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Abstract

We show that 4-dimensional conformal field theory is most naturally formulated on
Kulkarni 4—folds, i. e. real 4—folds endowed with an integrable quaternionic structure.
This leads to a formalism that parallels very closely that of 2-dimensional conformal field
theory on Riemann surfaces. In this framework, the notion of Fueter analyticity, the
quaternionic analogue of complex analyticity, plays an essential role. Conformal fields
appear as sections of appropriate either harmonic real or Fueter holomorphic quaternionic
line bundles. In the free case, the field equations are statements of either harmonicity or
Fueter holomorphicity of the relevant conformal fields. We obtain compact quaternionic
expressions of such basic objects as the energy—momentum tensor and the gauge currents
for some basic models in terms of Kulkarni geometry. We also find a concise expression
of the conformal anomaly and a quaternionic 4-dimensional analogue of the Schwarzian
derivative describing the covariance of the quantum energy—momentum tensor. Finally,

we analyse the operator product expansions of free fields.
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0. Introduction

The success of 2-dimensional conformal field theory both in the study of critical
2-dimensional statistical mechanics and perturbative string theory is well known [1-3].
Higher dimensional conformal field theory is similarly relevant in critical higher dimensional
statistical physics and may eventually play an important role in membrane theory [4-6].
Unfortunately, so far it has failed to be as fruitful as its 2—dimensional counterpart in spite
of its considerable physical interest.

The basic reason of this failure is well-known. In 2 dimensions, the conformal algebra
is infinite dimensional and thus it strongly constraints the underlying field theory. It
is precisely this that renders 2—dimensional conformal field theory very predictive and
computationally efficient. In d > 2 dimensions, the conformal algebra is instead only
(d+4 1)(d + 2)/2 dimensional and has therefore limited structural implications. There are
however other features of 2—dimensional conformal field theory, which turn out to be of
considerable salience and may generalize to higher dimensions.

In a 2—-dimensional conformal model on an oriented Riemann surface X, the scale of the
background metric in the action can be absorbed into a multiplicative redefinition of the
dynamical fields by an appropriate power of the scale. The action can then be expressed
entirely in terms of the underlying conformal geometry. The fields become either functions
or sections of certain holomorphic line bundles on . In the free case, the field equations
reduce to the condition of either harmonicity or holomorphicity of the fields. Complex
analyticity is therefore a distinguished feature of these field theoretic models allowing the
utilization of powerful methods of complex analysis such as the Cauchy integral formula
and the Laurent expansion theorem.

In a higher dimensional conformal model on a manifold X, the scale of the background
metric in the action can be similarly absorbed into a multiplicative redefinition of the fields
by some power of the scale and the action is again expressible entirely in terms of the
underlying conformal geometry, as in the 2—-dimensional case. One may wonder if there
are higher dimensional generalizations of 2—-dimensional complex analyticity of the same
salience. The present paper aims to show that this is in fact so in 4 dimensions. The form
of analyticity relevant to the 4-dimensional case is Fueter’s quaternionic analyticity. This
is stronger than real analyticity, as complex analyticity is, and yet is weak enough to be
fulfilled by a wide class of functions. It also allows for a straightforward generalization of
the main fundamental theorems of complex analysis [7].

By definition, a complex function f(z) of a complex variable z is holomorphic if it

satisfies the well-known Cauchy—Riemann equations 0sf = 0. Similarly, a quaternionic
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function f(q) of a quaternionic variable ¢ is right (left) Fueter holomorphic if it satisfies
the right (left) CauchyFueter equation fozr =0 (051 f = 0) [7], where

fOun = 3 (Ouof + Our i), Oguf = {(Beof +3s00r ). (01)

for ¢ = 20 + 27§, with 20, 2" real, j,, r = 1, 2, 3 being the standard generators of the
quaternion field H. Here, due to the non commutative nature of H, one distinguishes
between left and right Fueter analyticity.

We know that Riemann surfaces are the largest class of 2—folds allowing for global
notions of complex analyticity. It is therefore natural to look for the largest class of 4—
folds on which Fueter analyticity can be similarly globally defined.

The closest 4-dimensional analog of a Riemann surface is a Kulkarni 4—fold. A Kulka-
rni 4—fold X is a real 4—fold admitting an atlas of quaternionic coordinates ¢ transforming

as

o = (aapqs + bap)(capqs + dap) ™" (0.2)

for some constant matrix (CCLO‘B ZO‘B ) € GL(2,H) [8]. As the 2-dimensional projective
quaternionic group PGL(Q,HOSﬁiS isgfnorphic to the orientation preserving 4—dimensional
conformal group SO (5, 1), a Kulkarni 4—fold is just an oriented real 4—fold with a confor-
mal structure, much in the same way as a Riemann surface is an oriented 2—fold with a
conformal structure. Note the analogy of the transformations (0.2) with the well-known
complex Moebius transformations. In 2 dimensions, Moebius coordinates are just one of
infinitely many choices of coordinates compatible with the underlying conformal structure.
In 4 dimensions, the quaternionic coordinates ¢ are conversely the only possible choice [9].

The Fueter operators (0.1) appear naturally in the geometry of Kulkarni 4—folds. One
can construct a Fueter complex (2°(X, (,), ), where the (, are certain quaternionic line
bundles on X and ¢ is a differential built out of 9, and 0z, and show its equivalence to
the standard de Rham complex (2*(X),d). Exploiting this property, one can show that
the spaces of closed (anti)selfdual 2—forms, which are two fundamental invariants of every
real 4—fold with an oriented conformal structure, are defined by a condition of right (left)
Fueter holomorphicity. Kulkarni 4—folds can be further equipped with a harmonic real
line bundle p and, in the spin case, with two right/left Fueter holomorphic quaternionic
line bundles w®. The actions of the flat d’Alembertian [J = %190, on real sections of
p and of the Fueter operator Og = 9;rdq (01, = dgdsr) on quaternionic sections of w™
(w™) are therefore globally defined. These line bundles and operators are of considerable

salience because of their relation with the conformal d’Alembertian and the Dirac operator,
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respectively. All the above indicates that Fueter analyticity is a natural notion of regularity
on Kulkarni 4—folds.

The family of Kulkarni 4-fold is very vast. It contains such basic examples as S* and
T* and topologically very complicated 4-folds as the oriented 4-dimensional Clifford-Klein
forms T'\R*, and T'\ B; (R*), the oriented 4-dimensional Hopf manifolds T'\(S! x $3) and
the flat sphere bundles on a Riemann surface Bj(R?) xg S2. Note that all the above
4—folds, like all oriented Riemann surfaces, are Kleinian manifolds.

A Kulkarni 4—fold X is naturally endowed with a canonical conformal class of locally
conformally flat metrics. These are the natural metrics for X. The Riemann 2—form, the
Ricci 1-form and the Ricci scalar of such metrics and all the objects derived from them
have particularly simple compact expressions in terms of the scale of the metric and the
underlying Kulkarni structure. Exploiting Fueter calculus, one can also derive the general
structure of Einstein locally conformally flat metrics, when they exist. Note once more the
analogy with the geometry of Riemann surfaces. However, while, in the case of Riemann
surfaces, every metric is automatically locally conformally flat and Einstein, the same is
no longer true in the case of Kulkarni 4—folds.

On a Kulkarni 4-fold X equipped with a compatible locally conformally flat metric, the
analogy of the geometry of 4— and 2—dimensional conformal field theory becomes manifest.
The fields appear as sections of either p or w® or derived line bundles and the action can
be expressed fully in the language of Kulkarni geometry. For instance, the action of the

standard conformal complex boson model with s/6 coupling can be cast as

(6060 === [ .00 03

with ¢ a complex section of p. The field equations of ¢ read simply as [¢ = 0 and thus
imply the harmonicity of ¢. Similarly, the action of the standard massless Dirac fermion

model can be cast as

T 07 0 07) = SRe [ [T opAxdawT = Onnxded] (04
9 3 _ o
- FRe/X [@ﬁ*dq/\amb_ —¢+*dq/\8L¢_].

with % complex Grassman sections of w™. * is similar to the Hodge star, but it de-
pends only on the Kulkarni geometry of X. The field equations of ¥™ (1) read as
Y*TOr =0 (0ryp~ = 0) and imply the right (left) Fueter holomorphicity of % (¢~). The
energy-momentum tensor and the gauge currents have similarly simple expressions and

geometrically clear properties in this formalism.
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In the quantum case, the operator product expansions of the quantum fields may be
formulated and analyzed exploiting harmonicity and Fueter holomorphicity, in a way very
close in spirit to the analogous approach of 2—dimensional conformal field theory. One can
further define a quaternionic conformally invariant quantum energy—momentum tensor 7.
The Ward identity obeyed by this can be expressed in terms of the underlying Kulkarni
geometry in the form

dxT,=0 (0.5)

up to contact terms. Under a coordinate change of the form (0.2), T, transforms as

Tea = C?)aﬁ (Teﬁ + Qozﬁ)- (06)

Here, o5 depends only on the underlying conformal geometry. So, the matching relation
(0.6) is completely analogous to that of the conformally invariant energy—momentum tensor
in 2-dimensional conformal field theory and g, is a 4-dimensional generalization of the
Schwarzian derivative.

The present paper is an attempt at generalizing some of the powerful techniques of
2-dimensional conformal field theory to higher dimensional field theory in a geometric
perspective. It is similar in spirit to but quite different in approach from the work of refs.
[10-11].

In sections 1, 2 and 3, we provide a detailed account of the quaternionic geometry of
Kulkarni 4-folds in a way that parallels as much as possible the standard treatment of the
geometry of Riemann surfaces. In sections 4 and 5, we analyze the geometric properties
of a 4—dimensional conformal field theory on a Kulkarni 4—fold respectively in the classical
and quantum case. In section 6, we provide a brief outlook of future developments

1. Quaternionic linear algebra and group theory

In this paper, we argue that the geometry underlying 4-dimensional conformal field
theory is quaternionic. In this section, we review briefly basic facts of quaternionic linear
algebra and group theory.

The quaternion field H is the non commutative field generated over R by the symbols

1 and j,, r =1, 2, 3, subject to the relation !

Jrjs = —0ps + €rst]t- (1.1)

1 In this paper, we adopt the following conventions. The early Latin indices a through d
and middle Latin indices ¢ through m take the values 0, 1, 2, 3. The middle Latin indices e
through g and the late Latin indices r through v take the values 1, 2, 3. Sum over repeated
indices is understood unless they appear on both sides of the same identity.
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Hence, a generic quaternion a € H can be written as
_ 0 T 0 r
a=a +aj,, a,a €R. (1.2)

Quaternionic conjugation is defined by

a=a’—a"j,. (1.3)

The real and imaginary parts of a quaternion a € H are defined, in analogy to the complex
case, as

Rea = (1/2)(a +a) = a°, Ima= (1/2)(a —a) = a"j,. (1.4)

The absolute value of a quaternion a € H is given by
la| = (da)% =a’a® +a"a". (1.5)

The space H" can be given the structure of right H linear space in natural fashion.

Further, it can be equipped with the right sesquilinear scalar product defined by

(u,v) = Zﬁkvk, u, v € H. (1.6)
k=1

The n—dimensional quaternionic general linear group GL (n, H) is the group of invert-
ible n by n matrices with entries in H. Any 7' € GL(n, H) defines by left matrix action a
right H linear operator on H". The n—dimensional symplectic group Sp (n) is the subgroup
of GL (n,H) formed by those operators leaving the scalar product (1.6) invariant.

