arXiv:1601.07387v2 [math.RT] 1 Sep 2017

Superunitary representations of Heisenberg Supergroups*

Axel de Goursac! Jean-Philippe Michel
October 2, 2018

IRMP, Université Catholique de Louvain,
Chemin du Cyclotron, 2, B-1348 Louvain-la-Neuve, Belgium
e-mail: Azelmg@meliz.net, jpmichel82@gmatil.com

Abstract

Numerous Lie supergroups do not admit superunitary representations except the trivial
one, e.g., Heisenberg and orthosymplectic supergroups in mixed signature. To avoid this
situation, we introduce in this paper a broader definition of superunitary representation,
relying on a new definition of Hilbert superspace. The latter is inspired by the notion of
Krein space and was developed initially for noncommutative supergeometry.

For Heisenberg supergroups, this new approach yields a smooth generalization, whatever
the signature, of the unitary representation theory of the classical Heisenberg group. First,
we obtain Schrodinger-like representations by quantizing generic coadjoint orbits. They
satisfy the new definition of irreducible superunitary representations and serve as ground
to the main result of this paper: a generalized Stone-von Neumann theorem. Then, we
obtain the superunitary dual and build a group Fourier transformation, satisfying Parseval
theorem. We eventually show that metaplectic representations, which extend Schrodinger-
like representations to metaplectic supergroups, also fit into this definition of superunitary
representations.
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1 Introduction

After the appearance of supersymmetry in field theories [1} 2], Lie superalgebras quickly become
a classical topic in algebraic representation theory. They offer a rich playground generalizing
Lie algebras, with important results and many applications.

Superunitary representations are at the core of supersymmetric field theories [3]. They were
first investigated from a purely algebraic perspective, as star-representations [4] or e-unitary
representations [5] of Lie superalgebras on a graded C-vector space V =V, @ V;. Contrary to
unitary representations of Lie groups, the preserved structure is not a positive definite hermitian
form (or scalar product), which is not adapted to super-commutation relations [6], but rather a
non-degenerate sesquilinear form (or inner product) (—, —) : V. xV — V which is superhermitian.
That is (z,y) = (—1)*¥y, z) if 2,y € Vo UV; are of degree ||, |y| € {0,1}.

To develop a full theory of superunitary representations, including analytic aspects, one needs
a topology on the representation space. But none is canonically associated with a superhermitian
inner product. A first way to proceed is to start with a graded Hilbert space and define a
compatible superhermitian inner product afterwards. This yields to the following definition of
Hilbert superspace, which is the most common one [7] among numerous other possibilities [8].
It is coined as standard in this paper.

Definition 1.1 A standard Hilbert superspace is a Zs-graded complex Hilbert space H =
Ho @ Hi such that (Ho, H1) = {0}, where (—, —) denotes the positive definite hermitian scalar



product. A superhermitian inner product is then uniquely defined on H by

(x,y) == (z,y) ifx,yeHo
(z,y) :==i(x,y) ifx,y € H,
(x,y) =0 ifx e HoyeE Hi. ¢

Up to our knowledge, the above definition first appeared in [9] and served as ground for all
the mathematics literature on superunitary representations, see e.g. [9, [10, [IT]. An algebraic
version of this definition, where H is a pre-Hilbert space, was considered before in representation
theory [12], following physics conventions.

The odd part of Lie supergroups is intrinsically of infinitesimal nature. This is best encoded
in the description of Lie supergroups as super Harish-Chandra pairs, that is pairs (G, gr) where
Gy is a Lie group and gr = (gr)o @ (gr)1 is a Lie superalgebra carrying an adjoint-like action
of Gy, with (gr)o = Lie(Gp). As a consequence, representations of Lie supergroups involve in
general unbounded operators. More precisely, a definition of superunitary representations should
come along with a choice of domain for the operators representing (gr);. In the seminal paper
[10], this domain was chosen as the space of smooth vectors of the underlying Go-representation.
The definition reads as follows.

Definition 1.2 ([10]) Let (Go,gr) be a super Harish-Chandra pair. A standard super-
unitary representation (standard SUR) of (Go, gr) is a triple (H, mg, ) such that

e 7H is a standard Hilbert superspace;
e 7wy : Go — U(H) is a unitary representation of the Lie group Gy on H;
o 7, : gr — End(#H™) is a R-Lie superalgebra morphism such that m, = dmy on (ggr)o and

Vg € Go, VX € (gr)1,  m(X)T = —m.(X),
me(Ady (X)) = mo(g)me(X)mo(g) ™,

where H° is the space of smooth vectors of the representation my, Ad : Go X gr — gr is the
adjoint-like action of Gy on gr and T denotes the adjoint operation w.r.t. the superhermitian
inner product of H. ¢

Due to the very definition of standard Hilbert superspace, the choice of domain in the above
definition proves to be inessential. As a result, the category of standard SUR’s is well-behaved
under tensor products and restrictions to sub-pairs [10]. In addition, fundamental results, like
Schur Lemma and Mackey induction [10], smoothly extend to standard SUR’s. However, there
is a list of Lie supergroups [13] for which no non-trivial standard SUR exists:

SL(m|n,R) for m > 2 or n > 2; SU(p,q|r,s) for p,q,r,s > 0; OSp(k,£|2m) for k, ¢, m > 0;
SpO(2m|k, £) for m,k, £ > 0;  Hopy . for k,£>0,. .. (1.1)

We are particularly interested here in the Heisenberg supergroup Hy,, ;. It can be described

as the super Harish-Chandra pair (Hapm, (hom|k,e)r) Where Hop, is the classical Heisenberg group

of dimension 2m + 1 and (g, k¢)r is the R-Lie superalgebra with basis (p;, ¢, €a, f5, Z) and
non-trivial commutation relations

[pi,CJj] = 6z'jza [eaaea’] = 5aa’Z7 [f,@af,@”] = _65,3’Z7

wherei,j7=1,...,m,a,a/ =1,...,kand 3,8 =1,...,L If k{ = 0, the standard superunitary
representation theory of Hy,, 1, is a smooth extension of the unitary representation theory of



Hay, [11,[14], e.g. the standard superunitary dual of Hy,,; ¢ essentially coincides with the unitary
dual of Hyp,. On the contrary, if k¢ # 0, the standard superunitary theory of Hyp, 10 is empty,
there is no standard SUR except the trivial one [I1].

In this paper, we introduce a new definition for Hilbert superspaces, generalizing the one
of standard Hilbert superspaces. They are endowed with an algebraic structure, namely a
superhermitian inner product, and a compatible Hilbert topology.

Before digging into details, we would like to comment on how topology might be induced
from algebra. In the usual non-graded operator algebras setting, topology is fully determined
by algebra, e.g.,

e in Hilbert space, the Hilbert topology is canonically determined by the positive definite
hermitian scalar product ||z| = \/(x, z);

e in C*-algebra, the C*-norm is determined by the algebraic notion of spectral radius p:
lall = /p(a*a);

e in von Neumann algebra, the strong (or weak) topology is determined (at least on bounded
subsets) by bicommutant’s properties.

This ideal algebraico-topological framework breaks down in some cases, e.g. for Lorentzian non-
commutative geometry. There, one needs an extra ingredient to build the topology out of the
algebraic structure. This is the case of Krein spaces, defined as pseudo-hermitian inner prod-
uct spaces (’H, (—, —)) endowed with an extra involutive (—, —)-isometric automorphism J of
H such that (”H, (—,J —)) is a Hilbert space. The topology associated to the positive definite
scalar product (—, J(—)) is actually independent of the choice of J and thus canonical [I5].

Noncommutative Supergeometry [16] (17, 18] provides a new framework for graded opera-
tor algebras, dealing with Hilbert superspaces (as defined below), C*-superalgebras and von
Neumann superalgebras. Their natural superalgebraic structures induce topology, in a similar
fashion as for Krein spaces. Building on [16], we introduce the following definition of Hilbert
superspace.

Definition 1.3 A Hilbert superspace of parity o € Zs is a complex Zs-graded vector space
H = Ho ® H1 endowed with a homogeneous superhermitian inner product (—, —) of degree o,
such that there exists a fundamental symmetry J, i.e., an endomorphism J of H of degree o
satisfying, Vx,y € H,

o JX(x) = (~1)HDllz and (J(x), I (y)) = (z.y),

o (z,y); := (x,J(y)) is a positive definite hermitian scalar product on H for which H is
complete. ¢

Then, Hilbert superspaces admit a canonical Hilbert topology, given by any of the scalar product
(—,—). Particular cases of Hilbert superspaces include Krein spaces, for which #; = 0, and
standard Hilbert superspaces, for which J = (3 _%]1) on Ho @ Hi. An important example of
non-standard Hilbert superspace is the superspace of square integrable functions on R™" whose

fundamental symmetry J is a Hodge-like operator (see Example below).

Superunitary representations (SUR) of Lie supergroups can be defined on Hilbert su-
perspaces. Several Lie supergroups in the list then enjoy SUR’s even if they do not admit
standard SUR’s. In particular, we build in this paper non-trivial SUR’s for the supergroups
SpO(2m|k, £) and Hy,, . , for any integers m, k, (.



More precisely, a SUR of a super Harish-Chandra pair (G, gr) is a triple (H, mo, 7« ), where
H is a Hilbert superspace, mo : Go — B(H) is a continuous representation such that

Vg € Go, v,w € H, (mo(g)v, mo(g)w) = (v,w),

and 7, satisfies the same axioms as in Definition This generalization of standard SUR’s
comes along with many difficulties. First, it includes all the Krein-unitary representations of
Lie groups, as defined in [19], which are wild. For instance, it is not known if Schur’s Lemma
holds or not for these representations. Second, the choice of domain for the operators m.(X),
with X € g1, is now a crucial part of the definition. For instance, the restriction of a SUR to a
sub-pair (Hp, hr) might not exist because an operator 7, (X ), with X € h;, admits no extension
to the space of smooth vectors over Hy. We fully solve the first problem and partially solve
the second one by introducing a more restrictive generalization of standard SUR, called strong
SUR. Namely, a strong SUR is a SUR such that the map m( is unitarizable and the operators
(X)), with X € g1, admit a domain extension to the space of smooth vectors of D(Gy), the
connected Lie subgroup of Gy with Lie algebra [(gr)1, (gr)1]-

For Heisenberg supergroups Ho,, 1 ¢, With arbitrary integers k, ¢, strong SUR’s provide the
right framework for a smooth generalization of unitary representation theory of the classical
Heisenberg group Hs,,, and its harmonic analysis applications. In particular, Kirillov Orbit
Method allows us to construct the graded version of the Schrédinger representation, which is a
strong SUR for any (k, ¢), and to prove the Stone-von Neumann theorem in this general setting.
The full description of the superunitary dual follows as well as the group Fourier transformation
on Hypp ¢ Building on [12], we also define a SUR of the metaplectic supergroup, which is defined
as a finite covering of the orthosymplectic supergroup SpO(2mlk,¥), extending the classical
metaplectic representation of Sp(2m), and whose representation operators are intertwiners of
the graded Schrodinger representation.

Let us now detail the content of this paper.

In section 2, after providing basics on supergeometry, we recall the framework of Lie super-
groups and Harish-Chandra pairs, as well as the equivalence between these two notions. The
Heisenberg supergroup is presented as an example.

In section 3, we prove the basic analytic properties of Hilbert superspaces, introduced in
Definition In particular, we classify them in terms of a generalized notion of signature.
Fundamental examples of Hilbert superspaces, given by functional spaces, are presented.

We introduce in section 4 the notions of SUR and strong SUR, for both equivalent settings:
Harish-Chandra super pairs and Lie supergroups. We investigate their basic properties and
illustrate the general theory with many examples.

In section 5, we derive the expression of the Schrodinger representation for the Heisenberg
supergroup Ho,, 10 In any signature (k,£) by performing Kirillov Orbit Method and we prove
that it is an irreducible strong SUR. We then show its relation with the classical Schrédinger
representation of Ha,, and the spinor representation of Spin(k, ¢).

Next, we prove in section 6 the main result of this paper: the Stone-von Neumann theorem.
It states that any strong SUR of the Heisenberg supergroup Hy,;, with character i # 0
can be decomposed as the tensor product of the Schrodinger representation with the trivial
representation on some Hilbert superspace.

Eventually, we give in section 7 the classification of the strong superunitary dual of Hyp,x ¢
and some applications to harmonic analysis. We construct the Fourier transformation between
functions on Hy,, 1, and operators on the Hilbert superspace of the Schrodinger representa-
tion and we prove the Parseval-Plancherel identity. Moreover, we build the metaplectic-type
representation naturally appearing in this setting and we show that it is a SUR.



Notations

Throughout the paper, N = {0,1,2,...} denotes the set of non-negative integers, N* = {1,2,...}
the set of positive ones and i = /—1.
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2 Preliminaries

We recall here some basic notions of supergeometry following the concrete approach, as fully
exposed in the book [20] and summed up in the appendix of [2I] (see also [22] 23] 24]). This
approach is equivalent to the sheaf-theoretic one |25, 7], but differs in the presentation. It makes
an explicit use of a fixed supercommutative algebra A, which serves as a replacement for the
field R of real numbers. Such an algebra appears in the sheaf-theoretic approach as soon as one
uses the functor of points.

For the rest of the paper, we choose a unital Zs-graded real algebra A = Ay & A; which
satisfies the three following properties:

e supercommutativity, i.e., ab = (—1)|%"lba for all a,b € Ay U A; of degree |al,|b| € {0, 1};
o A/N,4 ~ R, where N4 is the set of all nilpotent elements of A;
e for all n € N*, there exist a1, ...,a, € A;j such that a1 ---a, # 0.

For instance, we can choose A = AV, the Grassmann algebra of a real infinite-dimensional
vector space V. The quotient map B : A — R, with kernel N4, is called the body map. The
unit of A defines a section of B via 7 — r -1 so that 4 = R ® N4 and

Vae A, a=Ba+ Na),

where Ba := B(a) € R and N (a) € Ng. The complexified algebra Ac = AR C =A®iAis
endowed with the complex conjugation:

Vac A, VAEC, a®@l=a® A\

For all a,b € Ac, it satisfies: ab=ab = (—1)l*ll’lp7q.
In the sequel, graded will always stand for Zs-graded, elements of degree 0 and 1 are called
even and odd respectively, and collectively referred as homogeneous elements.

2.1 Superspaces and supermanifolds

A graded A-module is an A-module E with decomposition E = Ey @ E; and such that
V(X,B € ZQ; AaEﬁ - Ea+,3'

A graded submodule of E is an A-submodule F such that F' = (F N Ey) ® (FNE;). A A-linear
map f : B — F between two graded A-modules is of degree |f| € Zs if f(FEa) C Foy g for all
« € Zs. The space of nilpotent vectors of E is defined by

Ng:={x€eFE|JaeA a+#0&azx =0}



It permits to extend the body map as the quotient map B : E — E/Ng =: BE. If the graded
A-module F is free, then BE = BEy ® BE; is a graded R-vector space, i.e., BEy and BFE; are
R-vector spaces.

A graded A-vector space is a free graded A-module E together with a decomposition
E = Rg ® Ng such that A- Rg = E. Then we have Rg ~ BE as graded R-vector spaces and
E ~ A® BFE as graded A-modules, in particular,

E() ~ (AO X BEo) &) (Al X BEl) and FEj ~ (AO X BEl) (o) (Al (9 BE()) . (21)

The graded dimension of E, given by dim(E) = dim(BEy)|dim(BE}), is a complete invariant.
Hence, a graded A-vector space of dimension m/|n is isomorphic to A™" = (A™")g @ (A1),
with (A™")g = (Ag)™ x (A1)" and (A™"); = (Ay)" x (A1)™. The associated graded R-
vector space is R gmi» = R™ @ R"™. Morphisms between graded .A-vector spaces F and F' are
even A-linear maps ¢ : E — F which are body-compatible, i.e. $(Rg) C Rp. They are
completely determined from the corresponding R-linear maps between BE ~ R and BF ~ Rp.
The categories of graded A-vector spaces and of graded R-vector spaces are equivalent via the
inverse isomorphisms B and A ® —.
The superspace of dimension m|n is the even part of the graded A-vector space Amin,

R = (AT = (Ag)™ x (A1)"™.
The body map B : R™"™ — R™ defines the so-called DeWitt topology, as the coarsest topology

on R™™ guch that B is continuous.

Each element z € R0 = (A4y)™ decomposes as 2 = Bz + N (z) with Bz € R™ and N (z) €
(NaNAg)™. Mimicking Taylor expansions, one can extend any smooth function f € C**(R™,C)
into a function f : R™° — Ay ® C defined by

r N(x)u v
Vo e RO, fla)= > — 0" f(Ba). (2.2)
veN™
Here standard index notation is used, i.e., if v = (z!,...,2™) € R™O0 and v = (U1, .oy Um) €N
we have vl := 11! v, 8 = 0" --- 9% and N (z)” := N (z1)" - N(z™)". Moreover, the
sum is finite since the elements J\/ (z1),...,N(z™) are nilpotent.
The space of smooth functions C>®°(R™") is the space of maps f : R™/" — Ac such that
V(z, &) e R™, = > falz)ee, (2.3)
aG ZQ

where each E is obtained from a function f, € C>*(R™,C) via Equation (2.2)). We use again
standard index notation, ie., if £ = (£1,...,&,) € RO and o = (aq,...,an) € (Z2)", we
have {* = &1 --- &5, By convention, €)= ... = €% = 1. The Zs-degree of a function is
determined by the rules |fo| = 0 and |¢%] = |o| mod 2, with |o| = a; + - -- + a, € N. Hence,
the splitting of a function in even and odd parts corresponds to the splitting of the target space
Ac = Ag® C @ A; ® C. As a result, the space of smooth functions on R™" is a Zs-graded
C-algebra such that

C®(R™") ~ C*(R™,C) @ AR". (2.4)

The definition of a smooth function on an open subset of R™" is a straightforward adaptation.
Note that a smooth function on R™" is automatically continuous for the DeWitt topology. The
definition of smooth functions readily extends from Ac-valued functions to functions with values
in arbitrary superspaces.



Remark 2.1 The morphisms between two finite dimensional A-vector spaces E and F are in
bijection with the smooth R-linear maps between the superspaces Fy and Fj. ¢

On the superspace R™™ the Berezin integration of a smooth function f € C“(Rmm), de-
composed as in Equation ({2.3)), is defined as the Lebesgue integration on R™ of its top component
in the &-variables. Namely, if d¢é = d¢” - - - d¢t, we have

[ st 1.9 := [ as £, ) (2.5)

where 1, = (1,...,1) € (Z9)™ and, abusing notation, x stands for Bz in the right hand
side. Therefore, the Berezin integral of f is well-defined as soon as the Lebesgue integral of
f1,, € C*°(R™,C) is. Note that Berezin integration over {-variables corresponds to a multiple
derivation, [d¢"---d¢t = Ogn -+ - g1 in this precise order.

For p > 1, we define the Lebesgue superspace Lp(len) as the completion of the subspace

{f € C®(R™") | Vo € (Z2)", fo € LP(R™)},

with respect to the norm || f[| :== >, (Jgm | fa|P)%, This is a Zg-graded Banach space. The
identification (2.4) extends as LP(R™") ~ LP(R™) @ \ R™.

We introduce briefly the notion of supermanifold. First, a proto-supermanifold of dimen-
sion m|n is a topological space M endowed with an atlas of charts valued in open subsets of
R™I" (for DeWitt topology) with smooth transition functions. The body map on R™" allows
to define a canonical projection M — BM on a topological space BM, called the body of M. If
BM is Hausdorff and second-countable, then the induced atlas turns BM into a smooth man-
ifold of dimension m and M is simply called a supermanifold. Of course, a superspace is a
supermanifold. The inclusions R™ C RO = Ag @ R™ C R™" translate into canonical smooth
embeddings BM C MY°>4 C M, where MY°*4 is the sub-supermanifold of M obtained from
BM by extension of scalars from R to Ag. Here, w.o.d. stands for ”"without odd dimensions”.
Note that M™“-°4 is of dimension m|0 and BM¥-°d = BM.

2.2 Lie supergroups and super Harish-Chandra pairs

A Lie superalgebra is a graded A-vector space g = go ® g1 endowed with a body-compatible
A-bilinear map [-,-] : g x g — g which is even, i.e. [ga, 83| C ga+p for all o, B € Zy, and satisfies
the two following properties

e skew-symmetry: VX,Y € goUgy, [X,Y] = —(—DXIVI[y, X];
e Jacobi identity: VX,Y,Z € go U g1, [X,[Y, Z]] = [[X,Y], Z] + (-1)XI¥]y, [X, Z]].

Note that A-bilinearity means, in particular, that [aX,bY] = (—1)IXIIlab[X, Y] for all homo-
geneous elements X,Y € g and a,b € A. As the bracket [-,:] is body-compatible, it induces
a bilinear operation on the body space Bg. The later defines a R-Lie superalgebra structure
on Bg. The equivalence of categories between A-vector spaces and R-vector spaces specializes
straightforwardly to the Lie setting with inverse isomorphisms given again by B and A ® —.

A Lie supergroup is a supermanifold G endowed with a group structure for which the
multiplication is a smooth map. If G is a Lie supergroup then BG turns into a Lie group
and GV into a Lie supergroup. Moreover, there is a canonically associated Lie superalgebra
g = Lie(G), and an exponential map e : U — G, with U C g an open neighborhood of 0. As a
consequence, one can prove that G trivializes over GV,



Proposition 2.2 ([20], Proposition VI1.1.7) Let G be a Lie supergroup, Bg the body of its
Lie superalgebra, and gV := A, @ Bg; C go. Then, the following map

GVt x gt 5 G, (9,X) > geX
is a global diffeomorphism satisfying B(geX) = By.

A super Harish-Chandra pair (Gp, gr) is the data of a Lie group Gy and a compatible
R-Lie superalgebra ggr. Namely, gr is a Go-module, its even part (ggr)o is the Lie algebra of Gy
and the differential of the action Gy x gr — gr coincides with the adjoint action of (gr)o on gg.

