X (5.115)

and, since A 1S antisymmetric, one has
Oy =0. (5.116)

Note that obviously (5.116) does not imply (5.115). Nevertheless, as we will see in the sequel here
we will first find solutions for y satisfying (5.116) and then we will find solution for A, satisfying
(5.115).

Now, imposing the conditions (5.112) on the set of gauge parameters ()\m; A, A )\m), one has

O (9-N) = (8- 1) =0 (5.117)
O = 0O\ =0 (5.118)
OX + 0™ Ay = OX = 0. (5.119)

Now we have to explicitly find solutions of the gauge parameters which are compatible with all
these constraints. In order to do this,

1. we determine the solutions for ), x satisfying the constraints (5.119, 5.116).
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5.4 — Free theory

2. knowing x, we then construct an anti-self-dual 2—form A, satisfying (5.115).

3. we finally find explicit solutions for A, im satisfying (5.117, 5.118).

The existence of solutions to these constrains would prove at this step the compatibility between
3SUSY and the abelian gauge invariance.

1. Now, if the scalar functions X and x depend only on the space-time Lorentz invariant x,,x™,
then the conditions (5.119, 5.116) determine uniquely their form, A(z2) o x(22) x 1/22 up to some
additive constants. In the context of 3SUSY, whose generators and transformation parameters are
4—vectors, it is somewhat natural to include dependence of a 4—vector &,,. Moreover, by analysing
solutions of (5.119) and (5.116) when &2 is equal or different of 0, we find more general allowed
configurations for A and x when ¢2 = 0 (see [2]). Hence we explicitly treat this case in this
subsection.
We thus have to treat an equation of type

Of(z%,2z-€) =0 (5.120)

where f denotes generically X or x. To solve equation (5.120) let us firstly denote by

f= %, f'= ai‘}; (5.121)
the first derivatives of f with respect to its variables. Hence one has
of =€ f 4 2" (5.122)
Now, acting with 0,, on (5.122) one obtains
Of = 422f + 4z - ¢+ 8f = 0. (5.123)
Acting again with 0" on (5.123) one has
(4 €77+ 422 F + 12F)€" + (8¢ - /" + 94F + 822 " = 0. (5.124)
Since ¢ and x are independent variables, one has
x-gf”+x2f/+3f’=0 (5.125)
5-xf”+3f+x2f:0. (5.126)

Now, multiplying equations (5.125) and (5.126) with = - £ one has, together with (5.123) a system

of three equations in the variables (z - E)f’, 22 f, 2?(x - E)f . “Solving” this system one gets

(@ &F = —2(6f - @ + @ &) (5.127)
2f = —%<6f+<x2>2f—<x-é>2f” (5.128)
Pa-6f = —5(~6] + @R+ eRf (5.129)
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5 — Cubic supersymmetry

Integrate now the first equation of (5.127) with respect to the variable 2. One gets

@ Of = ~ftg [P - 5 O+ Kt © (5.130)

where K7 is an arbitrary function of z-¢. By a double integration by parts one gets f(xz)Qfd(:EQ)
%(m2)2 - %ZEQf + %f. Hence (5.130) writes

3 1 1 5. 1 2 3
f==5@-Of —2(x- " — s [+ (2 f + SKi(z - €). (5.131)
2 4 2 4 2
Applying the same type of treatment to the second equation of (5.127), one gets
27 1o o0i 1 2 o1
[ = =22 = S+ (0 "+ Kala ) (5.132)

where K> is an arbitrary function of = - £.

Now multiply (5.131) by 2 and add this to (5.132); one gets

f=—(@Of —"f+ K(z-¢) (5.133)
where K = 3K; + Ko. If in this equation one considers K = 0, then the solution is given by
f

=(¢-2)7'H ((gx—i)) where H is an arbitrary function. Furthermore considering K # 0, one may
add to this solution a general term G(§ - x).

Thus, a solution of (5.120) is given by

xz
f@? & x)=G(E-z)+ (& x>‘1H<W) (5.134)

where G and H are arbitrary functions.

To check that (5.134) satisfies the requested constraint one makes use of partial derivatives
formulae of type

where k € N*.

Thus, solution (5.134) provides us with an explicit form for the parameters A or X

~ 2
NE-x,2?) =G -x) + (f.x)—lﬂl((g'x)), (5.135)
X(E - @, 2%) = Ga(€ - @) + (€ ) Ha( (;2)% (5.136)

thus, completing step 1 of the programme.

2. As already stated, we now have to find a form of A, which satisfies the constraint (5.115), with
X given by (5.136) above. A possible solution is
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5.4 — Free theory

where the function F' can be expressed in terms of Go, H3 appearing in (5.136). One has

&x
)+ (€ 2) Gl x) — 2(§-x)_3/G2(t) pdt (5.138)

0

x2

F(§- x,xz) =—(¢- x)_2H3((§ )

3. Similarly to step 1, we now investigate possible solutions for the gauge parameters A, S\m, which
satisfies equations (5.117) and (5.118). We consider them as functions of the vectors z and £ and, as
before, we assume £? = 0. Hence, the problem is reduced to finding explicit solutions of equations
of type

amap-Ap(xaf) =
OA,(z,6) = 0 (5.139)

(which are just equations 5.117) and (5.118 and A stands for Ay, or Ay,). As before, some solution
of these equation is given by

2

1 m
Aon(,€) = 9(€ - D) + 0+ (p50mr + B’ + (s — 2o

where ¢ is an arbitrary function, x, «, B,y arbitrary constants and «,, an arbitrary anti-symmetric
tensor.

) (5.140)

Thus one can now write the following expressions for the last gauge parameters A, or A

)\m(g : $7$2) = gl(& : $)£m + aTy, + (ﬁamr + 6mr)$r
22 T
+m((£.x)3£m - (E-:v)2)’ (5.141)
i\m(é -, ‘Tz) = .51 (€ : ‘T)gm + &.’L'm + (ﬁ&mr + er)xr

x? Tm

E P o)

We have thus obtained the prove of existence of gauge transformations which are compatible
with 3SUSY symmetry. Nevertheless, we have found special forms of our gauge parameters A, A,

Amn and resp. A, (equations (5.141), (5.135), (5.137) and resp. (5.142)).

+R1(

(5.142)

5.4.5 Generators of symmetries and Noether currents

Before going further to the analysis of possibilities of interaction we make here a short discussion
related to generators of symmetries and Noether currents for 3SUSY.

In [37], M. Sohnius argues about generators of symmetries. Such generators G' can be written
as the product of an annihilation operator a (which annihilates a particle of momentum 7) and a
creator operator af (which creates a particle of momentum ?)

G=> / Ppd®qal(PVK(T, 7)a;(7) (5.143)
ij
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5 — Cubic supersymmetry

where Kj; is the integral kernel. Equation (5.143) writes symbolically
G=d *K xa. (5.144)

Such generators can replace a boson with a boson or a fermion and a fermion with a fermion or
a boson. Hence, G' can be decomposed into an even part B (containing the terms which replace
bosons by bosons and fermions by fermions) and an odd part F' (containing the terms which replace
bosons by fermions and fermions by bosons)

G=B+F
with

B = bT*Kbb*b—{—fT*Kff*f,
F = flsKpxb+bl« Ky * f. (5.145)

where b (resp. f) denote generically annihilation operators for bosons (resp. fermions).
Finally, assuming canonical commutation relations for the particle operators b and f, one finds
that the symmetry generators B and F' obey to the (anti)commutation laws of a Lie superalgebra.

However, in the case of 3SUSY this interpretation is lost. In the model considered here we have
only bosonic generators (the Poincaré generators and the 3SUSY generators V) and furthermore
only bosonic fields (or only fermionic fields). Thus, considering canonical commutation relations for
the particle operators b, one cannot express the bracket {V,V,V'} as a proper symmetry generator
as above. Non conventional aspects are also present at the level of the algebra of conserved charges
(see below); nevertheless, one is still able to realise the algebra (5.9) as in (5.155), as we will further
explain.

Let us now consider some issues related to Noether theorem; we begin by recalling some existing
results in field theory. At classical level, one has a general symmetry transformation generated by
some @, (whose conserved charge is denoted by Qm) and parametrised for example by a vector
parameter vy,

5@ = {V"Qm, P} p.5. (5.146)

where ® is any field present in the model and {.,.}p p. is the Poisson bracket.
Recall that the symmetry transformations form a Lie algebra whose law is the usual commutator

00, 5] ® = 54(5,®) — 6(6pD) = f5,0.P (5.147)

a

where f¢ are the structure constant of the Lie algebra which was associated with the generators V.

Inserting (5.146) in (5.147) one gets

{Qa: {Qv, @Y.} P — {Qb:{Qa. ®}pB.}P.B. = f{Qc, @} P.B. (5.148)
Using now the Jacobi identity, one has
{{Qa, @} P ®pB. = [3{Qc, ®}p5. (5.149)
which further writes
{Qa, Qv pB. = Qe (5.150)
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5.4 — Free theory

Hence, the conserved charges form a Lie algebra whose law is represented by the Poisson bracket.
Moreover, the algebra of transformations (5.147) is isomorphic to the algebra of conserved charges
(5.150).

The transition to the quantum case is performed by replacing the Poisson brackets with the
usual commutator, following the canonical quantisation procedure.
Thus, instead of (5.146) one has

50® = [V Qpn, D] (5.151)

As in the classical case, the symmetry transformations form a Lie algebra (5.147). Now, inserting
(5.151) one gets

[Qa [Qs, ®)] = [Qb, [Qa, @] = f3[Qe, ] (5.152)
which, using as above the Jacobi identity, leads to
[Qa, Q). @] = £5,[Qc, ®]. (5.153)
This gives
[Qas Qb] = f3,Qe (5.154)

which is the quantum correspondent of the result (5.150).

In the 3SUSY case the situation is however different (see |[57]). Thus, even though Lie algebras
of order 3 do have their own Jacobi identity, they do not allow to obtain conventional results like
(5.150) (resp. (5.154)). Nevertheless, the original 3SUSY algebra is realised in a different manner.
Indeed, classically one has

{Vm{f/n,{f/r,fb} } } + all perm. = Ny {PT +anPn+nTn15m,<I>}
p.B.JpB.J) PB. P.B.
However, one does not have the analogous of (5.150). Furthermore, writing 8,,® = ad(V;,)(®) =
[Vin, ®] (thus placing in the adjoint representation) one has relations of type

(0m0ndy + all perm.)® =
[Vm [Vn, [Vr,cbm + all perm. = 7 [PT,cb} + Do [Pn,cb] . [Pm,cb} (5.155)

which is in fact the correspondent of relation (5.148) (resp. (5.152)).
However, one cannot write down the corresponding of (5.153)

[{Vin, Vi, Vi b, @] = [0min P + 0nr P + 0 P (5.156)

This means that one cannot have the ® independent relations witch appear when doing physics
with Lie (super)algebras. This may not be so surprising since the algebraic structure we use, a Lie
algebra of order 3, is not a conventional one, thus making us think of what a physical symmetry
might look like when implemented on such structures.

In |57] it is also argued that one may however obtain ® independent relations but on one-particle
states; hence on acting on multi-particle Fock states, one needs to be more careful because these
states will not be obtained by the usual tensor product of one-particle states, this being different
from the conventional algebraic structures (see [57] for more details).
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5 — Cubic supersymmetry

Recall now that generally, comparing 8, £ with the result obtained by varying the fields, one has

or oL
00l = S 0u® + o5 Oy, (5.157)

Now, writing the last term as

oL oL oL
595 mon® = On (aa 50 @) <8m—aam<1>>5”q’

and using the equation of motion, equation (5.157) simplifies to

oc
oL = Oy <aa 00 X) (5.158)

Now, if §,£ = v,0"K = 0,0, ™" K and §,® = v, P equation (5.158) becomes
V0" T = 0 (5.159)
where the conserved current writes

Jmn

= 88%% T K (5.160)

Thus (5.159) implies that 0"J,,, = 0; furthermore the conserved charges write Qm = J 3z Jom.