HP", the n dimensional quaternionic projective space, is the quotient of H"+! — {0}
by the right multiplicative action of the group Hy of non zero quaternions.

The group PGL(n + 1,H) is defined as

PGL(n+ 1,H) = GL(n + 1,H)/Ry, (1.7)

where Ry is embedded in GL (n + 1, H) as the subgroup Ry 1,,+1. PGL(n + 1, H) acts on
HP"™ by linear fractional transformations.

The case n = 1 will be of special relevance in what follows. GL(1,H) is simply the
group of non zero quaternions, i. e. GL(1,H) = H,. Sp(1) is the group of quaternions of
unit absolute value, so Sp (1) = SU(2).

(1.2) defines an isomorphism R* 22 H!. Under such an identification, one has [12]

Spin (4) 22 Sp (1) x Sp(1), (1.8)
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SO (4) = (Sp(1) x Sp(1))/Z2, (1.9)

where Zs is embedded in Sp(1) x Sp(1) as {+(11,11)}.
Similarly, S* = HP'. The group of orientation preserving conformal transformations
of §* is the connected component of the identity of SO(5,1), SOq(5,1). The following

fundamental isomorphism holds [8-9]
SO¢(5,1) = PGL (2, H). (1.10)
Explicitly, the action of PGL (2, H) on HP! is given by

T(a) = (Tia+ Tiz)(Toa + Tas) ™, a € HP! (1.11)
= (—aT o1 + T 1) HaT ey — T 1),

for T'€ PGL(2,H). The above isomorphism fails to hold in 4n dimensions with n > 1,
since in fact SOg(4n + 1,1) 22 PGL(n + 1,H). This is why the 4-dimensional case is so

special.

2. The Kulkarni 4-—folds

In this paper, we argue that 4 dimensional conformal field theory is formulated most
naturally on a class of 4-folds admitting an integrable quaternionic structure, the Kulkarni
4—folds. In the first part of this section, we discuss the local and global quaternionic
geometry of such 4—folds. We define the Fueter complex and show its equivalence to the
De Rham complex. In the second part, we introduce the natural differential operators
of a Kulkarni 4-fold, the d’Alembertian and the Fueter operators, and show their global
definition. In the third and final part, we illustrate several basic examples.

Local quaternionic differential geometry of real 4—folds

Let X be a real 4-fold. Let x be a local coordinate of X of domain U. The four
components z, i = 0, 1, 2, 3, of  can be assembled into a quaternionic coordinate g of
the same domain given by

q=2"+2"j,. (2.1)

The coordinate vector fields 0,;, ¢ = 0, 1, 2, 3, can be similarly organized into a

quaternionic vector field 9, given by

0y = =~ (D50 — Ourir)- (2.2)

B~ =
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Also, 0; = B_q. 0, is a quaternionic differential operator, called Fueter operator, acting
on the space of smooth H-valued functions f on U. Since the quaternion field is not
commutative, one must distinguish a left and a right action of d,: fo,r = (1/4)(Oxof —
Opr fir) and Ogr.f = (1/4)(0pof — jrOxr f). If f is R-valued, then fOyr = Oyr.f = O4f. f
is right (left) Fueter holomorphic if fOzr =0 (071 f = 0).

The linearly independent wedge products dzt A« Adze with0<i; <--- < iy <3
and 1 < p < 4 can similarly be assembled into a distinguished set of alternate wedge
products of the differentials dq and dg:

dq = dz° + dz" .., (2.3)
1 — 0 t 1 T s\
—qu ANdg = (daz Adx' + §emtdaz A dz >]t, (2.4)
1 1
+§dcj ANdq = (dazo Adxt — iemtda:’" A dx5>jt,
1 1
gdandqndg = dz' A dx? A dx® — §er5tdx0 Adax" A dzs, (2.5)
1 1
—5;%a N dgndg A dg = +57dq Adg A dg A dg = dz® A dat A da? A da®. (2.6)

All the other combinations of dq and dq of the same type can be obtained from these
by conjugation. Denoting by * the Hodge star operator with respect to the flat metric
h = dz! ® dx* on U, one has

1 1 1 1
——dq/\d@z*(——dq/\dd), —dQ/\dq:—*<—dQ/\dq>, (2.7)
2 2 2 2
1
Edq A dq N\ dg = xdq, (2.8)
1 1
—ﬂ@A@AMAM:+ﬂMA@AMA®:M. (2.9)

For any p—form w = %wil...ipdxil A---Adx'» on U with 1 < p < 4, one defines the
quaternionic components of w by:

wq = w(0g) = i(wo - wro>7 p=1, (2.10)
waq = w(9g,9q) = _% (WOT + %Erstwst)jra p =2, (2.11)
wqg = w(0q, Og) = +% (WOT - %Erstwst)jrv

Wqgq = w(0q, O, 0q) = —3—32 (W123 + %@"st‘*@ﬁjr), p =3, (2.12)
waqqq = w(0g, 0q, 0g,04) = —3%%123, p =4, (2.13)
Wagqq = w(0q; 07, 0q, 0g) = +3%w0123-
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The remaining components are wz = w(0;), p = 1, and wgqg = w(03, 0y, 07), p = 3, and are
obtained by conjugation: wg = Wy and wgeg = —Wqegq- One can express w in terms of its

components as follows:

w = 4Re (w,dq), p=1, (2.14)
w = —2Re(wgzqdg N dq) — 2Re (wqqdq A dgq), p =2, (2.15)
w = —%Re (wqgqdg N dg A dq), p =3, (2.16)
w= gwqqqqdq ANdgANdgNdg= gwqqqthj Adg N dg N dg, p=4. (2.17)

Note that, when p = 2, w is xselfdual (x—antiselfdual) if and only if w3 = 0 (wzy = 0).
From (2.10)—(2.13), for any p—form w on U with 0 < p < 3, one has

(dw)q = wOyr = Oqrw, p=0, (2.18)
(du))qq = 8[7qu — quﬁqR, P = 1, (219)

(dw)qqg = Oqrwq — WeO4r,

3 3
(dw)ggq = Qaquriq + quqaq% p=2, (2.20)
(dw)geqq = 2(9gLwqqq — WgqgOgR), p=3, (2.21)

(dw)qaeq = 2(9qLwaqq — WqgqOR)-

These identities show the relation between the de Rham differential d and the Fueter
operator J;.

Kulkarni 4—folds

The Kulkarni 4n—folds are the real 4n—folds uniformized by (HP™, PGL(n+ 1,H)) [8].
This condition turns out to be very restrictive. We are interested in the case where n = 1.

A Kulkarni 4-fold X is a real 4-fold ? with an atlas {(U,,qa)} of quaternionic
coordinates such that, for U, N Ug # 0, there is T,,3 € PGL(2, H) such that

o = TO&B(Qﬁ)? (2'22)

where the right hand side is given by (1.11).

2 In this paper, we shall assume, unless otherwise stated, that a manifold has no

boundary.



Global quaternionic differential geometry of Kulkarni 4—folds

Let X be a Kulkarni 4—fold. The local quaternionic tensorial structures defined on
each patch U, of X, as described above, have very simple covariance properties under the
coordinate transformations (2.22), as we shall illustrate next.

For U, NUg # ), we define the matching functions

N ag = —0aTap2r + Tapti, N ap = Tup21qs + Tapoo. (2.23)

The niag are nowhere vanishing on U, N Uy since, as will be shown in a moment, the
invertible matching operators of the basic quaternionic tensorial structures are polynomial
in such objects.

The matching relation of the vector fields 0,4 of eq. (2.2) is
Oy = 1" aplas(M ap) - (2.24)

Proof. By differentiating (2.22) using (1.11), one gets (2.25) below, from which one reads
off the identity 9,5i70" + 0zsiTa’js = N ap(00i + 6rifir) (N ap) . Using this relation and
(2.2), it is straightforward to derive (2.24). QED

The matching relations of the wedge products (2.3)—(2.6) are
dge =1t apdas(n”as) (2.25)

dgo N dge = 10" 0?10 apl 0t apdas A dgs(ntas) ™, (2.26)
dgo A dge = 10" ap* 10" apl 20" apdds A das(n”ap)
dgo N dGe N dge = 10" apl? 10~ apl >0t apdas A dgs A dgs(n”as) ™, (2.27)
dgo A dGo A dge N dGe = 17 apl*n" apl ™ dgs A dgs A das A dgs, (2.28)
e N dga N dga N dge = |17 apl* 117 apl ~*dds A dgs A dgs A dgg.

The Hodge star operators %, associated with the flat metrics h,, defined above (2.7) match
as

*o = (|n+a5\\n_a5|_1)_2(1’_2) *g  on p—forms. (2.29)

Proof. (2.25) follows immediately from differentiating (2.22) using (1.11). (2.26)—(2.28) are
trivial consequences of (2.25). (2.29) follows from comparing (2.26)—(2.28) with (2.7)—(2.9).
QED

10



The collection T' = {T, s} associated with the coordinate changes (2.22) defines a
flat PGL(2,H) 1-cocycle on X. In general, this cocycle cannot be lifted to GL (2, H) by
choosing suitable GL (2, H) representatives of the 7,3 € PGL(2,H). One has instead a
relation of the form

Tory = WapyTapTpy, Wagy = £1, (2.30)

whenever U, N Ug N U, # 0, where w = {wqap+} is a flat Zy 2-cocycle on X.

Proof. Since T is a flat PGL (2, H) 1-cocycle on X and the center of PGL (2, H) is Ry 1o,
(2.30) holds with w a flat Ry 2-cocycle on X, by a standard theorem of obstruction
theory. From here, using (2.23), one can show that relation (2.31) below holds. Now,
set Pap = |n+a5n_a5|%. Now, using the relation T, 373, = 12, implied by (2.30), one
can show that either T,g21 # 0 and Tga21 # 0 or Thpe1 = 0 and Tga21 = 0 and, using
(2.23), one can further verify that ¢, = (|Ta,321HT5a21\_1)% in the former case and
Gap = (\Ta511HTBa22|_1)% in the latter case. ¢qp is thus a positive constant and, from its
definition, it is clear that ¢y = |Wapy|Paps@dsy Whenever defined. Hence, |w| = {|wap~|}

is a trivial flat Ry 2-cocycle on X. So, choices can be made so that w is a Zs 2-cocycle
on X. QED

From (2.23) and (2.30), it follows that

N ar = Wapy ] afl s (2.31)
when U, NUgNU, # 0. So, w is the obstruction preventing the smooth GL (1, H) 1-cochain
nt = {n*as} on X from being a 1-cocycle.

Note that |n*| = {|ntas|} is in any case a smooth R 1-cocycle.

The flat GL(2,H) 1-cochain T is defined up to a redefinition of the form T,3 —
caplup, where ¢ = {cop} is a flat Ry 1-cocycle. Correspondingly, the smooth GL (1, H)
1-cochain ni gets redefined as niag — Cagniag, Now, the flat Ry 1-cocycle ¢ can be
viewed canonically as a pair (n,a), where n and a are respectively a flat Ry 1-cocycle and
a flat flat Zo 1-cocycle. The geometric structures, which we shall construct below, are

independent from n but do depend on a in general.

Define
G=n"L®n R, (2.32)
=12 e I PentL @ ntrlmn, (2.33)
G=nT"?m Pen ronts, (2.34)
Co=nt @ 7| (2.35)
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where for u, v € Hy = GL(1,H), ur ® vg is the R linear operator on H defined by
(ur, ® vg)a = uav~! for a € H. Then, ¢; and (3 are smooth (GL(1,H) x GL(1,H))/R
1-cocycles, where Ry is embedded into GL (1, H) x GL (1, H) as Ry (11, 1,); ¢ is a smooth
PGL (1, H) 1-cocycle; (4 is a smooth Ry 1-cocycle.