There is an equivalence of categories between Lie supergroups G and super Harish-Chandra
pairs [24, 2] (see also [26, [7]). In the sequel, we use that a Lie supergroup G induces a super
Harish-Chandra pair (Go, gr) given by Gp := BG, gr := Bg (with g = Lie(G)), and where the
action of Gy on gg is the body of the adjoint action of G on g. For the inverse construction of
a Lie supergroup out of a super Harish-Chandra pair, we refer to Remark in Appendix.

2.3 Heisenberg supergroups

Let E be a graded A-vector space of dimension m/|n’. A symplectic form on F is an even
body-compatible A-bilinear map w : £ x E — A which is

e skewsymmetric: VX,V € E, w(X,Y) = —(—D)XIVlu(Y, X),
e non-degenerate: (VY € E, w(X,Y)=0)= X =0.

As a consequence, m’ = 2m is even, w induces a symplectic form on BEy and a quadratic form
of given signature (k,¢) on BE;, with k + ¢ = n’. The triple (2m|k,¢) is a complete invariant
of the symplectic space (E,w). In the following, we will always use the normal form of (E,w)
described below. Let ¢ € {—1,+1} and r, s’ € N be such that

e =k—(0 & 2r+s =k+/{, (2.6)

ie, e=1and (k,{) = (r+s,r), or,e =—1and (k,f) = (r,r + s'). Then, setting W = Amir
and V = A%’ we have

E~x(WaW)eV & Ey~R" g R ¢R, (2.7)

where W* stands for the dual of W as A-module. Under the above isomorphism, the symplectic
form w restricts as the canonical symplectic form on W @ W* and as a definite quadratic form
on V', namely

Vai,q2 € W, Vp1,p2 € W*, w((q1,p1), (¢2,p2)) = qip2 — @201,
V§Ia§2 S V> w(§17€2) = 551627

where q1p2 and gop; are the scalars obtained by the duality pairing between W and W* and
£1&9 is the scalar obtained by the canonical scalar product of two elements in A5

(2.8)

The Heisenberg Lie superalgebra h(E,w) is defined as the A-module E & AZ, where Z
is an even generator, endowed with the Lie bracket

(X +aZ, X' +d 7] =w(X, X2, (2.9)



for any X, X’ € F and a,a’ € A. TIts center is Z(h(E,w)) = AZ. The Heisenberg Lie
supergroup H(FEj,w) is obtained by exponentiation of the even part of h(E,w). Namely,
H(Ep,w) is the supermanifold Ey x R9 endowed with the group law

(x,8) (%, 1) = (x+x', t +1' + %w(x, x')), (2.10)

for any x,x’ € Fy and t,# € RY0. Its neutral element is (0,0) and the inverse is given by
(x,t)"' = (=x, —t). Its center is Z(H(E,w)) = RM0. The Heisenberg Lie superalgebra and
supergroup are uniquely determined (up to isomorphism) by the dimension 2m|n’ of E and
the signature (k,¢) of the quadratic form induced by w on BE;. In the following, we use their
canonical versions

bomk,e == b(E,w) & Hopypr = H(Eo, w), (2.11)

where (E,w) and (Ep,w) are in their normal form, as defined by (2.7)) and (2.8).
Let b;m‘ ¢ be the dual of the Heisenberg Lie superalgebra. The symplectic form w induces

a linear isomorphism, °: Bomik,e — h;m‘ .00 Siven by:
VX, X' € E, Va,d € A, X +aZ)(X'+dZ) =w(X,X')+ad.
Then, one can compute the adjoint and coadjoint actions of the Heisenberg Lie supergroup:
V(x,t) € By x R0, Adp (X +aZ) = X + (a+w(x, X))Z,
Adj, (X +aZ) = (X — ax + aZ). (2.12)

The coadjoint orbit Oy, = {Adju, g € Hypy ¢} passing through p = l7(X + aZ) corresponds to
the affine space a’Z + Ey, provided a € R* and X € Ey. If a = 0, then the coadjoint orbit O,
is a single point.

The super Harish-Chandra pair (Go, gr) corresponding to the Heisenberg Lie supergroup

Hapk,e is defined as follows. The associated Lie group G := BHy,,, | ¢ is the classical Heisenberg
group Ha,,, i.e., the manifold R?™ x R endowed with the group law

Y(z,t), (', t') € R?™ x R, (a:,t) (x/,t’) =(x+a,t+t+ %wo(:z,x’)),

with wp the canonical symplectic form on R?™. The R-Lie superalgebra gg := BbHop ke is the

Zsy-graded real vector space with components (gr)o = R?*™ x RZ and (ggr); = R**, endowed
with the Lie bracket

VX, X' e R @R Va,d' e R, [X+aZ X' +dZ]=w(X, X2, (2.13)

where w = wp @ w; and w; is the canonical quadratic form of signature (k,¢) on REHE. The
action of Gy on gr is the adjoint action

Ad(m)(X +aZ)=X+ (a+w(z,X))Z,

with (z,t) € Go, and X +aZ € gr. A graded basis of gg is given by (¢;, €4, Z), where (¢;)1<i<2m
is a basis of R?™ with degree 0, (éa)1<a<k+e is a basis of RFHE with degree 1, and RZ is the
center subalgebra (with degree 0). The non-zero commutators read then as

[Ci, C]] = UJUZ, [6067 eﬁ] == waﬁza [Cia 604] - 07 (214)

where w;; and w,pg are the components of w in the basis. Explicitly, for all 4,5 = 1,...,m, we
have w;ij = 0jm+yi — 0ji—m, and for all 3 = 1,...,k 4+ £, we have wog = dop if 1 < o < k and
wagz—fsa@ fk<a<k+/t.
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3 Theory of Hilbert superspaces

Building on [I6], we introduce a new definition of Hilbert superspaces, which generalizes the
standard one [9, [7, 10, IT]. Their basic properties are derived by using the theory of Krein
spaces [15].

3.1 Definition of Hilbert superspaces

A Hermitian superspace is a complex Zs-graded vector space H = Hg & H1 endowed with a
superhermitian inner product (—, —), i.e., a non-degenerate sesquilinearﬂ map (—,—) : HXH —
C which satisfies:

Yo,y € HoUHr, (x,y) = (—1)1W(y, 2). (3.1)

If the inner product is a homogeneous map of degree o(H) € Zz, then H is called a Hermitian
superspace of parity o(#). If o(H) = 0 the subspaces Ho and H; are orthogonal, i.e. (Ho, H1) =
0, and by Equation we get (z,z) € i¥IR if 2 € H is homogeneous. If o(H) = 1, the
subspaces Hy and H; are isotropic, i.e. (Hg, Ho) = (H1,H1) = 0, and by Equation we get
(z,x) € R for all x € H. Via the formula

Ve,y €H,  (2,y)s = (z,J(y)),
a linear isomorphism J of H gives rise to a non-degenerate sesquilinear map (—, —)j : HxH — C.

Definition 3.1 Consider a Hermitian superspace (H, (—, —)) of given parity.

e A fundamental decomposition is an orthogonal decomposition
Ho="Hpy © Hyg © Hi—n © Hiy
such that: Vk € {0,...,3}, Vo € H\ 0, (z,2) € i*R®.

e A fundamental symmetry is an endomorphism .J of H such that J* = 1, (J(z), J(y)) =
(x,y) for all z,y € H, and (—, —) s defines a scalar product on H (i.e. (—,—) is a positive
definite hermitian map). ¢

A fundamental decomposition allows one to define a fundamental symmetry by setting
J = P[l] — ZP[I] — P[,” + 'lP[,l],

where Ppry is the orthogonal projector on the subspace Hikps with £ = 0,...,3. Conversely, a
fundamental symmetry J defines a fundamental decomposition given by Hpx) = Ker(J — i~k 1).
Note that (—, —); provides a scalar product on Hpx) equal to iR (=, =),

Definition 3.2 A Hermitian superspace (H,(—,—)) of given parity is said to be a Hilbert
superspace if one of the two equivalent conditions hold:

e there exists a fundamental decomposition such that each component H;) is intrinsically

complete, i.e. complete for the topology defined by i~%(—, —);

e there exists a fundamental symmetry J such that (H,(—,—)s) is a Hilbert space. ¢

!By convention, sesquilinear means left-antilinear and right-linear.
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The above definition of Hilbert superspace is slightly more general that the one provided in
[16], where a fundamental symmetry J is fixed as part of the structure. This freedom in the
choice of J will be important in the following sections.

A standard Hilbert superspace is a Hilbert superspace H of parity 0 which admits the
canonical fundamental decomposition Hpy) = Ho, Hpj = Hi and Hi_y = H|_; = 0. It admits
a unique fundamental symmetry given by J(z) = (—4)/*lz on homogeneous elements z € H.
Moreover, both (Hg, (—, —)) and (H1,i(—, —)) are Hilbert spaces. The notion of standard Hilbert
superspace coincides with the usual definition of Hilbert superspace, as given in [9, [7, 10, [11].
In other words, the Definition of Hilbert superspace is a generalization of the definition
introduced in the above references.

The classical notion underlying Definition is the concept of Krein space [15]. In our
terms, a Krein space is a purely even Hilbert superspace H of parity 0, i.e., H = Ho. We have
the following obvious proposition.

Proposition 3.3 Let H = Ho & H1 be a complex Zs-graded vector space.

e (H,(—,—)) is a Hilbert superspace of parity 0 if and only if (Ho, {(—,—)) and (H1,i(—,—))
are Krein spaces. For any fundamental decomposition of H, we have Ho = Hp) © H[_y
and Hi = Hp) @ H[_;). Fundamental symmetries of H, Ho and H, are related by the
equality J = Jy @ (—i.J1), in obvious notations.

o (H,(—,—)) is a Hilbert superspace of parity 1 if and only if (H,(—,—)) is a Krein space
admitting Ho and Hi as isotropic subspaces. For any fundamental decomposition of H,
we have Hp; = H_3 = 0.

3.2 Properties of Hilbert superspaces

A number of important results on Hilbert superspaces can be obtained as direct consequence
of the theory of Krein spaces, by using that a Hilbert superspace is a Krein space or the direct
sum of two Krein spaces (see Proposition . When this is the case, we do not provide a proof
and simply refer to the corresponding result for Krein spaces.

We start with topological properties.

Theorem 3.4 ([15], Theorem V.1.1) Let H be a Hilbert superspace. The scalar products
(—,—)J, with J a fundamental symmetry of ‘H, all define the same topology.

As a consequence, while a Hilbert superspace H has no canonical scalar product, it admits a
canonical Hilbert topology. In particular, all fundamental decompositions of ‘H have intrinsically
complete components and all fundamental symmetries J yield unitarily equivalent Hilbert spaces
(Hv (_7 _)J )

The following lemma states that the superhermitian inner product of a Hilbert superspace
is globally continuous for its Hilbert topology.

Lemma 3.5 Let H be a Hermitian superspace of given parity. For any fundamental symmetry
J, we have

Ve,y e H, [z,y)l <zl vl
where ||z|| ; .= \/(z,2);.

Proor Let x € H. Using the fundamental decomposition of H associated to J, we have
T = Zi:o xy where x, € Hyr). This yields

) = 13 )| < 3w il
k k
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Since [(zg, yx)| = iz, y)| = |(xk,yx)s|, we can apply the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality for
(—,—) to obtain:

()l <3 el llywll -
k

Using the inequality (||lz |l lluill; — il s lyell;)? > 0, with k,1 =0, ..., 3, we deduce that

1
2 22
)l < (3 Neel3aall3)* = Nzl Nyl n
k,l

We pursue with the study of linear operators. Let (1), (—, —)1) and (H®), (-, —)s) be
two Hilbert superspaces. A bounded operator between H() and H? is a linear operator
T : HY — H® which is continuous w.r.t. their Hilbert topologies. The degree of operators
defines a Zo-grading on the space of bounded operators 5 (”H(l), 7—[(2)) and on the algebra B(H) :=
B(H,H).

Proposition 3.6 ([16]) Let T € B(H", H®?) be of degree |T| € Zy. There exists a unique
operator Tt € B(H®) ,HW)) such that:

vre H®, vy e HY, (T(x),y)1 = ()T, T(y))..
The operator T is called the superadjoint operator of T

Definition 3.7 ([16]) A superunitary operator between H") and #? is a homogeneous
operator ® € B(HM, #?) of degree 0 satisfying:

d'd = ot = 1. ¢

The set of superunitary operators is denoted by U(HM,HP)). In particular, U(H) :=
U(H,H) is a group. Any superunitary operator ® € U(H™M,H®?) is in particular a linear
bjection of degree 0 and an isometry, that is

(@(x), 2(y))2 = (z,y)1, (3.2)
for all 2,y € H(). The converse also holds.

Proposition 3.8 Let ® : H(Y) — H® be a linear bijection of degree 0. The operator ® is
superunitary if and only if this is an isometry.

PrROOF Let ® : H(Y — #3) be a linear bijection of degree 0. First, assume that (®(z), ®(y))s =
(x,y); for all z,y € HD . If J is a fundamental symmetry of H(Y, then ® o J, 0o @1 is a
fundamental symmetry of H(?). This implies that ® and &' are continuous. Then, one easily
proves that & € U/ (H(l), 7—[(2)). The converse implication is straightforward. [ |

On a Hilbert superspace H, the parity operator P € B(#) is defined by
Vaog € Ho, Vo1 € H1, Plaxg+x1) =20 — 27. (3.3)
This operator is of degree 0, involutive and satisfies Pt = (—1)°P if H is of parity o.

Proposition 3.9 Let J be a fundamental symmetry of H. Then, J is an operator of degree
o, unitary w.r.t. the scalar product (—,—); and satisfies J? = Pt Jt = JP. Moreover, J is
superunitary if o = 0 and J provides a linear isomorphism between Hg and Hy if o = 1.
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PRrOOF All stated properties are obvious, we only prove that J2 = P(°+1)_ Consider the funda-
mental decomposition associated to J, so that H[ik] is the eigenspace of J with eigenvalue i~*.
Then, J? is equal to 1 on Hj1) @ H[_1) and to —1 on H; & H|_;. The result follows then from

Proposition u

Two Hilbert superspaces HY) and H® are superunitarily equivalent, i.e. isomorphic, if
there exists an operator & € U (H(l), 7—[(2)). Our next goal is to provide a complete invariant for
isomorphism classes of Hilbert superspaces. Recall that, up to unitary equivalence, a Hilbert
space is uniquely determined by its dimension, defined as the cardinal of a Hilbertian basis.

Proposition 3.10 Let H be a Hilbert superspace. The dimensions (as Hilbert spaces) of the
components of a fundamental decomposition H = H} & Hj;) & H[_1) © H[_; do not depend on
the choice of this decomposition.

The proof follows easily from We define the signature of # as sgn(#) = ( dim(#y)), dim(H), dim(H_

Theorem 3.11 ([15], Theorem V.1.4) Two Hilbert superspaces are superunitarily equiva-
lent if and only if their parities and their signature coincide.

According to Proposition [3.3and the theory of Krein spaces, there exist Hilbert superspaces
of parity 0 and of arbitrary signature. For instance, there exists four inequivalent classes of
Hilbert superspaces of total dimension 1, characterized by the value (e, e) € {1,i,—1,—i} for a
normalized generator e. As proved below, there does not exist Hilbert superspaces of parity 1
with arbitrary signature. Indeed, they are uniquely determined (up to isomorphism) by their
total dimensions.

Proposition 3.12 The signature of a Hilbert superspace H of parity 1 is given by sgn(H) =
(d,0,d,0), where d = dim(Hpy)) = dim(H[_y)). Moreover, the parity operator P gives an iso-
morphism between Hy) and H|_y.

ProoF Consider a fundamental symmetry J and the corresponding fundamental decomposition,
given by the eigenspaces of J. According to Proposition we have dim(H;) = dim(H_;)) = 0.
By Proposition we know that J2 = 1 and JHo = H;. We deduce that Hiy = Ker(1-J) =
Im(1+ J) = (14 J)Ho, and similarly H|_y) = (1 — J)Ho. Therefore, P’ gives an isomorphism
between H[;; and H_qj. |

Finally, we provide ways of constructing new Hilbert superspaces out of old ones. Given
a Hilbert superspace (H, (—, —)), a Hilbert sub-superspace F is a closed subspace of H which
is graded, i.e. F = FNHo@ FNHi, and such that (F,(—,—)|rxr) is a Hilbert superspace.
It is characterized below using the orthogonal of F w.r.t. the inner product (—, —), defined by
Fl={zecH|VeH, (z,y) =0}

Theorem 3.13 ([15], Theorem V.3.4) A graded subspace F < H is a Hilbert sub-superspace
if and only if F & F*+ = H.

Corollary 3.14 Let H be a Hilbert superspace and P € B(H) be an orthogonal projector, i.e.
P? = P = P'. Then Im(P) is a Hilbert sub-superspace of H.

If F is a Hilbert sub-superspace of H, the natural embedding is a bounded isometry. All
bounded isometries arise in this way.
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Proposition 3.15 Let ® : H) — @ be a bounded isometry. The operator ® satisfies
Im® @ (Im®)+ = H?. Both Im® and (Im®)* are Hilbert sub-superspaces of H? and Im® is
superunitarily equivalent to H™W.

PrOOF Assume ® : H() — 7 is a bounded isometry. By a direct adaptation of [I5, Theorem
V1.3.8], the operator ® satisfies Im® + (Im®)+ = H®). If u € Im® N (Im®)*, then we have
u = ®(x) and, for all y € HV, 0 = (u, ®(y))2 = (®(z), ®(y))2 = (z,y)1. Hence, z =0, u = 0
and we deduce that Im® @ (Im®)* = #H. Thanks to Theorem this implies that both Im®
and (Im®)~+ are Hilbert sub-superspaces of H?) . Since ® is an isometry, this is a linear bijection
from HM) to Im®. By Poposition both are superunitarily equivalent. |

The direct sum of two Hilbert superspaces is easily obtained.

Proposition 3.16 ([16]) Let (H", (-, —)1) and (H®, (—, —)2) be two Hilbert superspaces of
same parity o. The direct sum H = H") ®H? endowed with the superhermitian inner product

Ve, y € HY, Vao,yp € H?, (21 @ 20,51 @ y2) = (21, y1)1 + (22, 42)2,

is a Hilbert superspace of parity o. Moreover, the direct sum J = JU & J@ of any two
fundamental symmetries of H(Y) and H®) gives a fundamental symmetry of H. The component-
wise sum of two fundamental decompositions of HV) and H?) gives a fundamental decomposition
of H.

Up to our knowledge, the construction of the tensor product has not been developed in
the Krein setting. We provide it for Hilbert superspaces. Let (), (—, —)1) and (H®), (—, —)3)
be two Hilbert superspaces of parity o1,09 € Zs. There is a canonical superhermitian inner
product of parity o1 + o9 on the algebraic tensor product HD @ HO):

Yo,y € HY, Vag, yo € HP (21 @ 2o, 41 @ o) := (=) 12l () 01) ) (o y)a.  (3.4)

For any two fundamental symmetries J; and J, on H() and #® | we get a scalar product on
HO) @ H).
(1 ®@ w2, 91 @ y2) s = (T1,91).5 (T2, 92) 12 (3.5)

which satisfies (—, —); = (—, J—), where J is the operator
J(z1 ® x9) = (—1)roetortlzblea 2y @ Jy(as). (3.6)
Proposition 3.17 In same notations as above, we have:

e all scalar products (—,—); as in Equation (3.5)) induce the same pre-Hilbert topology on
HO @ H?);

e the inner product (—, —) extends continuously to the completed tensor product HM &H?);

o (HVQHP) (— —)) is a Hilbert superspace of parity o = o + 09, and the operators .J as
in Equation (3.6 are fundamental symmetries for it.

Proor Let Jy, Ji/ be two fundamental symmetries of HD and Jo, Jor two of H@ . Denote
by (= =)as (= =)y (= =), and (=, =), the four corresponding scalar products on
HD © HP) . Accordingly, we write || - || J1» €tc, for the corresponding norms. We shall prove
that they are all equivalent norms. Any z € H) @ #(2) admits a decomposition as follows



where k € N, (z ; )) is a family of elements in H") and (x§-2)) is a family of orthonormal elements
in the Hilbert space (), (=, —),). Then a direct computation shows that

l=ll%,, = ZH 3, - 1213,

By Theorem there exists ¢ > 0 such that || - ||, <¢[|- ||, ,. Therefore, we get

lell,, < ellzll,.

Repeating the same argument, we obtain that all the four above norms are equivalent. As a
consequence, H1) @ H? inherits of a canonical pre-Hilbert topology and admits a completion
HOGH ),

By Lemma (—, —) is globally continuous on XY @ H?). As J is unitary w.r.t. the scalar
product (—, —), this is a bounded operator on H") @ H(?). Therefore, (—, —) and .J extend to
the completion H(M&H 2 and turn it into a Hilbert superspace. [ |

The two Hilbert superspaces HO@H? and HA QKD are isomorphic via the superunitary
operator given by

Vxi € H(l), Vo € 7—[(2), 1 Q T9 > (—1)"””('“2'*"2)3;2 R x1.

We describe the fundamental decomposition of HM&H? below, using the operator A = 1@ il
on HU) = H(()]) @ ng), with j = 1,2. Note that A2 =P = 1@ —1 is the parity operator.

Proposition 3.18 The Hilbert superspace H := HY&H 2 inherits of the following fundamen-
tal decomposition, where k, ki, ko € Z4 = {0,1,2,3} and sums are taken modulo 4,

° ifal = 09 = 0,
2
Hiim) = @ ka1]®HE¢k)z}3

ki —(—1)kko=F

e ifoy=1and oy =0,

3 ) ? kafn@HEkL], ik € {0,2},
[i] = 1—ko=

0, if k € {1,3};
e if o1 = 09 = 1, denoting by span the completed linear span of a subset in H,

Hyp = span{z @ A¥y + (-1)"Pr @ PAy |z e 1Y), y e H})}.