Let us now look at the 3SUSY situation in particular. One has the physical fields & = (p1, P2,
@1, 9o, A1, A, By, B1) (with whom for example the Lagrangian (5.78) was expressed). Recall that
the canonical momentum for any such field ® is written

b _ oL

—_. (5.161)
00y P

Moreover one has the equal-time commutation relations
t, ), 0, 7)) =637 - ). (5.162)

Let us now show that one can however impose this type of commutation relations also for the original

fields ® € {©, Byn, Am, ; Bmn} (with whom for example the Lagrangian (5.69) was expressed).
Indeed, the physical fields ® were obtained from the fields ® above by the linear transformations
(5.71) and (5.75). Let us generically write

' = Ul (5.163)
Now, the associated canonical momentum for such a field ® writes

b oL
00, ®

(5.164)

Inserting (5.163), one has

b
o _ 0% o

L= o e UhH~x?. (5.165)
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Using again (5.163) one proves the requested formulae
7 (), @(2)] = 6*(7 =) (5.166)
Thus we can work with the fields ® € {¢, Bin, A, @, mn} also; for them we will prove that
5o ®(2) = 0" [Vin(y), ®(2)]. (5.167)

Recall that the Lagrangian (5.69) writes

~ 1 ~ n
£ = Onipd™ 3 = 5 (O An)? + (a Boy)(@™B ). (5.168)
which gives under 3SUSY (see subsection 5.4.1)
5L = 1P, K (5.169)
where
1 o 1 2
K = 5(8m90) + g(amBnr) . (5'170)

Thus, inserting (5.170) into the expression of the conserved current (5.160) one obtains

Ton = (On®)An + (0n) (Ongp) - @ ATY(1yn + Brn)

1 1
+ Z(amBrp)(anB’“p) 13 rs (=1 AT + S AT + ie %, Ay)
1 1
— Nmn <§(8s‘10) (0 Bgt) )> - (5.171)

As usual the conserved charges are written as

Vin(y) = / By Jom. (5.172)

Obviously, a similar part of the conserved current can be written for £(E__), the complex
conjugated multiplet. The conserved current will have the same form as (5.171) where one has to
substitute ¢ — ¢', A — A’ etc.

Let us thus prove (5.167) firstly for the simpler case ® = ¢. Moreover, it is subject to the
equal-time commutation relation of type

®t, ), (t, 7)) =T - ). (5.173)
For & = ¢ this gives
T (y) = Bop (5.174)
which obeys to
[ (y), (x)] = 8*(F = 7). (5.175)
We now calculate
V" [Vin(y), ()] (5.176)
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Inserting (5.172) and (5.174), equation (5.176) becomes

o / &y [(ww(y)fim +o o) (5.177)

where the rest of the terms (not explicitly written here) involve terms in the canonical momentums
associated to the rest of the fields, and which have zero commutator with ¢ (hence not being useful
for this calculus). Making now use of (5.166), equation (5.177) gives

V"™ A ()

which completes the proof of (5.167).
Let us now look at the situation of the vector A. One has

71';4i = —9yA4,.

Notice that, because of our gauge fixation we have 77()‘i # 0 which is differt from the usual, not gauge-
fixed situation, which appears for example in the case of electromagnetism. As above, computing

v" [Vn(y)a A, (y)]

one obtains

o [y [ )+ B+ Aule)] = 0id0) + 0" Bn(a)

which is indeed 0, A(x).
Finally let us check this for B,,,. The momentum writes

rs

1 =~
7TB = ZaoBrs
As above one has

o™ / d3y [(ﬂi(y)(—nzfls S AT 400, Ay) 4., Bpg()| = —vpAg + vg Ay + i pgapv® A°

which is equal to as 0, B, (as expected). For the remaining fields, ¢ and B, the situation is
analogous, i.e. equation (5.167) is verified similarly.

Before ending this section, a final comment is to be done. The additional symmetries V' even
though they lie in the vector representation of the Lorentz algebra do not close with classical
(anti)commutation relations. Usually in physics literature (for example in the case of superalgebras),
one denotes generators that close with commutators as bosonic generators and to generators that
close with anticommutators as fermionic generators. Obviously this is not the case here (this is how
3SUSY evades the no-go theorems and apparently, the price to pay). Nevertheless, the physical
fields ¢, A, B are bosons (and in the case of the fermionic multiplets in [57| they are fermions), thus
obeying the conventional statistics; furthermore one obtains the correct transformations laws (5.63)
through the conventional equal-time commutation relations. Technically, we got to this situation
by the decomposition (5.43) on p—forms.
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5.5 Interaction possibilities

In the previous section we treated non-interacting terms that 3SUSY allows for the bosonic multi-
plets Z1 1. Here we investigate the possibility of allowing interacting terms, terms which must have
a degree in the fields higher than 2 (thus not being possible to diagonalise them back to kinetic
terms), thus not being possible to diagonalise them as we did in the previous section. The main
result here is that for the bosonic multiplets considered here, no self-interaction terms are allowed.

To approach this issue we first make use of a tensor calculus adapted for 3SUSY. We then make
a systematic study of all interaction possibilities for our multiplets.

5.5.1 Tensor calculus for 3SUSY

The tensor calculus is a technique that was successfully used for SUSY to construct interacting
terms*. Its basic idea is the following: starting from two multiplets, one quadratically constructs
another multiplet; then the process can be reiterated to get higher order multiplets and thus also
invariant terms. In the case of 3SUSY, one cannot build such a quadratic multiplet.

To implement this process, one obviously needs to consider all pairing of multiplets to quadrati-
cally obtain a third multiplet (which can be a priori of any type also). Here we explicitly treat
the case when we couple two multiplets of type Z.4 of field content (cpl,Bl,fil,ng,Bl) and
resp. ((pg,Bg,flg,gZQ,Bg); the third multiplet we look for is also of type =4, with field con-

tent =104 4 = (9012,312,/112,9512,3512). The other possible pairing of multiplet types are treated
similarly.

From the fields of the two initial multiplets, we begin by quadratically construct the scalar field
@15 (whose transformation under 3SUSY is a total derivative). In the following subsection we prove
that for such a coupling, the only possibility is

x z x 1 = 1 = - -
P1a = P19 + P21 + ZBlmnB2mn + ZB2mnB1mn — A1 A (5.178)

Using (5.63) we now write explicitly the transformation of $;, under 3SUSY. On the other hand,

since @5 should lie in a =, multiplet, it must transform like 6,59 = v™dpmp12. Thus, by
identification, one gets (up to an additive constant) the expression of ¢i9

1
P12 = P12 + ZBlmnB2mn-

Following the same algorithm, from §,p12 = vmfllgm one gets
Arom = Aipmps + Aot + A" Bagn + Ao By
Now, applying again the transformation laws (5.63) on this equation one finds

SoAiom = Um (921902 + Gotp1 + QAlmAZm)

+ Un (Bangpl + Banél + Blmn‘;DQ + BlmnéQ + BlpnB2pm + B2pnBlpm) .
(5.179)

“This technique was used before the more elegant formulation of superspace, see for example [37].
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But the transformation law required for 12112 must be 51,12112”1 = vmgzlz + U"Bumn, with Blgmn a
self-dual 2—form. Hence we have a contradiction (in (5.179) we don’t find the form (5.178) for ¢
and moreover, we do not find a self-dual 2—form).

By similar calculatoric arguments, the other possibilities (by regrouping the differently multi-
plets) also fail.

After this simpler idea we now systematically study any possible interaction terms. We first find
what are the fields ¥ (content and transformation laws) that can couple to 3SUSY multiplets in
an invariant quadratic way. We then express these fields ¥ as a function V(2 4, 2__ 85, E_,).
We find this function to be linear in the multiplets; hence the most general invariant terms to be
build are quadratic and thus non-interacting.

5.5.2 Possible couplings of a given multiplet

We consider in this subsection the coupling of a multiplet with some generic fields ¥ [2]. We focus
on the coupling of a =, multiplet, the other cases being similar.

Thus, considering its field content, the most general possibility of quadratic coupling with some
set of unknown fields ¥ is

~ ~ 1 = -~
LE,Y) =@+ G0+ BT, + 4 Bt — A (5.180)

with 9,7 two scalars, ¢, a vector and Ymn, ¥,,, two 2—forms which, by (D.9) are self-dual. A
priori some of the fields ¥ can be set to zero.

To find the set of fields ¥ we impose that (5.180) transforms under 3SUSY as a total derivative.
We first treat the case where the fields ¥ contain no derivative terms. Thus, from (5.63) one has
the 3SUSY variation of (5.180)

0o L(Byy, ) = v Apt + 06,0 + 0™ (Omp)t + G0yt

1 ~ ~ . zmn
+Z(%%+W%+mmwmm +ﬁ$u (5.181)
= (+) . L
b OB 2 B 6™ — (o 0 B} — A

N - _ zmn = (+)
Using (D.3) to “compress” i( U Ap+0n A +icmnpquP A?)p  and then to “decompress” fu”i/}mB

equation (5.181) becomes

= ~ ~ 1 ~mn
0 LE D) = (0 — " Omt)) + B (00— vmwm) 1 Brmn (00 =070
1zH)
+ 7B (5 YT 4 TP — ™ — TPy o) ) (5.182)
~mn

— (5w 0™ ) 020, (v + g BGRU™).
Since we have assumed that we have no presence of derivative terms in the ¥ fields, one cannot
have anymore total derivatives present. Thus, one has 0,L(E4, V) = 0, which gives the 3SUSY
transformation laws of the fields W. By a simple comparison with (5.63) one sees that the U fields
transform like a 2, multiplet (the self-dual character of the 2—forms being also preserved)

mn?

~mn

Suth = V™, Oyth = VD), By = 0™ + v
O ¥mn = 'Unﬂ;m - 'UmTZJn + igmnpqe ¢q (5183)

5U&mn =" 87“7/)mn
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Moreover, one cannot put to 0 any of these fields. We thus have

I: If the v fields contain no derivative terms and (5.180) is invariant, then they form a multiplet
of type B 4.

We now treat the second possibility, when the 1) fields contain exactly one derivative term. Then,
in all generality, they can be expressed as
= m
Y =0pA", ¢ =0nA
Ymn = Om AL, — Op A, — i€mnpgOP N (5.184)

=~/ =1/ ~Iq
T/Jmn = OmA, — On Ay — €mmnpg0’ A

Um = Om A+8"5\

One can remark that, a priori the vectors \,,, and A/, are different and that we have no information
on the (anti-)self-dual character of the 2—form App,.

We calculate the transformation laws of the fields ¢ (and for the moment not of their “building
blocks”, the fields A\). Hence, the calculation is identical to that made to prove I: the variation of
(5.180) gives (5.181) and finally (5.182). Nevertheless, now one cannot put directly §,L(24,¥)
equal to 0, since as we see from (5.184), the fields ¢ do contain partial derivative, so the hypothesis
of further total derivative presence cannot be directly casted away. However, we now show that in
this case also, further total derivatives cannot be present.

Suppose for contradiction that these total derivatives can be present. They will lead to some
further terms in the transformation laws (5.183) (deduced of (5.182)) which write

~mn

5ot = 0"+ X, 000 = 0" Oth + X, 00" = 0"+ 0t + KXo
0y w/)mn = VP — VmWPn + EmnpgP Pt + Xonn (5.185)

men =0 8r¢mn + an

where (SiI}CG we consider the fields of the E,; multiplet to be independent) one has oX, goX ,

flmX m. anan and anX mn equal to some total derivatives. Obviously, one does not need to
have all the fields X above present (some of them, but not all, could be set to zero). Nevertheless,
the fields X have to be constructed from the fields A considered in (5.184). For example, for X one
may consider the terms:

V"M 0™ Ay Ay A A™

and similar ones. By direct inspection, one can easily check that no X field can be constructed to
fulfil the requested condition X is a total derivative. Indeed, for example the term pd™\,, would
require a term 9™\, in order to have the total derivative 0™ (p\;,). Nevertheless this term is not
present and thus one cannot obtain the required total derivatives. Thus one concludes by

X =0. (5.186)

Similar considerations apply for the rest of X fields. However, a somewhat more particular situation

appears for the case of the 2—forms X, and X, (which by (D.9) must be self-dual). The situation
is more tricky because one now has at his disposal identities of type (D.8); one thus writes may
write terms of type

mn (UT 8[m S\H}—H‘ - v[maT 5\”]+T)
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5 — Cubic supersymmetry

(if Apn is anti-self-dual). But, by (D.8) itself, this contribution is trivially identical to 0, hence not
leading to any complications in the transformation laws (5.183).

Hence, we conclude that the fields ¢ transform in this case also as indicated in (5.183).

One might ask about the variation of the fields A. Indeed, from (5.183) and (5.184) one has a
constraint on these variations. For example, by (5.183) one has

outh = 0",
inserting the explicit expressions (5.184) for ¢ and ¢, one has
0" 0uAm = V0" X+ V"0 A,
which leads (keeping in mind that we have all the set of the A fields at our disposal) to
Sodm = UmA 4+ 0" A + A (VO A" — 020" A + @ (VO N™ — v, 07N, (5.187)

However, by a direct inspection of formulae (5.183) and (5.187) one sees that it is much more
convenient to work with the v fields, the “derivatives” of the A fields. One important technical
reason is that, as seen from (5.183), the W fields transform like a E,  multiplet.

=/
A final remark to be done here is that, if one takes A\, = A\, A,, = A\, the Lagrangian (5.89)
is identical to the Lagrangian (5.180) considered here. In this case, the 1’s form the derivative
multiplet (5.65) of the \’s.

We thus have the following result

II: If the v fields are as in (5.184) and the Lagrangian (5.180) is invariant, then they form a
S+ multiplet.