Proof. This follows readily from the definitions and from (2.31). QED
Let w € QP(X) be a pform 3. Using (2.10)(2.13), we can associate with w the

collection of its local components on the coordinate patches U,. If w € Q' X), w, =
{wea} € Q°(X,¢1) and the map w — w, is an R-linear isomorphism of Q!(X) onto
Q°(X,¢1). On account of (2.29), the spaces Q2% (X) of x—(anti)selfdual 2-forms on X are
covariantly defined. If w € Q?7(X), wz, = {wgga} € N°(X,¢) and the map w — wg,
is an R-linear isomorphism of Q2% (X) onto Q°(X, () and, similarly, if w € Q27 (X),
weg = {wgga} € N°(X,¢) and the map w — wyg is an R-linear isomorphism of 0%~ (X)
onto N°(X, (7). Ifw € 3(X), wygg = {Wygqat € NY(X,¢3) and the map w — wyg, is an
R-linear isomorphism of Q3(X) onto Q°(X, (3). Finally, if w € Q*(X), wzeqq = {Wiqdqa} €
Q% X, ¢4) and wygeq = {Wygqqet € N°(X,¢4) and the maps w — wigge and w — wygqeq are
both R-linear isomorphisms of Q*(X) onto Q°(X, (4).

Proof. This follows easily from the definition of the quaternionic components of the form
w, given in (2.10)—(2.13), and from (2.24) upon taking (2.32)—(2.35) into account. For
p =1, one has wya = w(9ga) = W apdes(Nap) ") = 0" apw(9gs) (Mt ap) ™! = Clapwys.
The proof for the other p values is analogous. QED

By the above isomorphisms, the standard de Rham complex

dt O (X) d

d Vs \ d
QX) — QYX) MB(X) — Q4X) (2.36)
¢ A
d- ~(X) d

is equivalent to the Fueter complex

X))
5 Vs N 5
QOX) — QX.G) OO(X,G) — QO(X,C),  (2.37)
N\ a
5- QO(X,¢5) 6

3 Let V be a F vector space. When ¢ is a smooth GL (V) 1-cocycle on the non empty
open subset O of X, we denote by QP (O, &) the F vector space of p—form sections of £ on
O. In particular, QP(0O) is the space of real p—forms on O.
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where the Fueter operators ¢ are defined by the right hand sides of (2.18)—(2.21), with
6% and 6~ corresponding respectively to the first and second expression (2.19). The two
definitions of the last § differ only by their sign.

From here, one sees that a 2-form w € Q*7(X) (w € Q27 (X)) is closed if and only if
wWiq0qr = 0 (Ogr.wqg = 0), that is if and only if wg, (wqq) is right (left) Fueter holomorphic.
Proof. Let w € Q?T(X). Then, wy; = 0. So, if further dw = 0, one has wz,O;r =
—0yLWaq = —%W = 0, by (2.11) and (2.20). The corresponding statement for a
closed w € 927 (X) can be proven in analogous manner. QED
The spaces of closed (anti)selfdual 2—forms are important invariants of any real 4—fold
endowed with a conformal structure. The above proposition shows that, on a Kulkarni
4—fold, such spaces are defined by a condition of Fueter holomorphicity. We believe that
this result highlights quite clearly the relevance of Fueter analyticity to the geometry of
Kulkarni 4—folds.

The 1-cocycle p and the d’Alembert operator (1 *

Let X be a Kulkarni 4-fold. We set

p=ntI"" @ n7l (2.38)

Then, p is a smooth R, 1-cocycle.
Proof. This follows immediately from the definition and from (2.31). QED
Let F € Q°(X, p). Set
OF = 050,F %1 (2.39)
on each coordinate patch. Then, OF = {(OF),} € Q4 X, p~ ).
Proof. Let (U, q) be a quaternionic chart of X and let f € Q°(U). Then,

0g0,f 1 = %d* df. (2.40)

This relation can be easily checked by evaluating the right hand side in terms of the
components of the real coordinate x contained in g (cf. eq. (2.1)). Using (2.29), (2.40)
and (2.38) and the matching relation Fy, = p,sF3, one finds

Oga0gaFo a1 = —~04504p(pap™ ") Fp %5 1 + pap™ ' qp045F x5 1. (2.41)

4 In the mathematical literature, this operator is usually called Laplacian and is denoted
by A. In the spirit of field theory, we rather think of it as the Euclidean version of the
d’Alembert operator [].
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Now, using the relation 7,373, = 12 implied by (2.30), one can show that either T, 21 # 0
and Tq21 7# 0 or Typo1 = 0 and T3421 = 0 and, using further (2.23), one can verify that
Pas = |Tap21||TBa21]lq5 + Taggl_lTamgP in the former case and pog = |Tup22||TBa11] in

the latter case. Using these expressions, one finds that

0g0q5(pap™") =0 (2.42)

by direct computation. The statement follows now readily from (2.41) and (2.42). QED

Note that, in terms of the real coordinate x contained in ¢, LJF = 1—16(83308300 +
OzrOzr)F % 1. So, [ is essentially the euclidean d’Alembertian operator. (2.42) shows then
that the 1-cocycle p is harmonic. This allows for a global definition of harmonicity on a
Kulkarni 4-fold X. An element F' € Q°(X, p) is said harmonic if (JF = 0. In such a case,
F is given locally by the real part of some Fueter holomorphic function K [7].

The 1-cocycles w™ and the operators gR,L

Let X be a Kulkarni 4-fold such that w = 1. We set

1 -3 _ 3 R
ot =tz eTEen R w =TT Een L, (2.43)

where for v € Hy = GL(1,H), ugr (ur) is the the left (right) H linear operator on H
defined by uga = au™! (upa = ua) for a € H. Then, ™ is a smooth GL(1,H) 1-cocycle
on X.

Proof. This follows readily from (2.31), taking into account that w = 1 in this case, by
assumption. QED

Note that ©® depends on the choice of a Zs 1-cocycle a, as discussed above (2.32). We
assume that a choice is made once and for all.
For ® € Q%(X, ™) and ¥ € Q%(X, ™), we set

®Or = PIyrdq, 0LV = dgds,V (2.44)

on each coordinate patch. Then, ®0r = {(®POr)a} € Q1 (X, w™) and O,V = {(OL V), } €
ONX, ™).
Proof. We show only that ®0r € Q' (X, w™), since the proof of the corresponding state-
ment for W is totally analogous. For the rest of the proof, introducing a slightly inconsistent
notation, we denote by w® the matching functions defined by (2.43) with the indices R,
L suppressed. Let (U, q) be a quaternionic chart of X and let f € Q°(U) ® H. Then, one
has

fOsr*1 = %df A *dq. (2.45)
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(2.45) can be easily be checked by expressing both sides in terms of the components of the
real coordinate = contained in ¢. Using (2.45) and the matching relation ®, = ®sw™ g4,
one has

@a&mR *q 1 = id@@ VAN w+5a *o dqo + q),gw_'_@a@qa}g *q 1. (2.46)

From (2.43) and (2.23), one computes
5, 3 f——] 5 _
o sadgar = 17"l H sl {07 as | = 20T asl 2t asP0gen  (247)

3. _ _ -
— 210" 5l (10" 54| + T apdiar |

3 _5, _ ,_3
= _g |n+04,3| 2 ‘77 Ba| 2 (n_ﬁa)_l [TBQQITI—’_aﬁ + n_ﬁaTa,BQI] .

Using the relation 1,373, = 12, following from (2.30), and (2.23), one finds that
Tha21m" ap + 1 paTap21 = 0. (2.48)
Combining (2.47) and (2.48), one concludes that
@ 3004ar = 0. (2.49)

From (2.8), (2.27) and (2.43), one verifies further that

1 1
Zw+6a *o dqo = 1 *3 dgg™ Ba- (2.50)

By (2.46), (2.49) and (2.50), one has, using (2.45),

1
(I)aaqaR *q 1 = qu)ﬁ N *5dq5w_5a (2.51)

= @g@qgﬁ:w_ga *3 1.

From this relation, using (2.43), (2.25) and (2.29) with p = 0, it is a simple matter to check
that (®0g)a = (POr)sw™ sa, showing the statement. QED

(2.49) and its left analog show that the 1-cocycle w™ (w™) is right (left) Fueter
holomorphic. This allows for a global definition of Fueter holomorphicity on a Kulkarni
4—fold X. An element ® € QY(X,w™) (¥ € Q%(X, ™)) is right (left) Fueter holomorphic
if ®0g =0 (0L ¥ = 0).

Topological properties of Kulkarni 4—folds

On account of the isomorphism (1.10), (2.22) entails that a Kulkarni 4-fold is just a

real 4-fold with an integrable oriented conformal structure.

15



A Kulkarni 4-fold structure entails a reduction of the structure group of X from
GL(4,R) to (GL(1,H) x GL(1,H))/R.

Proof. Indeed, from (2.24), it appears that the smooth 1—cocycle implementing the match-
ing relations in T'X is the (GL(1,H) x GL(1,H))/R« 1-cocycle n~ ® n* g. QED

The resulting (GL (1, H) x GL(1,H))/R« structure on X, being yielded by coordinates, is
integrable.

Since (GL(1,H) x GL(1,H))/Ry is a connected group, X is oriented. Hence, the first
Stieffel-Whitney class of X vanishes:

wy (X) = 1. (2.52)

The flat Zy 2-cocycle w appearing in (2.30) defines a cohomology class w € H?(X, Zs).
It can be seen that w is precisely the second Stieffel-Whitney class of X:

wa(X) = w. (2.53)

Proof. |nT| ® |n~|7! is a smooth R, 1-cocycle, hence, it is trivial. So, the smooth
(GL(1,H) x GL(1,H))/Ry« 1-cocycle n~ 1 ® nT g is equivalent to the smooth (Sp(1) x
Sp(1))/Zy 1-cocycle 8~ ® 0T g, where Zs is embedded in Sp(1) x Sp(1) as {£(11,11)}
and 0F = [pT|7'®@nT is an Sp(1) 1-cochain. This yields a reduction of the structure group
of X from (GL(1,H) x GL(1,H))/R« to (Sp(1) x Sp(1))/Zs. Now % satisfies relation
(2.31) with n* substituted by §*. From the isomorphisms (1.8) and (1.9), it follows then
that the Zs 2—cocycle w is precisely the obstruction to lifting the structure group of X
from SO (4) to Spin (4). This identifies w as a representative of the second Stieffel-Whitney
class of X. QED

So, the spin Kulkarni 4—folds are precisely those for which w = 1. In such a case, the spin
structures correspond precisely to the choices of the Zs 1-cocycle a on X discussed above
(2.32). Indeed, as is well-known, such choices describe the cohomology group H'(X, Z>).
As X is endowed with an integrable oriented conformal structure, the first Pontryagin

class of X is zero:
p1(X)=0. (2.54)

Proof. The integrability of the conformal structure implies the existence of locally con-
formally flat metrics, whose Weyl 2-form vanishes [9]. The Pontryagin density, which is

quadratic in the components of W(g), consequently vanishes too. QED
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Let X be compact. As p;(X) = 0, the signature of X vanishes as well, o(X) = 0.