PROOF For each of the three values of (01,03), the equations above define subspaces H -
In the three cases, direct computations using Equation show that (z,x) € ikar for all
T € My \ 0. It remains to prove that H = @, M. We proceed by a case analysis on the
values of (o1, 09).

If o1 = 09 = 0, the result follows from the fundamental decompositions of H(Y) and H?.

If o1 = 1 and 0o = 0, we obtain the announced decomposition of H thanks to the fundamental
decomposition of H(® and to the decompositions

HO =) o A1) and HO = An) @ APH).
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The latter are consequences of the proof of Proposition and of the equality A2 = P.

The last case, 01 = o9 = 1, is more involved. Let z € 7—[[(11}), Yy € 7—[[(12]) By the proof of

Proposition [3.12} for 5 = 1,2 we have ’H[(f]) =1+ Jj)H(()j), ie., z=xz0+ Jizp and y = yo + Joyo

with zg € Hél), Yo € ’H(()Q) . Hence, the generators of the subspace Hiir (as defined in the
proposition statement) read as

(1+ (=1)") (o ® yo + i*J1zo ® Jayo) + (1 — (—1)%)(J1zo @ yo + i*zo ® Jayo).
This means that

Huny = (1@ 1+ J, @ J) (H<1>®H<2>) and My = (1o 1+il® ) (H“)@H@)) .
The equalities Jj’Héj ) = ng ) for j = 1,2 imply then the following identities:

My & H_yy = HVeHY @ 1V eHD = H,,
Hig @ Hig = M OH © He oY = H.
The decomposition H = P, H ;) follows. [ ]

The signature of a tensor product can be easily obtained from the above proposition. In
particular, if both H®) and H® are of parity 1, then the four components of # have the same
dimension, equal to the one of 7—[[(11}) ®7—[[(12]).

The dual H* of a Hilbert superspace H is defined as the space of all continuous linear maps
H — C. As proved below, H* is canonically a Hilbert superspace and there is a canonical Riesz

anti-isomorphism between H and H*.

Proposition 3.19 The map = € H — "z € H*, defined by *z(y) := (z,y), is a homogeneous
antilinear bijection. Moreover, endowing H* with the superhermitian inner product

b, b
< xz, y>7‘l* = <way>7
the space H* becomes a Hilbert superspace anti-isomorphic to H.

PrRoOOF Let J be a fundamental symmetry of H. By Lemma the antilinear form "z is
continuous so that the map R : z — "z is valued in #*. Clearly, R is antilinear, even and
injective. By the Riesz theorem, for any ¢ € H*, there exists z € H such that ¢(y) = (z,y); =
(Jtz,y). Therefore, ¢ =°(JTz) and R is bijective.

We denote by o the parity of H. The inner product (—, —)y+ defined on H* is of same
degree that the one on H and non-degenerate. The following computation shows that it is also
superhermitian: for any z,y € H with |z| + |y| = o, we have (—1)"#I"vl = (—1)(eFlaDle+v) —
(—=1)lllyl(—1)olotlel+ly) = (—1)l#llv], Finally, any fundamental symmetry J of H induces a
fundamental symmetry of H* given by J = Ro J o R~!. Therefore, H* is a Hilbert superspace
anti-isomorphic to H via the superunitary operator R. |

3.3 Useful examples

We present three classes of examples of Hilbert superspaces. They are based on finite dimen-
sional graded spaces and functional spaces of square integrable functions on real and complex
superspaces.
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Example 3.20 ([15], page 100) Any finite-dimensional complex Zo-graded space H endowed
with a homogeneous superhermitian non-degenerate inner product (—,—) is a Hilbert super-
space. ¢

Example 3.21 ([16]) We consider the superspace D(R™™) of smooth functions with compact
support on R™™ Its elements read as o(z, £) = ZOLE(ZQ)" o (x)E¥ with v, € D(R™) (see (2.3)).

Berezin integration (2.5) induces the following superhermitian inner product on D(R™™)

(o)) = / dedé G O &) = Y e(a) / dz pa(@)a(z), (3.7)

OéE(Zg)"

where @ = (1,...,1) — a € (Z2)" and e(a) = +1 is determined by the relation (% =
e(a)€t--- & The operator J, defined as:

I (a(2)E%) = e(a)pa(@)E",

is a fundamental symmetry. The completion of D(R™"), w.r.t. the scalar product (—, J—) is a
Hilbert superspace of parity n mod 2, which coincides with the Lebesgue superspace LZ(R’”'”) ~
L*(R™,C) ® AR" introduced after (2.5).

If m = 0, the above construction provides a Hilbert superspace structure on H := /A C".
The Zy-grading is the standard one, Ho = @, A** C" and #; = @, A**™ C", and J coincides
with the Hodge dual. If n is odd, H is of parity 1 and signature (27~%,0,27=1 0). If n > 2 is
even, H is of parity 0 and the four eigenspaces of J are of same dimensions. They correspond to
spaces of differential forms over a point which are even or odd, self-dual or anti self-dual. Hence,
H is of signature (2772,2772,2"=2 27=2) If p = 0, then H = C is of parity 0 and signature
(1,0,0,0). ¢

Example 3.22 Consider coordinates (¢, p,&,n) € R2712% with ¢, p € RO and &, € RO™. The
complex superspace C™™ admits holomorphic coordinates (z,¢ ) given by z = g+ ip and ( =
€ +in. The canonical Kihler form on C™" reads as w = dpdg + 1 (dé’2 +dn ) dZdZ + %. It
derives from a Kéhler potential: w = 299 (|z|* + 4(¢). By deﬁnitlon holomorphic functions are

smooth functions ¢ € C>°(R?"?") such that d;¢ = 0 = Ozp. Hence, the algebra of holomorphic
functions satisfies Hol(C%") = A C" and Hol(C™"™) ~ Hol(C™) @ \C".
The Segal-Bargmann (or Bargmann-Fock) superspace is

H = {p € Hol(C™") | [{p, )| < o0},

where (—, —) is the superhermitian inner product given by
20)" o .-
() = ( 217)1 /dzddedC gp(z,qu(Z’C)e—(IZ\?-&-gCC),
T

with d¢d¢ = d¢md¢” - --dCldzl, ie. [d¢d¢ (g‘lgl : C_”(”) =1 (see (2.5) and below).
The Hermitian superspace (H, (—, —)) is a standard Hilbert superspace, as justified below.
Expanding holomorphic functions as ¢(z,¢) = > ,c(z,)n Pa(2)C%, with @ € Hol(C™), we get

that
|a\<|a\ 1> Al = e
= d d (03 (0% )
)= 3 (- (20)°! [ dadz ZaleIwn(2)e

OtG ZQ

where |a] = ag + -+ + oy, € N is the length of the multi-index a. Setting

Jo(z, )= 3 (-1 (i)l pa(z)e,

a€(Z2)™
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we obtain a scalar product (—, —); on H. Moreover, the operator J satisfies Jp = ¢ if ¢ is even
and Jo = iy if ¢ is odd. Therefore, the expressions /|{p, ¢)| and /{p, J¢) define equivalent
norms and H is complete w.r.t. the scalar product (—,—);. We conclude that (H,(—,—)) is a
Hilbert superspace, with fundamental symmetry J. Since J is equal to 1 on even functions and
il on odd functions, (#, (—, —)) is a standard Hilbert superspace.

If m = 0, the above construction turns H = A C" into a Hilbert superspace of parity 0
and signature (271,277 0,0), whose Zs-grading is the standard one. The normalization has
been chosen such that Hol(C°™) can be embedded isometrically into L?(R%?"), via the map
©(C) = @(&,m) = eip(C), with ¢ = € +in. However, Hol(C%") is not preserved by the Hodge
dual in L?(R0?").

In the sequel, we will have to deal with a slightly modified inner product on H ol((CO‘"),
namely

<%ww4%wjhwcw>wof?ﬂ, (3.8)

where i € R* and ¢ = 1. Then, each summand of the inner product is modified by the
factor (ha)”"a‘ and, depending on the sign of he, there are two Hilbert superspaces H oli((CO‘”).
Obviously, Hol . (C°") (i.e. he > 0) is the same Hilbert superspace as above whereas Hol_ (CO")
has signature (271, 0,0,2"1) if n is even and (0,271,271 0) if n is odd. ¢

4 Superunitary representations

In this section, we introduce the notion of superunitary representation on Hilbert superspaces
(SUR for short). We provide independently a definition of SUR for super Harish-Chandra pairs
and for Lie supergroups and prove that they are equivalent. Our definition of SUR generalizes
the one in [10] [11].

4.1 SUR of Lie groups

A superunitary representation (SUR) of a Lie group Gy on a Hilbert superspace H (see
Definition is defined as a group morphism 7y : Gog — U(H) such that, for all v € H, the
maps 7§ : g — mo(g)v are continuous on Gy. Since superunitary operators on H are bounded
for the Hilbert topology of H, SUR’s fall into the class of strongly continuous representations,
whose theory is well-developed [27]. In particular, if H is a Hilbert space, then SUR’s (H,m)
are unitary representations (see e.g. [27]), while if H is a Krein space they are Krein-unitary
representations as defined in [19).

Consider (/H(i),ﬂ'(()l)) with ¢ = 1,2, two SUR’s of the Lie group Gy. Intertwiners, or in-
tertwining operators, between these two SUR’s are bounded operators T' € B(?—l(l), 7-[(2)) which
intertwine the representation morphisms:

Y9Gy, Tomi(g)=n("(g)oT. (4.1)
The morphism space Hom(ﬂél),ﬂéz)) between two SUR’s is the space of even intertwiners.
Two SUR’s are said to be equivalent if they are related by a superunitary intertwiner 17" €
UMD, HP) (see Definition . A SUR is unitarizable if it is equivalent to a unitary repre-
sentation.

Remark 4.1 A superunitary representation (H, 7o) of a Lie group Gy is unitarizable if and
only if there exists a fundamental symmetry J of H which is preserved by the representation
operators, i.e., mo(g) o J = Jomy(g) for all g € Gy. The representation is then unitary w.r.t. the
scalar product (—,—);. This is automatically the case if H is a standard Hilbert superspace. ¢
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Example 4.2 Finite dimensional irreducible representations of non-compact simple Lie groups
are never unitarizable (except the trivial representation), however there might be SUR’s. For
instance, if k, [ are positive integers, this is the case of the standard representation of the pseudo-
unitary group SU(k,1) on C**! and of the representation of the spin groups Spin(k,l) on the
complex spinor module, see Section ¢

As mentioned above, the theory of strongly continuous representations applies to SUR’s.
Results in [27, pages 252-253] particularize as follows. For any SUR (#,m) of Gy, the space of
smooth vectors,

H* ={veH|nj €C®(Gy,H)},
is dense in H and stable under the action of the operators my(g) for all g € Gy. Examples of
smooth vectors are given by

mo(f)v = /G dg f(g)molg)v € H®,

where v € H and f € C>(Gp) has compact support. If X € Lie(Gp) and v € H™, then
the function ¢ + m(e!X)v € H™ is smooth in a neighborhood of zero and its derivative,
dmo(X)v := %‘t:O (mo(e"™)v), defines a Lie algebra morphism dmg : Lie(Gg) — End(H™). It
extends canonically to the universal enveloping algebra {(Lie(Gp)) as an algebra morphism.
Both dmp and its extension to 4(Lie(Gy)) are referred to as the infinitesimal representation
associated to (H,mp). The relative topology induced by the inclusion H*> C C*°(Gy, H) turns
H*> into a Fréchet space. Once a Hilbert norm || — || is chosen on #, the seminorms of H*> read
as ||dmo(X)(—)|, for X running over a basis of (Lie(Gy)).

If Hy is a Lie subgroup of Gy, then a SUR of G defines a SUR of Hy by restriction. Its space
of smooth vectors 7—[?}’0 is a Fréchet space which satisfies H* C H%OO C H and both inclusions
are strict in general. If Hy is the trivial group we have H7 = H as topological spaces. The
density property of H* in H can be generalized as follows.

Proposition 4.3 Let (H,m) be a unitarizable SUR of Gy and Hy < G a normal subgroup.
Then, H> is dense in HE .

PrOOF We need a lemma.

Lemma 4.4 Let (H,m) be a unitarizable SUR of Gy and Hy < Gy a normal subgroup. For
all v € Hy and g € Go, we have mo(g)v € HF,. Moreover, mq restricts as a continuous map
mo : Go X Hyj — Hyy, for the Fréchet topology of HE .

PROOF Since 7y is unitarizable, the topology on H is given by a Hilbert norm which is preserved
by all the representation operators my(g) with g € Go. This norm is denoted by || — ||
Let v € HF} and g € Go. By definition of dmo, we have

dmo(X)mo(g)v = mo(g)dmo(Ady(X))v,

for all X € Y(Lie(Hp)). Since mp is unitarizable and Ady(X) € U(Lie(Hp)) (recall that Hy
is normal), we have ||m(g)dmo(Ady(X))v|| < +o00. Hence, the element mo(g)v € H has finite
seminorms, [|dmo(X)mo(g)v|| < +oo for all X € U(Lie(Ho)), and we have mo(g)v € HE, -
Consider v € H3} , g € Go and a sequence (g;) in Go converging to g. As 7 is unitarizable,
for all X € U(Lie(Hy)), we get
[dmo(X)mo(g;)v—dmo(X)mo(g)v||
< lImolgy)dmo(Ady, X)v — mo(g)dmo(Ady X o]
< llmo(g5) (dro(Ady, X)o = dro(AdyX)0) ||+ (mo(g5) — mo(9))dmo(Ady X e
< |ldmo(Adg, X)v — dmo(Ady X)v|| 4 [|(m0(g;) — mo(g))dmo(Adg X)v]].

20



Since 7o is strongly continuous, we have lim; o ||(m0(g;) — 70(9))dmo(AdgX)v|| = 0. We also
have lim; . [|dmo(Ady, X )v — dmo(AdyX)v|| = 0, as a consequence of lim; ;oo Ady, X = Ady X
and of the continuity of the linear map Lie(Hp) 2 Y — dmo(Y)v € H. Therefore, the map

Go > g = 71—0(9),0 € ,H?{Oov

is continuous. Since My, is a Fréchet space, this implies the joint continuity of the map mg :
Go x Hy, — My, (see [27, page 219]). [ |

We are now ready to prove the proposition. Let v € Hp and choose a decreasing se-
quence of compact subsets (K);en of Gy converging to {eq,}. Then, there exists a sequence of
smooth positive functions (f;) such that Supp(f;) € K; and fGo fj = 1. Applying Proposition
4.1.1.2. in [27] to the strongly continuous representation mo : Gio x HF — H3} , we get that
lim; 00 mo(fj)v = v in the topology of H3; . Since (mo(f;j)v) € H™, this proves that H> is
dense in H7 . |

4.2 SUR of super Harish-Chandra pairs

For a super Harish-Chandra pair (Go, gr), representations by bounded operators are too re-
strictive [I0]. Instead, one should fix a common domain of definition for operators represent-
ing the odd elements of the R-Lie superalgebra gg. A natural choice is the space of smooth
vectors H> for the underlying superunitary representation of the Lie group Gg. Recall that
gr = (9r)o @ (gr)1 and (gr)o = Lie(Go).

Definition 4.5 Let (G, gr) be a super Harish-Chandra pair. A superunitary representa-
tion (SUR) of (G, gr) is a triple (H, mg, «) such that

e 7 is a Hilbert superspace;
e 7y : Gop — U(H) is a superunitary representation of the Lie group Go on H;
e 7, : gr — End(H™) is a R-Lie superalgebra morphism such that m, = dmp on (ggr)o and

Vg e Gy, VX € (gr)1,  m(X)T = -7, (X),
me(Adg (X)) = mo(g)me(X)mo(g9) ", (4.2)

where H° is the space of smooth vectors of the representation my and Ad : Gg X gr — gr
is the defining action of the pair (Go, gr)- ¢

Since 7, = dmp on (gr)o, the display holds for all X € gg. If Gy is connected, the second
line of the display is redundant, this is a consequence of the fact that 7, is a R-Lie superalgebra
morphism. If H is a standard Hilbert superspace, i.e. H|_j) = H|_; = 0, the above definition
reduces exactly to the definition of a superunitary representation in [I0]. Note that 7 is not
(yet) asked to be unitarizable.

Remark 4.6 Given a SUR (H, m, m«) of (Go, gr), consider the operators m,(X) with X € gg.
The condition 7,(X) = —m,(X) allows to prove easily that m.(X) is closable. Since m.(X)
is defined on the whole Fréchet space H°, it is continuous w.r.t. the Fréchet topology of H>,
by the closed graph theorem for Fréchet spaces. As a consequence of this result, the operators
7«(X) are bounded if H>* = H. ¢
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Consider (K1), 71'(()]),7'()9)) with j = 1,2, two SUR’s of the super Harish-Chandra pair (Gg, gr)-
Clearly, an intertwiner 7" of the underlying G-representations (see Equation ) preserves the
spaces of smooth vectors, T((H1))>) C (%)), The operator T is an intertwiner of the full
SUR’s of the super Harish-Chandra pair if it also satisfies

VX € g, Yo e (HD)®, (Tor)(X))v= (7 (X)oT)w. (4.3)

Morphisms between two SUR’s are the even intertwiners. If there exists a superunitary inter-
twiner, T € U(HWD, H?), then (7—[(1),77(()1),779)) and (7‘[(2),71'(()2),71'9)) are said to be isomorphic
or equivalent. As usual, to be isomorphic is an equivalence relation and one can speak of equiv-
alence classes of SUR’s. If gr = (gr)o, SUR’s of (Go, gr) coincide with SUR’s of the Lie
group Go, as well as their intertwiners.

Given a SUR (H,mg, m«) , a closed subspace F < H is said (7, m,)-invariant if mo(g)F C F
for all g € Gy and T (X)(FNH>®) € FNH> for all X € gr. If F is in addition a Hilbert
sub-superspace of H, then (F, g, m) is a SUR called a sub-representation of (H, mo, 7).

Definition 4.7 Let (H, o, m) be a SUR of a super Harish-Chandra pair (G, gr). It is called
indecomposable if it admits no proper sub-representation and (graded-)irreducible if there
exists no proper closed (g, m,)-invariant (graded) subspace F < H. ¢

The orthogonal of a sub-representation is clearly a sub-representation. Hence, a SUR can
always be decomposed as a direct sum of indecomposable SUR’s. A graded-irreducible SUR is
always indecomposable but the converse is not always true, see Example below. There exist
graded-irreducible SUR’s which are not irreducible, see Example below.

If (H(j),w(()j),ﬂ(j)) with j = 1,2 are two SUR’s of the super Harish-Chandra pair (Go, gr),
one can form their direct sum by considering the triple

(HD o H), W(()l) @ W(()Q),Wil) @ m(kz))-

This is straightforwardly a SUR of (Go, gr) since (H(M) @ H®)> = (HD)* g (12,

Let (H), W(()j) , 779)) with j = 1,2 be two SUR’s of the super Harish-Chandra pairs (G(()j) , g]g)).
We want to construct their tensor product. First, we set H := H(V&H? by using the Hilbert
tensor product (see Proposition , and mo(g1, g2) == Wél)(gl) ® 7r(()2) (g2), for g1 € G(()l) and
go € G(()Q). The pair (H, ) is a SUR of the Lie group Gy := G(Ol) X G(()Q). Then, the natural
definition of the representation m, would be

(X1, X2)(v1 @ v2) 1= (W»(Fl)(Xl)’ln) ®ve +v1 ® (ﬂ£2)(X2)v2)-

The operators 7, (X1, X2) are well-defined on the algebraic tensor product (H™M)® @ (H(2))>
which is included in H*°. But in general, they are not defined on the whole of H* and do not
stabilize it. However, if both conditions are satisfied, the resulting representation (#,mg, m.) is
a SUR of (G{V x P, gl @ g@).

One is often interested in the tensor product of two SUR’s of the same Harish-Chandra pair
(Go, 9r), viewed as a representation of the original pair. However, restriction of a SUR to a
sub-pair is a delicate notion, discussed below. In particular, even if the tensor product exists
as a SUR of (Go x Gy, gr @ gr), its restriction to the diagonal sub-pair (Go, gr) might not be a
SUR, see Example
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Let (H,mo,m«) be a SUR of a super Harish-Chandra pair (G, gr). Consider a sub-pair
(Hp,br), i.e., Hy is a subgroup of Go, hr is a R-Lie sub-superalgebra of gr and the action
Hy x hr — bp is the restriction of the defining action Gy x gr — gr of (Gp, gr). Recall that the
spaces of smooth vectors on G and Hy satisfy then H> C HP . The SUR (H, o, x) admits
a restriction to (Ho, hg) if there exists a map w!’ : br — End(H%,) such that (¥, mo, 77) is a
SUR of (Hy, hg) and

VX € b, Yo e H®, 7 (X)v=m.(X)v. (4.4)

It HF = M, then the restriction always exists and is unique. The general case is more
involved. For X € (hr)o, one can set 7 (X) := d( 7o z7,) (X)) which is a continuous operator on
HF, . However, if X € (hr)1, there is no natural way to define 7 (X) on M7, in general. Thus,
restriction to a sub-pair might not exist, see Example We provide below conditions for a
restriction to exist and be unique when 7y is unitarizable.