We now treat the most general case with one derivative, namely when the 1 fields contain terms
with one derivative and terms with no derivative. Their most general form is

W= p+ 0N, Y=+ O
Ymn = Pmn + OmAl, — O\, — 1€mnpgO" N, (5.188)

~ =/ =/ . ~/q
wmn = Pmn T 8771)‘71 - 8n)‘m - ngnpqap)‘ s

where, as before, the 2—forms v and p are self-dual.

As before, not taking into consideration the explicit “content” (5.188) of the 1) fields, one obtains
their transformation laws, which are identical to (5.185). The difference comes now at the level of
the fields X, which can be constructed using the p and the A fields. For example, considering again
the field X that satisfies

$X = total derivative,

one must also consider, except the terms already enumerated in the proof of 11, terms like
ps V" Py O P, 57 V" P, and p/g'

As before, by a direct inspection of all these terms, one can easily see that such total derivatives can-
not be constructed. For example, for the term ¢9™ p,, to contribute to a total derivative 0™ (@),
one would need an additional term 9""@p,,, term which is not present. One can thus conclude

X =0.
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5.5 — Interaction possibilities

Arguing along the same lines, all the fields X of (5.185) are equal to 0. Hence we have the same
transformation laws as in (5.183).

As for II, working with the ¢ fields is more appropriate for our study that the p and A fields.
However, in this case, some of the fields p or A may be absent from (5.188).

We illustrate this by choosing, as above the case of the transformation law

Suth = V" Yy
which, by (5.188) leads to
Opp + OmOp AN = 0™ py, + VO 4+ V™0 A
which gives

owp = VP
Sodm = U+ 0" A + a(VmOp A" — v,0™ \) + @' (VO™ — v, 0N ). (5.189)

It is thus obvious that working with the v fields (and not their “building blocks” A and p) is
more suited for calculations.
We now conclude by

III: If the v are as in (5.188) and the Lagrangian (5.180) is invariant, then they transform
as in (5.183).

Similar arguments hold if one allows a higher number of derivative in the fields ¥. For example,
if one considers two derivatives, one can write fields of type

¢ - D)\, wm - aD)\m + /Baman)‘na wmn - a/D)\mn + /Blapa[m)‘n}-i‘p

Generally speaking, if one consider an even number n of partial derivatives, the terms that can be
added are

Y= D%)\, Y = OZD%)\m + ﬁm%anamAna Yy = aD%Amr + ﬁm%apa[mAn}+p
If n is an odd number, one can construct
¥ =0T 0" A, Y = Q0T O\ + BOT Ay, Yy = 07 Iy

As before, the variation laws of the A fields are more complicated and they are not of interest for
our study. However, one obtains the variation laws of the v fields, which are transformation laws
of type (5.185). The only thing to prove is that, again, the X fields are not present. We do this by
induction. Considering for example X such that

(,C:?X = total derivative.

We have seen that for n < 2 one cannot construct such a field X. The terms composing the X fields
and which have a number of derivatives < n were shown not to lead to any total derivative. Thus,
to complete the proof one has to obtain the same conclusion for the supplementary terms, involving
exactly n derivatives. These terms one can add to X are

O3\, v, 0O A
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5 — Cubic supersymmetry

if n is even, and
07 0™ A, 0,007 A,

Consider for the example the term @z \ = éﬂ%amﬁmA. In order to obtain a total derivative
8m(cfvl]n7728m)\ one needs a supplementary term (8mg2)DnTi28m)\, term which, as before is not
present. Thus, one has X = 0 for any number n of derivatives and thus the transformation laws of
the W fields are identical to (5.183).

Note that if one considers only dependence of type (0" then the Lagrangian obtained here is as
the Lagrangian of the previous section.

We have thus seen which are the most general couplings of a given multiplet. Hence we have
now the set of fields ¥, its content and 3SUSY transformation laws. We have also seen that the
U fields may content terms with 0,1,2,... derivatives in terms of the A fields. In the rest of this
section we see what is the most general way one can construct these U fields out of the original Z. ¢
multiplets.

5.5.3 Generalised tensor calculus

In subsection 5.5.1 we have applied a tensor calculus method for 3SUSY, trying to build a multiplet
out of two other multiplets, method which proved to fail. Since we have seen that the W fields
(which were the most general possibility of coupling with a 3SUSY multiplet) transform like a
3SUSY multiplet, what we must do now is to try to construct such a multiplet in all generality;
hence the name of “generalised tensor calculus”.

Here also we focus on the 4 multiplet, the other cases being similar. So, what we look for

is to express the fields T/J,T/Jmnﬂ/;m,l/;ﬂ;mn of the previous subsection as functions of the fields of
the 3SUSY multiplets B4, 2__ 8, _,E_4 and of their derivatives. More over we consider here
holomorphic functions.

We first consider the simpler case when the fields ¥ have no derivative dependence on any of
the 3SUSY fields. Furthermore, we also assume for the moment that the U fields depend only of
the 214+ multiplet. We have find out in the previous subsection how the VU fields transform under
3SUSY, so, for instance one writes

: w v v aw 00
O = VO = 5 +—5 + 0o B + 5an+ —0,

Am.  (5.190)

Now, in (5.190) one can insert the explicit variation (5.63) of the 2, fields which gives

- o o 89 i 09 . . b

VO = 85 e + 890 Ap + 8an( UmAp + nAp + 1€mnpg vt AY)
0, Bn + 2 (0B 4+ 0" Bon). (5.191)

OByn 0A,,
Using (D.3) this simplifies to
vV O = 8(21) Omp + 8(,0 Am aan VmAn,
0, Bn + 2 (0B 4+ 0" Bon). (5.192)
aan 0A,,
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5.5 — Interaction possibilities

Since we are treating the case where we have no derivative dependence in 1, we observe that in the
LHS of the equation (5.192) we have one spatial derivative. Recalling that v is arbitrary, one has

W . - D)

— A, —4 A"+ — + ——Bp, =0 5.193

g P Y WA Y (5.193)
and

Omtp = a—%am¢ + 8#8,%3,,[1 (5.194)
¢ 9By,
Then, by integration by parts of (5.194) one has
92" OBy "oz " oB,,

In the LHS one has a total derivative; to obtain a total derivative in the RHS also one needs to
have ¥ = p@ + Bannp However, the 3SUSY transformation of ¢ is a total derivative; one can
now recall that we have proven in the previous subsections that the scalar 1nv01v1ng these terms
and transforming under 3SUSY in such a way is £(E,1.) = pp + Ban QA%. However, in

subsection 5.5.1 we have proven by explicitly applying the 3SUSY transformatlons laws (5.63) that
this type of coupling cannot lead to the whole field content of a E, 4 multiplet. Thus one has

0,20 —0. 9,2 _o,
¢ OBy
One can now write
b= ad+ XomB  +Op(A, e, B) (5.195)

where a is a scalar and X, is a self-dual 2—form, invariant under 3SUSY and x—independent and

U p is an arbitrary function. Hence (5.193) becomes

awRA ai;R Ay 81/:1}%(’54_ al;RBﬁ

= m =0 5.196

Suppose now that 81113 = 0; this implies that 1/) R contains <,0 or B which is a contradiction. Hence

Equation (5.196) can now be written

n <%n 4 %n > =0 (5.197)

dp M T HBmn

which implies that

g _ 0= g
Op O0Bn
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8111R )

because a symmetric tensor (7,,,) cannot be equal to an antisymmetric tensor (52— 9B

Hence, (5.195) writes

= ~ Tmn

Y =op+ XmmB . (5.198)
With this form for QZ, applying its 3SUSY transformation one has
51;1/:1 = 0" 0 = 0™ O + Xmnv?0, B™"

which gives
= o+ X B™".

Furthermore, the 3SUSY transformation of 1 above writes
(51)1/; = 0"y, = av™ Ay, — AX v ™A™

and thus gives B 3 3
Um = oAy, — 4 X, A™.

Now, from the transformation law for 1, one gets

Sotm = UmT/:) + U"Q/:)mn = Oé’UmT/:) + v"(aémn — AX P — 4éZme). (5.199)
Hence one gets ~
Yy = P
which, compared to (5.198) gives
Xmn = 0. (5.200)

Now the equations above immediately lead to

V(Eiq) = o84
Let us now consider the case W(Z,_). Arguing along the same lines as above one firstly writes

x _8&

5uth = VO — 0y oy 00

57/)
O A/ + —9, B/ —0, A 5.201
0A!, 6 4 <,0 3an 3A ( )

Now, in (5.201) one can insert the explicit variation (5.63) of the 2 fields which gives

L

V" O = (U"B;nn m@ ) + A — 44—, A,
Oan 9 A

V"0, AL, (5.202)

_¢
DA a5

m

(where we have used (D.3) to simplify 63, 6,B! ). As before, since we do not allow derivative
dependences of ¢ on the 3SUSY fields, we have

o -, o ., O o 2
5 B toa Pt %Am Ao Ay =0 (5.203)
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and

ot = 2L 0,41

A,

One can integrate by parts this last equation to obtain a total derivative

A, 04,

= =/
We now apply the same type of arguments as in the previous case. One needs 1) = A,, A" but the
condition that its transformation under 3SUSY and the results of subsection 5.5.1 finally lead to

o2l — o
A,

thus one has

= =/ = ~
¢ - CEm{f4m, + wR(Alu Q5/7 B/)a

where o™ is an arbitrary vector, invariant under 3SUSY and z independent and ¥ g 1s an arbitrary
function. Equation (5.203) becomes

&ZR 5 aiZR = 31/:11% ¥ aiZR 7
7y Byt 5+ Gt An — 45l AL =0 (5.204)

Suppose now %121," and 8%%"/” # 0. Then, since 1[1 is not a function of A, this leads to

31/:11% 4 87;]% 4

9 tm =4y fmn n =0
which, as before is not possible. Hence %ﬁ’? or a%if)f:n = 0. But, since ¢ is not a function of A, one
has ~ ~
35 =
wf% =0& W _
8()0’ oB'mn
and hence ~ ~
M . Wr
a(ﬁ/ o aé/mn

Then 1/:1 r remains a function only in A" and obviously (5.204) implies now that

Thus one has
Y =amA,, (5.205)
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We now use the transformation laws of the ¥ multiplet to find in a step-by-step process

¢ — mA/
Ym = nB;lm’
= =/
Yyn = O‘[mAnH-y
Ymn = A[m ;l]‘f" (5.206)
To conclude, one imposes the transformation law of ¥, 0yUmn = —v[nzﬂmH, witch, since we now
have the explicit form of ¢, leads to
a™ = 0.
Thus one has
\P(E+_) — 0

Let us now treat the more complicated case of dependence on several multiplets:

V(B BEpn).
As above we begin by writing
- b - 00 o0 00 o
v = " m = v 5 % vBmn an = vAm
O = v P 8@5 @+ a5 dvp + 8an5 + mn5 + 8Am5
+ 82/5514/—1-3&5 61/)53/ 8¢5A
Binn oA,
Making use of the explicit form of the transformation laws (5.63) this becomes
- o K 2
v = mm = _~mm _mf4m_4 mAn
O = v P a@v 10) <,0—|—&pv aanv
O 0, B+ 2L o+ 0 B (5.207)
OBmn 0Am
O i & AT IR
n Um — A — 44—, A V"0, Al

As before, comparing the number of partial derivatives in the LHS and the RHS, one obtains that
one has

o0, 00 o - O =
—Z A, — O A" + —— G+ —B m
61/) , o, v Y
— —4— =0. 2
&4, ——B., M;%go + e, ~A,, 4aB'mnA” 0 (5.208)
and
ot = Pmaor 20 wg g s O g
op OB, aA

129



5.5 — Interaction possibilities

In the same way as before, one constructs total derivatives in the LHS which, by grouping the
arguments in the two previous cases, will allow us to obtain

8,2L —0, 9,2 W =0, Op—af 87/’

3 — 0. (5.209)
I " 9Bn DA

Thus, one now has

= ~ Tmn ~

Y=ap+ XpB + Oém m T ¢R(90’B A A,a 95/, /)

where a, Xy, i, are x independent. Hence, (5.208) writes

MWri 4k, An+a¢R~ Op %

m m = —LEB .
e Bmn oA, 94, "
aT/)R / 87;3 5 8¢R 8¢R i
aA/ g ey IR A, 4o Ay = 0. (5.210)
By arguments identical to the two cases treated above one has
% =0, 67/’37 =0, Wr_ _
A, o oBmn
Thus (5.210) writes
Wryg, 42 q iny awRB’ O ¢ =0. (5.211)

oo " "OBgm 0A, oA

and furthermore r is a function only of ¢, B and A’. Hence its partial derivatives cannot contain
B’ and ¢’ which means that

M

= 0.
OA

Now what remains of (5.211) was already treated above and leads to

On _, On
- =0 = 0.
O " 0Bmn

Thus one has ~ o .