This entails that the Euler characteristic of X is even:
X(X) € 2Z. (2.55)

If X is compact, then (2.54) and (2.55) imply that X bounds an oriented 5—fold by
the Thom Pontryagin theorem [8].

All the 1—cocycles defined in the previous subsections yield smooth vector bundles on
X in the usual manner. In particular, (; and (3 are smooth (GL(1,H) x GL(1,H))/R
line bundles, the Czi are smooth PGL (1, H) line bundles, (4 and p are smooth R, line
bundles and the w* are GL (1, H) line bundles.

The operator [ is elliptic. Therefore, when X is compact, the subspace of the har-
monic F' € Q°(X, p) is finite dimensional. The operators dr ; are also elliptic. Hence,
if X is compact, the subspace of right (left) Fueter holomorphic ® € Q°(X,w™) (¥ €
Q%(X, ™)) is similarly finite dimensional. In the next section, we shall show that [ and
the Og, 1, are related respectively to the conformal d’Alembertian and to a certain Dirac
operator. This will allow us to derive vanishing theorems.

Kulkarni automorphisms

An orientation preserving diffeomorphism f of X is a Kulkarni automorphism of X
if go o fo q/j_l
Kulkarni automorphisms of X form a group under composition, Aut (X).

Examples of Kulkarni 4—folds

The basic example of Kulkarni 4-fold is HP'. As a 4-fold HP' = S*. Indeed, HP!
can be covered by two quaternionic charts (qq,Us), @ = 1, 2, where U, = {(p1,p2) €
H? — {(0,0)}|pa # 0}/Hx and ¢1 = pop1~" and g2 = —p1p2~'. One has gz = —(q1) " on
the overlap U; NUs. Under the isomorphism H' =2 R*, this matching relation is equivalent
to that of the customary stereographic projection of S%. Clearly, Aut (HP!) = PGL (2, H).
Also, w(HP!) = 1.

Let D be a simply connected non empty open subset of HP!. Then, D is a Kulkarni
4-fold with the Kulkarni structure induced by that of HP'. When D is a proper subset
of HP!, then D can be covered by a single quaternionic chart (q,U) with U = D. The

, whenever defined, is a restriction of some element of PGL(2,H). The

automorphism group Aut (D) of D is the subgroup of PGL (2, H) mapping D onto itself.
Clearly, w(D) = 1.

A Kleinian group I for D is a subgroup of Aut (D) acting freely and properly discon-
tinuously on D [9,13]. The Kleinian manifold I'\ D is then a Kulkarni 4-fold, as it is a real
4—fold uniformized by (HP!, PGL(2,H)). Aut(I'\D) can be identified with the normalizer
of I'in Aut (D). w(I'\D) =1 if and only if I" can be lifted to a subgroup of GL (2, H).
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We consider next several standard examples.

i) D =HP'. Aut(HP') = PGL (2, H), as shown earlier. By a simple argument based
on Lefschetz’s fixed point theorem, it is easy to see that there is no non trivial Kleinian
group I for HP!, since every T' € PGL (2, H) has at least a fixed point in HP*. Thus, there
are no Kulkarni 4-folds covered by HP' except for HP' itself.

ii) D = H!'. It appears that H! = R* as a 4-fold. Aut(H!) is the subgroup of
PGL (2, H) formed by those T such that To; = 0. There are plenty of Kleinian groups I'
for H'. Among these, the orientation preserving 4-dimensional Bieberbach groups, which
have been classified [13]. In this way, the Kulkarni 4—folds I'"\H covered by H' include the
4-torus T# and the oriented 4-folds finitely covered by it.

iii) D = By (H'). As a 4-fold, By (H') = B;(R*), the unit ball in R*. Aut (B (H)) is
the subgroup of PGL (2, H) formed by those T such that [Ty |? —|T51|? = [Teo|?> —|T12|? = k
for some k € Ry and T}1T12—T51Ths = 0. There are plenty of Kleinian groups I for B; (Hl)
The Kulkarni 4-folds T'\ By (H') covered by Bj(H!) are the 4-dimensional analogue of
higher genus Riemann surfaces.

iv) D = H' — {0}. As a 4-fold, H! — {0} = R* — {0}. Aut(H! — {0}) contains as
a subgroup of index 2 the subgroup of PGL (2, H) formed by those T such that Tj5 =
Ty; = 0. There are plenty of Kleinian groups I' for H! — {0}. Among the Kulkarni 4—folds
[\ (H! — {0}) covered by H! — {0}, there are the oriented 4-dimensional Hopf manifolds,
that is S x S! and the oriented compact 4-folds finitely covered by it.

v) D = H! —R!. As a 4-fold, H! — R! =2 R* — R!. There are many Kleinian groups
[ for H! — R!. The Kulkarni 4-folds T'\(H! — R!) covered by H! — R! include the flat S?

fiber bundle on a compact Riemann surface, as R* — R? & B;(R?) x S2.

3. The geometry of Kulkarni 4—folds from a Riemannian point of view

4—dimensional conformal field theory is most naturally formulated in a locally con-
formally flat metric background. One expects calculations to simplify considerably if this
background has special properties, such as having a large group of isometries or being
Einstein. A Kulkarni 4—fold is equipped with a canonical conformal equivalence class of
locally conformally flat metrics. These are studied in the first part of this section using
the quaternionic geometric framework introduced above. We also derive conditions for the
existence of an Einstein representative in the class and its general form, when it exists. In
the second part of the section, we show that the operators [ and the 537 1, are related re-

spectively to the conformal d’Alembertian and to a certain Dirac operator. This will allow
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us to derive vanishing theorems a la Bochner for their kernels. Examples are provided in
the third and final part of the section.

Local quaternionic Riemannian geometry of a real 4—fold

Let X be a real 4-fold. Let z be a local coordinate of X of domain U. On U, one can

define the conformally flat vierbein

eq =€ %8, 0p;. (3.1)
Its dual vierbein is
eV, = e¥d,drt. (3.2)
The associated metric is
g=¢e",®e", =e*dz' ® dx'. (3.3)

The components of the vierbein e,, a = 0, 1, 2, 3, can be assembled into the quater-
nionic einbein

e = (1/4)(e0 —erjs)- (3.4)

By (2.2) and (3.1), e is given by
e=e ¥0,. (3.5)

Similarly, the components of the dual vierbein e¢¥,, a = 0, 1, 2, 3, can be assembled into

the quaternionic dual einbein

e’ =e'g+e'tis. (3.6)

From (2.3) and (3.2), one has
e’ = e¥dg. (3.7)

The metric g is then given by
g=Re(e" ®e") =e?Re(dj ® dq). (3.8)

The Hodge star operator * of g is related to x as
x = e 2(P=2)% + on p—forms. (3.9)

Many formulae of Riemannian geometry take a particularly compact form when ex-
pressed in terms of e and eV. Below, we shall adopt the Cartan formulation of Riemannian

geometry.
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The components of the spin connection w,, 1-form can be organized into the two

quaternionic 1-forms

1 . L 1 1 )
wt = —4 (woo + worjf + weoje + wefjejf> D) (WOg + §€efgwef>ﬂgv (3.10)
_ 1 ) _ _ . 1 1 .
w = +Z (WOO + Worlf + WeoJe Wef.]e]f) = 5 (wa - ieefgwef>jg'
Explicitly, the w* are given by the formulae
wt = —2Im (eve(go)), w- = —2Im (e(gp)ev>. (3.11)
The components of the Riemann 2—form R,; can be assembled into the two quaternionic
2—forms
+ 1 - , - 1 1 .
R™ = 1 (ROO + RorJf + Reoje + Ref]ejf) = 9 (ROQ + §E€ng€f>]g7 (3.12)
_ 1 . _ . 1 1 .
R =+ (Roo + Rogis + Reode + Regleds) = 5 (Rog = S€csoRer )do:
By explicit computation, one finds
R = 2Im (eVA (de(gp)+2|e(<p)|zév)), R~ = —2Im ((de(gp)+2|e(<p)|26\/) /\ev>. (3.13)

The components of the Ricci 1-form S, can be organized into the quaternionic 1-form

S =S50+ Seje- (3.14)
This is explicitly given by
§ = 8| de(p) +2(ele(9)) + 3le(p)?)e” . (3.15)
Finally, the Ricci scalar s is given by
s = —96 [é(e(go)) + 2|e<<p)\2]. (3.16)

Proof. We give only a sketch. For a conformally flat metric, one has
Wap = ep(p)e” o — eq(p)e’s. (3.17)

From this relation, using the standard definitions of the Riemann 2—form R,, = dw., +
Wae N Wep, the Ricci 1-form S, = i(ep) Ry, and the Ricci scalar s = t(e,)S,, it is easy to
see that

Rab = evb A Qa - eva A Qb; (318)
Sa = _2Qa - Qevaa (319)
s = —6Q, (3.20)
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where

1
Qo = dea(p) + 560(90>60(§0>6va7 (3.21)
Q= ec(ec(gp» + 266(90)66(90)' (3'22)
Using these formulae, one obtains straightforwardly the above relations. QED

From (3.11), one can derive the identity
de¥ —wt NeV + e’ Aw™ =0, (3.23)

which is equivalent to the well-known relation deV, + wap A ey = 0. From (3.11) and

(3.13), one can verify that
Rt =dwt —wr Aw™, R =dw 4w Aw™, (3.24)

relations which are equivalent to the definition of the Riemann 2—form R,, = dwap + wae A
wep. Other basic relations could be obtained in a similar manner.

Expressions of the Pontryagin density v = #Wab A Wap, where Wy, is the Weyl
2—form, and of the Euler density € = Bz%eabcdRab A R.q can similarly be obtained. For a
locally conformally flat metric such as g, one obviously has

v =0. (3.25)

€ is explicitly given by

¢ = (3)2{12[6(6(@) + 2|e(4,0>|2}2 ‘1 (3.26)

™

~ Re |(de(p) - e(e(p))e”) A+ (del() — ele())e") | }.

Proof. 1t is known that € = Tlﬂz{Wab A *xWop + %sz x1— (Sa — %seva) A *(Sa — iseva) }
In the present case, W, = 0, as the metric is locally conformally flat. Using (3.19)—(3.20)
and (3.21)—(3.22), it is straightforward to derive the above formula. QED

Global quaternionic Riemannian geometry of a Kulkarni 4—fold
The quaternionic tensors constructed in the previous subsection have very simple
covariance properties on a Kulkarni 4—fold X.

The matching is implemented by the Sp (1) transition functions

0Fap =1 ap/In" agl, (3.27)
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with n* .4 given by (2.23). In general, these do not form a smooth Sp (1) 1-cocycle, unless
w =1, as, by (2.31),

eicw = waﬁveiaﬁgiﬁw (3.28)
when U, NUgNU,, # (). However, 0% ® T p and 6% ® 0F g are, respectively, a (Sp(1) x
Sp(1))/Zs 1—cocycle and a Sp(1)/Zs 1-cocycle.

We assume that the local scales ¢, match as

Po = —In|nTap| +In[n"asl, (3.29)

whenever U, NUg # (. This is designed in such a way to render g = {g,} a globally
defined metric (see (3.32) below).

The matching relations for the einbein e = {e,} and ¢V = {e",} are
€o = 9_a565(9+a5)_1 (3.30)
and
e = 9+a5€\/5(9_a5>_1, (3.31)

with Uy, N Ug # 0.