Proposition 4.8 Let (H,m, ) be a SUR of a super Harish-Chandra pair (Go, gr), with m
unitarizable, and (Hy, hr) be a sub-pair with Hy a normal subgroup of Go. The SUR (H, 7y, 7«)
admits a restriction to (Hy,br) if and only if the operators m.(X) are continuous w.r.t. the
Fréchet topology of Hyj for all X € (hr)1. If it exists, the restriction is unique and given by
(H, 7o, wH) with wH (X)) the continuous extension of m,(X) to Hi -
PROOF Assume that (H, 7o, T«) admits a restriction to (Ho, bgr), denoted by (H,mo, 7). By
Remark for all X € (hr)1, the operators 7 (X) € End(Hg, ) are continuous w.r.t. the
Fréchet topology of H7; . Hence, by Equation , the same holds for the operators . (X).
Conversely, assume that the operators 7. (X) € End(H*°) are continuous w.r.t. the Fréchet
topology of H7 for all X € (hr)1. By Lemma for all X € (bgr)o, the operator m(X) =
dmo(X) can be extended as a continuous endomorphism of H37 , denoted by 7H(X). We obtain
amap 7! : hp — End(H)) such that (#,m, x}") is a restriction of the SUR (#, mo, ).
Assume that (H,mg,m.) admits two restrictions to (Hy,hr), denoted by (H,mq, (x1)1),
with 7 = 1,2. For all X € bg, the Equation yields the operator equality (r)()(X) =
(rH)2)(X) on H>®. Since H>® is dense in HF, (see Proposition and the two operators are
continuous, we conclude that (77)M(X) = (7#)®)(X) on the whole of Hip, - This means that
the two restrictions coincide. |

4.3 Strong SUR of super Harish-Chandra pairs

Now, we introduce a stronger notion of representation for a super Harish-Chandra pair (Go, gr).
It relies on the odd derived pair (D(Gy), D(gr)), where D(gr) := [(9r)1, (gr)1] ® (gr)1 and
D(G)) is the connected Lie subgroup of Gy with Lie algebra [(gr)1, (gr)1]. Therefore, the R-Lie
superalgebra D(gr) is an ideal of gr satisfying (D(gr))1 = (gr)1 and the Lie group D(Gy) is a
normal subgroup of Gj.

Definition 4.9 A strong superunitary representation (strong SUR) of (Gg, gr) is a SUR
(H, 7o, mx) such that

e (H,mp) is unitarizable;
e (H,mo, ) admits a restriction to (D(Go), D(gr))- ¢

By Proposition the restriction to (D(Go), D(gr)) is unique. Moreover, the analog of
Remark [4.6] for strong SUR rephrases as follows.
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Proposition 4.10 Let (H,m, m«) be a strong SUR of (Go, gr). Then, for any X € (gr)1, the
operator m,(X) is continuous w.r.t. the Fréchet topology of H%O(GO). If in addition HODO(GO) =H,
then 7,(X) extends uniquely as a bounded operator on H.

A SUR (H, 7o, m«) might fail to be a strong SUR because 7 is not unitarizable, see Example
or because there exists X € (gr)1 such that m,(X) € End(H>) is not continuous w.r.t.
to the Fréchet topology of ’HODO(GO), see Example The case where H is a standard Hilbert
superspace is remarkable in this respect.

Proposition 4.11 Let H be a standard Hilbert superspace. Then, any SUR (H, mg, ms) of any
super Harish-Chandra pair (G, gr) is a strong SUR.

PRrROOF This is a direct consequence of Proposition 2 in [10]. [ |

The next Lemma provides an alternative description for strong SUR’s.

Lemma 4.12 Let (Go, gr) be a super Harish-Chandra pair and (H,n) a unitarizable SUR of
Go. Assume there exists a map p: (gr)1 — End(HODO(GO)) such that

(j) VXY € (Q]R)I; v e H™, [IO<X)7P(Y)])U = dT('()([X, Y])U ’
(ii) VX € (gr)1, p(X)T = —p(X) ;
(iii) Vg € Go, X € (gr)1, mo(9)p(X)mo(9™") = p(AdgX) .

Then, there exists a unique map m, such that (H,mo, ) is a strong SUR and 7.(X)v = p(X)v

for all X € (gr)1 and v € H>. Conversely, if (H,mo, ) is a strong SUR with (H,Wo,WE(GO))

its restriction to the odd derived pair, then p := (7'('*D(GO))

\(gr): Satisfies (i), (ii) and (iii).
PROOF We first prove the uniqueness of 7. If X € (gr)o, by definition of a SUR, we should have
T« (X) = dmp(X) € End(H™). If X € (gr)1, by hypothesis, we should have 7.(X)v := p(X)v
for all v € H™®.

We prove now that (#H, 7o, 7) is indeed a strong SUR if 7, is defined as above. Let v € H*°
and X € V. Consider the map

g€ Gy —  m(g)p(X)v. (4.5)

By hypothesis (iii), we have my(g)p(X)v = p(AdgX)mo(g)v. The map g — m(g)v is smooth
because v is a smooth vector, the adjoint action g — AdyX is smooth and the map p is linear.
Hence, the map in is smooth. This means that m.(X)v := p(X)v € H*>. Therefore,
7« defines a map 7, : gr — End(#H>). The hypothesis (i) and (4i7) ensure that m, is a R-Lie
superalgebra morphism. Then, it is direct to check that (#, 7, 7«) is a SUR. By (i7) and Remark
for all X € (gr)1, the operators 7.(X) are continuous with respect to the Fréchet topology
of HODO(GO). By applying Proposition E we deduce that (H, mp, m,) is a strong SUR of (G, gr)-

The converse statement is obvious. ]

Morphisms of strong SUR’s are simply morphisms of the underlying SUR’s. The notion of
equivalence is the same for SUR’s and for strong SUR’s. Note that, if there exists a superunitary
intertwiner between a SUR (H, 7T(()1), 7r£1)) and a strong SUR (H®, 7r(()2), 7r£2)), then the SUR
(H(l),wél),wil)) is a strong SUR. In other words, the category of strong SUR’s is a strictly full
subcategory of the category of SUR’s. By Proposition and Theorem the category of
SUR’s on standard Hilbert superspaces, introduced in [10], is a strictly full subcategory of the
category of strong SUR’s.

24



A strong SUR is indecomposable, graded-irreducible or irreducible if and only if the under-
lying SUR does.

Schur’s Lemma states that the intertwiners of an irreducible representation are the scalar
multiples of identity. As is well-known, it holds for finite dimensional representations and for
unitary representations of Lie groups. It also holds for strong SUR’s of super Harish-Chandra
pairs on standard Hilbert superspaces [10]. However, up to our knowledge, no analog of Schur’s
Lemma is known for Krein-unitary representations, and a fortiori for SUR’s. We restrict our at-
tention to strong SUR’s (H, 7, 74) of a super Harish-Chandra pair (Gg, gr), where H is a general
Hilbert superspace. Then, by definition, the Go-representation (#,my) admits a unitarization.
Hence, it can be decomposed into a direct integral of unitary irreducible Gy-representations. In
the following, we assume that the involved measure is discrete, i.e.,

H=EPHoF, (4.6)

i€l

where [ is a given set (of arbitrary cardinality) and we have: (#;);cr is a sequence of Hilbert
spaces carrying inequivalent unitary irreducible representations of Gy and (F;);cs is a sequence
of Hilbert spaces carrying the trivial representation of Gjy.

Proposition 4.13 (Schur’s Lemma) Let (H, 7o, m) be a strong SUR which decomposes as
in (4.6) and T a homogeneous intertwiner of (H, g, ). Assume there exists i € I such that
dim F; < oo. If (H,mo, ms) is irreducible then T' is a scalar multiple of the identity operator. If
(H, o, ms) is graded-irreducible then T is is a scalar multiple of the identity operator 1 or of a
fixed involutive odd operator A.

PROOF Assume that T € B(H) is an intertwiner of the irreducible SUR (#H, 7o, 7«). By Corollary
4.3.1.3 in [27], T maps irreducible unitary Go-representations to equivalent ones. As the spaces
H; carry inequivalent Go-representations for different i € I, we have T(H;®F;) C H;®F;, for
all i € I. Hence, T' admits a block-diagonal decomposition T" = @, ; T; with T; € B(H;&F;).
Applying classical Schur’s Lemma to the unitary representations H;®F; of Go, we get that
T,=1®¢t; with t; € B(Fl)

Consider i € I such that dimF; < oo. Then, the linear operator ¢; admits at least one
complex eigenvalue A € C. The eigenspace

Hy:={veH|Tv= I}

is then non-zero. As T is a continuous homogeneous operator, H, is a closed subspace of H.
Since T intertwines the (Go, gr)-action, the space Hy is (mp, 7«)-stable. Therefore, (H,mo, 7x)
being irreducible, we conclude that Hy = H and T = A1

If (H,mo, 7s) is graded-irreducible, we can formulate the same arguments for an intertwiner
T of degree 0. Then, H, is a closed graded subspace of H, which is (7, 7, )-stable. So, H) = H
and T = M. The composition of two odd intertwiners 7, 7" is an even intertwiner, so that T
and 7" differ by a scalar multiple. Hence, every odd intertwiner is a scalar multiple of a fixed
involutive odd operator A. |

A direct sum of strong SUR’s is automatically a strong SUR. As for the tensor product of
strong SUR’s, it might not be a strong SUR and even not a SUR. The restriction of a strong
SUR of (Go, gr) to a sub-pair (Hy, hr) exists and is unique if D(Gy) € Hy C Go and it is a
strong SUR. However, restrictions to general sub-pairs might not exist.

Sufficient conditions for a tensor product to be a strong SUR are stated in the next propo-
sition.
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Proposition 4.14 Let (H(j),ﬂ(()j),wij)) be two strong SUR’s of (G(()j),g]g)), for j = 1,2. Set
M= HOGH® and (Go, gr) := (G x G2, g @ ). If the equalities (HO) o) = HY)
hold for j = 1,2, then there exists a unique strong SUR (H,my, 7«) of (Go, gr) on H 0such that

e for all (g1,¢92) € Go and v; @ vy € HO @ HP | we have

m0(g1, 92) 01 ® v2 = 7Y (g1)o1 ® 7 (g2) 02 ; (4.7)

o for all (X1, Xs) € gr and v1 @ vy € (HM)>® @ (H?)>, we have
(X1, X2) v1 ® 09 = 7T>(k1)(X1)U1 ® vy +v1 ® 7r£2)(X2)U2- (4.8)

The strong SUR (H, mg, m«) is called the tensor product representation.

PROOF Since (H(j),ﬂ(()j)) are unitarizable for j = 1,2, there exists a unique map mg : Go — H

satisfying (4.7). Clearly, (H,mp) is a unitarizable SUR of Gy.
As (H(j))?)o(c(”) = HU, the operators TFiJ)(Xj) are bounded on HU) for all X; € Lie (D(GE)]))),
with j = 1,2. “In view of Formula (4.8), if X € Lie(D(Gy)), the operator m.(X) is then
bounded on the dense subspace (H())>® @ (H()> C #H. This implies that m.(X) € B(H)

and Hp5 ) = H. By Proposition [4.10, for any X; € (gﬁg))l the operators ﬂ(j)(Xj) extend

as bounded operators on H1). Therefore, so does m,(X) if X € (gr)1 and we get a linear
map p : (gr)1 — B(H) which satisfies p(X)v = m.(X)v for all X € (gr)1 and v € H™. As
(H(j), W(()j),w(j)) are SUR’s, for j = 1,2, the map p satisfies the three hypotheses of Lemma
on (”H(l))OO ® (7—[(2))00. Since the latter space is dense in H, Lemma applies and we conclude
that there exists a unique strong SUR (H, 7o, 7.) satisfying Equations —. |

Sufficient conditions to have restrictions of a strong SUR to any sub-pair are stated in the
next proposition.

Proposition 4.15 If (H,m, ) is a strong SUR of (G, gr) such that H%O(GO) = H, then it
admits a restriction to any sub-pair of (Go, gr).

Proor Consider (Hp, hr) a sub-pair of (Go, gr). The SUR (H, mp) of Gy automatically restricts
as a SUR of Hy and we have H%O(GO) - H%O(HO) C H. As H%O(GO) = H, we deduce that
Hp i, = H- By Proposition if X € (gr)1 the operator m,(X) extends as a bounded
operator on H, denoted by p(X). Hence, we get a linear map p : (gr)1 — B(#H). One easily
checks that Lemma [4.12)applies. As a result, we get a restriction of (¥, mo, 7.) to (Hp, hr) which
is a strong SUR. |

4.4 SUR and strong SUR of Lie supergroups

In this section, we provide a definition of (strong) SUR for Lie supergroups and show that it
agrees with the one for super Harish-Chandra pairs via the equivalence between both structures.
As a Lie supergroup is a patching of (even part of) graded .A-vector spaces, representations
of G should be valued in graded .A-vector spaces (see section . Given a Hilbert superspace
(H,(—,—)), the superhermitian inner product is extended by A-bilinearity to A ® H:

(av, bw) = (=1)laloH I+ Dgh 0y, w), (4.9)
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for a,b € Ac, v,w € H and o is the parity of H. This means that the degree o of the inner
product is carried by its left bracket, as for an inner product defined by an integral (see Examples
and. If F is a dense subspace of (H, (—, —)), we will consider the group of superunitary
operators U4 (A ® F), which consists of even invertible A-linear maps B : A® F — A® F such
that

Yo,w e F, (Bv, Bw)= (v,w).

Note that no continuity assumptions are made on the maps B.

Definition 4.16 A superunitary representation (SUR) of a Lie supergroup G is a triple
(H, o, ) such that

e 7 is a Hilbert superspace;
e 7y : BG — U(H) is a superunitary representation of BG on H;

o 7:G — Ux(ARH™) is a group morphism such that

YoeH®, n:g—m(g)veC(G,ARH™),
Vg e G, w(Bg)v=m(Bg)v, (4.10)

where H° is the space of smooth vectors of the representation . ¢

A morphism between two SUR’s (H), W(()j),ﬂ'(j)), with j = 1,2, of a Lie supergroup G is a
morphism of the underlying BG-representations T € Hom(ﬂ(()l), 7r[()2)) such that

Vge @, Ywe Aw (HY)>, (1aT)orx(g)v=7%(g)o (1a T,

where 1 denotes the identity operator on A.

Let G be a Lie supergroup and H be a Lie sub-supergroup. A SUR (H, mo, 7) of G admits a
restriction to H if there exists a map 7 : H — Ua(A® HTy;) such that (H,mo, 77) is a SUR
of H and

Vhe H, Vv AR H®, wf(h)v=r(h)v.

Here, Hz}; denotes the space of smooth vectors on BH < BG.
Let G be a Lie supergroup. The odd derived supergroup D(G) < G is the connected Lie
sub-supergroup of G with Lie superalgebra D(g) := [g1,91] ® g1 < g = Lie(G).

Definition 4.17 A strong superunitary representation (strong SUR) of a Lie supergroup
G is a SUR (H, mp, m) such that

e (H,mp) is unitarizable;

o (H,mp, m) admits a restriction to D(G). ¢

A morphism between two strong SUR’s of a Lie supergroup G is a morphism of the underlying
SUR’s.

Recall that a Lie supergroup G, of dimension m|n, induces a Lie group BG, of dimension
m, and a Lie supergroup GV-*4 of dimension m|0, obtained from BG by Ag-scalar exten-
sion. Under the equivalence between Lie supergroups and super Harish-Chandra pairs, G cor-
responds to (BG, Bg), G¥° 4 corresponds to (BG, Bgo) and the odd derived Lie sub-supergroup
D(G) corresponds to the odd derived sub-pair (D(BG), D(Bg)). Recall that Lie(BG) = Bgy,
Lie(G¥>4) = A ® By, Lie(G) = g = A® Bg and go = Ay ® Bgo © A; @ Bg.
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Theorem 4.18 Let G be a Lie supergroup and (BG,Bg) the corresponding super Harish-
Chandra pair.

(i) The categories of SUR’s of G and (BG,Bg) are equivalent.

(ii) The categories of strong SUR’s of G and (BG,Bg) are equivalent.

Proor We need lemmas.

Lemma 4.19 The SUR’s of BG and G“-°% are in 1 : 1 correspondence via the map (H,mg)
(H, mo, 7o), where g is given by

Yo € H*®, Vg € G4 To(g)v = ng(g), (4.11)
with ;r\g € C®(G"4 A ® H>) the smooth extension of the map 7§ € C®(BG,H>), see (2.2).

ProOOF If (H,mo,n) is a SUR of GV then (H,mp) is obviously a SUR of BG. Conversely,
assume that (H, 7o) is a SUR of BG. Let my be defined by Equation (4.11)). For all g,¢" € BG
and v,w € H*>, we have

To(g) (v+w) = To(g)v+mo(g)w, mo(9)(To(g')v) = To(gg )v and  (mo(g)v, To(g)w) = (v, w).

By definition, two smooth functions in C®(G¥-°4', A ® H>) that coincide on BG are equal.
Hence, the above equalities hold for any g, ¢’ € G and (H, m, 7o) is then a SUR of G™-o<",
Moreover, if (H, 7o, 7) is a SUR of G¥*4" then, by definition, 7(—)v must be a smooth extension
of mo(—)v. This means that m = my. Therefore, the correspondence between SUR’s of BG and
G4 is one-to-one. |

Lemma 4.20 Let (H,mo,7) be a SUR of G. There exists a unique map dr : Bg — End(H*>)
whose A-linear extension to g satisfies

d
VX € go, Yo € H, dn(X)v:

= ) (e ).

The map dr is a R-Lie superalgebra morphism which satisfies Equation (4.2]).

PRrROOF Consider v € H*®. Since the exponential map X ~— eX is smooth in a neighborhood
of 0 € go, the map X — dn(X)v is smooth on gy. Routine arguments, similar as for strongly
continuous representations of Lie groups, show that dr : gg — End(A®H>°) is a Lie superalgebra
morphism which satisfies Equation . By Remark dr is the A-linear extension of a map
Bg — End(#H>) which shares the same properties. Namely, this map is a R-Lie superalgebra
morphism satisfying Equation . |

We are ready to prove the theorem. We first show (7).

Let (H,mo,m) be a SUR of G. By Lemma [4.20] 7 induces a linear map dr : Bg — End(H™)
such that (#H,mo,dr) is a SUR of (BG, Bg).

Conversely, let (#H,m, ) be a SUR of (BG,Bg). Applying Lemma @7 one gets a SUR
(H, 7o, o) of GV, Extending 7, by A-linearity, each element X € g!) = A; ® Bg; defines
a nilpotent operator m,(X), satisfying 7,(X)T = —7,(X). As a result, exponentiation gives a
well-defined operator exp(m,(X)) € U4(A @ H™). According to Proposition for each g € G
there exists a unique couple (g, X) € G4 x g(M) such that g = goe¥. We define the map
TG = UL(H® @ A) by

—

7(9) := 7o(g0) exp(m (X)). (4.12)
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Consider ¢’ € G and (gh,X") € G¥°% x g such that ¢ = gheX. We use successively:
Equation (4.12)), the extension to GV->4 of the second line in Equation (4.2)), Proposition
the property exp(dmo(X)) = mo(e™) if X € Ag ® (gr)o and Equation (A.2), to get

m(g9)7(g") = To(go) exp (m«(X))To(g0) exp (m(X")),
70(90)70(g0) exp (7 (Ad gr)—1 X)) exp (m (X)),
O(gog{)) exp (W*(BCHo(Ad(g/)le, X/))) exXp (W*(BCHl(Ad(gé)le, X’))),

(90 6 BCHo( Ad(g )1 XX )> exp (W*(BCHl(Ad(gé)—lX, X/)))7
99').

This means that 7 is a group morphism. Then, one can trivially check that (#,m,7) is a SUR
of G.

We prove now that the two constructions are inverse of each other. Start with a SUR
(H,mp, ) of a super Harish-Chandra pair and let 7 be given by Equation , so that
(H,m, ) is a SUR of the corresponding Lie supergroup. By definition of SUR’s of Lie super-
groups and of super Harish-Chandra pairs, on Bgg, we have dm = dmg = .. On Bgy, dr is also
equal to m,. Indeed, by definition of «, for all X € Bg;, we have

d

Yo e H®, dr(X)v= p )

Il
:]

Il
M)

Il
N

>]

v= LI explra(tX))w = 7 (X)o.

tX
=Gl

(e

Conversely, consider a SUR, (H, 7y, 7) of a Lie supergroup and let m, := dm, so that (H, mg, )
is a SUR of the corresponding super Harish-Chandra pair. Then, the map defined by Equation
([.12)) coincides with m on G™-°4. Tt coincides with 7 on all of G because exp(dr(X)) = n(eX)
for all X e g(M).

It remains to check that, under the above correspondence of representations, morphisms of
SUR’s go to morphisms of SUR’s. Let (%), W[()j),ﬂ£j)) with j = 1,2 be two SUR’s of a super
Harish-Chandra pair and let 7() be given by Equation , so that (H(j ),W(()j ), Y )) are SUR’s
of the corresponding Lie supergroups. Consider an even bounded operator T € B(HM), H ).
Then, one can easily prove the following equivalences

Vg ceGvod To W(()l)(IB%g) = 71'((32) (Bg)oT « TomoM(g) =P (g)o T,
VX € gV = 4 ®Bg, TorBX)=1PBX)oT & Toexp(n" (X)) = exp(n® (X))o T.

In view of Equation ([£.12)), we deduce that T is a morphism between the two SUR’s (H) 71'(()] ), g )),

with j = 1,2, if and only if T" is a morphism between the two SUR’s (’H(j), Wéj), W(j)). Therefore
(1) is proved.

Strong SUR’s are SUR’s such that the underlying Lie group representation is unitarizable
and the restriction to the odd derived Lie sub-supergroup/super Harish-Chandra sub-pair is a
SUR. Hence, (i) follows from (7). [ |

In the following, we freely use the equivalence of categories between Lie supergroups and
Harish-Chandra super-pairs, and between their (strong) SUR’s. They are denoted by (H, o, 7)
or (H,m, ) depending on the context and we freely refer to the other map m, or 7 respec-
tively. Along the equivalence of categories stated in Theorem one can transport from super
Harish-Chandra pairs to Lie supergroups the definitions of irreducible, graded-irreducible and
indecomposable (strong) SUR as well as direct sum or tensor product of (strong) SUR’s. This
is obvious and left to the reader.
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4.5 Examples

We illustrate definitions and properties above on examples. The illustrated notions are explicitly
mentioned right before each example.