Vv=ap+XpnB +and,,
Actually, because of the fact that o an,ozm are x independent and also because of the fact that

mn
the fields 3, B on one hand and A on the other belong to different 3SUSY multiplets (namely
E.+ and E_) and their transformation laws (5.63) do not mix, one can now completely separate
the dependences on these two distinct multiplets. Hence this case reduces to the two distinct studied
above.

One can thus state that, taking into account the no-derivative dependences on all four multiplets,

U = OZE++.
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5 — Cubic supersymmetry

More generally, one must consider dependence on the 3SUSY fields derivatives also. The proof
follows the same line of reasoning. Thus, let us obtain the ¥ fields as fields with one derivative
dependence of the E,_ multiplet,

~/
U = U(9,A,,0,8,0,B.,,,0pA,,).

mn?

Thus, arguing along the same lines as above one firstly writes

00 PPy O 6Bl + — 06,4, (5.212)

51}’1/) = m’l/) — 86 A/ 68 ~/ 88p ' vH-my 88 A
ptm

Now, in (5.212) one can insert the explicit variation (5.63) of the 2 _ fields which gives

o0 o iy O 20U 0 ,
" Omth = "B m —v"O,A,, — 4 m A v" AL
v P 88})%6},(@ ron T 0m@) + 0,5 " Op A, aamenv A, + ——— %, A OpOn
(5.213)
(where we have used (D.3) to simplify 5, B, 5,0,B..). Now one cannot put anything to zero

as before because we have derivatives in all terms (in the LHS the field ¢ can or cannot content
derivative dependences) As before, we now use integration by parts to express a total derivative on
the LHS, which will allow us to obtain (since v is an arbitrary vector)

oot D)0, (G0 B R - D -

90, A 90 A}, aapqa/ ™ 9g,AMm 00, B'mn
p<in
B (91; S (91; =/ B 31/:} . 31/:} ~In B aw )
O Do, Al ™ apaap¢/ m = Op 98, Am ¥ + 48’77881, B/mnA O ———=r P A ~0p AL, (5.214)

= z/n
The last term in the RHS can be used to obtain a total derivative. Indeed consider ¢ = —9,A) 0P A ;
this gives O, o ~, OpAl, = 8m(8pA;L)2. As before, we now use 3SUSY transformation arguments to

pin

=~n
cast away this possibility also. Indeed 9,A;,0PA alone does not transform like a total derivative,

but —a,,A’napAm + 1(0md)? + %(8,77,3;”0)2 does. In the previous subsections we have moreover
proven that this is the only such scalar which under 3SUSY transformation gives a total derivative.
Moreover in subsection 5.5.1 it was proven that this mechanism cannot lead to a complete field
content for =, . Hence

g o a0 0 00, 0
pm P pEmn DO A,,
Thus one has
)= BIME, AL, + BPOF + BP0, B, + ypmapj;n. (5.215)
where [P, GP SPT ~AP™ gre arbitrary scalars. We now use the 3SUSY transformation laws of 1

=/

= ~ =/ =/
Suth = V" Omtp = PO (0" B +om @)+ BP Dy Ay B, (—vm A0 Ay —iEmmpg? A T AP0, 00 AL
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Since in the LHS we have v - 9, one has P = 0 = P™" = 8P and hence
= =/
Y =9""0pA, Y= ’YpmapA;n' (5.216)

We now continue this process of applying the 3SUSY transformation laws which lead furthermore
to

Y = VPmOpA;m

1/) = anapé;@m + meapsa/’

= =/

Vmn = Yplm oA n]+>

Ymn = Vpm o An]+ (5.217)

The last remaining transformation law to impose is
5v7/)mn = —v[mﬂmﬁ = 'U[qun]_y- (5.218)

Since (5.217) gives us the explicit expression of 1y, and ¥, equation (5.218) translates in an
equation in the 3SUSY fields ¢’ and B),,. Equating the most easy parts in ¢’ on both sides of
(5.218) one has
/yp[mapvn]—i—@, = a[mvn]—l—@,

which leads to

Tom = Opm- (5219)
This equation, one inserted in (5.216) and (5.217) immediately leads to

\IJ(E+_) - DE+_

(with DE 4 _ being defined in (5.65)). The derivative dependence on the other multiplets (considered
alone) is done analogously.

Let us now consider the one-derivative dependence on several the 3SUSY multiplets:
~ ~ = =/
U (0pp, Op By Op Ay Op @, Op B Op AL, 08, O, B;nn,a A).

As before we start by writing

- o 00 00 o - 00
Spth = VM Opt) = ——=0p0uP + = Op0pp + ———0p0y Apy + ——=—0p0u By + =204 B
vV = 505 90,07 " 99,4, 00,5 90, B 7
+ 8¢ ————0,0,A,, + a¢~86~/ 8¢ dp0u B, 61/) 86A
00, Al 88 ! 00,B.,,, 88 A
Once more we make use of the explicit form (5.63) of the transformation laws thus obtaining
- 89 89 . O .=
St = V"0 = ——=0,(v" O, o 0p(v" Ap) + = 0p (U@ + V" B
1/} v 1/} 88p(,0 ( ) aap(p P(U ) 88pAm P(U ¥ v )
+ a#ﬁp(vraern) — 487w8p(vm/~1n)
90, Byn 00y Bmn
7; S/ ~1 67/:) 5/ &Z 5/ 67/:) /
+ Op (V" By, + tm @) + —vM0pA,, —A——=—vn0pA,, + v" 0,0, A,
86pA;,n P aapgpl P 8 b 7,77,77, P aa A
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As in the previous case, by integrating by parts one can now construct total derivatives in the LHS;
then applying the same arguments as in the previous case one has

0,2 —0,0,2% _0,9,- %% _0 99 _0 9-9% _y
00y p 90 90, A, 09, By 90y Bon
877/ a’l/)/ = 07 87716—’1/)” = U, 87’871? == 0, an 81{/ — O
aa17141% aap(p 88p B;n,n 8813147”

This now gives

) = aPIyp 4+ &Py A + AP0y B + &P 0 By + 0P
~ =/
+ﬁpmapAlm + ﬁpap(ﬁ/ + ﬁpmnapB;nn + meapAm'

where &2, &P™, etc., BP™, BP, BP™ and +P™ are x—independent. For this reason and the fact that
the two lines of (5.220) do not mix under the 3SUSY transformation laws (5.63) (since they belong
to different multiplets, namely 2, and E,_) the dependences of the ¥ fields on the two considered
multiplets can now be completely separate. Hence this case also reduces to the cases treated above.

One thus concludes with

[1
[1]

V(Eit, B4 By BE) = aB44 + BEL_ +9DE, - + uDEL . (5.220)

We can thus state

IV: The only function U with at most first order derivatives in the fields and transforming as a
E. .+ multiplet is
U = OéE_:,_+ + ,BDE+_.

Moreover, if one considers several copies of the same multiplet, the mathematical relations above
will remain identical (one will just have more copies of them) and hence the conclusion does not
change.

The case of functions involving higher number of derivatives goes along the same lines; by com-
paring the number of spatial derivatives. Let us illustrate this by treating the case ¥ = U(9W =, ),
where we write ") = 9™ ... 9" (r being a multiindex). We consider here explicitly the case k even.

One writes
Sth = V" Dyt = %m(% + %m“b + 86%%%5@6“)% + aa(i%mn 500" By
+ 68(87”;;Am 5,0 A,,. (5.221)
We make use again of the form (5.63) of the transformation laws of the 3SUSY fields. This gives
V"0 = %8(”1}"7’&”90 + %a(%mﬁm + aa%imnﬁ(’“)(—vmfln + vp Ay, + iemnpqvpflq)
+ w%%ma%papjam + %a“) (Vm@ -+ 0" Bun). (5.222)
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Since v is an arbitrary vector and comparing the number the of spatial derivative one has some kind
of a generalisation of the first of the cases treated here, namely

W O wF O i O e

%mAma ©+ aa<r>j1na Bom + aa(r)wa A=A e 0 A = 0 (5.223)
and

Omtp = Oy ——— 0,0 + #:amameq (5.224)
001 aa(r)B

Then, integrating by parts this last equation one has

(- 2 _p)y, o0 O gB) =~ a2 9B, 9, — Y

90" 90T By ele 00" B,y

In the LHS one has a total derivative; generalising the mechanism observed in the prev10us cases to
obtain a total derivative in the RHS also one needs to have 1/1 o cp@( )go—i— 1o )Bnpa(r)B Now,
since we need 1/) to be a Lorentz scalar, this means that ¢ = ngpngp + DanpDzB . Since
we need the 3SUSY transformation of 1/) to be a total derivative, one needs as before L(244) =

- ~np -
Dggplj%@ + %DanpﬂgB - %(DgAn)z. However, as before, it was proven in subsection 5.5.1 by
explicitly applying the 3SUSY transformations laws (5.63) that this type of coupling cannot lead to
the whole field content of a E; multiplet. Thus one has

0o aa< ) Boyp
One can now write
b= a3+ X5 B+ dp(07 A, 00 0, 80 B) (5.225)

where a is a scalar and X, is a self-dual 2—form, invariant under 3SUSY and x—independent and

Y g is an arbitrary function. Hence (5.223) becomes

Vg ooy + o0 00, - B :
O A, —4——L__pr) A" 1 R_ "B, =0 5.226
20 00(r) pmn + 990 Am * * 0 A, P ( )
Suppose now that 88%1} = 0; this implies that 1/)R contains 9" )91:7 r o )é which is a contradiction.
Hence .
Np
0A,
Using now arguments of type (5.197), one has
00n O
dp 9Bmn
Hence, (5.225) writes
I~ ko~ L zmn
Y =ad2¢+ X,,,[2B . (5.227)
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With this explicit form for 1/;, one can now apply in the usual step-by-step process the 3SUSY
variation laws which leads to

Xy =0

and thus X
\I’ = CMD§ E++.

When WV is a function of the second type of multiplet the calculation is done analogously, leading,
when k is even to the solution .
v =a0l2lDE, .

When considering dependences on the fields and their derivatives (of a given order) the reason-
ment is done by applying all the situations described above, leading to the same conclusion.

One thus concludes that the ¢ fields can be obtained only linearly out of the four considered
3SUSY bosonic multiplets. Comparing this result with the one of the previous subsection (which
was stating that these ¢ fields are the most general possibility to quadratically couple the 3SUSY
multiplets to some arbitrary fields) one concludes that no invariant terms of order higher then two
in the fields can be constructed. This means that one cannot obtained invariant self-interacting
terms for the bosonic multiplets E4 4.

5.6 Concluding remarks and perspectives

We have thus proved that self-interaction terms between the four bosonic multiplets considered
in this model are forbidden by 3SUSY invariance. Nevertheless this can be compared with the
compatibility for the usual electromagnetism, where photons do not self-interact.

More general possibilities of interaction have to be investigated for a verdict to this issue. One
might reconsider at this level the fermionic multiplets of [57] and investigate a possible interac-
tion between them and boson multiplets. Furthermore, interactions with another type of bosonic
multiplets (eventually more general multiplets) may be taken into consideration.

Maybe a more promising approach consists in regarding the 3SUSY algebra in extra-dimensions,
as we will do in the next chapter. Considering this extension which leads naturally to p—forms,
one might consider the possibility of coupling the 3SUSY fields with extended objects (see next
chapter).

As already stated throughout this chapter, some deeper analyses of possible mechanisms of
elimination of unphysical degrees of freedom of the fields may be entitled. This may eventually
involve some presence of ghosts, in connexion with suited quantification procedures.

In the same line of reasoning, different perspectives given in chapter 6 are also pertinent for the
case of 4 dimensions. Amongst these ones, let us recall the eventual connexion between our extension
of the Poincaré symmetry and the other extensions listed in subsection 5.2.1. Also one may think of
the possibility of constructing non-abelian models. Finally let us mention that considering p—forms
with p > 2 implies a high rigidity for the interaction possibilities, see [75]).
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Chapter 6

Cubic symmetry in arbitrary dimensions

We have seen in the previous chapter the main features of a 3SUSY model in 4 dimensions. In this
chapter we extend some of these issues to arbitrary dimensions.

The chapter is organised as follows. Firstly we give a short motivation for p—forms in general
and for our approach in particular; some basic properties of p—forms are also listed. We then
introduce the algebraic construction in extra-dimensions, matrix representations, the fields and their
transformation laws. We then present invariant Lagrangians and conclude on future perspectives.

This chapter presents results published in |3].

6.1 Motivation for p—forms and cubic supersymmetry in arbitrary
dimensions

In this section we generally define a p—form; brief motivations for their use are given. We then give
some motivations for this extension of 3SUSY in arbitrary dimensions. We will end this section by
recalling some basic operations on p—forms.

Throughout this chapter we work using components of the p—forms.

6.1.1 p—forms and 3SUSY in arbitrary dimensions

The components of a p—form Ay, .. ar, (wWith My, ..., M, =0,...,D—1) in D dimensions represent
an antisymmetric tensor field of rank p.