Proof. These relations follow readily from combining (2.24), (2.25) and (3.29) with (3.5)
and (3.7). QED

The matching relations of the metric g = {g,} are by construction

Jo = gp- (3.32)

on U, NUg # 0. As a consequence, the Hodge star operators *, associated with the g,
match as
ko = *g. (3.33)

For U, NUg # (), the matching relations for the spin connection 1-forms w* = {w*,}
are
wia = eiagwig(eiag)_l + deia/j(giag)_l. (3.34)

The matching relations for the Riemann 2-forms R* = {R*,}, the Ricci 1-form S = {S,}

and the Ricci scalar s = {s,} are

R*q = 0% s R 5(0%ap) ", (3.35)
Sa = 0+aﬁsﬁ(9_aﬁ>_lv (336)
Sa = S3. (3.37)
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SO, Ri € Qz(X, QiL ®9iR), S e Ql(X, 9+L (%9 Q_R) and s € QO(X>
Proof. The matching relation of the dual vierbein €Y, = {e2,} is of the form

evoza = Tozﬁabevﬁb? (338)

where 744 is some smooth SO (4) valued function on U, NUg. Combining (3.6) and (3.38)
and comparing with (3.31), one finds

TaB0a + Taﬁeaje = 9+ozﬁ (60(1 + 6eaje)(9_ozﬁ)_l- (339)

As well-known, one has Wqap = TaBacTapbdWsed — ArapacTapbe AN Ragh = TaBacTapbdlcd
and Saa = TapapSps- Using (3.39) and the definitions (3.10), (3.12) and (3.14), it is
straightforward to check that (3.34), (3.35) and (3.36) hold. (3.37) is obvious. QED

Selfduality and the Finstein condition

Selfdual Einstein 4—folds form a broad class of Riemannian 4—folds, which has been
intensively studied [14]. Consider a Kulkarni 4-fold X equipped with the metric g of the
local form (3.8). g is locally conformally flat and thus trivially selfdual. The Einstein
condition, conversely, is non trivial.

The metric g is Einstein if and only if, locally,
de(p) —e(e(p))e” = 0. (3.40)
The local solution of this equation is

e ¥ = w+ 2Re(vq) + ulq?, withu, we R, v e H. (3.41)

Proof. The Einstein condition states that S, — (s/4)e", = 0. Using the definitions (3.6)
and (3.14) and the formulae (3.15) and (3.16), one gets readily (3.40). Explicitly, using
(3.5) and (3.7), (3.40) can be cast as

d(0ze™%) — dq0y1.(0z¢™%) = 0. (3.42)

Now, for any smooth H-valued function f, the condition df — dqd,r, f = 0 restricts f to be
of the form f(q) = a + gb with a, b € H [7]. Hence, (3.42) entails that

0z % = (v+qu)/2, with u, veH. (3.43)
From (3.43), using that e™¥ is real valued, one gets
de™% = dq(v + uq) + (v + qu)dg. (3.44)
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The integrability condition d?e~% = 0 yields the equation dg A (u — u)dg = 0, which, as is

easy to see, entails that u —u =0 or u € R. So,

de™? = d|2Re(vq) + u\q\Q], (3.45)
which, upon integration, yields (3.41). QED
For U, NUg # 0, we set
— (InT - -3
Kap = (0" aplln” apl) ™2 Tas; (3.46)

with T,s defined in (2.22) and n*,s given by (2.23). Then, K,3 does not depend on
the choice of representative of T3 € PGL(2,H) in GL(2,H). Further, K = {K,3} is a
flat GL (2, H) 1-cochain satisfying relation (2.30) with T, substituted by K,z. For an

Einstein metric of the form (3.41), set

M:(“ “). (3.47)

Then, one has the matching relation

Mp = Ko My Kop. (3.48)

Proof. In the proof of relation (2.30), it was shown that [n% (|7~ ag| is a positive constant.
Using this fact (2.30) and (2.31), it is immediate to see that K = {K,3} is a flat GL (2, H)
1—cochain satisfying (2.30). Independence from choices of representative is evident from
the definition (3.46) and from (2.23). The above matching relation follows from (3.29),

upon writing
et () o

and using (2.22), (1.11) and (2.23). QED

This result is interesting. It reduces the problem of finding a locally conformally flat
Einstein metric to the problem of finding a flat positive definite section M = {M,} of the
flat 1-cocycle SqK, where, for any A € GL(2,H), SqAU = ATUA, for U a 2 by 2 matrix
on H.

The conformal d’Alembertian W and the d’Alembertian [1

Let X be a Kulkarni 4—fold with the metric g of eq. (3.8). The conformal d’Alember-
tian W of ¢ is defined by

Wf:d*df—gf*l, (3.50)
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for f € Q°(X). So, Wf € Q*X). W is simply related to the operator [ is defined in
(2.39). Indeed, e? f € Q°(X, p) and

Wf=16e?O(e* f). (3.51)

Proof. Combining (2.38) and (3.29), one verifies easily that e? f € Q(X, p) if f € Q°(X).
As is well - known, the operator W is conformally covariant. If gy and g = e"gy are two
conformally related metrics, then W f = e"Wy(e"f). If we take go to be the flat metric
and g to be the metric (3.3), we get (3.51) readily. QED

(3.51) entails immediately an isomorphism ker W 2 ker [ of R linear spaces.

A well-known argument a la Bochner shows that, if X is compact and s > 0 and s Z 0
on X, then dimkerW = 0. So, on a compact Kulkarni 4—fold X such that the associated
conformal class of locally conformally flat metrics contains a representative whose s has
the above properties, dim ker [1 = 0, that is there are no harmonic F € Q°(X, p).

The Dirac operator D and the Fueter operators 5R,L

Let X be a Kulkarni 4—fold with w = 1 equipped with the metric g of eq. (3.8). We
set 07 = 0tg and 0~ = 67 ;. Owing to (3.28), as w = 1, the 0% are smooth Sp(1)
1-cocycles depending on a choice of a flat Zy 1-cocycle a. We set 0 = o™ @ o~. So, any
A € Q°(X, o) is of the form A = AT @ A~ with AT € Q°(X,0%). We set

()\1, )\2) = Re ()\1—+)\2+) + Re (/\1—_)\2_), (352)

for A1, Ay € Q°(X, o) and, for a vector field u on X,

pid = (A~ (e”,u) @ ((e7, upAt), (3.53)

for A € QY(X, o). Then, Q°(X, o) is a real Clifford module on (X, g) with Clifford inner
product and Clifford action given respectively by (3.52) and (3.53).

Proof. If A\ € Q°(X,0%), one has A\t, = At30T 5, and A=, = 0~ .5\ 5, whenever
defined. Further, |§%,5| = 1, by (3.27). Taking these relations into account, one verifies
that (A1, A2)a = (A1,A2)s. So, the Clifford inner product is well-defined. Using the
same relations once more and (3.31), one verifies also that (gA\)To = (%A) 1507 o and
(iA)"a = 0 ap(#N) 5. So, # maps linearly Q°(X,o%) into Q°(X,0T). Finally, one
checks easily that (A1, %A2) = (%A1, \2) and, by using (3.8), that %2 = g(u,u)1. QED

For A € QY(X, o), we define
DA = (CN + )\+w+) ® (d)\_ + w_)\_). (3.54)
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Then, D is a Clifford connection for the Clifford module Q°(X, o).

Proof. Using (3.34) and the matching relations of AT given above, it is straightforward to
check that (DA)T, = (DA)T 0% 5, and (DX)~, = 07 43(DX)” 3, whenever defined. So,
D maps Q°(X, 0%) into Q' (X, 0%). D manifestly has the properties defining a connection
on Q°(X,0). From the identity V,e¥, + {(Wap,v)eYy = 0, where V is the Levi-Civita
connection and v a vector field on X, and from (3.6) and (3.10), it is straightforward to
show that V,e¥ — (wt u)e¥ — eY(w™,u) = 0. Using this latter identity, one checks by
simply applying the definitions (3.53) and (3.54) that [D, #] = V#. This shows that D is
a Clifford connection. QED

The Dirac operator ) associated with the Clifford connection D of the Clifford module
0%(X, o) is readily obtained:

P = (1N ¢)) @ (4(e. (DI, (3.55)

with A € Q°(X,0). This is very simply related to the Fueter operators dg 1, defined in
(2.44). Indeed, e3¢\ F € Q°(X, w¥) and

DA = (4e—%wa@(e%m—)) ® (4(A+e%w)aqRe—%w). (3.56)

Proof. Combining (2.43), (3.27), (3.29) and the matching relations of the A\*, is easily seen
that e2? X% € QO(X, @w®). From (3.1), (3.2) and (3.17), one has that w,, = 8aiOp? Oz jipdx’ —
8bj0a" Oripdx? . Using this relation, (3.5) and (2.2), it is easy to verify that (D)1, e) =
(AT Oqr+32AT9d;)e% and (€, (DA)™) = e~ ?(9g A\~ + 395002 7). Using these expressions
in (3.55), one gets (3.56) immediately. QED
It follows immediately from (3.56) that ker dr = kerD|qo(x ,+) and kerdz, = kerD|qo(x o),
where the first (second) isomorphism is left (right) H-linear.

The Dirac operator J) satisfies the well-known Bochner-Lichnerowicz—Weitzenboek
formula lDz =—0Op+ is, with [Ip the d’Alembertian of the Clifford connection D. By
a well-known argument a la Bochner, we see that, if X is compact and s > 0 and s # 0
on X, then dimker]) = 0. So, on a compact Kulkarni 4—fold X such that the associated
conformal class of locally conformally flat metrics contains a representative whose s has the
above properties, dimkerdg , = 0, that is there are no Fueter holomorphic ® € Q°(X, w™)
and ¥ € Q%(X, ™).

When X is compact, one can compute the index of ), ind]D, by using the Atiyah—

Singer index theorem. One has
ind) = dim kerD|qo(x o+) — dimkerD|qo(x,o—) = 0 (3.57)
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Proof. Using (3.53) and (3.54) and taking (3.24) into account, one finds that D?)\ —
T Rapfbatpr = (AT (dwT —wF AwT —RT)) @ ((dw™ 4w~ Aw™ — R7)A™) = 0. The Clifford
connection D has thus no twisting. In this case, the Atiyah—Singer index theorem gives
ind) = —5; [y p1(X). On account of (2.54), ind)p = 0. QED

When X is compact, we conclude from (3.57) that
dim ker g = dim ker .. (3.58)

The number of right Fueter holomorphic sections ® € Q°(X,w™) equals the number of
left Fueter holomorphic sections ¥ € Q°(X, ™).

The isometry group of the metric g

Given a metric g on X of the form (3.8), we denote by UAut(X, g) the subgroup of
Aut (X) leaving g invariant.