In the next three examples we use the Abelian supergroup R™" whose super Harish-Chandra
pair is (R, R™ @ R"™). Its odd derived supergroup is RO" with super Harish-Chandra pair
(0,R™).

The necessity of A-scalar extension for the map 7 in Definition of SUR is illustrated on
the left regular representation of R”/", with n = 0.

Example 4.21 The Hilbert superspace H := L?(R™°) is isomorphic to L?(R™) (see Example
3.21). Each element ¢ € L?(R™) corresponds to an element ¢ € L?(R™0). If ¢ is a smooth
function, ¢ is given by Equation . The superspace H carries a SUR of the Abelian Lie
group R™, given by

Yy ER™,  (mo(y)d) =T3P,

where 7, : £ — @(z—y). The space of smooth vectors 1> is then the space of smooth functions
on R™Y whose all derivatives are square integrable. The left regular representation of RO is
the triple (H, 7o, ) where 7 is given by

vy e R, (2()p)i=re= 3 M (i)

veN™

Therefore, 7(y)@ is not in H* but in AR H™>. One easily checks that (#, 7o, ) is a strong SUR
of R™0. The corresponding infinitesimal representation of R™ reads as m,(e;) = —0,:, where
(e;) is the Cartesian basis of R™ and (z°) its Cartesian coordinate system. ¢

An indecomposable but reducible strong SUR is given by the left regular representation of
the Abelian Lie supergroup R™", with m = 0.

Example 4.22 Functions in the Hilbert superspace H := L?(R%") ~ AR®®C read as ¢ : £
(&) =3, val® in multi-index notation, with & = (¢1,...,&") € RO". We set

v e R, (w(n)e)(€) = w(€ — n).

One easily checks that (#,1,7) is a strong SUR of R%™. In the Cartesian basis (e;) of R”, the
infinitesimal representation is given by 7 (e;) = —0i. Therefore, constant functions pertain
to all (mp, 7« )-invariant subspace of LQ(R()'”). In particular, the representation is indecompos-
able. As the 1-dimensional space of constant functions is (g, 74 )-invariant and of degree 0, the
representation is not graded-irreducible if n > 2. ¢

There are also graded-irreducible strong SUR that admit proper closed invariant subspaces
(but they are not graded). Such SUR are not irreducible.

Example 4.23 Functions in the Hilbert superspace H = L*(R") ~ AC read as ¢ : &€ —
©(€) = po + 1€, with € € RO We set

v e RN (m(n)e)(€) == (1 — n&)p(& —n).

One easily checks that (7,1, 7) is a strong SUR of R, whose infinitesimal representation is
given by m,(t) = —t({+0¢). Therefore, the space {¢o(14&) | o € C} is the only proper (o, my)-
invariant subspace of L? (R0|1). As it is non-graded, the representation is graded-irreducible but
not irreducible. ¢
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The next three examples concern the Heisenberg Lie supergroup Hy|; g, whose super Harish-
Chandra pair is (R, (hoj1,0)r). It is also known as the 1|1-dimensional one-parameter Lie super-
group and its odd derived supergroup is itself. We start with the description of the left regular
representation, which is a strong SUR.

Example 4.24 The left regular representation of Hy o on itself is the strong SUR (H, mo, )
with H = L2(RU),
Voe M, Vy eR, mo(y)p(z,§) = plz —y,8), (4.13)

Vo € H*,V(y,n) € Hopo, m(y,mp(x,&) = oz —y — %nf,ﬁ =) (4.14)

Here, the space of smooth vectors H of m is the space of smooth functions on R whose all
derivatives are in L?(R!U"). The associated infinitesimal representation is given by 7. (t,7) =

—t0, — 7(0¢ — %5336), for all (¢,7) € (hoj1,0)r- ¢

There exists strong SUR’s which do not admit restriction to a Lie sub-supergroup. In
particular, we show below that the tensor product of the left regular representation of Hg o
with itself is not a SUR for the diagonal embedding of Hg; ¢ into Hoy 9 x Hojq 0.

Example 4.25 The tensor product of the left regular representation of Hy o with itself turns
out to be a strong SUR of Hyj; o x Hgj1 0. Its restriction to the diagonal embedding of Hy; g
reads as

Vo € H,Vy €R, mo(y)p(w1,72;61,62) = p(z1 — ¥, 2 — y; &1, &2),
V(t,7) € (bop,o)r, mu(t,T) := —t(Ory + Ozy) — T(0g, + Ogy) — %T(&@m + &204,).
Positing x4 = (z1 + 22)/2, 2— = (v1 — 22)/2, &4 = (&1 + &) /2, and £_ = (&1 — &) /2 we get
Vo e H,Vy € R, mo(y)p(zs,2-:&,&) = p(zs —y,2-5&4, &),
V(t,7) € (Bojo)s  me(t,T) o= —ts, — 7 (O, — %(g@u Leo, ).

This does not define a SUR of Hy|; o. Indeed, the space of smooth vectors on Hyjy g is the space
of functions on R22 whose all derivatives along 8, ., are square-integrable, while the unbounded
operators 7, (t,7) are not well defined on this space in general as they involved the derivatives

Op_. ¢

There are examples of representations of Hgj; g which are SUR or not depending on the
considered Hilbert superspace structure.

Example 4.26 Let (H,m) be the SUR of the group R on H = L2(R'") given by mo(t) =
exp(iht)1 for all t € R. Its space of smooth vectors is H*® = H. We set D := {po+£¢) | vo,¢1 €
H'(R)}, with H'(R) the Sobolev space of square integrable functions with square integrable
derivative. We define the map 7. : (ho1,0)r — End(D) by setting

T (t, 7 1= t(ihp) + T(— Loy + £)),

for all ¢ = g +&wy € D and (t,7) € (hoj1,0)r- The domain of 7.(t, 7) is equal to D and cannot
be extended to H, so that (H, m, 7«) does not define a SUR of Hy|; o in any way. Nevertheless,
D is a Hilbert superspace for the inner product

{po + EQ1, Yo + EY)p == /Ri(cpowl — 10 + ot — 1),

and one easily checks that (D, m, m.) is a strong SUR of Hyyy 0. ¢
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5 Schrodinger representations of the Heisenberg supergroups

5.1 Construction as an induced representation in the even case

In this section, we construct an induced strong SUR of the Heisenberg supergroup Hy,, ;¢ via
the orbit method of Kirillov, in the case k + £ is even.
First, we build the smooth induced representation of Hy,,;, which is associated with the

coadjoint orbit O,,, passing through the even linear form pg = h’Z with h € R* (see (2.12)).
By Equations (2.11)) and ({2.7]), we have the decomposition

Bomipe = (W & W) &V @ AZ, (5.1)

where W = A™" and V = A% with r, s € N as in . As k+ /¢ is even, s’ = 2s is also even.
A complex structure on V, given by I € End(V) such that I? = —1, provides an eigenspace
decomposition V @ C = V; & V; with V; = (1+4I)(V ® C). We define a complex polarization b
subordinate to ug by setting

b:=W*"®CoV;® AcZ, (5.2)
i.e., b is a maximal complex Lie sub-superalgebra b < (hop, ;¢ ® C) such that uo([X,Y]) =0
for all X,Y € b. The real part of the polarization is given by b N bayr, = W* & AZ and
exponentiates as the Abelian Lie supergroup B = (W*)y X RO, The latter admits a unitary
character x : B — Ac determined by pq:

Vp € (W), Yt € RIO,  y(p, 1) := eiho(®+t2) _ cift,
This permits to define the space of B-equivariant functions on G := Honk.05

The left regular G-action, given by (A(g)®)(¢') = ¢(g~1¢’) for all g, ¢’ € G, does not preserve the
space C®(G)P itself, but it extends as a A-linear G-action on A® C>(G)B. This representation
can be restricted to the subspace of A-valued b-equivariant functions, that is the tensor product
of A with the space

C=(@)PP = {p € C¥(G)7 | VX € by, X¢ +ino(X)p = 0}.
) =

Here, X denotes the left invariant vector field which acts as (X¢)(g %‘ 0 Plg e!X), for all
g € G. As the functions ¢ are B-equivariant, it is equivalent to impose the b-equivariance
condition only for X € (V])O. The resulting G-representation on A ® C®(G)? is independent
of the choice of polarization b and called the pg-induced representation. It admits the
following explicit description.

Proposition 5.1 Let i € R* and m,k,{ € N with k + { even. Set pg = h°Z € (h2m|k,e)™ and
g,r, s as in (2.6, so that s = s’/2 € N. The pp-induced representation is equivalent to the
Haypy i e-representation on A ® (COO(Rm|7") ® Hol((CO‘S)) given by U : g — U(g) with

t+(%q—qo)p+%(%C—Co)E>

ih
(U(9)¢) (0, o) :=e ( ¢(q0 — a,Go — ¢)- (5.3)
Here, p € A® (COO(R””T) ® HOZ(CO|5)), (g0, o) € R™™ @ €% and g € Hopn|i,e decomposes as

g=(x,t) e R RO x — (¢,p, &) e R™I" x (R™IM)* x RO ¢ =¢4il¢ e COF, (5.4)

with I = ( % 1) on ROls @ ROs and CO¢ is identified with (1 + iI)(R%I25),
1
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PROOF We proceed in two steps and use same notations as above the proposition. First we
analyze the G-action on A ® C>®(G)? and then on A ® C*(G)B*.

Let C' := Wy @ V. The group multiplication on G x G restricts as a global diffeomorphism
C x B — (. The latter induces an isomorphism

C®(C) = C®(@)B, ¢— ¢, (5.5)

where $(cb) = x(b~1)@(c) for all ¢ € C, b € B. This permits to transfer the left regular action
on A®C>®(G)P* into an action U on A®C>(C). Taking ¢y = (q0,&0) € Wo @ Vo and ¢b = g =
(q,p,&,t) € Wo @ (W*)o @ Vo ® RO, we have the equality A(cb)p(cp) = X(calcbc_lco)gé(c_lco).
This yields

ih(t+(%qfqo)p+§€£o) -

(ﬁ(9)¢) (q0,%0) = e @(q0 — 4,80 — §)-

By definition of 1o, we have po(X) = 0 if X € V7. Via the map , the subspace C>®(G)B*
is isomorphic to C>®(C)Y7, defined as the subspace of functions ¢ € C>(C) such that X@ = 0
for all X € (V7)p. At the point (¢,&) € C C G, one can compute that X=X+ Tw(¢, X), where
X is identified with a constant vector field on C' and { = £ 4 iI£. Hence, we end up with an
isomorphism

C(Wo) ® Hol((Vr)o) = CX(C), o &,

where ¢(q,&) = e%czap(q, ¢). Now, recall that Wy = R™", V = R%2% and choose I = (91 (1]) as
complex structure on V. A direct computation shows that the action U on ¢ induces the action
U on ¢, as given by (5.3). |

Using Proposition @ we define now a SUR of the classical Heisenberg group BHy,, 1, =
Hgy,. Decomposing an element g € Hy,, as g = (¢,p,t) € R™ @ (R™)* @ R, the operator
Uo(g) := U(g) defined in Equation (5.3) becomes

(Uo(9)9) (40, Co) = (e+tdaw) oo — 4. o). (5.6)

This is a well-defined operator on any function ¢ in the Hilbert superspace
Hg := L*(R™") @ Hol(C"*). (5.7)

According to Examples and and to Proposition Hs is of same parity as r and its
inner product takes the following form

ihe 7~

(0, ) = (20)° / dgdCd? 2(g, (g, ) 5T, (5.8)

Clearly, Up(g) is a superunitary operator and the map Uy : Ho,, — U(Hg) defines a SUR of Hayy,.
We determine its space of smooth vectors. Recall that any smooth superfunction ¢ € COO(R"””)
is determined by its components (SOa)ae(ZQ)n in the decomposition along odd variables.
These are smooth functions over R™.

Definition 5.2 The Schwartz space S (Rm|”) is the Fréchet space of smooth superfunctions
¢ € C®°(R™") whose components (¢Ya)ae(zo)m are Schwartz functions on R™. Its topology is
provided by the seminorms

H(p”l/,l/ = Z sup ‘xval/ 90@(‘7:”’

indexed by multi-indices v, € N, ¢
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Proposition 5.3 The space HZ of smooth vectors of the SUR (Hg,Uy) of Hap, is the Schwartz
space S(R™"+9) ~ S(R™") @ Hol(CO%).

PROOF In view of the action (5.6)) of Hy,,, the smooth vectors are the functions ¢ € Hg whose
components ¢, € L?(R™) are smooth vectors for the usual Schrodinger representation of Ha,y,,
i.e. Schwartz functions (see e.g. [2§]). |

We go back to the full Heisenberg supergroup Hy,, ;¢ One easily shows that the operator
U(g), defined by Equation , preserves A ® HZ and is superunitary. Hence, we get a
group morphism U : Hyp,pr — Ua(A ® HZ). Note that the odd derived supergroup satisfies
D(Hapmk,e) == Hoje, s0 that its body is the center group Z(Hop, ) = RO,

Theorem 5.4 Let h € R* and m,k,¢ € N with k + ¢ even. Set e,7,s" as in (2.6). The
Equations (5.7), (5.6) and (5.3) define a strong SUR (Hg, Uy, U) of the Heisenberg supergroup
Hopm|k,¢, called the Schrodinger representation with parameter h.

PrOOF We already know that (Hg, Up) is a SUR of Hyyy,, U is a group morphism U : Hyyp, .o —
Us(A ® HT) and by definition U(g)e = Up(g)y if g € Hapy and ¢ € HF. Moreover, by
Equation , the function g + U(g)y is smooth on all of Hyp, ¢ if » € HS . Hence, the triple
(HS, U(), U) is a SUR of H2m|k,€'

The center Z (H2m| ko) = RO acts by ¢ — e1. Therefore, the space of smooth vectors on
the center is Hg itself. Using Equation , we deduce that the operator U(g) is well-defined
onall of Hg if g € D(H2m|k,é) ~ Hgjp,q- Hence, the map U restricts as a group morphism UbH)
D(Hyp,e) = Ua(A @ Hs). Using again Equation , one proves easily that g — UP™(g)p
is a smooth function on D(Hyyp, () if ¢ € Hg. As a result, the triple (Hg,Up,U) is a strong
SUR of Hoppe- [ |

By Lemma the Schrodinger representation generates an infinitesimal representation
Us == dU : b — End(A ® HZ). In terms of the decomposition (5.1)), we have HZ C
C>®(Wy) ® Hol((V)o) and

X, fXeWeoCaoV,
Vo e HY, UdX)p =1 ilw(X,—)p, ifXeW*aCaV,
ih, if X = Z,

where X acts as a constant vector field in the first line and w(X, —) € AQC>® (W)@ Hol((Vi)o).
More precisely, we have w(X, —) : (o, (o) — w(X, (g0, 0, p,0)), with (go,0,(o,0) € (W S W*)®
(Vi @ Vr) and w the C-linear extension of the defining symplectic form of ho,k ¢-

The following result will be useful.

Proposition 5.5 Let (H,mo, ) be a strong SUR of Hyy, 1,0 such that m(0,t) = e for all
(0,t) € Z(Hap k). Then, we have

e the operators m.(X) are bounded on H for all X € B(hop 1)1,
o (H,mo, ) restricts to any Lie sub-supergroup of Hop ke as a strong SUR,

e the associated supergroup representation m : Hop, o — Ua(A ® H) satisfies

7T(X, t) _ eiht ;r\a(xev) Z (:L,Od)’y Ty
VE(Z2)kE
where x = z® + ¢, with * € R>™0 and 2°¢ ¢ ROk, 75 (2?) is defined in Lemma
and for all y € (Zs)*** we have m, € B(H) and 7, (H>) C H*®.
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PrOOF The body of the odd derived supergroup D(Hyy, 1 ¢) is the center of Hy,,, 1, o. By hypoth-
esis, the space of smooth vectors on Z (H2m| k) is the whole space H. Therefore, Propositions
and apply. We deduce that m.(X) € B(H) for all X € B(hop )1 and (H, 7o, ms)
restricts to any Lie sub-supergroup of Hy,, ¢ as a strong SUR. By Equation , the couple
(mo, 7« ) defines a supergroup representation given by

m(x, 1) = €M T3 (1) exp(m. (1°4)).

Choosing a basis (e;) of B(hamr,e)1 = R¥ we get a decomposition of 2°% € ROFH a5 g0d =
Zfif(xo‘i)iei, with (2°%)! € Aj. Since ((2°¢)'7m.(e;)); is a family of bounded, nilpotent and
commutative operators, the exponential series admits a finite expansion:

exp(m (@) = 3 (@),

VE(Z2)k+t

where, for all v € (Z2)**¢, m, = £m.(e1)" ... mu(egye)?+ are bounded operators which satisfy
7y (H) € H>, just as the operators m,(e;). This concludes the proof. [ |

We write explicitly the Schrédinger representation for (k,¢) = (1,1) and (2,0) or (0,2).

Example 5.6 If (k,¢) = (1,1), then we have the decomposition Hyj;; = Wo @ (W*)o @ R0,
with Wy =~ (W*)o ~ RO, The Hilbert superspace is Hg := L?(RO1) of parity 1 and its elements
¢ can be decomposed as ¢(qo) := @o + ¥1q0, With go € Wy. The inner product has the form

(¢, ) = @1 + Prvbo,

and a fundamental symmetry is provided by Jo(qo) = ¢1+90qo. The Schrodinger representation
reads as U(q,p,t) = €™ (1 + qUyo + pUp1 + qpU11), for g € Wy, p € (W*)g, t € RUO with

. ih
U10 = —8q0 = —UIO, U01 = thO, U11 = 5(1 — 2q08q0).
The infinitesimal representation satisfies U,(q,p,t) = qUio + p Uo1 + iht1l. ¢

Example 5.7 If (k,£) = (2,0) or (0,2), then we have the decomposition H; o = VR with
V ~ RY2. The Hilbert superspace is Hg := H ol((C0|1) and its elements can be decomposed as
©(Co) == o + 1o, where (o = & + il& € Vi ~ CO'. The inner product has the form

<(P7 ¢> = 6h%¢0 + 22@1017

where ¢ = 1 if (k,¢) = (2,0) and ¢ = —1 if (k,¢) = (0,2). A fundamental symmetry is
provided by J¢((o) = epo — ip1(o. Moreover, Hg is a Hilbert superspace of parity 0, with
sgn(Hg) = (1,1,0,0) if ~e > 0 and sgn(Hg) = (0,1, 1,0) if he < 0. The representation reads as
U(¢, ¢ t) = eI+ ¢ Usg + Ut + ¢ Un), with

the the
Uio := =0 = —U(;rl, Uot :== 7@, U = T(l — 200¢)-
The infinitesimal representation satisfies U, (¢, (,t) = ¢ Uyo + ¢ Upy + iRt ¢
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5.2 Definition in the odd case

In this section, we consider the Heisenberg supergroup Hy,,;, with the odd dimension k + £
which is odd. The notations of Equation (5.1)) for the decomposition of the Heisenberg Lie
superalgebra b, 1, should be adapted as follows

Dompe = WeaW ) e VeV ¢ AZ,

with W = A™" vV = A%25 and V/ = A% where the integers r, s’ = 2s+1 and ¢ are as in (12.6)).
Performing the Orbit Method of Kirillov with respect to the same complex polarization b
(see (b.2)), we obtain a superunitary representation map

. 1 el -~ €
Zh(t+(2q q0)p+5(5¢—C0)¢+5 o) o(g0 — 3, Co — 1o — 7), (5.9)
where g = (¢,p,&,7,t) € Wo @ (W*)o @V @ V' @R and ¢ = £ +il€ € V} asin Proposition
The extra variable 7 can be considered either as a real or as a complex variable. Accordingly,
the Hilbert superspace of this representation is either L? (Rm"’*l) QH ol(CO‘S), of parity r+1, or
L2(R™") @ Hol(CO*+1), of parity r. In each case the obtained representation is a strong SUR. If
7 isreal and € = 1 (resp. € = —1), this is the restriction of the Schrédinger representation of the
supergroup Ho,, 41,0 (resp. Hopy g r41) t0 Hopi g If 7 is complex and € = 1 (resp. € = —1), this
is the restriction of the Schrédinger representation of the supergroup Hyyp, 041 (resp. Hyppy kt1,0)
to Hypyp,e- Accordingly, we introduce the following definition.

U(g)¥(q0,0,70) = €

Definition 5.8 Let h € R* and m, k,¢ € N with k& + ¢ odd.

e The Schrodinger representation of Hy,,;, with parameter /i and parity 0 is the re-
striction to Hyy, 1 ¢ of the Schrodinger representation with same parameter of Hyyp g 041 if
max(k, £ + 1) is even and of Hy,, 541, otherwise.

e The Schrodinger representation of Hy, ;. , with parameter /i and parity 1 is the re-
striction to Hy,, ¢ of the Schrodinger representation with same parameter of Hypp, 11,0 if
max(k, £+ 1) is odd and of Hy,, s, ¢41 otherwise. ¢

We write explicitly the Schrédinger representation for (k,¢) = (1,0) or (0, 1).

Example 5.9 If (k,¢) = (1,0) or (0,1), then we have the decomposition Hy, = V' @ RO
with V' = R and € = 1 or —1 respectively. The elements of the representation superspace Hsg
decompose as ¢(7p) := o + @170 and the representation map reads as U(r,t) = (14 7 Uy),
with "
i
Uy .= —87—0 + 587’0.