A trivial example is the 0—form, which is a scalar field. Another well-known example is given
by electromagnetism, where the vector potential A,s is nothing but a 1—form. Hence, one can see
the p—forms as generalised gauge fields.

A 1—form couples to charged point particles. Indeed, considering the particle’s worldline z7())
(worldline parametrised by the coordinate ), the current generated by this particle writes

Iy (u) = e/dxMéD(u —z(N)) = e/d)\j:MéD(u —xz(N))
where ©)s means the derivative of x); with respect to the parameter A. One then has a coupling
/ AM JydPu=e / dAdp AM
between the vector field and the current.
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Similarly, a 2—form B, couples to some “charged” string, a one-dimensional extended object.
The corresponding notion of the worldline for a particle is in the case of the string the worldsheet
Zm(7,0) which is a surface (parametrised by the coordinates 7 and o, see fig. 7.1) obtained from
the evolution in space-time of the string.

Fig. 7.1: Worldsheet parametrised by two coordinates 7 and o

Define now

Omn = azmx% — x;nxn
where &, (resp. z},) means derivation of x,, with respect to 7 (resp. o). This can be interpreted as
the exterior product of & and 2’ (see next subsection for the definition). The current of the strings

writes

Jun(u) = g/dadTaMNdD(u —z(0,7))

and one has a coupling
/AMNJMNdDu = g/dO'dTAMNUMN.

One generalises this mechanism hence concluding that p—forms couple to elementary objects of
spatial dimension p — 1 (strings, (mem)branes). Indeed, such a (p — 1)-dimensional object spans in

the D—dimensional space a hypersurface zps(o1,...,0p) (hypersurface parametrised by the coor-
dinates o1,...,0p); as above define oar, .., = eg, E(T)aaflz/l_) E)af—l(”) (where S, is the group of
T(2 TP

permutations of p elements and €(7) is the signature of the permutation 7). The current associated
with such a “charged” (p — 1)-dimensional object is

Iny ., (w) = g/dal .. dapaMl,,,MpéD(u —x(o,7))
and the respective coupling with a p—form AMMp writes

/AMI---MPJMl...MpdDu = g/dO'l e dO-pAMlmMpo-Ml...Mp‘

These antisymmetric gauge fields play an increasingly fundamental role in theoretical physics
today. The interest for them basically emerges from their natural appearance in theories like su-
pergravity or superstrings (see for example [38] or |72]). Thus, it seems tempting to attempt to
transfer to these extended systems ideas and theoretical tools that were successful when applied to
point-like objects. And what is the most powerful of these theoretical methods, if not, obviously,
symmetries?
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6 — Cubic symmetry in arbitrary dimensions

Considerations of arbitrary dimensions lead naturally to p—forms. We have an important mo-
tivation for our approach, approach which allows to obtain a new type of symmetry at this level of
antisymmetric gauge fields. Another important motivation for the extension of our model to arbi-
trary dimensions comes from the possibilities of interactions, as we have already mentioned in the
last chapter, when we argued about the eventuality to try to obtain such interactions between the
3SUSY fields and extended objects (by mechanisms similar to the mechanisms illustrated above).

The algebraic construction being the same as described in the previous chapters, 3SUSY in extra-
dimensions is also a prior: allowed by the no-go theorems. In 4 dimensions, as stated in subsection
6.1.2 of this thesis, one has the results of the Coleman-Mandula and Haag-Lopuszanski-Sohnius
theorems. Some generalisations to an arbitrary number D of dimensions exists. In [74], the authors
provide a generalisation in this sense of the Coleman-Mandula no-go theorem. Our construction
evades this type results from the same reasons as the one exposed in the previous chapter, for the
case D = 4.

6.1.2 Some basic operations on p—forms

If one considers a p—form in D dimensions, several operations can be defined. (Recall that we refer
to components of these p—forms.) One has the Hodge dual', which associates to a p—form Ap) a
(D —p)—form Bjp_p = *(Afy- In components this writes

1

« Ni...N,
Bip—pimy.vp_, = CAp))avp_, = HEMl---MDprl---NpA[p}l . (6.1)

where the Levi-Civita tensor ens,. mp_,Ny...N, i defined in (C.1).
When the dimension is even, the dual of (D/2)—form is also a (D/2)—form; thus one can define
an (anti-)self-dual (D/2)—form by

+A when D/2 odd (*2 =1)
* A — (D/2] 6.2
(D/2] { +iAp/y) when D/2 even = -1). o2

One thus notices that these (anti-)self-dual D/2—forms are complex when D/2 is an even number.

We now define the following set of operations

1. the exterior derivative d which maps a p—forms to a (p+ 1)—form and which (in components)

is given by
I .nv..N
(dA[p})Ml---Mpﬂ = aéMll,..Af;llaN1A[p]Ng...Npﬂ (6.3)
where
N Np+1
. YA YA
Mi-.-.-.A;lell = : . (6.4)
Ny 5Np+1
Mpyr 00 TMpia

In some references called the Poincaré dual.
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The exterior derivative is used to construct the field strength out of the potentials. For
example, in the case of a vector field Ay, taking F' = dA, one obtains the well-known field
strength Fiyyny = Oy Ay — On Apg. In the case of a 2—form By, taking H = dB, one obtains
the field strength Hyynyp = O Byp + OpByn + OnBpa-

Furthermore, the exterior derivative d is subject to

dd = 0.

One can further define its adjoint df which maps a p—form into a (p — 1)—form; it is defined
by d' = (—1)PP+P*d* and in components writes

(d" Ap) ato..nt, = O™ A aty N, - (6.5)

Using now a 1—form v, we further define
2. the inner product i,, which also maps a p—form into a (p—1)—form and writes (in components)
. M,
(ZUA[p])Ml...Mp,l = A[p}Ml...Mp'U P, (6.6)

Notice the convention used here, useful for further calculations: the summation is done on the
last index instead of the first one.

3. the exterior product A maps a p—form into a (p + 1)—form and in components writes

1 NN
(Ap] ANV My M1 = H5M11___1\f:+11A[p]Nl...vaNpH- (6.7)
4. the action of the vector field
’L)A[p} = ’L)MaMA[p] (6.8)

Some important features of a free p—form were given in subsection 5.4.1. We have seen that such
a p—form has C) components (see (5.81)); however, using the gauge invariance and its reducibility
(for p > 1, see (5.82) and (5.83)), one has C¥, ;| degrees of freedom off-shell (see (5.84)). Finally,
using Ward identities one has C7, _, degrees of freedom on-shell (see (5.85)).

For some useful identities on general p—forms, one may refer to Appendix C.

6.2 Algebra and p—forms

After this brief introduction on antisymmetric gauge fields and the motivation we have offered for our
approach, in this section we proceed with the algebraic construction in D dimensions, some matrix
representations, the p—form content of the multiplets treated here and finally their transformation
laws.

140



6 — Cubic symmetry in arbitrary dimensions

6.2.1 Algebraic construction

The 3SUSY algebra (5.9) of the previous chapter generalises naturally to an arbitrary number
of dimensions. For this purpose, one uses the Poincaré algebra in D dimensions, generated by
Lyn, Py (M,N =0,...,D —1). To this algebra one adds the generators Vj, lying in the vector
representation of so0(1, D — 1). One thus has the following Lie algebra of order 3

[Lyn, Lpql = nvpLpy — nupLpn +nvpLyg — nupLng,

[Lyn, Ppl = nnpPyu —nupPy,

[Lun, Vel =nveV — eV, [Pu, V] =0, (6.9)
{Var, VN, Vr} = nunPr + nurPN + nrn P,

where {Var, VN, Vp} = ViyVNVR + Vi VRVN + VNV VR + VN VRV + VRV VN + VRV Vi stands,
as in the previous chapter, for the symmetric product of order 3 and nyn = diag (1,—1,...,—1) is
the D—dimensional Minkowski metric (see also Appendix E).

6.2.2 Matrix representations

Following the same line of reasoning as in the previous chapter one has the following matrix repre-
sentation

0 A3y, 0
Vi = 0 0 AYBT (6.10)
A~2/39y, 0 0

with T'p; the D—dimensional I'—matrices (see Appendix E). As in the previous chapter, the mass
parameter A is taken to be equal to 1.
When D is an even number (D = 2k), the I'—matrices can be written as

(0 ¥y
FM_<EM 0), (6.11)

with Y = (20 = 1,2]), EM = (io = 1,2] = —2]) (With I1=1,...,2k— 1), 31 being the genera-
tors of the Clifford algebra SO(2k — 1), {X7,X;} = 207 (generalisation to arbitrary dimensions of
the Pauli matrices, see Appendix E).

Thus, the matrix representation (6.10) becomes reducible and leads to two conjugated irreducible
representations, denoted as in the previous chapter by + and —

0 Sy 0
V+M = 0 0 2M ;
Py 0 0
(6.12)
0 Xy O
Vo = 0 0 Xu
Py O 0

From now on we explicitly treat on the case

D =2k
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6.2 — Algebra and p—forms

with
k = 2n,

keeping in mind that similar analysis can be performed for different other parities of D and [%]

6.2.3 p—form content

As in subsection 5.3.3, one considers the spinors on which these matrices act; one also needs also
to consider the vacuum 2, a 3SUSY singlet lying in specified representation of the Lorentz algebra.
Considering the vacuum in the trivial representation of the Lorentz algebra so(1, D — 1), the two
conjugated matrices (6.12) act on

14 (.
Wy = (w2 | and W_ = | ¢oy
P34 V3

where ;1 denotes a LH Weyl spinor and 1;_ denotes a RH Weyl spinor (i = 1,2,3), see also
Appendix E.

Considering now the vacuum as a Weyl spinor (lying in the spinor representation of the Lorentz
algebra), one has two possibilities: LH spinor, denoted by €4 or RH spinor, denoted by €2_. Hence,
one can construct, as in the previous chapter, four product of spinors

Y14 P1—

Sy

Eio+

B =010 =1 | @Oy = | B2y |, E4=0_00Q1 = |ty | ®Q4 = | Eo44
Vs34 B34+ Y3 L

(o E1— Y1y E1qo

=__=V_ & Q_ = ¢2+ & Q_ = 52+_ ; E+_ = \IJ+ & Q= ¢2_ & Q_ = 52__
3 Z3— P34+ E34—

The decomposition of these product of spinors gives the following field content for the 4 multiplets

( (+)

Siag Ap)s Apy -+ Ay I {1'[0}7 /}’[2}, e ,{1’
Eip =%+ | — A A - 714[%1)_1] B2 _=[Z0_| — f}:m,f}i[g},...,fg

S344 L A[O]? (2] - -+ Sk —3—- A[O},A[Q},...7A

B4 Ay A+ Ay By Ay Ao A
— —_ - [ — / /
Er-= (S| — Ao App-- Apy Er=(Z24s | = ¢ Ao A

=3+ A Ay -5 Apney =3+ A, Ag,...,

For the explicit proof of this decomposition one may check Appendix E. (This is actually a gener-
alisation of the mechanism we have shown in subsection 5.3.3 for the case of 4 dimensions.)

As in the previous chapter, one can chose the multiplets to be complex conjugated (since D =
4n), that is 24, = B* _, 5, = B* ; this choice of minimal field content will prove consistent
with the transformation laws of the fields (see next subsection).

Moreover we denote the p—forms Ay, A’[p

to be of gradation 1.

—
=
e

A’ . to be

| to be of gradation —1, the p—forms A 0]

pl»
j/

of gradation 0 and the p—forms z‘zl[p}, [l
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6 — Cubic symmetry in arbitrary dimensions

6.2.4 Transformation laws of p—forms

In this subsection we deduce the transformation laws of the sets of p—forms above. The key element
of this calculation is the relation (E.31) between p—forms and the original product of spinors.
Recall that in the specific case we treat here (D = 2k = 4n) the transformation laws are obtained
by generalising the mechanism exposed for D = 4 (see subsection 5.3.4).
As before the transformation writes

6By = (WMViUL) ®Qy, (6.14)

and similarly for the other multiplets.
Using the form (6.12) of Vs, one gets

— My —

0wE1rr = v XyEa gy,
— Ma —

51):‘2_4_ = v EM.:3++, (615)
- Ma —

0pE3+4+ = v OME14+.