Ezxamples of special metrics

Below, we shall consider the Kulkarni 4—folds of Kleinian type I'\ D, which were de-
scribed at the end of section 2.

i) D = HP!. HP! has the distinguished metric

_ 4Re(dq ® dq)

T+ar? (3.59)

g is nothing but the customary round metric of S*. As is well-known, ¢ is Einstein
with s = 12. UAut(HP?, g) is the subgroup of PGL (2, H) formed by those T such that
|T11]? + |To1|? = |Taa|? + |T12|? = k for some k € Ry and Ty1T12 + To1Th2 = 0 and is thus
a proper subgroup of Aut (HP!).

ii) D = H'. H' has the distinguished metric

g = 4Re(dq ® dq) (3.60)

So, g is the flat euclidean metric of R*. UAut(H!, ¢) is the subgroup of PGL (2, H) formed
by those T such that |T71] = |Ta2| = 1 and T»; = 0 and is thus a proper subgroup of
Aut (H'). This metric induces a special metric on each Kulkarni 4-folds T'\H! since, as it

is easy to show, every Kleinian group I' for H'! is contained in UAut(H*, g).
iii) D = By (H'). B;(H') has the distinguished metric

_ 4Re(dq ® dq)

(1—1ql*?*

As appears, g is nothing but the Poincaré metric of Bi(R*). g is Einstein with s = —12.
One checks that UAut(B;(H?), g) is the subgroup of PGL (2, H) formed by those T such

(3.61)
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that [Ty — |T1|? = |To2|? — |T12|? = k for some k € Ry and T} T2 — To1The = 0, so that
UAut(B(HY), g) = Aut (B (H')). Therefore, this metric induces a special metric on each
Kulkarni 4-folds I'\ By (H') for every Kleinian group I for By (H?').

iv) D =H! — {0}. H! — {0} has the special metric

g= M. (3.62)
|ql?

One can show that UAut(H' — {0}, g) = Aut (H* — {0}) [9]. Therefore, this metric induces
a special metric on each Kulkarni 4-folds T'\(H' — {0}) for every Kleinian group I' for
H! — {0}.

v) D =H! — R!. H' — R! has the special metric

_ Re (dg ® dq)

gl (3.63)

It is possible to show that UAut(H! — R!) = Aut(H! — R!) [9]. Therefore, this metric
induces a special metric on each Kulkarni 4-folds I'\ (H! — R?) for every Kleinian group I'
for H' — R!.

4. Classical 4-dimensional conformal field theory and Kulkarni geometry

In this section, we consider first some general properties of a classical conformal field
theory on a Kulkarni 4—fold X. Later, we illustrate two basic models, the complex scalar
and the Dirac fermion (see [15] for background).

Below, we shall assume that X is compact. In this way, integrals are convergent and,
as X has no boundary (see sect. 2), integration by parts can be carried out without picking
boundary contributions.

The classical action

The classical action of a conformal field theory on a 4—fold X is some local functional
Z(®,e") of a set of conformal fields ® and a dual vierbein e¥,. By conformal invariance,

for any smooth function f on X, one has
T(e /2 ®,efeV) =I(®,eY), (4.1)

where A is the matrix of the conformal weights of the fields ®.
Consider now a conformally flat background eV, of the form (3.2). Because of confor-
mal invariance, one has that
Z(®,e") = I(¢), (4.2)
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where

¢ =P (4.3)

is a conformally invariant field. The functional I(¢) depends only on ¢ and the underlying
conformal structure.

As ¢ is defined only locally and the local representations match as in (3.29), the
matching relations of the local representations of ¢ are different from those of the local
representations of ®. On a Kulkarni 4—fold X, ¢ is a section of some vector bundle
constructed from the n* such as p and w®.

The energy—momentum tensor

In a classical field theory on a 4—fold X, the energy—momentum tensor is the 1-form
To(®,eY),a =0, 1,2, 3, valued in the orthonormal frame bundle, defined by the variational
identity devZ = —55 [y (Ta,0€q) * 1, where §ov® = —3AdIned with e = dete¥ [15]. If

the field theory is conformal, the energy—momentum tensor is traceless and thus satisfies
t(eq)Te = 0. (4.4)

The invariance of the classical action Z under the action of the group of the automorphisms
of the orthonormal frame bundle implies that, for classical field configurations solving the
classical field equations, the energy—momentum tensor is symmetric and conserved [15].

The symmetry is encoded in the relation
TaNeq=0. (4.5)
The conservation equation can be cast as
d*Tg + wap N xTp = 0. (4.6)
For a classical conformal field theory, one has
Tale ™ 72® efeV) = e 3/ T, (D, eY), (4.7)

for any smooth function f. This is an immediate consequence of the conformal invariance
of the action (eq. (4.1)) and of the definition of 7,. Consequently, in a locally conformally

flat metric background eV, of the form (3.2), one has that

7:1((1)7 €V> = 6aie_3cpTi(¢>v (48)
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where the T;(¢), i = 0, 1, 2, 3 are 1-forms depending only on ¢ and the underlying

conformal structure. They can be assembled into the quaternionic field
T = (T~ T.j,). (19)
Then, it is simple to verify that the tracelessness relation (4.4) takes the form
Re (T'w(9;)) = 0. (4.10)
For classical field configurations, the symmetry relation (4.5) reads as
Re(dg AT) =0, (4.11)
while, more importantly, the conservation equation (4.6) becomes simply
d+T =0. (4.12)

This equation no longer contains any explicit dependence on the scale ¢ of the metric

background. Its validity depends crucially on the tracelessness and symmetry relations
(4.10) and (4.11).

Proof. (4.10) and (4.11) are trivial consequences of (4.4) and (4.5) following from (4.9),

(3.1), (3.2), (3.5) and (3.7). (4.12) follows from substituting (3.9), (3.17) and (4.8) into

(4.6) upon using (3.1)—(3.2) and (4.4)—(4.5). QED
On a Kulkarni 4-fold X, T' € Q(X, (3), where (3 is given by (2.34).

Proof. By (4.8) and (4.9), one has

To = (Too = Tacde )- (4.13)

Now, on U, NUpg # (), one has
7;111 = Tozﬁab%b, (414)

where 7,4 is the same SO (4) valued function as that appearing in (3.38). Combining
(3.27), (3.29), (3.39) and (4.14) and recalling (2.34), one checks easily that the matching
relation of the T, is the required one. QED

In general, for an object of the same tensor type as T, the conservation equation (4.12)
would not be covariant. In the present case, it is thanks to the tracelessness and symmetry
properties (4.10)—(4.11).

The U(1) current
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In a classical field theory with a U(1) symmetry, the U(1) current is the 1-form
J(®,e") defined by the variational condition d¢Z|sp—ife = —# fXj A *df for any
function f [15]. For classical field configurations solving the classical field equations, J

satisfies the conservation equation
dxJ =0. (4.15)

For a classical conformal field theory, one has
T 2 efeV) =e 2/ 7(®,eY), (4.16)

for any smooth function f. This is an immediate consequence of the conformal invariance
of the action (eq. (4.1)) and of the definition of J. In the locally conformally flat metric
background e¥, of eq. (3.2), one has then

T(®,eY) =e 2°J(¢), (4.17)

where J(¢) is a 1-form depending only on ¢ and the underlying conformal structure. The

conservation equation (4.15) takes then the form

d*J=0. (4.18)
Proof. This follows readily from (4.15) upon combining (3.9) and (4.17). QED
This equation no longer contains any explicit dependence on the scale ¢ of the metric
background.
If X is a Kulkarni 4-fold, J € Q(X, p?), where p is defined in (2.38).
Proof. Immediate from (3.29) and (4.17). QED

Then, by (2.29), +J € Q3(X). The conservation equation (4.18) is thus manifestly covari-
ant.

The biquaternion algebra

The models examined below involve the complexification of the quaternion field Hi,
the complex biquaternion algebra H @ C. In this brief algebraic interlude, we recall a few
basic facts about H @ C and introduce basic notation.

Here and below, to avoid possible confusion with the corresponding quaternionic op-
erations, we denote complex conjugation by . and complex real (imaginary) part by Re.
(Ime).

A generic element z € H ® C can be represented as a real linear combination of
elements of the form a ® ¢, where a € H and ¢ € C. As a complex algebra, H® C
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carries a conjugation ~ defined by a ® ( = @ ® (. and an antilinear involution ~ defined
by afé/c =a® (. °. H can be canonically identified with the subalgebra of H ® C fixed
by ~. The action of the conjugation ~ on this subalgebra coincides with the quaternionic
conjugation ~ as defined earlier.

There is a canonical algebra isomorphism ¢ : C(2) — H ® C, where C(2) is the
complex algebra of 2 by 2 complex matrices. Denoting by 74, f = 1, 2, 3, —¢ times the
standard Pauli matrices, ¢ is uniquely defined by ¢(12) = 1® 1 and ¢(7¢) = j; ® 1. The
isomorphism ¢ has the properties that det M = ¢(M)c(M) and that ¢(M]) = ¢(M) and
c(C71M.C) = &(M) for any M € C(2), where C = ( 0

The complex scalar

1 (1)> is the conjugation matrix.

Consider a complex scalar field & with action

- 1

S 1 -
(P, ®.,eY) = ﬁ/ d*zg? [g”@iécajtﬁ + 63<I>C<I>], (4.19)
™ Jx

where ¢ is the metric corresponding to e¢¥, and s is the Ricci scalar. The field ® has
conformal weight A = 1. It is well-known that the above action is conformally invariant
[15].

The conformally invariant field ¢ corresponding to ® is thus given by
¢ =e%D. (4.20)

Then, ¢ € Q°(X, p) ® C, where p is defined in (2.38).
Proof. By (3.29). QED

In terms of ¢, the action functional is simply
_ 8 _
16.60 =~ [ 6.00, (4.21)
™ Jx

where [ is defined in (2.39). The integrand belongs to Q*(X), as O¢ € Q°(X,p~ ') ® C,

and integration is thus well-defined.

Proof. This follows from substituting (3.20) and (3.22), upon using (3.1), and (4.20) into
(4.19), by a straightforward calculation. QED

® A conjugation (antilinear involution) K on a complex algebra A is an antilinear map
K : A — A such that K? = 14 and that, for a, b € A, K(ab) = K(b)K(a) (K(ab) =
K(a)K(b)).
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The classical field equations of ® are [15]
, 1
VIV - 5@ =0, (4.22)
In terms of the field ¢, they read simply as
¢ =0, (4.23)

that is ¢ is harmonic. See the discussion of section 3 concerning the solutions of this
equation.

The energy-momentum tensor of the complex scalar ® is given by [15]

) 21 1.

To(®, 8., e") = Rec{g [@Ceaﬂvjviq> - Zcpcvkvk@evm} (4.24)
4[ IV .V, d 1v’fc1>v<1>v} 1[5‘ L V}é@}di
3ea jxcVi 4 cVE®PE g4 3 ai 436az c X .

One can verify that (4.8) holds. The conformally invariant energy—momentum tensor 7' is

given by

T(6,60) = 2 { Qybeds — 1 ey + 0y6db. — L 6Dy (4.25)
— (06000 — 530,046 + 0460, — 300,040 da |

We have checked that 7" satisfies (4.10) and that (4.11) and (4.12) hold, when ¢ fulfills the
field equations (4.23). For a field configuration ¢ satisfying (4.23), the second and fourth
term proportional to dg in (4.25) are zero.
The model considered has an obvious U(1) symmetry. The corresponding U(1) current
is
JI(®, P, e") = 2Im(9; D )da’. (4.26)

It is easy to see that (4.17) is fulfilled with

76, 6) = (¢ — beds). (4.27)

One verifies readily that J satisfies (4.18), when ¢ satisfies the field equations (4.23).

The Dirac fermion

Suppose that w = 1, so that X is spin, and let us fix the spin structure. Consider a
euclidean Dirac fermion field U. ¥ € IIQ°(X, X+ @Y ~), where ©* are the positive/negative
chirality spinor bundles and the notation IIV indicates the Grassmann odd partner of a

vector space V.
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The Dirac action is

(W, 0l eY) = 2%2 /X d*zeiWiy,e, D; T, (4.28)
where D is the spin covariant derivative, D;¥ = (9; + %wabj%%)\ll, the 74, a =0, 1, 2,
3, being the euclidean gamma matrices satisfying v,7, + Y5Ye = 2045 and v,) = 74. The
field ¥ has conformal weight A = 3/2. As is well-known, the above action is conformally
invariant [15]. We shall write the action in a way such that its connection with the
underlying Kulkarni geometry becomes manifest.