It is superunitary with respect to two inner products of opposite parity o. If ¢ = 0, the inner
product has the form

<507 ’(7[)> = 55%1/10 + 22@11117
so that Hg = Hol((C0|1) is of parity 0. If o = 1, the inner product has the form

(¢, %) = o1 + @1,

so that Hg = L?(R) is of parity 1. In both parity, g admits exactly two (Up, U)-invariant

subspaces given by {(1 £ /=2=7)¢ | po € C}. They are not graded. Hence, in both parity
the Schrodinger representation (Hg, Uy, U) is graded-irreducible but not irreducible. ¢
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5.3 Algebraic properties

In this section, we show that the Schrodinger representation space Hg of the Heisenberg super-
group G = Hoj, ¢, with K+ = 2n, carries a natural action of the complex Clifford algebra C£(2n)
and identifies with its spinor module. Then, we prove that the Schrédinger representations of
any Heisenberg supergroup Hy,,|;, ¢ are irreducible if k + ¢ is even and graded-irreducible if k + ¢
is odd.

The infinitesimal Schrodinger representation of gr := Bhqjy ¢, with parameter 4 € R* and
parity o € Zs, induces algebra morphisms

U. : U(gr) — Endc(Hs),
Ui ® ]l(C : u(GR X (C) — EndC(HS)v

where 4 stands for the universal enveloping algebra.

Proposition 5.10 Let k+ ¢ € 2N. The algebra morphisms U, and U, ® ¢ are surjective, and
induce the following algebra isomorphisms

Vi e R*, U(gr)/(Z% + h?1y) ~ Endc(Hs) ~ U(gr ® C)/(Z —ihly) ~ Cl(k + £),
where Z € Z(gr) is the generator of the center of gg and 1y is the unit of U(ggr) and U(gr @ C).

PROOF The isomorphism $l(gg)/(Z*+1?1y) ~ U(gr®C)/(Z—ihly) is obtained by mapping Z to
ihlg. The two other isomorphisms are obtained via the map U, ® I¢ as follows. Since U.(Z) =
ihly,, the kernel of U, ® lc contains the ideal (Z — ihl). By the Heisenberg commutation
relation , the Clifford relations

U (X)UL(Y) + U (Y)UL(X) = ihw(X,Y)

hold for any X,Y € gr ® C/(Z). By universal property of C{(k + ¢), the image of U, ® l¢ is
isomorphic to Cl(k + ¢). This means there exists a surjection from HU(gr ® C)/(Z — ihly) to
Cl(k + ¢) and an injection from Cl(k + ¢) to End(Hg). The result follows then by dimension
counting. [

We still assume that k+¢ = 2n is even. As in (2.6, we consider € € {—1,+1} and (r, s) € N?
such that ¢ = 1 and (k,¢) = (r 4+ 2s,r), or, e = —1 and (k,¢) = (r,r + 2s). In both cases, the
Schrédinger representation space of Hop, is He = L2(RO™) @ Hol(CY%), endowed with the
inner product which depends on & and the parameter i € R*. As a consequence of
Proposition the Hilbert superspace Hg satisfies End(Hg) ~ Cl(2n), i.e. Hg is the spinor
module of C¢(2n). There are four classes of isomorphisms of such Hilbert superspaces Hg,
depending on the signs of k¢ and ¢h :

e if k¢ = 0 and he > 0, then sgn(Hg) = (2" 1,2"1,0,0);

o if k¢ = 0 and he < 0, then sgn(Hg) = (271,0,0,2"71) if n is even and sgn(Hg) =
(0,271 2n=1 0) if n is odd;

e if k¢ > 0 and k odd, then Hg is of parity 1;
e if k¢ > 0 and k even, then sgn(Hg) = (272,272 2n=2 2n=2),

Remark 5.11 The superhermitian product on Hg is symmetric on (Hg)o and antisymmetric
on (Hg)1. Therefore, this inner product is in general not a bilinear invariant of the spinor
representation (as classified in [29]), since it is neither symmetric nor antisymmetric. ¢
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Recall that the center of the Heisenberg supergroup is Z(Hop, k) = R0, Consider the
antidiagonal subgroup

K ={(t,—t) € Z(Hapjie) X Z(Hyppr o) | £ € RO}, (5.10)
Then, we have the group isomorphism

(Hapmk,e X Home i o) /K 2= Ho ot b 000+

Therefore, if a strong SUR of the direct product Hy,, g ¢ X Hopyr|a ¢ has kernel K, it descends to
a Strong SUR of H2(m+m’)|k’+k’,€+€’-

Proposition 5.12 The tensor product of the Schrédinger representations of Hoypx, ¢ and Hoppr i o1,
with same parameter h € R* and parities o and ¢’ repsectively, is a strong SUR. It descends
as a strong SUR of Hy (1 ym/)|kqk' ¢4¢, 1Somorphic to its Schrodinger representation with same
parameter h and parity o + o’.

PROOF According to Proposition [£.14] the tensor product of any two Schrodinger representa-
tions of Hyp, k¢ and Hopy ¢ is a strong SUR of the direct product Hopp z¢ X Hopyrjpr ¢ If both
Schrodinger representations have the same parameter 7, the centers of Hy,, o and Hopprpr o
act in the same way and the representation descends to the quotient group Ho (/) b4k o0 -
A direct computation shows that the tensor product representation is indeed the Schrodinger
representation for the latter supergroup, with parameter i and parity o + o’. |

As a particular case of the above proposition, the Schrodinger representations of Hy,,, 1, , are
tensor products of Schrédinger representations of Ha,, and Hgjg o The first one is the classical
Schrédinger representation of Hs, on L?(R™), see e.g. [30]. By Proposition if k+7is
even, the second one is the restriction to b, ¢ of the classical spinor representation of CL(k + ).
The spinor module is denoted by Sc¢ in the following.

Theorem 5.13 Let k + ¢ € 2N. The Schrodinger representation of Hyy,y, with parameter
h € R* is irreducible.

PrOOF Let (Hs, Uy, U) be the Schrédinger representation of Hyy, 0. Consider ¢ € Hg \ 0 and
F the smallest closed subspace of Hg containing ¢ and stable under Uy and U,. By definition of
Hs, we have o = 3 pa ® s* with @, € L2(R*™) and (s%), a basis of Sc. By Proposition
stability under U, means that F is stable under End(Sc). Hence, for all index o and s € Sg,
we have ¢, ® s € F. The representation Up, restricted to L?(R™) ® (s), coincides with the
Schrodinger representation of Ho,,, which is irreducible. Considering « such that ¢, # 0, we
obtain that L?(R™) ® (s) C F for all s € Sc. Hence, F = Hg and the result follows. [ |

Corollary 5.14 Let k+{ € 2N+ 1. The Schrodinger representation of Hy,,, |, o with parameter
h € R* and parity o € Zs is graded-irreducible.

PrROOF We assume that k # 0. According to Example , Schrodinger representations of Hyj1 o
of both parity are graded-irreducible. Moreover, by Theorem the Schrédinger represen-
tation of Hy,x—1¢ is irreducible. Hence, its tensor product with any of the two Schrodinger
representations of Hyy ¢ is a graded-irreducible strong SUR of Hy,y, 1,0 X Hoj1 9. By Proposition
both descend as the Schrodinger representations of Hy,, g ¢, of parity 0 and 1, which are
then graded-irreducible.

If k = 0, Schrodinger representations of Hy,,;, » are obtained as tensor products of Schrédinger
representations of Hyjg; and Hyp, i ¢—1 and the conclusion is the same. |
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5.4 Analytic properties

We focus now on analytic properties of the Schrédinger representation (Hg, Up, U) of the Heisen-
berg supergroup Hy,, ., with k + £ even.

Using the manifold decomposition Hyp, ., = Eo X R0, with Ey = Rk we set U(x) :=
U(x,0) for all x € Ey. According to the group law , we have

vx,x' € By, UXUKX) = ez (x +x)). (5.11)

Hence, x — U(x) defines a projective representation of the Abelian Lie supergroup Fjy.

We recall notation in . Set 7, s, ¢ as in and s = %, € N. Each element x € Ejy can
be decomposed as x = (¢,p, &) with ¢ = (¢',...,¢™*") e R™" p = (p!,...,p™*") € R™" and
€= (€',...,6%) € RO, Further, ¢ = (¢',...,¢%) € CY is defined by ¢ = £* + i€+ for all
a=1,...,s. Then, the invariant measure on FEj is chosen as

s(s

dx == (—1) 7" dgdpde = (2i)*dgdpd(dC, (5.12)

where dgdp := dg™t"---dg'dp™t" - dpt, d¢ = d€?*---d¢! and d¢dC = ngdZS---dgldF.
The corresponding Berezin integration, defined in (2.5, reads as

/dX f(X) = (21-)3 / dqmdpm te dqldpl (8qm+'r te 8qm+18pm+'r s 8pm+18<sazs s 841 861 f(X))
R2m

with f € LY(Ep). The next Lemma is obtained by direct computations.

r(r+1)

Lemma 5.15 Let kj, = (%)m (th)"(eh)*(—=1)" 2" . The following identities hold

Ve € SE™). [ dadp MPo(g) = Lhoipl0), (5.13)
Vo € Hol(C%),  (2i)° / dCdC e Cop(C) = (he)*(0), (5.14)
Vf e S(Ep), / dxdy e £(x) = K2 £(0). (5.15)

For ¢,¢ € Hg = L*R™") @ Hol(C%), with ¢ or ¢ in HP = S(R™") @ Hol(C*), the
associated Wigner function on Ej is defined as
V(e 9)(x) == (o, U(x)¥), (5.16)

where (—, —) is the inner product of Hg defined in (5.8). We derive several results about Wigner
functions. The next Lemma concerns their regularity.

Lemma 5.16 Let ,v) € HE. Then, the Wigner function V (¢,) is in LY(Ey) N L?(Ey).

PRrOOF According to (2.3)), any function ¢ € H$ can be decomposed along odd variables:
0@, Q)= Pald®™)Y,
ae(Zz)r+s
where ¢® = (q!,...,¢™) denote the even variables of ¢ and Y := (¢"*,... ¢™",¢Y, ..., ¢%)
the odd variables of (¢, (). That is T = (Gm+1)* -+ (@m4r) 7 (1)1 -+ ((5)*+=. Each x € Ey
decomposes as x = 2V + 2°%, with z¢? € R0 and 2°¢ e ROK+L, By Proposition we have

Ux)=lo(a™) Y (@)U,

~e (22)2(T+5>
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where U, is an operator preserving HZ”. If ¥ € HY, the superfunction U, is then smooth and

decomposes along odd variables as Uy(q, () = X e z,)20+9 ( W) (¢°)Y“. After integration
of the odd variables YT, the Wigner function reads then as

—_~—

View)x) = > el@) @) (Volpa, (Usth)a)) (),

a»WG(ZQ)QOuFS)

where e(a) = £1, &= (1,...,1) —a € (Z2)2+) and

Vo (s (Ur0)s) (B) = [ dBa ale™) (Uo(Bx) (U)a) @)

is the classical Wigner function over R?>™. Since ¢, € HZ, the components ¢, and (U,9)a
are in S(R™%) ~ S(R™). According to [31], chap 11], we have then Vo(¢a, (Us1)a) € L' (R?™)
for all possible indices v,y € (Z2)2("+9). Therefore, the Wigner function V(y,) is in L'(Ey).

Let J be the fundamental symmetry of Hg, obtained from the ones in Examples and
via the tensor product rule . After integration of the odd variables z°%, we get

[ TEDEV 0@ < 3 [ do [1olen U@ Vol U))@))

ay,a

The functions ¢, (Uyh)a, Pars (Uydh)s are in S(R™) for all a,a’,7,7 € (Z2)?+*). Hence,
according to [3I, chap 11], the Wigner functions Vy(¢a, (Us¥)a ) and Vo(@or, (Uytp)sy) are in
L?(R?™). Therefore, the left hand side of the display is bounded and V (i, ) is in L?(Ep). B

The next result is of crucial importance for the proof of the Stone-Von Neumann Theorem.

Proposition 5.17 (Resolution of the identity) Let ¢, € S(R™"). For any ¢/, € Hg,
we have the following identities:

/dx V(e,¢') (%) V (', 9) (x) = /dX ({U)p, ) (W U)Y) = krle, )@, Py'), (5.17)

where Py’ := (—1)I¥l¢/ is the parity operator.

Note that the first equality in (5.17)) results directly from the definition of Wigner functions
while the second one is commonly named a resolution of identity.

PROOF We show below the resolution of the identity for ¢/, € HZ. Since the inner product
(—, —) is continuous, see Lemma it suffices to prove for ¢', 19" € HZ. The extension
to ¢, 1" € Hg follows then by a density argument.

Assume ¢, 9, ¢, € HF. By Lemma@ the Wigner functions V (¢, ¢’) and V (¢, ¢) are
in L*(Ep). The left hand side of the identity (5.17) is then well-defined. Due to the definitions

63), B-3) and (B12), it reads as

LHS = (2i)%(—1)r(el+leD / dgdpd¢dCdgod¢odCodgid¢;dd,

B (o GETC 000t 0) g0 = g (g0, o) Tan, G — 4,1 — ).

We perform the change of variables (q1,p) — (g1 + qo, p) and integrate over the variables (q1,p).

By Equation (j5.13)), we obtain

LHS =

e

(:}%s (2i)3 ( )7’(\<P|+\<P D(_ /dqudCdC]odCodC()dCIdC1

ifi _ - _ — e —
e (€600 6180) 50— g (a0, o) (aon Gl — 4.1 — ).
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By Equation (5.14), the change of variables (o, ¢, ¢) = (Co+¢1, —C+G, —C+(,) and integration
over (o, (o) give

LHS = rp(2i)%(—1)"I#HD (—1)r / dqd¢dCdgod¢de,

ihe

e?2 (C“Clg)w(qo — q)#' (90, €1)¥" (0, €1)¥(q0 — 4, €)-
Then, the change of variables (q,qo) — (g0 — ¢, ¢1) yields

ihe
2

LHS = rp(2i)% (—1)r(el+leD / dqd¢dCdqd¢;dc, <e(<<+<l<l)so<q>so'<q1, ¢ (1, ¢ (g, o) :

By definition ([5.8]) of the inner product, this means
LHS = rp(—1)r el D (—q)rlel () [IrHETHD (_)[T1T (p ap) (4 ).

Since (¢’, ') is zero unless the degrees satisfy ||+ [¢)'| = r, we obtain the announced resolution
of identity. ]

Using the parity operator P, introduced in Equation (3.3)), we define the operator M, which
acts on ¢ € Hg by

(Me)(g,¢) :=Pp(—g,—(). (5.18)
If we split ¢ € R™" as ¢ = ¢°¥ + ¢°¢ with ¢®* € R™0 and ¢°¢ € RO, we have (My)(q,¢) =
e(=¢%,q°*,¢) and (Pp)(q,¢) = ¢(¢®, —¢°%, —¢).
Lemma 5.18 Let ¢,v € Hgs with ¢ or v in Hg. The Wigner function satisfies the following

property:
¥x € Eo. V(p,9)(—x) = (=1)" PV (M, My) (x).

PROOF Let x = (¢,p, &) € Ep and ¢ = & +iI¢ € CY. By Equations (5.16), (5.8) and (5.3), we

have
V(,9)(—x) = (2i)* / dgodGodCy ¢ (lo a2t (G0 Gae Tyub (g0 + 4, Go + C).

The result follows from the change of variables (qo, (o, o) — (—q0, —Co, —Cp)- [ |

The twisted convolution on Ej is defined as

(F 5 f2) (x) = / dy fO ()P (x — y)ez ), (5.19)

Ey

for any smooth functions with compact support f(1), ) € D(Ey) (see [30] for the non-graded
case).

Lemma 5.19 The twisted convolution extends uniquely to L'(Ey) and turns it into a Banach
algebra.

ProoF Let f1), f2) € D(Ey) and recall that Ey = R?™*¥+¢. Using the decomposition (2.3)) of
functions along odd variables, we get
M= Y e e Pe= Y e @),
BE(Za)k+t VE(Z2)kHE
fOxfP) = 3 (O fO)a(a) @),

a€(Zg)ktt
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where x € Ej is decomposed as x = 2 4+ z°? with ¢ € R?™0 and z°¢ € ROF+ In view of
(5.19)), for any o € (Z2)¥**, there exist positive constants Ca,B,y Such that

/mm da |(f 5 f2) (@)] <D eaps / dady |5 WP (@~ )|
By

R4

1
<Y casn / dady £ @I @) =Y capal £ 1157 11
By By

R4
This exactly means that f() « f(2) is in L'(Ep) (see Equation (2.5 and below). [ |

On Wigner functions, the twisted convolution can be explicitly computed in some cases.

Lemma 5.20 Let ¢, € S(R™"). For any ¢/,v’ € Hg, we have

vx € Bo,  (V(e'0)*V(p,) () =l o) Vo, P (x).

PROOF By definition, the left hand side of the above display is equal to

by (y,x
LHS = [ dy V(' 0)(9) Vi) x — y) 0
Using the definition of Wigner functions, Equation (5.11)) and w(y,x) = —w(x,y), we get

V() (x —y) €20 = (o, Ux)U(—y)') = V(U(~x)p, ') (~y).

The resolution of the identity (5.17)) yields then LHS = r;(¢’,¢") (U(—x%)p,Py) and the result
follows. |

6 Stone-von Neumann theorem

From now on, £ is a fixed non-zero real. The aim of this section is to prove the theorem below.

Theorem 6.1 (extended Stone-von Neumann) Let H be a Hilbert superspace of parity
o € {0,1} and (H,mo,m) be a strong SUR of the Heisenberg supergroup Hy,,,, such that
central elements act by w(0,t) = "1, for all t € R. Consider the Schrédinger representation
(Hs, U, U) of Hopype, With parameter h, and parity o if k + ¢ is odd. Then, (H,mo,T) is
equivalent to the tensor product of (Hg,Uy,U) with the trivial representation on a Hilbert
superspace HRg.

The next section deals with the notion of integrated representation. This and the results
obtained in Section are the foreground for the proof of the theorem in the case k + ¢ even,
which is performed in Section [6.2] Eventually, in Section [6.3] we reduce the case k + ¢ odd to
the case k + ¢ even, which concludes the proof.

6.1 Preliminaries

We refer to elements in the Heisenberg supergroup Hy,, ;¢ as couples (x,t) € Ey X RO, with
Ey = RZ™k+L and we suppose that k + ¢ is even. Let (H,mo,m) be a strong SUR of Hyp, e
such that, for all ¢t € R, 7(0,t) = ™1, with h € RX. We set 7(x) := 7(x,0) for all x € Ej.
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According to the group law (2.10) of Hgpp e, this defines a projective representation of the
Abelian supergroup Ej such that

r(x)r(x) = e 290X (x4 x). (6.1)

The integrated representation 7 : D(Ep) — End(H*>°) is the map defined by the following
expression,

w()i= [ ax et

Lemma 6.2 The integrated representation extends uniquely as a Banach algebra morphism
7 LY(Ep) — B(H).

PROOF The decomposition along the odd variables of 7(x) reads as (see Proposition[5.5): 7(x) =
T(2%) Yo ne(za)h+ (°4)%m,. After integration of the odd variables 2°¢, this yields to

W= Y =@

Q€(Zo)k+t R2m

Ao fo(@)mo(x) )7,

where @ = (1,...,1) — a € (Z2)** and e(a) = £1 is defined in Example Since (H,mo, )
is a strong SUR, there exists a fundamental symmetry J such that (H, mg) is unitary w.r.t. the
scalar product (—, —);. Denoting by || — || the operator norm associated to (—,—)s, we have
| mo(z)|| = 1 for all x € R?™ and then

RGIEEDS / @z |fu@llmal <€ 3 Mallins

o€ L)kt Q€ (Zg)kte

where C' = sup, |7/ is a finite number by Proposition This shows both that 7(f) is a
well-defined bounded operator and that 7 is a continuous map.
By definition, for any fi, fo € L'(Ep), we have

w(fie o) = [ dxdy fi(3)fabox - y)eE0n().
The change of variables x — x 4+ y and Equation lead then to 7(f1 * fo) = w(f1)w(f2). M
According to Equation , the following equalities hold
r(Nrly) =7 (34N —y)), () =7 (FUf(—y)) . (62)
Following [30], we obtain
Lemma 6.3 The representation 7 is faithful on L'(Ej).

PROOF Let f € L'(Ep) such that m(f) = 0. We have to prove that f = 0 almost everywhere.
Denoting by (—, —)# the inner product on H and using Equation (6.2]), we have, for all u,v € H,
y € Eo,

0 = (r(y)n(f)m(=y)u, V),
= (e $CN FD) vy,

- / dx &MY (£ () (), o).

Thus by the Fourier inversion theorem, (f(x)m(x)u,v) = 0 almost everywhere. Since this is
true for any u,v € H, we conclude that f = 0 almost everywhere. |
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6.2 Proof of the theorem in the even case

In this section, we prove Theorem [6.1] under the assumption that the odd dimension k + ¢ of
the Heisenberg supergroup Hy,, ;¢ is even. The strategy of our proof is adapted from the one
in the non-graded case given in [30]. Namely, we start by choosing special states g, g, so
that their Wigner function V (g, ¥q) defines a projector B = 7(V (¢gq, ¢g)) via the integrated
representation. Contrary to the non-graded case, the projector 3 may not be orthogonal.
Therefore, the image Hr = Im(*3) may not inherit a Hilbert superspace structure from H. We
construct one in , from the integrated representation of another Wigner function. Finally,
we define an operator ® : Hg®Hpr — H in Equation and prove in Lemmas that ®
is a superunitary intertwiner between the representation maps U ® 1 and .

In the whole section, the inner products are denoted by (—, —) on Hg and (—, —)y on H.
Recall that HY = S(R™") @ Hol(C%%). Let ¢y, € S(R™™) C HE be two functions such
that

Mep = @p, Mg =g, |epl=rmod 2, |ip| =0,  ku(pp,dg) =1, (6.3)

where M is the operator defined in (5.18) and x; € C is defined in Lemma For instance,
we can choose any non-zero function ¢ € S (Rm‘r) of degree 0 and take oy = bJiyp with J a
fundamental symmetry of Hg and b € C defined by b := (r(Jtbg, vg)) L.