Now, to obtain the variation of any p—form of (6.13) one has to make use of (E.31). Thus, for
any p=1,...,n — 1 one has

1

8o App) My . My = 3T T (ZMy Moy 00144 ) - (6.16)

One can now insert (6.15) in (6.16) thus obtaining

M
v -
5UA[2p}M1...M2p = WTI‘ (EMl...MngMEM:2+—) . (617)
Furthermore, for p=1,...,n — 1 one uses (E.9) to write
M
v Ajgp My.. M, = Jon=1 1t (S Moy ME2— 4 4 (Mo MEM, ..My, + PETIL)E_y ) (6.18)

where by perm. we mean sum on all permutations, with the sign corresponding to the signature.
Now, using once more (E.31) (but this time to recover A, ) and Ap,_y)) one has

Ou Afgp] My ... My = UMA[2p+1}M1...M2p,M + (,UMpA[Qp—l]Ml...Mgp,l + perm.). (6.19)
One can now use the definitions (6.6) and (6.7) to recover the inner and the exterior products
5UA[2p] = ’L'Uzzlpp_,_l] + /Nl[gp_l} A . (6.20)

The border cases p = 0 and p = n need a particular look. When p = 0, repeating the same procedure

as above, one has d, Ajo) = i, Ap (since 6, Ajg) = %Tr (0pZ144))-
Let us now focus on the more elaborate situation of p = n. As above one has

1 -
5vA[2n}M1...M2n = 22n—_1TI‘ (B0 Mz G0 Z144) - (6.21)
Inserting as above (6.15) to (6.21) one gets
Upm

5UA[2n}M1,...,M2n = WTI‘ (EMl...MngMEQ-i-—) . (6.22)
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We now compute the quantity ¥ =5, . For this we make use of the decomposition (E.30) of 2o, _;
thus one has

n—1
SMEy - =SM Y ANy Vg, SN (6.23)
p=0

One makes now use again of identities of type (E.9) to express XM SN N2p+1: thus one has

n—1
EM52+_ = Z ‘Zl[2p+1}N1...N2p+1 (EMNl“'N2p+1 + (’I’]]MN1 » V2 Nopt1 + perm.)) . (6.24)
p=0

The next step is to insert (6.24) to the original expression (6.22). One can now make use of the trace
identity (E.32) which, among all the sum over p of (6.24) will keep just the last term (p =n — 1)

and consequently just XMNtN2pt1 - Thig writes explicitly as

~ <5N2n71...N1M N1Pop_1

B . MP Nop—1P1
5’0A[27’L]M1---M2n - (UMA[2p+1]N1---N2p+1 Mi...May, — EM;...ManPap_1..P1PT] n " )

.o
(6.25)

which gives further
Oy Afan) My Mo, = (vMZnA[Qn—l}Ml---Manl + perm.) - iEMl___MznP2n71___plpvpxigin:ﬁmpl. (6.26)
Using now the definitions (6.7) and (6.1) of the exterior product and of the Hodge dual one has
Sy Ay = fl[k_l} Av— z'*(fi[k} A v> .

For the p—forms of gradation 0, the calculus is done as above (equations (6.16) to (6.19) with
the use of the second of the identities (E.9)), thus leading to

SvAppi1) = ivAppio + Apy Av, withp=0,...,n—1 (6.27)

For the p—forms of the last sector, of gradation 1, the calculation is simpler, leading similarly
to B
5”A[2p] = UA[zp} = UM@MA[Qp], p=20,...,n.

Therefore, the transformation laws for the 2, multiplet write

5UA[0] = ZUA[H 51)14[1} == ZUA[Q] + A[O] A v
Sy = duAppin) + Appr Av Sulippyr) = dvAppya + Ay Av
s A 4 i+ (i 5. A B ,;1(+) i
v = Apn- AV =1 Apn-1) AV) Ovdpn-1) = WAy + Aprg AV
(6.28)
; <(+)
51}14[0} = ’L)A[O], C 5014[2”} = UAS_n)]
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6 — Cubic symmetry in arbitrary dimensions

One notices that the term —i *<f~1[k_1} A v> in 5#1% ) preserves the self-dual character of A% ). Since

the decomposition (E.28) imposes the existence of (anti-)self-dual k-forms, the (anti-)self-duality
condition (6.2) demands that these forms are complex. From the transformation laws (6.28), one
sees that in this case all the p—form are complex.

Similar laws are obtained for the other multiplets. When one has the transformations of anti-self-
dual k—forms, the —i in (6.28) becomes ¢ thus being in agreement with the complex conjugation
prescription. Furthermore, the choice of minimal field content done in the previous subsection
(B, =E__and B%_ = E_,) proves to be compatible with the transformation laws.

Finally remark that these transformation laws may be geometrically interpreted in terms of inner
products (6.6), exterior products (6.7) and action of a vector field (6.8).

6.3 Cubic symmetry on p—forms

We have seen in the previous section how, starting from the algebraic structure (6.9) in any di-
mension, one has the matrix representations which lead to the multiplets above. One then has the
transformation laws (6.28). Everything is thus set to implement this at the level of invariant actions.
This allows us to obtain a new symmetry on these p—forms multiplets. This purpose is achieved
by coupling quadratically p—forms of different multiplets. The invariant Lagrangians obtained here
are of gradation O that is, fields of gradation —1 are coupled to fields of gradation 1 and fields of
gradation O to themselves.

In order to obtain a real Lagrangian, one has to consider the complex conjugated multiplets of
(6.13). For the pair 24 — E__ one writes

L = LEw)+LE)=Lg+ ..+ Ly + Ly +..-+ Ly

= dApdAp +

n—1
11 7 . 11 - 5
_ - - 4 n +
I;] (2 (2]9 T 2)!dA[2p+l]dA[2p+1] + 2—(2p)'d A[2p+1}d A[2p+l]>

n—1
1 z 1 ~
+ Z ((gp + 1)!dA[2p]dA[2p} + (20 — 1)!dTA[2p}dTA[2p}>

p=1
1_ 1 @i L L oA
LY Gy 1)!dA[k} g + 2 (2k — 1)!d A ' Ap
=/
+  dAlgdAy

n—1
1 1 e 1/ 1 1 T A’ T A
_ Z(:) (5 mdADp—i-l]dADp—i-l] * §@d Atgps1 @' Algp 1)
p:

/

n—1
1 =/ 1 =
+ 2 ((21) + 1)!dA/[2P]dA[2p} * (2p — 1)!dTA/[2p]dTA[2p]>
p=1

1 1 (=) (=) 1 1 ey =1(—)
+ SXCESY 1)!dA[k] dAp + 2E=1) 1)!d A[k] d' Ay - (6.29)
A similar Lagrangian can be written for the second pair of multiplets, 24 — E_,. Here w[p]wfp}

stands for wp,ar .0, "‘JE Mi..Mp

] , where wp, and wfp] are two p—forms.
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6.3 — Cubic symmetry on p—forms

In order to prove that the Lagrangian (6.29) is invariant, we first use

1 1
. T T
Gt dw[p]dw[ 1T 1)!d wip diw,,
1
N Hale[p}Ml--Mpﬂalefp]Mz Mo
1

with wp, and wfp] general p—forms appearing in (6.29); this is actually a generalisation of the
relations (5.68) for forms in 4 dimensions. As in the case D = 4, the E; 4 and E__ parts of this
Lagrangian do not mix under the transformation laws (6.28). Thus, we look closer at the invariance
of L(E44), the invariance of L(E__) being analogous.

Application of the transformation laws (6.28) on the Lagrangian terms written with the help of
(6.30) gives

1 - . =
Solesl = (00 A1) + A1) A 0)0A 1y + 02 D0 ARy) ) s p= 1,00 = 1
1 . = = ~
5U£[2p+1} —m <8(1UA[2P+2] + A[Qp] A\ U)aA[2p+1]) , b= 0, e, — 1. (631)

Using (C.7), one observes a step-by-step cancellation process: the first term of the first line cancels
with the second term of the second line. Furthermore, the terms of type 0Ajg,0(vA,)) can be
written as a total derivative, namely QUM 8M((8A[2p})2). Finally, considering all the terms above,
the Lagrangian (6.29) is invariant, that is

1 1
6oL = oMo, <Z gw(a@p]ﬁ) :

The 3SUSY invariance was made possible by the special form of the transformation laws (6.28),
involving inner and exterior products of the parameter v of the transformations. Furthermore, the
step-by-step compensation procedure shown above also fixed the normalisations of the different
terms of the Lagrangian.

We now proceed to some closer investigation of Lagrangian (6.29), a similar analysis being also
possible for the case when one treats the pair of multiplets 2_, — =, _.

As in the previous chapter, to explicitly write the Lagrangian with real fields, one has to perform
a set of field redefinitions

Atjgp) = T (A[2p} + A[2p}) Agop) = Lz (A[2p] - Abp}) ’
Atfgpr1) = \% (A[2p+1] + A[2p+1}) Az(2p1) = % (A[2p+1] A,[Qp—l—l]) ) (6.32)
= = =/ = i = =/
Ay = 75 (A[zm + A[2p1> : Aspzp) = 5 | Alzo) — A[2p1> :
with p =0,...,n. One notices now that the k—forms are neither self-dual nor anti-self-dual. As in

the previous chapter, this is in agreement with the representation theory of the Poincaré algebra.
Indeed, it is for the Lorentz group SO(1,2k — 1) that the k—forms are (anti-)self-duals.

Before writing the Lagrangian with the new set of fields (6.32), another simplification can be
done. Oune notices that

*Ai = Agpry, *Aipy = Agpiy.- (6.33)
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This allows us once more to use relation (C.4) to eliminate the k—forms Ay, and fl[k}.

Hence the Lagrangian writes

L = dAgdA ) — dAygdAsyg

i
L

11 - p 11 - _
- = - f
= <2 (2p + 2)!dA1[2p+”dA1[2P+H T3 (gp)!d A1[2p+1]dA1[2p+1]>
n—1
L1 5 - 11 - _
+ I; <§ (2]? n 2)!dA2[2p+l]dA2[2p+1} + 5—(2]))!dTA2[2p+1]dA2[2p+1]>
n—1 1 - 1 .
D> <(2p Ty i A A — mdul[zp}dfhpp])
p=1
n—1
L Ay, dA L Ay, dA
- md 220 02020) T (g Ty @ 2RI
p=1
1 = 1 x
+ (k‘ + 1)!dA1[k}dAl[k] + deAl[k}dAl[k]- (6_34)
As before, the terms of type
71 1 ~ . .
(2p i 1)'dAz[2p]dA2[2p] + WdTAZ[Qp]dTAZ[Zp} with 7 = 1’ 2

are not diagonal so one has to perform the following redefinitions

R 1 = 1 z
Aipp) = 7 (Al[Qp] + Al[z;;}) e = 75 (Al[gp] — Al[gﬂ) ,p=0,...,n (6.35)
2 1

1 = =
Agjzp) = 7 (A2[2p] + A2[2p}> s Agfy) = 7 (A2[2p] - A2[2p}> p=0,..,n =1,

;:l>>>

We thus find mixtures of fields of gradations (—1) and 1.
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The Lagrangian becomes

1 - A 1 = A 1. - N 1 =2 2
n—1
1 1 - . 1 1 - -
- Z 5o dA1p+11d A 2p11) + _—dTA1[2p+1]dTA1[2p+l]>
= <2 (2p +2)! 2 (2p)!
+,§<1 10+ 5 G @ e
5 7o 1 oy YA22p+1]0A202p4+1] T 5 75 Ny 2[2p+1] 2[2p+1]
= \2(@2p+2)! 2 (2p)!
n—1
1 1 . . 1 1 X N
+ Z <_7dA1[2p]dAl[2p} - _7dTA1[2p]dTA1[2p]>
= \2(2p+1)! 2(2p—1)!
n—1
1 1 A A 1 1
- Z 5 dAyap)dAvjap) _7dTA1 ]dTA1[2p>
e <2(2p—|—1)' 2(2p—1)!
n—1
1 1 A A 1
- Z 5 oy A202p A A212p) — 5 d A2 ]dTA2 2p]>
g <2 @p+ 1) 22— 1)
n—1
1 1 2 2 1 1
+ ) <— Agpap)dAgizy) — 5 ' Agpyyyd A2[2p>
s \2@p+1)! 2(2p—1)!
1 1 A A
+ S 1)|dA1[k]dA1[k] +3 ) d' Aypydt Ay,
1 1 s s Y
Thus, the field content is now: Alpp], AQ [2p]» /:11[2‘,,], /:12[2‘,,], A1[2p+l]v A2[2p+1}7p = 0, e, — 1 and

Al[k}a fil[k}-
With this explicitly real and diagonalised form of the Lagrangian (6.36), we consider the general
gauge invariance

Wip] = Wp) + dX[p—l}a with p > 1, (6.37)

(where wpy

involving d' partially fix the gauge since, i.e. in order to have a gauge invariant Lagrangian, the

is a general p—form appearing in (6.36) and x|,_;) is a (p — 1)—form). The terms

gauge parameter X[,_1] obeys to
ddxp,—1) = 0. (6.38)
As already argued in subsection 5.4.1, the number of degrees of freedom of such a p—form is
P,

result witch is thus different from the result of the conventional, not gauge-fixed model.