Fix vy € C?, vg # 0. We define a linear map Q : C*> — H® C by

Q(v) = ¢(|vo| *v ® UOI), v e C? (4.29)

where ¢ has been defined earlier.
The Dirac fermion field ¥ can be thought of as a pair of Weyl fermion fields (¥+, ¥™)
with U+ € 1N (X, £¥). We set

Pt =e2PQUT), YT =eFPQUT). (4.30)

Then, ¥+ € TI(Q°(X, w™) ® C), where the w™ are defined in (2.43).

Proof. SU(2) corresponds precisely via ¢ to the group Sp(1) of unit length quaternions
in H. Further, as detU = 1 and U = C~'U.C = U] for U € SU(2), one has c¢(U) =
¢(U) = ¢(U)~! whenever U € SU(2). Now, comparing the basic relation

TozBOa12 + TaBeaTe = E+oz6 (60(112 + 66(17-6) (E_a5>_17 (431)
satisfied by 2@, and the relation
740460(112 + TaBeaTe = C_1(6+a6) (501112 + 66(17_6)6_1((6_04,3)_1)7 (432)

following from (3.39), and recalling that ¢=1(0%,5) € SU(2) as 6% ,5 is Sp(1) valued, one
concludes that
c(ZFap) = 0% ap, (4.33)

provided the spin structure entering into the definition of #* is suitably chosen. Now,
from (4.29), one has that Q(Uv) = ¢(U)Q(v) and Q(Uv) = Q(v)c(U)~! for U € SU(2)
and v € IIC?. Hence,

QU ,) = Q= o5 ¥ ) = QU 5)e(ET 5a) = QI 5)0" o, (4.34)



From here, it is easy to show the statement combining (4.30) and (3.29) and (3.27). QED

In terms of %, the action functional can be written as ©

I 0 ) = P SR [ [400 Awdg v~y ndg ] (435)
™ X
:‘U0|2%R6/X [zﬁJr*dq/\ngp_—szr*dq/\éLzﬁ_].

Proof. Using (3.17) and the formulae

(001 0 7,
7027’(—12 o) 76:2(—763 o) (4.36)

one can cast the action integral (4.28) as

2m?T(, Ul e¥) = +4Re. /

[(e%@\IﬁI)(@olg —l—Bm)Re%‘P\IJ_} * 1 (437)
X

= —4ReC/ [e%‘p\lﬁi(aob + (92-71-)L(e%‘p\11_)] * 1.
X

One can show that Re.(vafv1) = |vo|*Re (Q(”UQ)Q(”Ul) — Q(UQ)Q(U1)> for vy, ve € IIC?
and that Q(Uv) = ¢(U)Q(v) and Q(Uv) = ¢(U)Q(v) for U € SU(2) and v € IIC2. From
here, using the relations (2.2), (2.8), (2.9) and (2.44) and the definition (4.30), one gets

the above result. QED
The classical field equations of ¥ are [15]

Yata’ Dj¥ = 0. (4.38)
In terms of ¥+, they read simply as
YW TOr =0, Oy~ =0. (4.39)

Hence, 1+ (¢ ™) is right (left) Fueter holomorphic. See the discussion of section 3 concern-
ing the solutions of these equations.
The energy—momentum tensor of the Dirac fermion ¥ is [15]
1
Ta (0, Wl V) = Rec{?\lli [0 bj€a" Di +7aD; (4.40)
i

1 1 )
- §6Vaj’7b6kak + 5[7@:’76]evcj7bekak] ‘I’}d«?ﬁ]-

6 The relative minus sign is due to the anticommuting nature of the fields ¥+,
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It is straightforward though a bit lengthy to check that (4.8) holds. The conformally

invariant energy-momentum tensor 7' can be computed. One finds

~ ~ 2 ~ ~ ~ ~
T v, 9ty7) = %{ —Y_dpy +p_dpy +dp_apy —dp_ty (4.41)
+dg(bop — Dy )Ogn+ (Vg — by )Ogrdq

42 (00t D — Byudhy b + P gn — V-4 Oyn ) dg
4 5da(545 0y — DOy + Doy — 0o )}
L T A S A
— Ogr (V4 — 300 )dq — dgdar (V-tby — 1)
1

35 (aqL@/;Mz_ - 6qL7Z+@Z— +_1hyOqr — ¢—@Z+3QR) dq

3 - = = ~ ~
— 2dq (4 b 0 — Oy + Dgr s — Oy ) }.

We have checked that T' fulfills (4.10) and that (4.11) and (4.12) hold, when the ¥
fulfills the field equations (4.39). For a field configuration ¥* satisfying (4.39), the terms
proportional to dg vanish identically, simplifying the above expressions.

The Dirac action has an obvious U(1) symmetry. The corresponding U(1) current is
T (U, Ul V) = Uly,e” ,;Uda. (4.42)
It is easy to see that (4.17) is fulfilled with

JWF 47, 6%, 97) = JuoRe iy dgvr— + it dgip ). (4.43)

J satisfies (4.18), when the ¢* satisfies the field equations (4.39).

5. Quantum 4—dimensional conformal field theory and Kulkarni geometry

In this section, we consider first some general properties of a conformal quantum field
theory on a Kulkarni 4—fold X concentrating on the quantum energy—-momentum tensor.
We then analyze the properties of the operator product expansions for the simple free
models studied in the previous section.

Below, we shall assume that X is compact.

In a quantum 4-dimensional conformal field theory, the local classical action Z(®,e")

is affected by quantum corrections. The resulting effective action Z.(®,e") is a non local
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functional of ® and e¢¥,. In general, Z,(®, e") is no longer conformally invariant but, con-
versely, suffers an additive conformal anomaly. We assume that, for any smooth function

f
T.(e 2@, efeV) = Ir(f,eY) + T (P, €"), (5.1)

where Zg(f,e") is the Riegert action, which is local and independent from ® [16-17].

The quantum energy—momentum tensor

One can define the energy—momentum tensors 7o, (P, e¥) and Tra(f, e") for the actions
Z. and Zy in the same way as done in the classical case: d.vZ, = —# fX<7;a, deq) x 1 and
OevIR = —# fX<TRa, deq) *x 1, where dov f = —iéln e. Because of the conformal anomaly,
Tea and Tr, do not satisfy a condition of tracelessness analogous to (4.4). However, since
invariance under the automorphism group of the orthonormal frame bundle is not anoma-
lous, Te, still satisfies (4.5) and (4.6) in the vacuum, i. e. at vanishing field configurations.

S0, Tea|®=0 is symmetric,

7;a A eva‘q):() = 07 (52)
and satisfies the Ward identity
(d* Tea + wab A %Tep)|o=0 = 0. (5.3)
Tra is also symmetric
71:{11 A eva — 07 (54)
while its Ward identity reads
1
d * Tra + wWab N\ *Trp + (ZdCR — CRdf) N *eva =0, (5.5)

where the functional Cr(f,e") is defined by 0;Zg = +# Jx CrOf * 1 The origin of the
extra terms in the Ward identity (5.5) is easily understood. If Zg were the classical action
of some automorphism invariant field theory, they would be absent for a field f satisfying
the classical field equation Cg = 0 and (5.5) would be analogous to (4.6).

There is another piece of information that is relevant and does not follow directly from
(5.1). One has

Cr(0,e¥) =0 on any open set of X where R, = 0. (5.6)

This identity can be justified by noting that, on dimensional grounds, Cr(0,€") is the sum

of two contributions. The first is quadratic in the components of the Riemann 2—form R,
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and the derived forms. The second is proportional to d * ds, where s is the Ricci scalar.
Both contributions vanish in the regions where the background eV, is flat.

Because of the anomalous breaking of conformal invariance in the quantum theory,
T does not satisfies a relation of the form (4.7) in the locally conformally flat background
of eq. (3.2) and therefore it does not have a structure like that exhibited in (4.8). However,
it is still possible extract from Ti, a part T;(¢) depending only on ¢ and the conformal
geometry of the base manifold X. Indeed,

Tea(®,€Y) = €732 50, T0i (0) + Lrale, e_‘PeV)], (5.7)

where .
ERa — TRa + ZCReVa- (58)

Since the action Zg is local, Tr, and Cgr are local expression in the fields f and eV, involving
no integration on X. They are therefore defined also when f and eV, are replaced by the
local scale ¢ and the local dual vierbein e~?eV,. The covariance of the composite fields
obtained in this way is however quite different from the original one, as will be shown in
a moment. Now, one can verify that Ti;(¢) is conformally invariant, as suggested by the

notation. Following (4.9), one sets
T, = 3 (Tio — Teri). (5.9)
Then, one can verify that T, is traceless:
Re (T.1(9;)) = 0. (5.10)
Further, in the vacuum, i. e. when ¢ = 0, T, is symmetric and conserved, so that
Re (dg AT.)|g=0 =0 (5.11)

and
d*Te|¢:0 =0. (5.12)

Proof. We give only a sketch of the proof. By varying (5.1) with respect to f and e, one
obtains
M (Teale™ M@ 07 eY) e0) = Cr(feY) =0, (5.13)

A Teale™ 2@ efeY) — Tou(@,¢Y) — Tra(freY) — %CR(]C: e”)e¥, =0. (5.14)
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From (5.1), it follows that the action Zg satisfies the so called 1-cocycle relation

Ir(fi + fo.€¥) — Ir(f1,e2€) — Ir(fa,€¥) = 0, (5.15)

for any two smooth functions fi, fo. By varying this identity with respect to fi, fo and

eV ,, one obtains

Cr(f1 + fa,e¥) —e2Cr(f1,e2eY) =0, (5.16)
&2 (Tra(f1,e2€Y), e4) + Cr(f2,€") = 0, (5.17)

1
Tra(fi + f2,eY) — 2 Tra(f1,6/2€Y) — TRa(f2,e") — ZCR(f% e')e’, = 0. (5.18)

Define &,(¢, p,e") = e3?Tea(e 2 ¢, eV) — Lra(p,e~?e"). Using (5.14) with ® substituted
by e ?A¢ and (5.16) and (5.18) with fi, fo and €Y, substituted by f, ¢ and e %e,,
respectively, one verifies that £,(¢, 0 + f,efe¥) = E.(¢, v, e"), showing the conformal

invariance of £,(¢, p,e"). Thus,
Tei(¢) = 52'(1 63907;(1 (e_(pA(b? e\/) - ERa(@7 e—(pe\/)] (519)

depends only on ¢ and the background conformal geometry. Using (5.13) with ®, f and
e¥, replaced by ¢, ¢ and e~ %e", and (5.17) with f1, fo and eV, substituted by ¢, 0 and
e~ ¥eY,, respectively, one verifies that d;4t(e¥eq)Toi(¢) = Cr(0,e7%eY). Cr(0,e"%eY) =0,
by (5.6), because, by (3.2), the local background e~%e", is flat. So, d;qt(efe,)Toi () = 0.
This relation yields (5.10) immediately upon using (5.9) and recalling (3.1) and (3.5).
Finally, from (5.2) and (5.4), we obtain the symmetry relation 0;,7;(0) A e~ ¥e¥, = 0.
From here, (5.11) follows upon using (5.9) and recalling (3.2) and (3.7). Next, by using
the symmetry relation (5.2) and the Ward identity (5.3) and exploiting relations (3.9) and
(3.17), one has

d* €372, (0, ev)} =e¥ [dgp A *Toa(0,eY) + d * Tou (0, ev)] (5.20)
= e?(Tep(0,eY), ep)dp A xe” 4.
From the Ward identity (5.5) with f and e¥, replaced by ¢ and e %e",, one deduces

further that
dx Lra(p,e”%e”) =Cr(p,e ¥e’)dp Axe %e”,. (5.21)