Lemma 6.4 The operator B := 7 (V (¢q, tbyp)) € B(H) is a bounded projector satisfying
Vy € Ey, Br(y)B = rwnV (op, vp) (v)B-
Moreover, the superadjoint operator of 8 is given by BT = W(V(l/;qg, (psp)).

PrOOF By Lemma the Wigner function V(pgq, ) is in L*(Ep), and by Lemma its
integrated representation ¥ = ﬂ'(V((pgp, wqg)) is a bounded operator.

By Equation , we have
Pr(y)F = B (e~ BNV (o, p) (- = ) ) = 7 (Viom, vip)) 7 (Vo U(-y)p).
Using successively Lemma [6.2] and Lemma we get
Pr(y)P = £nV (o, ) (=y) 7 (V(iop, Peiy)),

and, by Lemma and Equation (6.3)), we obtain that P (y)B = xpV (g, typ) (y)9B. Taking
y = 0, this implies that B? =P is a projector.

For any ¢, € S(]Rm““), we have V(go,w)(—x) = (p, U(—x)) = (—1)'“’”¢‘V(1/},g0) (x). As
7(x)" = 7(—x), we deduce that

(Ve )" = (D) (V (8, 0). (6.4)
Taking ¢ = ¢y and ¢ = 1)y, the expression of Bt follows. |

Since P is an operator of degree 0, the space Hp := Im () inherits of a Zy-grading from H.
Thanks to Lemma and Lemma the operator U = kp, W(V(gpm, (pqg)) is bounded on H.
It allows us to introduce the following inner product on Hg,

Vo, 0" € Hg, (v,0)g = (=1)"7(TVv,v )y, (6.5)

where o is the parity of H. Note that, extending (—, —)3 by A-bilinearity as in Equation (4.9)),
the inner product reads also as (v,v')r = ks [ dx (g, U(x)pp) (v, m(x)0")%.

44



Lemma 6.5 The superspace Hr endowed with the inner product (-, -) g is a Hilbert superspace.

ProoOF We split the proof into two cases, according to the parity of Hg, i.e. the parity of r.

If r is even, we can choose an element ¥ = @y of degree 0, invariant under the operator
M and such that r;{pg, pp) = 1. Then, we have (v,v')g = (Pv,v) = (v,v) and P' = P.
Hence, Hp is a Hilbert sub-superspace of H by Corollary

If r is odd, the function g is of degree 1 and the function 1)y is of degree 0. As a consequence,
we have (pg, oqp) = (g, ¥p) = 0. Then, both operators U and U’ := —,%h W(V(wrp,qﬁqg)) are
odd. Using Lemma [6.2] and Lemma [5.20] we obtain that

PRI =PP=0, VY =", VI=9, V=) =0,
and Equation (6.4]) yields to
gt =9, (¥) =-2.

In particular, we have

Y(Im(P)) € Im(P'),  VIm(P') =0,  W(Im(P)) =0, V' (Im(R"))  Im(P).

As PP = PIYP = 0, we deduce that P + P is an orthogonal projector. By Corollary this
means that Hp := Im(P) @ Im(PT) is a Hilbert sub-superspace of H. Note that, as LR = 0,
Hr = Im'P is an isotropic subspace of Hp for the inner product of H.

We define a degree zero operator ¥ as follows

%(wm ®@v+ (=1)7 Ry pp ®%v),

where o € Zg is the parity of H. The operator V is injective and satisfies
Vo, 0" € Hr, (U(v), ¥ (v))y = (v,0)R.

U : Hr — Span(ep, ¥p) @ Hp, v

Therefore, to prove that (Hg, (—, —)r) is a Hilbert superspace, it suffices to prove that ¥(Hg)
is a Hilbert sub-superspace of Span (¢, ) @ Hp.

Consider w € U(Hg) NV (Hgr)T. As w € U(Hp), there exists v € Hp such that w = ¥ (v).
The relation w € W(Hg)* yields then (Vv, v’V = 0 for all v/ € Hr = ImPB. By the equality
Uipt = PP = 0, we have that (Vv,v")y = 0 for all v € ImP*. Hence, Vv is orthogonal to all
elements in the Hilbert superspace Hp = Im(*B) EBIm(‘BT), that is UBv = 0. As a consequence, we
get that v = Pv = V'Vv = 0 and then w = +(v) = 0. This proves that U(Hp) N V(Hg)* = 0.

For any ug, u; € Hp we set
1 1
V2 V2

so that v € Hp and wg, w1 € Hp. Direct computations show that

v (‘,Buo + (—1)‘7%%1) , wy = Uy — —=7, w1 = Pug — (—1)7Vwy,

w = by @ wo + Ky op @ wi € U(HR)T,
Yp @ up + K pp @ u1 = w+ ¥(v).

Together with W(Hpg) NV (Hg)L = 0, this shows that Span(py, 1vp) @ Hp = U(He)t @& U(Hp).
By Theorem U(Hp) is then a Hilbert sub-superspace and the conclusion follows. [ |

We introduce a homogeneous linear map of degree 0 defined by

O Hs@HRr — H,
p@ors ()9 [ dx UG om0

In the remaining of the section, we prove that this operator is a superunitary intertwiner between
the representations m and U ® 1.

(6.6)
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Lemma 6.6 The operator ® is defined and bounded on the whole Hilbert superspace Hg®HR.

PROOF Let ¢ € H and v € Hr. By Lemma the function f, : x = (U(x)ep, @) =
V (e, ¢)(—x) is in L*(Ep). The operator m(f,) is then bounded by Lemma Hence, ®(p ®
v) = 7(f,)(v) pertains to H and ® is a well-defined operator on the algebraic tensor product of
g and Hp.
Since (H,mo, ™) is a strong SUR, there exists a fundamental symmetry J such that (#,m)
is unitary w.r.t. the scalar product (—,—)s. For all p, ¢’ € HZ and v,v" € Hg, the operator ®
satisfies

(2(p @), (¢ @),

= (—1)lettlelretiDtoleltefl /dxdy U)oy, o) (U(y)ep, ') (m(x)v, Jr(y)').

The operators U(x) and 7(x) can be decomposed along odd variables (see Proposition [5.5)):
U(x) = Up(z®) ZV(de)"/UV and 7(y) = mo(y®¥) Zv(y"d)Mﬂ'V. Setting x := Bx and y := By
and integrating over the odd variables z°? and y°¢, we get

(‘I)(QO ® U)’ (I)(SO/ ® U/)>J =

= D canay /szm dzdy (Uo(2)(Uy oxp)as Pa) (Uo(@)(Uy o)ars ¥ly) {mo(@)my0, Jmo(y)msn'),

!~
7,00,y

where €4 a7, = £1. Using successively the change of variables y — y + x and the resolution
of the identity in the variable  (see Proposition in the case r = s = 0), we obtain

(‘D(SO ® U)? (I)(SOI ® U,))J =

= Z Eay,al /dxdy (()06” UO('CC)(UW 90513)@) (UO(x)UO(y)(U’Y’ ‘P‘B)a’v (P/C;/) (FﬁU,?To(y)W,?/UI)J

1l
Q,Y,an,

= D fhfaqay / dy (pa,Pely) (Vo) Uy pp)ars (Uy pp)a) (50, mo(y)mgn’) ;-

!~
Q,7,00,Y

Since the operators U, stabilize the space of smooth vectors Hg’, Lemma ensures that
[y [(Uo(y)(Uy op)ars (Uy oq)a) | < 0o. Moreover, the operators mo(y) being (—, —)-unitary,

we have (wﬁv,wo(y)ﬂv-,v’)J‘ < |[[m5v|l sl v'|| ;. The operators 7, being bounded, we finally
obtain that
(@(p @), 2(" @)l < Cllelgllellsllvll N0l

where C'is a constant and || — || g is a norm on Hg, defined by a choice of fundamental symmetry.
This means that ® is continuous and can be extended to the Hilbert tensor product Hg@H .1l

Lemma 6.7 The operator ® intertwines the representations U ® 1 and .

PROOF Let g = (x,t) € Hyp 0. For v € HY, we compute

O((U(g) ® Wy ®v)) = (~1)¥ /dy MU (y)iop, Ux)p)m(y)v
= ()M [ dy e Uy~ x)pp, o)y = 7le)Blo 9 ),
by performing the change of variables y — y + x. Hence, ® intertwines U ® 1 and 7. |
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By Proposition Hs®Hp is a Hilbert superspace whose inner product is given by
Vo, € Hg, v,0' € Hr, (0@ v, @) = (=1)" I b o (0, 0') R, (6.7)
where 7 is the parity of Hg and o the parity of H.
Lemma 6.8 The operator ® : He®Hp — H is superunitary.

PROOF The proof is in two steps: 1. ® is an isometry, 2. ® is surjective.
1. Consider ¢, € Hg and v,v" € Hp four homogeneous elements. The definition of ®
leads to

(@(p@0), (@) = (~1){IFHFDEFDHRI] /dde’ (U e, o) (UK ), ') (m(x)0, 7 (X))

The change of variables x’ = x +y and the resolution of the identity in the variable x yield
successively

(@(p ), (¢ @)

= (—1)(“’“")("“””“”'”“"/dxdy (. Ux)oq)(UX)U (), ') (v, 7(y) 0 ),

= (_1)(<p|+s0’)(0+1)+vso’|+rso|+<p||s0’|,£h/dy (U (y)op, pp) (0, P (0, 7 (y)0 ).
By Lemma and the equality My = ¢q, we have

(U(y)eq, ep) = Viep, op)(=y) = (=1)"V (e, ep)(y) = (=1)"(op, U(y)ep)-
Considering Equation (6.7) and the defintion of (—, —)r, see below Equation (6.5)), we get

(B(p @ v), B(¢ @) = (1)l DD+l rleltelle’| 1y (5 PY) (v, 1) g,
= (-1 D (o @ v, of @ ).

If |p| + |¢'| = r, then we obtain that (®P(¢ @ v), P(¢’ @) = (P @ v, ¢’ ® V). Otherwise, we
have |p| + |¢'| = + 1 and both inner products are zero. Hence, ® is an isometry.

2. By Proposition the continuous isometry ® satisfies In® @ (Im®)*+ = H and Im®,
(Im®)~+ are Hilbert superspaces. The source space of ® is stable under the representation U ® 1.
Hence, by Lemmal[6.7] the image Im® is stable under the representation 7. As 7 is a superunitary
representation, (Im®)! is also stable under 7. In particular, if f € L'(Ep), the operator 7(f)
restricts to (Im®)*. Taking f = V (g, thy), we conclude that P ((Im®)*) C (Im®)+. Using

successively Equations , (5.16)), Lemma and Equation (6.3), we get
B 0) = [ dx Uhpm vy = [ dx Viiop, vg) (~x)m(x)0

=7(V(pg, ¥gp))v =1, (6.8)

for all v € Hr = ImPB. Thus, ImP C Im® and P(Im®)* C Im® N (Im®)+ = 0. That is
B = 7(V(pyp,¥p)) = 0on (Im®)L. Hence, either (Im®)L = 0 or, by Lemma|6.3] V (o, ) = 0
almost everywhere. By Proposition [5.17, we obtain that

1
/dx V (iop, o) (=) V(o ¥p) (x) = ki (spmp, Pp) (o, Prbp) = prball (6.9)
Therefore, V (g, %3) does not vanish almost everywhere and we have (Im®)+ = 0. This means
that @ is surjective. |

Lemmas [6.5H6.8] show that ® is a superunitary operator between the Hilbert superspaces
Hs ® Hr and H, which intertwines the unitary representations U ® 1 and 7. This proves the
Theorem [6.1] under the assumption k + £ even.
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6.3 Proof of the theorem in the odd case

In this section, we prove Theorem [6.1] under the assumption that the odd dimension k + ¢ of the
Heisenberg supergroup Hy, 1 ¢ is odd. All the way through, i denotes a non zero real number.
We need three preliminary Lemmas. The first one relies on the proof of Theorem [6.1] for &k + ¢
even.

Lemma 6.9 Let k + ¢ be even and (H,mo, ) be a strong SUR of Hy,, 1, ¢ such that central
elements act by m(0,t) = ¢"1, for all t € R. Consider the Hilbert superspace Hp (see Lemma
and paragraph above) and the superunitary intertwinner ® : Hg&Hp — H (see (6.6)). If
A € B(H) satisfies [m(x,t), A] = 0 for all (x,t) € Hop, ¢, then there exists Agp € B(HRr) such
that P loAo® =1® Ap.

Proor Since P = 7(V(ep,¥p)) and V(eg,y) is of degree 0, the hypothesis implies that
[A,B] = 0. In particular, if w € Hr then Aw € Hg, and the operator Ar := Ajy, is in B(HRr).

By Equation , we have
(I)il(Aw) = Q,Dqg ® Aw = l/qu ® Arpw.

As ®~! is an intertwining operator, the following equalities hold for all (x,t) € Hop ke and all
weH R

P Hr(x,t)w) =U(x, )pp @w and O ' (An(x,t)w) = U(x, t)y @ Agw.
Since ® is an intertwining operator, Equation and the previous equality yield

P o Ao d (U(x, t)hyp @ w) = & (An(x,t)w),
= (1® Ag) (U(x,t)ihg @ w) .

By Theorem the Schrodinger representation is irreducible, i.e., span{U(x,t)yp | (x,t) €
Hopik—1,¢} is dense in Hg. Therefore, A being bounded, we deduce that O loAdod =10 Ar.1

Lemma 6.10 Let P be the parity operator on a Hilbert superspace Hp of parity o € {0,1} and
(Hr, nl', 7%) be a strong SUR of Hy|1,0 such that central elements act by m(0,t) = e 1, for all
t € R. We have two cases:

e if o =0, then (Hg,n{', 7f) extends into a strong SUR of Hoj2,05

e if o = 1, then (Hg, n{', 7f) extends into a strong SUR of Hoj1,1-

Proor By Theorem (Hr, 7l m%) corresponds to a strong SUR (Hg, 7{¥, 7*) of the super
Harish-Chandra pair (R, (hoj1,0)r) associated to Hoj; . Denote by (e1,e2, Z) a basis of (hgj2,0)r
and by (e1,e_1, Z) a basis of (ho|1,1)r, so that (e1, Z) is a basis of (h|;0)r and the non-vanishing
commutators are [e1,e1] = Z, [es,e2] = Z and [e_1,e_1] = —Z. Then, extend 7f by R-
linearity to (hoj2,0)r by setting mR(es) = [4P, 7l (e1)] and extend it to (hoj1,1)r by setting
7B(e 1) = (LB, 7(en)].

As 7R(e1) is an odd operator, it admits a block decomposition along the decomposition
Hr = (Hr)o® (Hr)1, namely 7f(e1) = (% 4). The block decomposition of the parity operator
isP=(§2 ), so that

wf(@):z(_OB 6‘) and Wf(e_l):<_OB 6‘)
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A direct consequence is
[ (er), mi(e2)] = 0 = [m¥(er), m(e-1)] -
Since [ﬂf(el), Wf(el)] = 1l(Z) = ihll, we have 2 (AOB BOA) = ¢h1 and then
(7R (es), mB(e2)] = ikl and [rf(e_y),nl(e_1)] = —ihl .

This means that the extensions of 72 to (hoj2,0)r and to ([70|1,1)1R are Lie superalgebra morphisms.

Moreover, using the equalities 7%(e;)t = —7f(e;) and P = (—1)7P, we get
1 1
w(ea) = [rf(en)!, (SB)T] = ~(~1)7nf(es) and 7(e 1)l = [n(en)!, (3R] = (~1)7n(en).

Hence, the extensions of 7% yield strong SUR’s of the super Harish-Chandra pairs (R, (hoj2,0)r)
if o =0 and (R, (hoj1,1)r) if 0 = 1. Using again the equivalence stated in Theorem m these
become strong SUR’s of Hyp o and Hy)q; respectively. |

Lemma 6.11 Let k + ¢ be odd, H be a Hilbert superspace of parity o € {0,1} and (H, g, )
be a strong SUR of Hy,y,1, 0 such that central elements act by 7(0,t) = e, for all t € R. We
have two cases:

e if o ={ mod 2, then (H, o, ) extends into a strong SUR of Hyp, 41,0

e ifo =/{+1 mod 2, then (H,mo, ) extends into a strong SUR of Hyy, 1, g41-

PRrROOF For this proof, we assume that £ > 0 for simplicity of presentation. The remaining case
(k=0 and ¢ > 0) is similar and left to the reader.

According to Proposition the restrictions of (H,mo,m) to the subgroup Hoypp—1, <
Hapm ke and to its centralizer Hyj; o < Hyypy 1 ¢ are strong SUR’s. The central elements also act
by m(0,t) = e for both sub-representations. According to the previous section, there exists
a Hilbert superspace Hpr (see Lemma and paragraph above) and a superunitary operator
® : Hs@Hr — H (see (6.6)) which intertwines the representation (H,mo,n), restricted to
Hapjk—1,, and the tensor product of the Schrédinger representation (Hgs,Uo, U) of Hopyp—1.¢
with the trivial representation on Hg.

Since [7(x,t),7(y,t')] = 0 for all (x,t) € Hypp—1, and (y,t') € Hop g, Lemma applies
to the operators 7(y,t'). As a result, there exists a strong SUR (Hg, 7f', 7t) of Hoj1,0 such that
o lor(y,t')o® =1@x(y,t') for all (y,t') € Hypp 9. Of course, we have m(0,t) = ¢"1 for all
teR.

According to Lemma the strong SUR (Hg, 7{t, nf) of Hop1,0 extends as a strong SUR
of Hojo0 (if o(Hr) = 0) or Hopy 1 (if o(Hg) = 1). Then, the map

7T (x,t) X (y,t') = ®o (U(X,7§)®Il+]1®7TR(y,t/)) od 1

defines a strong SUR (H,mo,7) on H of the direct product Hop,p—1,¢ X Hooo (if o(Hg) = 0)
or Hypp—1,0 X Hojy (if o(Hg) = 1). Since the center of both factors acts in the same way,
(H,mo,7) descends as a strong SUR of Hypy i1 (if o(HR) = 0) or Hopypeqr (if o(Hr) = 1).
By definition of ®~! and 7%, the restriction of that strong SUR to Hopk,e is (H, 7o, m). As the
parity of Hg is given by k —1 mod 2 = £ mod 2, the represented supergroup is Ho,|p41,¢ if
o(H) = ¢ mod 2 and Hy,, 1, o4 if o(H) = £+ 1 mod 2. [ |
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Consider a strong SUR (H, o, 7) of Hop i e, with k + £ odd and H of parity o € {0,1},
such that central elements act by 7(0,¢) = €1 for all t € R. By Lemma (H, mo, ™)
admits an extension as a strong SUR of Hyy,x11,¢ if 0 = ¢ mod 2 or of Hypyppqq if 0 =0+ 1
mod 2. Denote by (Hg, Uy, U) the Schrodinger representation with parameter i € R* of the
extended supergroup Ho,p, 41,0 OF Hopy g 041- As the odd dimension of both supergroups is even,
Theorem applies to the extension of (H,my, 7). Hence, there exists a Hilbert superspace Hpr
and a superunitary intertwiner ® : Hg ® Hr — H between the strong SUR’s (H,mp, ) and
(Hs ® Hr,Up ® 1,U ® 1) of the extended supergroup (Hgp,p41,0 or Hopyi r41). The operator
® interwines automatically the restrictions of both strong SUR’s to Hgy,p¢. According to
Definition the restriction of (Hg,Uo,U) to Hapie is the Schrodinger representation of
Hy ke With parameter i and parity . This concludes the proof of Theorem

7 Applications

We provide now several applications of the Stone-von Neumann Theorem 6.1

7.1 Strong superunitary dual

Recall that two strong SUR’s of the Heisenberg supergroup Hy,,, 1, are equivalent if and only if
there exists a superunitary intertwiner between them.

Definition 7.1 The strong superunitary dual of the Heisenberg supergroup Hy,, s ¢ is the
set of equivalence classes of graded-irreducible strong SUR’s of Hyp s, ¢- ¢

In the following, we will prove that every graded-irreducible strong SUR (strong SUIR) of
Hopn|k,¢ 1s built from the following ones:

e the trivial representations (C;, 1, 1), where j € {0, 1,2, 3} and C; is the Hilbert superspace
of dimension 1 such that a normalized vector e; € C; satisfies {(ej, e;) = i/;

e the representations (C;, TFS’b,ﬂ'a’b), where j € {0,1,2,3} and a,b € R™ are such that
wg’b(Bq’ ]Bp? t) = ei(an+be) and ﬂ-a’b(Q7p7 Cv Z7 t) = ei(aqe’”—i—bpev)’
for all (¢,p,(,C,t) € Hopy e (see notations of (5.18)));

e the Schrodinger representations with parameter i € R*, and parity o € {0,1} if k+ ¢ is
odd, denoted by (K7, Uk, UM,

Lemma 7.2 Let (H,mo, ) be a strong SUIR of Hyy, . There exists h € R such that, for all
t € R, the elements (0,t) in the center of Hy,,;, ; act by 7(0,t) = eihtq

PROOF By definition of a strong SUR, the representation (H, ) is unitarizable. Namely, there
exists a fundamental symmetry J turning (#, (—,—)s) into a Hilbert space and such that the
operators mo(z,t) are J-unitary (i.e. unitary w.r.t. (—,—)s) for all (z,%) in the body of Hyp ¢-
The operators im.(X), with X € (]Bme“C’g)[), are then J-selfadjoint operators. In particular,
denoting by Z the infinitesimal generator of the center, with e = (0, 1), the operator im,(Z2) is
a J-selfadjoint operator of degree 0.