Another issue to be discussed is the following: with the conventions used here the boundness
from below of the kinetic term of a p—form in D dimensions requires (—1)P1 EsyI +1) 1d Ay, dApy,. for
the kinetic term. This can be seen by calculating the energy density Tpg, as it was illustrated in

148



6 — Cubic symmetry in arbitrary dimensions

subsection 5.4.1. A direct inspection of the signs in (6. 36) shows that one has wrong signs for the

set of p—forms Al[zp} Ag[zp} A2[2p+1} =0,...,n—1, Al[k]. The solution proposed is the same as
in the case for D = 4 (see section 5.3.1). We use the Hodge dual to make the substitutions

Aty Bipay) = Ay,

_)
Agy) = Bap-ny = "Aapzy).
Aspppr1) — Bap—gp—1] = "A2p9p11] (6.39)
Ay = Bip-i = Ay
with p = 0,...,n — 1. the number of degrees of freedom does not change. Since a p—form in this

model has C?, degrees of freedom (see above), the number of degrees of freedom does not change
by this substitution. One now uses the identities (C.4) which changes for example the kinetic term

of fli[p] to the gauge fixing term of Bi[ p—p) and viceversa. Hence, the final Lagrangian writes

1 . N 1 .» 2
E - 5(1141[0}(1141[0} + 5(1142[0}(1142[0}
n—1

L ; 11 _
_ pz:;) <§mdA1[2p+1}dA1[2p+1] + 5—(2]))!dTA1[2p+1}dTA1[2p+1}>

n—1
11 ; ; 1 1 i A
+ (5 o+ DAz Az — §deA1[2p}dTAlpp]>

p=1
1 1 1 1 N N
T gt + 5y A d A
1 1 1 1 s A
M ICES] Z—4B1p-wdBipg + 5 = 1)!d Bip—kd' Bijp—)

Uy T 11
— - — _dB dB - _d'B d'B
( ) 2[2p+1)@D22p41] T 2 (2p)! 2[2p+1] 2[2p+1}>

(]

= 2(2p+2)!
k—1
1 1 2 B 1 1 2 2
+ <—7d31[2p}d31[2p] + —7dTBl[2p}dTBl[2p—1}>
Z\2(2p+1)! 2(2p— 1)
k—1
1 1 A A 1 1 A R
+ pZ:; (57(21) 1y 4B @Bz + 5 5 1)!dTBz[2p]dTB2[2p—1}>
L1 A dih LV g dF
+ 5= 1)!d Bipjd'Bip) + 3= 1)!d By pd' By (6.40)
Thus, the final field content of this model is: one 1—form, one 3—form, ..., one (D —1)—form in the
zero-graded sector and two O-forms, two 2—forms, ... and two D—form in the mixture of the sectors

of gradation (—1) and 1. All these p—forms have a kinetic term and a gauge fixing term; the only
exceptions are the zero-forms, which have only kinetic terms, and the D—forms, which have only
gauge fixing terms. Furthermore notice that this mechanism demands the presence of (D —1)— and
D—forms.

So far we have treated the massless case. Nevertheless, one can explicitly write invariant mass
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6.4 — Summary of results and perspectives

terms. For the original fields of the multiplets 2, — E__, one has
— n—1
= 1 1 ~ - 1 ~ 1 ()
Linass = m? A[o}A[o] - —7A[2p+1}A[2p+1} + Z —A[zl]A[Qp} + —A(]:—)A[Qk]
p:02(2p+1)! = (2]7)' (l{})' k]
— n—1
oy 1 ~ 1 , ~/ 1 ’4) ~1(+)
o A Z 2(2p+1)! 2p 1) Algpi gy + Z; 2pyi A enAen + G dn A
p=0 -

which is also invariant. Similar invariant mass terms can be defined for the other multiplets. Obvi-
ously one can then perform the same field redefinitions as above for these terms, thus in addition
having also mass terms for the redefined fields. Furthermore, the number of degrees of freedom for
a massive p—form, is, as before, C%), since no gauge invariance is possible.

6.4 Summary of results and perspectives

Let us make a brief recall of the main results for this chapter:
one has 4 multiplets, 2,4, E__, E,_ and E_,, which form two pairs of complex conjugated
and 24 _ = E* | (complex fields),

multiplets - 244 = &%
1.) for the pair 2,4 —E__

e Lagrangian: L(E, ;) + L(BE__),

e field content: 0—graded sector - one set of p—forms, p=1,...,D — 1, with p odd,
the mixture of —1 and 1 graded sectors - two sets of p— forms, p =0,..., D with p even.

—
=)

2.) for the pair 24y —E_4
e Lagrangian: L(BE,_)+ L(E_,),

e field content: 0—graded sector - one set of p—forms, p =0,..., D, with p even,
the mixture of —1 and 1 graded sectors - two sets of p— forms, p=1,...,D — 1 with p odd.

As already stated, similar results are obtained when dealing in the same way with the other
cases of parities for D and [Z].

This study in arbitrary dimensions has to be pursued in order to answer several questions. For
example, further analyses to find whether or not ghosts may be required by the model in connexion
with unitarity issues, thus leading furthermore to quantification mechanisms for our models.

Furthermore, an important question is whether or not any interactions (between these multiplets
or other multiplets, either more general bosonic multiplets or fermionic multiplets) are allowed by
3SUSY. As we have seen in subsection 6.1.1, p—forms naturally interact with extended objects, so
this type of interaction may be a promising track to explore.

Connected to this issue, one may address the question of whether using a non-abelian gauge
would have an impact on our model. Moreover, for p—forms with p > 1, only a few number of
consistent interactions are possible [75].

Finally, finding any other pertinent Lie algebras of order 3 which extend the Poincaré symmetry
may be an interesting perspective from the viewpoint of our two-sided motivation. Thus, a more
detailed algebraic study seems also like a tempting future line of work.
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Appendix A

Abelian Lie subalgebras of the Weyl

algebra A

In this appendix we give the proof of Proposition 3.2.2 of subsection 3.2.1:

Proposition A.0.1 Let a1 = (p?q)® — %(p‘lq +p?qp?) and ay = p*q® — 2p3q — 2p®. Then there does

not exist a € Ay such that ay,as € Clal.

Proof: Firstly remark that
[al, ag] =0.
By a tedious but straightforward calculation one proves that

@2 = al
We now look for an element a € A; such that ay = Py(a) where

Py(a) =(a—a1)™ ... (a —ag)™*

is a polynomial in a, with distinct complex roots ayq, ..., ax (with nq,..

orders). Let also

(A1)

(A2)

., ng € N* their multiplicity

X=ni+ - +ng. (A.3)
Expanding a in the standard basis p’q’ of A; one has
N .
a=>_filp)d (A4)
i=1
where N € N and f; are polynomials in p, fy(p) being of degree Mpy.
The equation to analyse is thus
as = p*¢® — 2p%q — 2p* = (a — o)™ ... (a — ag)™ (A.5)

Thus, expanding in the standard basis, the highest power of ¢ with the highest power of p coming

along is, in RHS, pMvX¢NX and in the LHS, p*¢?. Thus one has

NX = 2
MyX =



which leads to two distinct cases:
1. X =2and thus N =1, My =2
2. X =1and thus N =2, My =4

1. X =2, N=1, My =2. By (A.3), one distinguishes two subcases:

A. k =1 (only one distinct root of the polynomial P,(a), with order of multiplicity n, = 2);
B. k =2 (two distinct roots of the polynomial P,(a), with orders of multiplicity nq; = ng = 1).
We treat the case A, case B being similar. Equation (A.5) becomes

pr? —2p%q —2p% = (a — )? = a® — 2010 + 2. (A.7)

Since N =1 and My = 2, one has a = (K1p? + Kop + K3)q + f(p), with K1, Ko, K3 € C*, K1 #0
and f(p) a polynomial in p. By similar arguments of degree counting on the two sides of equation
(A.7), one has degf < 2. Thus one has a = Kip?*q + Kopq + K3q + Kip* + Ksp + Kg (with
K3, Ky, K5 € C) and (A.7) becomes

pi¢® —2p3q —2p* = (K1p*q + Kopq+ Ksq + Kup® + Ksp + Kg)?
— 204 (K1p*q + Kaopq + K3q + Kqp* + Ksp + Kg) + af. (A.8)

Expanding now in the standard basis p’q’ of A;, one sees that the term in p3¢? is K1 Kop®¢? in the
RHS while in the LHS there is no term in p3¢?; thus K3 = 0. Similarly, comparing the terms in p2q?
one gets K3 = 0, comparing the terms in p*q one gets K4 = 0. Then, comparing the terms in p?q
one gets K¢ = a1, and then the term in p°¢°, one gets —2a1 Kg = 0 which means that Kg = a3 = 0.
Thus (A.8) becomes

pi? — 2p°q — 2p® = (KipPq + Ksp)? = Kip'q + 2K1(Ks — K1)pPq — K5(K1 — K5)p>.  (A.9)

Identifying the coefficients above, one concludes that there is no solution.

2. X = 1. From (A.3) one concludes that there is only one distinct root a; of the polynomial Ps(a),
with order of multiplicity n; = 1. Hence (A.5) becomes

as =a — Q. (A.10)

Hence, the only element a € A; which allows to write as as a polynomial in a is @ = a2 + 1. From
(A.1), one concludes that a; ¢ Cla]. QED
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Appendix B

Lie groups calculations

In this appendix we show that

1. the Lie algebra of Ry, (i1,...,i,) (see E11 of section 3.3) is isomorphic to t(i1,...,i,) (see E8
of subsection 3.2.1), for iy, ..., 1, N

2. the Lie algebra of L,, (see E12 of section 3.3) is isomorphic to £,, (see E7 of subsection 3.2.1).

Before this, recall the general formulae

0 0 Y, 0 oY, 0
Y.—,Y: Y, -Y; . B.1
Yoo, Yax,) = Yeax, ax, ~ Paxtox, (B-1)
1. Firstly recall from E11 the group law of R, (i1,...,1,)
(a1,... an,v).(d), ... a,,v") = (a1 + die™™, ... ap +a,e V" v+ ) (B.2)
for any two elements of Ry, (i1,...,ip).
Determine a basis of left-invariant vectors, i.e. a basis of the Lie algebra of R, (i1,...,4,). Let
(x1,...,Tp,w) € Ry(i1,...,i,). One thus has
(a1, A, 0) (T, ooy Ty W) = Y1y - oy Yny Yo)
where '
Yk =ap +xpe % k=1...,nand y, =v+w
In the coordinate system (ay, ..., an,v), the left-invariant fields X1, ..., X,, h write
Xk - 8$k ‘(ml =0,...,2n,=0,w=0) 8@1 tet 8—xk| m1:0,...,xn:0,w=0)% axk |(w1 =0,...,.zn,=0,w= 0)%
il — %‘ i + .+ %‘ i 8(yv ‘ 2
- Hw (1=0,...,2n=0,w=0) 8@1 ow (1=0,...,2n=0,w=0) 8an Hw (1=0,...,2n=0,w=0) o’

with £k = 1,...,n. This leads to

>
Il
|
=
Nt



We now use (B.1) to calculate the Lie brackets of the above generators. One finds the commutation
relations of the Lie algebra t(i1,...,i,) (see E8).

2. Recall from now E12 the group law of L,

(ab <oy Qp, t) U)‘(a/lv s 7a/n7 t/7 U/) = (a/1/7 R 7a;’/w t//v U//) (B4)
where
" (n—k)v' - th ! —(k—j)'
_ n—k)v —(k—7)v !
ap = age + (k‘ — .)!aje + a;,
=1
" =t +teV,
noo_ U—I—’Ul.
We determine now a basis of left-invariant fields. Let (z1,...,Zp, ty, w,) € L,,. One thus has
(a1, . an,t,0).(T1,. .., Tn, ey Wa) = (Y1, -+ s Yns Ly, Wy)
where
k—1 tk_]
g = agel" e +Zi$j —kmg)ws g gy
= (k=)
ty = ty+te Vs,
Wy = U+ Wy

In the coordinate system (ay,...,a,,t,v), the left-invariant fields X1,..., X, Xo, h write

X, = %| o . . ayn‘ aty| Q 8“’9‘
b 9z (00 9y T 02100058 T o, I
Xy = %‘ o ay"‘ aty‘ Q 8wy‘
0 Aty (0:-0) Day 8an T o, o a
= O 0 8yn Oty Owy
h = awx|(0,...,0)a—m+"' —‘(0 ‘ ‘
with £ =1,...,n. This leads to
~ 0 0 9
X1_8a1+ 8a2+"'+(n—1)!?%
- 0 0 2 9
Xo—e - 44 2 2 Y
> Dag - t@ag - (n—2)! day,
~ 0
Xn = da,,
~ 0
Xo = ot
- 0 0 0 8 0
— (n— 1)a; —— _ a4 = )
h=(n-1)a 9a; + (n —2)as Dy +--ta Y Ban Ot + 90 (B.5)

We now use (B.1) to calculate the Lie brackets of the above generators. One finds the commutation
relations of the Lie algebra L, (see E7).
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Appendix C

Useful identities on p—forms

In this appendix we give some useful identities of p—forms in D dimensions as well as some conven-
tions used in this thesis.

The Levi-Civita tensors ey, .. ar, and gM-Mp — ENl...NDanNl .