In deriving this relation, one uses that dx(e~%e",) = 0, by (3.2). Now, by (5.19), d*T.;(0)
is given by the difference of the left hand sides of eqs. (5.20) and (5.21), which vanishes
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by (5.13) with @, f and e", replaced by 0, ¢ and e”¥e¥, and by (3.2) and (3.9). Hence,
d * Te;(0) = 0. From here, using (5.9), (5.12) follows. QED

The above treatment is essentially a reformulation of the classic results of ref. [18] high-
lighting the connection with Kulkarni geometry.
As noticed earlier, T, does not transform as its classical counterpart under coordinate

changes. In fact, on U, N Ug # (), one has

Tea — CBozB (Te,B + Qa,@)7 (522)

where (3 is defined in (2.34) and

1 _ _ .
Qap = Z[ﬁRgo(d:cg,ln(\ana@\/m o)) — Lrge(dzg, n(In"asl/In"ap))ie|-  (5:23)
Proof. Set tos =In(|nTapl/In " apl). Then,

Eaa(gpou e—SDa evoz) — e3<.0a |:TRaa(O7 eva) — TRaa<_gpon evoz) (524)

= 3P Stasy g0 [TRBb(O, e's) = Trpp(—¢p +tas €’ p)
_ %CR(_W + tags, 6vg)evﬁb]
= o3¢ 3tasy o0 [8_3% Trp(pp e %" 5) + Trpp(—pp, € p)
+ %CR(—SD& e’g)e’ sb — Trap(—pp +tap, €”p)
- ECR(_@ﬁ + taﬁ7ev6)evﬁb]
= e rygap [Eﬁb(wa e™¥7e"s) = Trpn(tap, e e’ s)

where 7,3 is the same SO (4) valued function as that appearing in (3.38). Here, the first
identity is proven by applying (5.18) with fi, fo and e¥, substituted by ¢, —p and
" aa, respectively. The second identity follows from (3.29), (3.38) and the relation

7}{0(@ = TaﬁabTRBb (525)

analogous to (4.14). The third identity is proven by applying (5.18) with fi, fo and €V,
substituted by ¢, —ppg and e g, respectively. The fourth and final identity is shown
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by applying (5.17) and (5.18) with f1, fo and €Y, substituted by tnp, —¢p and €”gq,
respectively. Next, one has

Cr(¢a,e e y)e e b = e3?2Cr(0,€"0)eY aa (5.26)

= ¥ 3esr 5, Cr(0, €V 5)eY gy

= e 1,5, Cr (s, e ?PeY gle” PPeY gy

The first identity is obtained by applying (5.18) with f, fo and e¥, substituted by pq,
—pa and e ,,, respectively. The second identity follows from (3.29) and (3.38). The
third identity is proven by applying (5.17) with f1, fo and e¥, substituted by ¢z, —¢s
and e g4, respectively. Combining (3.27), (3.29), (3.39), (5.24) and (5.26) with (5.8) and
(5.19) and recalling (2.34), one checks easily that the matching relation of the Tg,, is given
by (5.22)~(5.23). QED

The compatibility of (5.22) and (5.10)—(5.12) entails the following relations

Re (0apt(9g8)) =0, (5.27)
Re(dgs N 0ap) =0, (5.28)
d*/j Qap = 0. (5.29)

Proof. The verification of () and () is completely straightforward. To show (), one has take
into account the fact that, if local quaternionic 1-forms v, satisfy Re (uaL(aqa)) =0 and
Re(dga A Vo) = 0, then the equation d *,, v, = 0 is covariant under the matching relation
Vo = (308V3- QED

From (5.23), it appears that g, depends only on the underlying conformal geome-
try. So, the matching relation (5.22) is completely analogous to that of the conformally
invariant energy-momentum tensor in 2-dimensional conformal field theory and p,s is a
4-dimensional generalization of the Schwarzian derivative.

The form of the conformal anomaly [19-20] is determined up to a term of the form
0K (e"), where § denotes variation with respect to the scale of ¥, and K(e") is a local
functional of €,. The form of the anomaly can be rendered simpler by means of a
convenient choice of IC. A further simplification is yielded by the local conformal flatness
of the background €Y, of eq. (3.2), which makes the contribution containing the square of

the Weyl tensor vanish identically. In this way the conformal anomaly can be cast as

K

2
_ 2.~ \Y
0Te = 1553 /X [3% e—zd+ ds] (6e" q,€q), (5.30)
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where € is the Euler density, defined above (3.25), and s is the Ricci scalar. x is a real
coefficient called central charge. In fact, the expression of the anomaly is simpler than it
looks at first glance. A detailed calculation, exploiting the local conformal flatness of ¥,

shows that it can be written in the form

32
0T, = 8 | O« O, (5.31)
™ Jx
where [ = 1—16d * d is the D’Alembert operator. In this form, the similarity with the
standard 2—-dimensional case is apparent. As a byproduct, we learn also that [J x [
belongs to Q*(X), an interesting geometric result.

The Riegert action corresponding to the anomaly (5.19) is given by [16-17]

Tr(f,e¥) = 16’;2/)( [d*df/\*d*df—gsdf/\*df (5.32)

+ 20 (F)Sa A *df + (167r2€ _ %d . ds) f].

In the locally conformally flat background eV, of eq. (3.2), Zg can be written as

B 32K

Tr(f, ) = /X[%fD*EIf-l—D*Dgof]. (5.33)

T2
When written in this form, the resemblance of the 4-dimensional Riegert action and the
well-known 2-dimensional Liouville action is striking. The calculation shows also that

[0 % O is a globally defined differential operator of order 4 mapping Q°(X) into Q*(X) 7.

It is now straightforward though quite tedious to compute T,. Set

P(f) = 4dfo, « O f + 49, fd» O f — 1—12d8q « (df A <df) (5.34)

+%dmi*(d8mfA*d8qf)—8d8qf*Df— %daq*ljf

+dq[8(*mf)2—%*D*(dfmdf)+1—§*m*mf .

Then, Te(¢) is given by

Te(¢) = e**Te(e™#"¢,e") — wP(yp), (5.35)

7 This operator, as many others, could have been included in the list of the natural
differential operators of a Kulkarni 4-fold studied in section 2. To keep the size of this

paper reasonable, we decided to limit our discussion to [J and O,z
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where 7. = i(ﬁo — Teeje)- The 4-dimensional Schwarzian derivative g, defined in (5.23)
is given explicitly by
0ap = KPs(In(|n" apl/[n” apl))- (5.36)

The operator product expansions

We shall now analyze the structure of the operator product expansions for the simple
free models studied in section 4.

Consider the complex boson ® described by the action (4.19). The quantum theory is
best formulated in terms of the conformally invariant field ¢ governed by the action (4.21).
Inside normalized conformally invariant quantum corelators, the classical field equations
(4.23) hold up to contact terms

[Jp =0 up to contact terms. (5.37)

Hence, the corelators are harmonic in the insertion points of the field ¢ and its complex
conjugate, provided such points remains distinct. Since a real harmonic function can be
expressed as the real part of a Fueter holomorphic function [7], Fueter analyticity is relevant

in this model. From the form of the action (4.21), it follows in particular that

~ 500 D) = 8@ — a1) * 1, (539

S Da(a2)delan) = 640 — 1) * 1.

This relation can be easily integrated on a given coordinate patch, yielding

(q2)Pc(q1) =

ﬁ + regular harmonic terms. (5.39)
92 —q1

. . . . p— 2
Proof. From distribution theory, one can show easily that 9;0,|q — qo| 2 = —%(54(6_] —qo)
in D'(H). Further, it is known [7] that there is no singular harmonic function less singular
than |q — qo| 2. QED

Consider the Dirac fermion ¥ described by the action (4.28). It is more convenient to
formulate the quantum theory in terms of the conformally invariant fields ¢+ governed by
the action (4.35). (We assume |vg| = 1 here for the sake of simplicity). Inside normalized
conformally invariant quantum corelators, the classical field equations (4.39) hold up to
contact terms

YpTOr =0, 9ryp” =0 up to contact terms. (4.39)

Hence, the quantum corelators are right (left) Fueter holomorphic in the insertion points

of the field " (¢~), provided such points do not coincide. This statement must carry
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a warning. Since the fields T and the Fueter operators 5}%, 1, are valued in the non
commutative quaternion field, the statement holds provided dr (9r) acts on ¥t (¢7)
within the corelators. The above shows the relevance of Fueter analyticity in the present

fermionic model. From the form of the action (4.35), it follows in particular that

2 ~ = _
pw (g2)¥t (q1)0r1 = 6% (g2 — q1)d@, (5.41)
2 - _ ~ _
§8L2¢ () (q1) = 6* (g2 — q1)dar.
This relation can be integrated on any given coordinate patch, producing

Y (g2)0H (q1) = ﬁ + terms right (left) Fueter holomorphic in ¢ (g2). (5.42)

Proof. From distribution theory, one knows that [(7 — qo)|q — qo| ™*]95r = 972.1(7 — q0)|q —
gl = %254((1 —qo) in D'(H). Further, it is known [7] that there is no singular left /right
Fueter analytic function that is less singular than (g — go)|q — qo| ™. QED

The above analysis shows that Fueter analyticity provides useful information on the
structure of the operator product expansions of free fields. It remains to be seen if this

will be of any help in computations.

6. Conclusions and outlook

In the first part of this paper, we have tried to formulate the theory of Kulkarni 4—
folds in a way that parallels as much as possible the customary formulation of the theory of
Riemann surfaces, highlighting in this way their analogies. This has been possible thanks
to the existence of an integrable quaternionic structure and of an associated natural notion
of analyticity, Fueter analyticity. We have also seen that a Kulkarni 4-folds is equipped
with a canonical conformal equivalence class of locally conformally flat metrics and that
the Riemannian geometry of such metrics is particularly simple.

In the second part of the paper, we have argued that Kulkarni geometry is the natural
geometry of 4-dimensional conformal field theory by showing that the action functional,
the field equations, the energy—momentum tensor and its Ward identity and the operator
product expansions take a simple form for a conformal field theory on a Kulkarni 4—fold.

We have not analyzed yet the implications of the geometric setting on the opera-
tor product expansion of the energy—momentum tensor. This matter is left for future
work [21]. We believe in fact that the customary energy—momentum tensor, describing

the response of the system to an arbitrary variation of an arbitrary background metric,
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might not be the relevant geometric field. One should consider instead a modified energy—
momentum tensor representing the response of the system to an arbitrary variation of an
arbitrary locally conformally flat background metric preserving local conformal flatness.
This would be the true analogue of the energy—momentum tensor of 2—-dimensional con-
formal field theory, as for a 4—fold admitting locally conformally flat metrics, unlike for
a 2—fold, not all metrics are automatically locally conformally flat. One may speculate
that the improved energy—momentum tensor just described might obey operator product
expansion of universal form as in 2 dimensions. This remains to be seen. In any case,
to carry out the above project requires the elaboration of the Kulkarni analogue of the
Beltrami parametrization of conformal structures, a major mathematical task in itself with

ramifications also in geometry.
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