Assume that the spectrum of im,(Z) is not a singleton. Then, its spectral measure splits into
two non-trivial parts, which produce two J-orthogonal projectors P;, P, of degree 0. Since Z is
in the center, the operators P; and P, commute with all the representing operators m(x,t), with
(x,t) € Hopie- Hence, PIH and PaH are proper closed (7o, )-invariant graded subspaces of
‘H. It is a contradiction with the graded-irreducibility of w. Therefore, the spectrum of im,(Z)
is a singleton, that we denote by A € R. This means that 7(0,t) = €1 for all t € R. [
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Theorem 7.3 Up to equivalence, the strong SUIR’s of Hyy, 1, ¢ are given by
(i) the strong SUIR’s (C;, n®, 7%%) with j € {0,1,2,3} and a,b € R™;

(ii) the strong SUIR’s (Hgo) ® Cj, Ul @ 1,U"® 1), with j € {0,1,2,3} and h € R, as well as
o€ {0,1} if k4 ¢ is odd.

Moreover, the above strong SUIR’s are all inequivalent if k 4+ ¢ is even. If k + { is odd, the only
isomorphic ones are those of type (ii) with same parameters o € {0,1} and h € R*, and whose
parameters j,j' € {0,1,2,3} satisfy ' i1 = (—1)%sign(h).

PROOF 1. We start by proving that any strong SUIR of the Heisenberg supergroup Hy,,, 1, ¢ is of
the type (i) or (ii). Consider a strong SUIR (H,mo, ) of Hyp,, . By Lemma there exists
h € R such that, for all ¢ € R, the elements (0,t) in the center of Hy,,, , act by 7(0,t) = e,

Assume that A # 0. Then, the Stone-von Neumann Theorem applies. As a result,
(H, mo, ) is equivalent to the tensor product (’Hgff) @HR, U@ 1,U"® 1), with o € {0,1} if k+/¢
is odd. Since (H,mo, ) is graded-irreducible, (Hg, 1, 1) is also graded-irreducible. This implies
that Hp is one-dimensional, equal to C; for some j € {0,1,2,3}.

Assume that i = 0, i.e., the center acts trivially. Then, (#, 7, 7) descends as a strong SUIR
of the Abelian supergroup RZ™*+¢ The infinitesimal representation induces a representation
7. of the universal enveloping algebra U(R>™F+6) = ¢((R?™0) @ {(RO*+0) where U(ROF+E) ~
A RF+¢is a Grassmann algebra. Consider an element X € {(RO*+) of maximal (tensor) degree j
such that

m(X)#£0,  m(N\TTTRFY) =0.

Then, 7.(X)H is a closed (mp, w)-invariant graded subspace of H. Since (H,mp, ) is graded-
irreducible and . (X) # 0, this implies that 7.(X)H = H. Hence, m.(X?) = m.(X)? # 0. As
X2 is of degree 2§, this is possible only if 7 = 0. In other words, {(R*+¢) acts trivially on H
and (H,mp) is then an irreducible representation of R?™. As (#,mp) is unitarizable, the space
H is of dimension 1, equal to C; for some j € {0,1,2,3}, and my = Wg’b for some a,b € R™ (see
e.g [30]).

II. Now, we prove that any two strong SUIR’s of type (i) or (ii) are inequivalent, except in
the stated case.

If two strong SUIR’s are equivalent, the action of the central elements is the same. Hence,
strong SUIR’s of type (i) and (i7) are inequivalent and two strong SUIR’s of type (ii) are equiv-
alent only if they have same parameter h. Moreover, equivalent strong SUIR’s have isometric
Hilbert superspaces. Hence, two strong SUIR’s of type (i) are isometric only if they have same
parameter j and, if £ + ¢ is odd, two strong SUIR’s of type (i) are isometric only if they have
same parameter o. Clearly, two equivalent strong SUIR’s restrict as equivalent unitarizable
representations of the body group. Hence, (C;, 7T87b) and (Cj, Wg/’b/) are equivalent only if a = o’
and b =V (see e.g [30]).

Consider two equivalent strong SUIR’s of type (i), (’H(SU) ®C;, Ul @ 1,U" ® 1) and (Hgf) ®
Cyr, Ul ® 1,U" ® 1), intertwined by

It only remains to determine which are the possible values of j, j' € {0,1,2,3} = Z4. We define
the maps ®; ;s : Hs®@C; — Hs®Cjr, given by @; #(p®e;) := ¢®ej. These maps are invertible,

and satisfy ' S
(@j’j,)T¢j7j, = (—=1)UFU =)' =i,
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There exists an operator 7' such that ¥ = ®; yo(T®1), with T’ € B(H(SU)). It satisfies |T'| = j'—j
mod 2 and TU"(g) = U"(g)T for any g € Hopjo,e-

If k£ + ¢ is even, then T is a homogeneous intertwiner of the Schrodinger representation.
The latter is irreducible by Theorem so that Schur’s Lemma (Proposition applies.
Therefore, we have T' = Al for some A € C. The superunitarity of ¥ = A®; ;; implies that
j = j'. Hence, all listed SUIR’s are inequivalent if k + £ is even.

If k + ¢ is odd, then T is an intertwiner of degree j' — j of the Schrodinger representation,
which is graded-irreducible by Corollary[5.14l By Proposition [4.13] either 7' = A1 if 5’ —j is even
or T = MA for some fixed odd operator A if j/ — j is odd. In the first case, the superunitarity
of ¥ = A®; ;s implies that j = j'. In the remaining case, the operator A can be defined from
the extension of the Schrédinger representation to the supergroups Hop,p41,0 0F Hopi o1 (see
Lemma , as the representing operator of the extra dimension of those supergroups. It
satisfies

A2:(—1)“+Z%]1, AT =—A and AU"(g) =U"(g)A,

for all g € Hyyy, 1, ¢ Then, the operator A®; ;s o (A ® 1) is a superunitary intertwiner if and only
if the following operator is the identity:

()\(I)j,j’ o A)T()\(I)j,j’ o) A) = —|)\|2A o @;W o (bj,j’ oA
_ (_1)a+j+12~j’—j,)\|2A oA
_ (—p)fttg 2y
2
2

This means that || = | /75 and #7'+7=1 = (—1)’sign(h). Hence, the only non-trivial superunitary

intertwiner occurs for k4 /¢ odd and relates representations with same parameters h and o, whose
parameters j, ;" satisfy /' 7~ = (—1)’sign(h). [ |

7.2 Fourier transformation

In this section, we construct the group Fourier transformation and exhibit the Plancherel measure
of the Heisenberg supergroup G = Hyy, ¢, With k + £ even. This extends the previous work [14]
where £ is assumed to be 0. Other works on the Fourier transformation over supermanifolds can
be found in [32, [33] 34].

The Schrodinger representation of G with parameter A is denoted here by (Hg, Uk, uh.

Definition 7.4 The group Fourier transformation of a function f € L'(G) is the following
operator family, indexed by & € R*,

f(hy = /G dg [(9)U"(g) € B(HZ". ¢

Due to the unimodularity of G, the group Fourier transformation obviously satisfies ?(h) =
(f(R)T for all i € R*. Following [16], we define the supertrace of rank one operators by

Str(|v) (#]) = (@, P).

The resolution of the identity (Proposition [5.17)) permits to extend the supertrace to other
operators.
Definition 7.5 Let T' € B(#}) with trace class, and ¢, 9 € S(R™") with (¢, 1)) # 0. We define
the supertrace of T as

1

o__ X hi X h X .
() = — L / dx (U" (%), TU" (x)) ¢

52



The above definition does not depend on the choice of ¢, 1). The group Fourier transformation
admits an inversion formula, as given below.

Theorem 7.6 (Inversion formula) Let u be the measure on R given by du(h) := 27JZLﬁdh.
For any f € L'(G) and g € G, we have

flo) = [ aun) str (FmU~"(57).
The above measure 1 is called the Plancherel measure of G.
ProoF We need a Lemma.
Lemma 7.7 For any h € R* and g = (q,p,¢,(,t) € G, we have
Str(U"(g)) = rae™5(p)3(a)5(¢, ),

with the following Dirac distributions 6(q) = 6(Bq)qm+1 - @m+r, 6(p) = S(BP)Pm+1 -+ Pitrs
and §(C,0) = o Ci1 -+ Gl

PROOF By definition, we have

Str(U"(g1)) = (20)* / dgdpd¢d¢dgod¢odCy ¢(g0 — q)¥ (g0 — q — a1, Co — € — G1)

eiﬁ(t1+(%q1—qo)p1+%(%Cl—Co)Zﬁqm-S-%(C+Cl—Co)E+%(Co—C)Zo).
Using the identities (5.13]) on the variable p and (5.14)) on the variable (,, we obtain
Ser(U"(g1)) = (20)*1 [ dgdcdCdan Ban) ol (a, ~G)e - wm oS b0,

The result follows then from the use of Equations ([5.13))-(5.14). [ |

By definition of the group Fourier transformation, the right hand side of the inversion formula
reads as

RHS = /du(h) Str (/dg’ f(g’)U_h(g/)U_h’(g_l)> = /du(h) Str (/dg’ f(g’g)U‘h(g’))

If we choose a function ¢ € H_j of degree r in the definition of the supertrace, we can commute
the supertrace with the integration over ¢’ and with the function f. Then, we use Lemma
to get

RHS = [ du(mdg’ f(5'gnne " 5(6)5()3(¢".C)
N /dﬂ(h)dt’ F((0,4').9)k—ne™™" = f(g),
due to the definition of the Plancherel measure pu. |

Corollary 7.8 We have the Parseval-Plancherel formula for the superhermitian inner product
on G:

/ dg Ti(9) fo(g) = / du(h) Str (f(0)1 fa(h)).
for any f1, fo € L*(G).
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PROOF Indeed, we have

FAR)T fa(h) = / dgdg’ f(9)f(99) U "(g").

Using Lemma [7.7] we get

(A 2() = [ dgdt Tig)£(g-0.)npe .
The result follows from integration of the A-variable with respect to the Plancherel measure. B

The regular representation (L2(G), Lo, L) of the Heisenberg supergroup G is defined by

Vgo € BG =Ham, ¢ € G, f € L*(G), Lo(go) (f(¢)) :== f((90) 9",
Vg,g' € G, f e (LX(G)>, Llg) (f(g) = f((9) " 9),

with (L?(G))* the space of smooth functions on G, whose all derivatives are square integrable.

Corollary 7.9 The regular representation (L?(G), Lo, L) can be decomposed via the group
Fourier transformation:

VheRX, g€ BG, fe LXG), Lo(g)f (k) = Ug"(g) o f(h),
VheR, g€ G, fe(LXG)™, Lig)f (h) =U"(g)o f(h).

PRrROOF It is a direct consequence of the inversion formula, with a change of variable. |

7.3 Metaplectic representation

Let (E,w) be a symplectic superspace of dimension 2m|k + ¢. We use the Schrédinger represen-
tation of the Heisenberg supergroup H(Ep,w) and previous works [5] to build the metaplectic
representation as a SUR of the metaplectic supergroup. For simplicity, we assume that the
signature is of the form (k,¢) = (r + 2s,7). The other cases admit a similar treatment and are
left to the reader.

We start with algebraic preliminaries, following [5]. The orthosymplectic R-Lie superalgebra
is defined as

spo(E,w)r := {A € L(BE) | VX,Y € BE, w(AX,Y) + (-D)AXlu(X, AY) = 0}.

Denote by gr := (h(E,w))r the Heisenberg R-Lie superalgebra. The canonical Lie supebracket
on the quotient algebra U(gr)/(Z — 1) induces a R-Lie superalgebra structure on the space of
quadratic elements,

Ly = span{ XY + (—)F WYX | XY € gr} C 8i(gr)/(Z — 1),
and a linear action of L2 on the space of degree 1 elements, BE C i(gr)/(Z — 1).

Proposition 7.10 ([5], Theorem 3.5) The linear action of L2 on BE defines an isomorphism
of R-Lie superalgebras between Ly and spo(E,w)g.
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In the sequel, we do not distinguish between L5 and spo(E, w)g. Consider the basis (¢;, eq, Z)
of gr, with (¢;)1<i<2m a basis of R*™ with degree 0 and (€a)1<a<a(r4s) @ basis of R2("+5) with
degree 1 (see Equation (2.14])). It induces the following basis of Lo ~ spo(E, w)g:

My 1= CiCj + CjCq, Sap = €q€B — €B€q, tia = Cieq + €aCi,

where 1 < 4,7 <m and 1 < «,3 < 2(r + s). The Schrédinger representation (Hg, Uy, Ux) with
parameter f induces a superalgebra morphism, U, : U(gr)/(Z — ih1) — L(HT). We define the
map /i, : 5po(E,w)r — L(HY) by setting . := +=(U)|z,. In the above basis we have

pemig) o= o (UnleUeleg) + Ua(e)Un(e9)) = — 2 Uulen)Unles) — i,
pelsa8) = 21 (Us(ea)Unles) — Uules)Uis(ea)) = = Unlea)Us(es) — wa,
i (tia) = %(U*(ci)U*(ea) 1 Uea)Us(ci)) = —%U*(ci)U*(ea) - —%U*(ea)U*(ci). (7.1)

Proposition 7.11 ([5], Proposition 4.6) The map p. : spo(E,w)r — L(HZ) is a R-Lie
superalgebra morphism satisfying p.(X)" = —p.(X) for all X € spo(E,w)g.

Let GL(Ep) be the supergroup of invertible A-linear transformations of Fy. The orthosym-
plectic supergroup SpO(Ep,w) is defined as the sub-supergroup of GL(Ey) preserving the sym-
plectic form w,

SpO(Ey,w) := {M € GL(Ey) | VX,Y € Ey, w(MX,MY) = w(X,Y)}.

As soon as both k and £ are non-zero, SpO(Ep, w) is not connected and we denote by SpO°(Ep, w)
its connected component at the identity. The super Harish-Chandra pair of SpO®(Ep,w) is

(Sp(2m,R) x SOY(k, £), spo(2m|k, O)r),
where the adjoint action Ad is given by
VM € Sp(2m,R) x SO%(k,?), A € spo(2m|k,O)r, AdpyA=MAM™",

the product being taken in the algebra L(BE). We denote by Mp(2m, R) the metaplectic group,
Spin’(k, £) the connected component at the identity of the spin group, and

p: Mp(2m,R) x Spin®(k, £) — Sp(2m, R) x SO°(k, ¢)
the canonical Zsy X Zso-covering.
Definition 7.12 The metaplectic supergroup Mp(FEp,w) is a Zg X Zg-covering of the or-

thosymplectic supergroup SpO°(Ep,w). Its associated super Harish-Chandra pair is (Mp(2m, R) x
Spin®(k, £), spo(2m|k, £)g), where the adjoint action Ad is given by

AdyA = Adyop A,
for all M € Mp(2m,R) x Spin(k,¢) and A € spo(2m|k, {)R. ¢

If Kk =¢ =0, then spo(E,w)r =~ sp(2m,R) and the representation p, is known to integrate
as a unitary representation of Mp(2m,R) on L?(R™), called the metaplectic representation [30].
If m = 0, then spo(E,w)r =~ o(k,£). According to Section the representation U, defines an
algebra isomorphism

End(L*(R") @ Hol(C%#)) ~ Ce(2n).

Since the Lie algebra o(k,?) exponentiates in the Clifford algebra C/¢(2n) as the spin group
Spin(k, £), the representation s integrates as a SUR of Spin(k, £) on L*(R°")® Hol(CP!*), which
is the spinor representation. Let pg : Mp(2m, R) x Spin’(k, #) — U(Hs) be the tensor product
of the metaplectic representation of Mp(2m, R) with the spin representation of Spin®(k, ¢).
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Theorem 7.13 The triple (Hg, po, i) is a SUR of the metaplectic supergroup Mp(Ep,w) on
the Hilbert superspace Hg. It is called the metaplectic representation.

PRrROOF Let us check the axioms of Definition By definition, pg is a SUR of the Lie group
Mp(2m,R) x Spin®(k, £) and we have p, = dyug on the even part of spo(FE,w)g. By Propo-
sition the map i, : spo(E,w)r — L(HT) is a R-Lie superalgebra morphism satisfying
p(X)T = — 1 (X) for all X € spo(E,w)g. Since Mp(2m) x Spin®(k, £) is connected, the condi-
tion is automatically satisfied.

To conclude the proof, it suffices to show that the space Hj® of smooth vectors of the
representation fo is equal to Hg’. On one side, by definition of 19, we have Hg C H;°. On the
other side, the restriction of dug to sp(2m,R) acts by operators of type 0;,0;; @ 1, 2;0,; @ 1,
and z;z; ® 1 on L*(R™) @ (L? (R ® Hol(C()'S)). Hence, H;? is included in all the domains of
powers of the operator (1 + 2 — 97) ® 1, that is #;° C S(R™) ® (L3(RO") @ Hol(C%)) (see
28, page 141]). Since HZF = S(R™I"*+*) (see Proposition , the result follows. [ |

The Zgy x Zo-covering introduced above extend to the supergroups, p : Mp(Eq,w) — SpO°(Ep, w).
If x € By and M € Mp(FEy,w), we denote by p(M )x the result of the natural action SpO°(FEy, w) x
Ey — Ejy on the pair (p(M),x).

Proposition 7.14 The metaplectic and the Schrédinger representations satisfy:
VM € Mp(Ey,w), g € H(Eo,w), U(p(M)g) = p(M)U(g)p(M) ™",
where, using the decomposition g = (x,t) € Eg x R0, we have p(M)g = (p(M)x,1).

PROOF Since the body of the metaplectic supergroup is connected, it is enough to check the
relation at the infinitesimal level on H;” = HZ’, that is

VA € spo(E,w)r, VX € BE, U,(AX) = [u.(A), U.(X)],

where AX € BE is the result of the standard action of spo(FE,w)r on BE. Identifying X and A
as elements of U(gr)/(Z —ih1) of order 1 and 2, we obtain AX = L[A, X] where the commutator
is taken in the algebra U(gr)/(Z — ih1). Since U, is an algebra morphism, we get that
1 1
Uu(AX) = —Uu([A, X]) = [ U (A), U(X)].
th th
The result follows from the definition of fi. [ ]

A Graded BCH series

Let g be a finite dimensional Lie superalgebra over the algebra A and A4 the ideal of nilpotent
elements in A. For any X € N4 ® Bg, the exponential of X is given by the sum

3k
exp(X) = %
k=0
Since X has nilpotent coefficients, the sum is finite and exp(X) is a formal polynomial over A.
We set gM) := A; @ (gr)1 and g(@ := (M4N.Ag) @ (gr)o- These are subspaces of (N4 @ Bg) N go.
Moreover, g(» @ g(!) is stable under the bracket.
A Lie polynomial is a polynomial where multiplication of variables is given by Lie bracket.
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Proposition A.1 There exists Lie polynomials BCHg : gV x g — g(® and BCH; : gV x
g — g such that

VX,Y € gV, exp(X)exp(Y) = exp(BCHy(X,Y)) exp(BCH; (X, Y)). (A1)

ProOF Clearly, there exists unique polynomials BCHg of even degree and BCH; of odd degree
such that Equation (A.1)) is fulfilled. It remains to prove that they are Lie polynomials. Taking
XY, Z € gV, we compute

(exp(X)exp(Y)) exp(Z) = exp(BCHy(X,Y)) exp(BCH; (X,Y)) exp(Z)
= exp(BCHy (X, Y)) exp(BCHo(BCH, (X, Y), Z) exp(BCH; (BCH,; (X, Y), Z)))

and
exp(X) (exp(Y) exp(Z)) =exp(X) exp(BCHy(Y, Z)) exp(BCH, (Y, Z))
= exp(Adexp(x)BCHo (Y, Z)) exp(X) exp(BCH (Y, Z))
= exp(Adexp(x)BCHo (Y, Z)) exp(BCHy (X, BCHy (Y, Z))
x exp(BCH; (X,BCH, (Y, 2))).

Products of polynomials of even degree is again of even degree, thus the equality of the two
above terms yields

BCH; (BCH; (X,Y), Z) = BCH, (X, BCH; (Y, Z)).

By decomposing the polynomial BCH; in terms of its degrees, we get BCH; (X,Y) = >, For41(X,Y),

and then
ZFQZ-I—l(ZFQ]-i-lXY > ZF21+1< ,ZF2J‘+1(Y,Z)>-
J

Since F1(X,Y) = X +Y and Foiy1(AX, YY) =0 for all ¢ € N and A, u € R, the proof in [35]
that the standard BCH series is a Lie series applies. As a result, each Fy; 11 is a Lie polynomial
and BCH; is also one. Using that the standard BCH series is a Lie polynomial on g(!), the
equality exp(BCH(X,Y)) = exp(BCHo(X,Y))exp(BCH;(X,Y)) implies that BCHy is also a
Lie polynomial. |
Example A.2 The first terms of BCH; are
t3
with ¢ € R. ¢

BCH;(tX,tY)=t(X+Y)+

Remark A.3 By Ado theorem, any Lie supergroup is locally a matrix supergroups. For ma-
trix supergroups, the exponential map defined from the flow of left invariant vector field coin-
cides with the exponential series computed in the algebra of supermatrices (see [20, Paragraph
VI.3.10]). Hence, for any Lie supergroup with Lie superalgebra g, the exponential map satisfies

XY = (BCHo(X,Y) BOH1(X.Y))

for all X,Y € g(» in a suitable neighborhood of zero. ¢
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Remark A.4 Let G be a Lie supergroup. According to Proposition it is diffeomorphic to
Gvod s g via (g0, X) > go e®. By pull-back to GV-d: x g, the group law of G reads as

(90, X) (g X') = (goghe” b= %) BOH, (Ad ()1 X, X)), (A.2)
for all go, gh € GV and X, X’ € g(V). ¢

Remark A.5 Let (Go,gr) be a super Harish-Chandra pair and G%°% the Lie supergroup
obtained from Gg by Ag-scalar extension. Then, the supermanifold G¥->9 x g(1) endowed with
the product is a Lie supergroup. This provides a construction of the Lie supergroup
associated to a super Harish-Chandra pair. ¢
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