..nMpND are given by

eor. (p—1) =1, 2P~V = (—1)P~! (C.1)

By direct component calculation one proves

**A[p] = (_1)(D_1)(p_1)A[p}‘ (02)
and
! ()P
oA An = o= Ty Pio-nBio-i (C.3)

with B[D—p] == *A[p]
Let us now show the following relations

) 1
Ay = (D7 54" By d By,
(p+1)! (D—p—1)!
1 D-1 1
(p — 1)|dTA[p]dTA[p] = (—1) 7(1) e 1)!dB[D_p}dB[D_p}, (04)

with Bjp_,; = *Ap,. We prove here the first identity, the proof of the second being analogous.
Thus, using (C.2) one writes the LHS of the first equation above as

1

1 kk %k k

(p+1)!

Using now (C.3) and recalling that Bjp_, = *A[, one writes (C.5) as

dA

7

1 (_1)D—1

————dApdAy = ————

(p—l—l)!d 1 %A (D—p—1)

Inserting the definition df = (—1)PP+P*d* (see subsection 6.1.2) one obtains the first equation of
(CA4).

*d*B[D_p]*d*B[D_p} (CG)
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Finally, from the definition (6.6) and (6.7) of the inner and exterior product, one can check
explicitly in components

1 . 1
(2p)! (i Afp41)) Apzp) = 2+ 1) (Ap2p) AV)Agpiy)- (C.7)

156



Appendix D

Identities involving (anti-)self-dual 2—
forms

In this appendix we deduce some identities involving (anti-)self-dual 2—forms in four dimensions.
Obviously, this set of identities is not an exhaustive list of the properties of (anti-)self-dual 2—forms,

but rather a few such properties that we use for different calculations of chapter 5.

Let us generically denote here by RS (resp. RS ) a generic self-dual (resp. anti-self-dual)

2—form in four dimensions.
Thus, let us start by explicitly calculating

Rt " —vm A+ UnAp + (E€mnpqT Ag)
where v,,, A, are two generic vectors. Since R is antisymmetric, we obtain
—2RM ™M (1, Ay, + i mnpg RGE)VP Ag) (D.1)

We now use of the definition (6.2), which for the specific case of an (anti-)self-dual 2—form in four
dimensions gives

7
Ri) = F 5 emnpg R (D.2)

Finally, using the antisymmetry properties of the Levi-Civita tensor and inserting (D.2) in (D.1),
one obtains

RO™Y 0 Ay + vp Ay + i€ mnpgtP Ag) = —4RH v, A, (D.3)
Obviously, a similar identity, namely
ROI™ (g Ay + vp Ay — i€mmpgP Aq) = —4RH v, Ay,
can be proven similarly for an anti-self-dual 2—form.
Let us now prove the following identity
i€mnpq Or RE™ = F(0,RE) + 0,R) + 0,REE)) (D.4)

For doing this, we start with LHS and we will find the RHS. Firstly, insert (D.2) in the LHS of
(D.4); we thus obtain

1
iEmNpq 87‘ R(i) ™ - :FagmnpqgrqStangit) (D5)
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Using the antisymmetry of the Levi-Civita tensor and the identity €mnpee”™'? = Oy, (defined in

(6.4)) we get

. T 1 T S S T S S T S S +
i€mnpg O RO = F2[07,(030, = 038%) — 81, ((53.), — 8300,) + 33 (33 — 8% — 6300,)]0- Ry (D.6)

Now, using the antisymmetry property of the 2—form R(f), the result (D.5) is obtained.

S

Arguing along the same line one also proves

igmnpq Uy R(i) "= :F( ’Ungz:;E) + UHR‘S)::):@) + UPR’I(’Y:I!:TB ) (D7)

Now, from (D.4) and (D.7) one gets directly

VO R — v R =0 (D.8)

n]+r n]+r

This identity is of special importance and it is used several times in the calculations of chapter 5.
Before ending this appendix, let us also recall the well-known identity

R RGmn — g (D.9)

n
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Appendix E

Spinors and products of spinors in D
dimensions

In this appendix we recall some useful definitions for spinors in D dimensions. Moreover, formulae
for the decomposition of the product of spinors on p—forms are then exhibited.
In D dimensions, the Clifford algebra writes

{Tnm, TN} =2nun (E.1)
where the D—dimensional Minkowski metric is given by
nun = diag(l, —1,...,—1 ) (E.2)
—_——
D—-1

This algebra has 2l%)_dimensional representations on the Dirac spinor space (denoted by §). The
I" matrices are thus generalisations of the Dirac matrices 7,, in 4 dimensions and a Dirac spinor
(element of the representation space S) is a 91%) _dimensional object.

The I matrices can be obtained from the Pauli matrices o,,, in 4 dimensions. Indeed, for k = [%],
define 2~ !-dimensional ¥ matrices by

o = 1

Yoo = ag?(e_l) Qo1 ® Uék_l_e), (=1,.... k-1

Yop-1 = Ug(k_l) (E.3)
Yo = ag?(e_l) ®02®0(()k_1_€), (=1,...,k

where by 0?'“ we have denoted the k—th tensorial power of the matrix o3, etc.. Note that one has

2k such ¥ matrices. By recurrence arguments one proves that {X;, X} = 2477, X1 being thus the

generators of the Clifford algebra SO(2k — 1). Define now Xy = (30, %1), Zar = (X0 = X0, X7 =

—¥7) (with T =1,...,2k — 1) (generalisation to arbitrary dimensions of the Pauli matrices).
Consider now even dimensions, namely

D = 2k.

It is always possible to write the Dirac matrices I' under the form

Ty = <E(J)M 26”) : (E.4)



A basis of the representation space is given by the set of antisymmetric matrices

1
T Doy, = 7 > (o), - Tagy g (E.5)
’ €Sy

where ¢ = 0,..., D, and we have denoted by S, the set of the permutations of ¢ elements and by
(o) the signature of the permutation o.

Amongst these matrices of special importance are the Lorentz generators (note the difference of

convention I'j;ny = %FE\?N )

1

4[FM,FN]7 (E.6)

F'un =

Notice now that, for D even, inserting (E.4) in the expression (E.5), one obtains a further
simplification of the I' matrices

PM M. = i EM12M2 tee EMQ[,:[ i]\425 + perm ~ - 0
1...May JAl 0 S XMy - XMy, XM, + perm

_ l(EMl---MZZ _ 0 >
14 0 XMy My

(E.7)

FM M. = _ 0_ EMliMz"-SMngMgul‘F perm
12041 EMlez...EM%EM%Jrl + perm 0

_ i( 0 E]\/11---1\/1213+1>
4 EMI---M22+1 0 '

where, as before, perm. means sum on all permutations with the sign corresponding to the signature.
Furthermore, the definitions of the (), (Y matrices can be deduced from the equalities above. For

¢ _
instance, Xar, vy, = Y < I EMU@FI)EMU(%)) and similarly for the other matrices.
geS, Yi=1
The matrices (E.5) are also subject to the identity

FMl...MgFM — I‘MlmMEM + anMer...Mg,1 + . + (_1)5—1,',,M1MFM2...M[ (E8)
Using the relations (E.7) between the T and the () matrices, similar identities hold

EMI---M2kEM2k+1 = EMI---M2kM2k+1 + ankMzkHEMl---Mqu + perm.

EMl---M2k+1EM2k+2 = EMI---M2k+1M2k+2 + 77M2k+1M2k+2EM1---M2k + perm. (EQ)

for k < n Similar relations hold for the £*) matrices.
Denote now by S* the dual representation of S (on which the matrices —I'},y act in the same
way the matrices I'jyry act on S). One can find an element

C=Toly.. Ty o (E.10)
of End(S) (C being called the charge conjugation matrix) such that

CFMC_I = —Fl}\/l
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E — Spinors and products of spinors in D dimensions

and hence
CTynC™' = TN (E.11)

Hence, these representations (S and S8*) are in fact equivalent and ¥!C € S* for any Dirac spinor
1 € §. One can thus see the charge conjugation matrix C as some intertwining operator.

Furthermore, if a spinor 1 transforms under a Lorentz transformation by S(A) = e3A™ " Tmn
(with A™" the parameter of the transformation) then Z‘C € S* and transforms under a Lorentz
transformation by S(A)~!. Hence

=iCyp (E.12)
is a spinor invariant. Hence
- ¢
=CT), (E-13)

transforms as an antisymmetric tensor of order £.

Now, since End(S) & S ® §*, one can decompose any product of Dirac spinors ¢ ® 1¢C on the
basis (E.5). Since the coefficients of this development are the antisymmetric tensors of order ¢ (with
¢=0,...,D), one writes this schematically as

YpeY'C=[0®- - oD (E.14)
where [(] denotes an {—form. Using the Hogde equivalence [¢] = [4 — £], one can choose to write
(E.14) as

pRYiC=0Pe -ok-1>0k. (E.15)

Let us now the chirality matrix I'p as
!
FD+1 =12 PO---FD—l- (E16)

From this definition and (E.1) one proves

{Tar,Tpia} =0, Thyy =1 (E.17)
which, using (E.5), gives
TOTp 4 = (1) Tpr®. (E.18)
Moreover, in our representation (E.4) it follows from the definition (E.16), that I'py; is block-
diagonal
I'pyr = (‘01 ?) . (E.19)
A further property of I'pyq is
I‘tD-H =Ipt1. (E.20)
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As in 4 dimensions, the chirality matrix is used to define the irreducible 2% ~1_dimensional LH
D
and RH Weyl spinors; a 22 —dimensional Dirac spinor decomposes as

_ (Y4

where 1, (and resp. ¥’ ) is a LH (resp. RH) Weyl spinor. From (E.19) one sees that a Dirac spinor
with only LH (resp. RH) components is an eigenstate of I'py; with eigenvalue —1 (resp. +1); this
writes

I'pi1Y. = —epe, with e = +. (E.21)

Let us now calculate products of such two distinct Weyl spinors, as we did in subsection 5.3.3
for D = 4. Consider

J4
Taty.ot, = ey CTSL 2y e, (E.22)

(Recall that by (E.13), (E.22) above transforms like a tensor of order ¢). Using (E.21) one has

Tay..t, = =100, Chaty . a1, T D10 D, - (E.23)
Using now (E.18) one gets
Tugy.nt, = —(—1) e1¥e,CT D1y, as,¥De, - (E.24)
which furthermore writes
Taty.nr, = —(—1) T e1h T paCThy, g, ¥De, - (E.25)

Using now (E.20) one has

Tatyot, = —(—1) 1 (Tps1¥pe,) CTY, . ar,YDes - (E.26)

Finally, making use again of (E.21) one finds

Taty.onr, = (—1) ere20b,CTY) 1 tpe,. (E.27)
Hence Ty, ...y, is vanishing if (—1)***e1e9 = —1. Consider from now on the case
k = 2n,
that is
D = 4n.

Hence, the decomposition (E.15) reduces, at the level of Weyl spinor products at

ey = [e2e- - o2n)M
poeylc = [e2e--o2n) (E.28)
vy @ytC = [&[3]®[2n—1]

where [2n]*) represents an (anti-)self-dual (2n)—form. Indeed, the (2n)-form in 4n dimensions is
reducible, decomposing (like the 2—form in 4 dimensions) as

[2n] = [2n]F) & [2n) ). (E.29)
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E — Spinors and products of spinors in D dimensions

This equation is also correct from the point of view of the dimension The same argument of dimension
counting in (E.28) shows that one must have considered the (anti-)self-dual 2—forms.
S+
We now apply the decomposition (E.28) for the case of the B4 =¥, ®Q, = | E9_4 |. Using

B34+
(E.4) and (E.5) this decomposition writes explicitly
= 1 11
= — e A Z g »(D/2)
o Zz;) () = 2 (D e
n—1 1
- _ A s (2p+1)
—2—+ = Z (2p+ 1)!A[2p+1}2 P
p=0
= 1 : 11 =
= = A ) 4 = A %P/ E.30
3++ ;) (2]?)' [2p] + 2 (D/2)' [2n](+) ( )
Conversely, using trace identities of the > matrices, one writes
A — 1 Tr (2P =
2] = 92n—1 < “1++) '
i 1 S(2p+1) =
Apgpyy = 92n—1 Tr <E( a ):2+—)
= 1 _
Al = goprTr <2(2p):3++> (E.31)

and similar for the Agp forms (here we have written Tr (2(2”“)5”_) =Tr (iMl---M2p+1E’i+—) etc.
to simplify notations). To prove these formulae one reinserts the original decompositions (E.30)
thus checking (E.31).

Let us end by giving a useful trace formulae in D = 4n dimensions

2MN1...N2p+1) — 5§£+2 (6N2n—1---N1M N1 Pop_1 N2n71P1> .

. MP
92n—1 Tr(EMl---MZn Mjy...Ma, M, .. Maop Pop—1..PLPT 7] R/

(E.32)
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