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For many years, the derivation of

H=-A-TrY [X;,X,]
i<j
(involving finitely many antihermitean traceless N x N matrices X; =
N2-1
Z TiaTy, i = 1,...,d)f] as describing a quantized discrete analogue of
a=1

relativistically invariant surface dynamicsf] in R4*! was available only in
rather inconvenient forms (handwritten [1], too condensed [2], typesetf]
by a local journal [3]). With the supersymmetric analogue of H,

HSusy =H-1+ ifabcxjc’yiﬁeaaeﬁb 5

{eameﬁb} = 50465ab7 (’YJVk + vk’yj)ocﬁ = 2501B5jk7 cf [4’ 5]7 haVing be-
come relevant for yet another reason [6], - and for the participants of
a summer school on Schrodinger—operators, it seemed useful to give a
detailed account of H (Section II) while adding various introductory
remarks about surface motions, their relation with hydrodynamics [7],
as well as diffeomorphism — and relativistic invariance (Section I).

Section III concerns a rather particular, though quite important,
question: does Hgysy (Whose spectrum is known to cover the whole
positive axis, R* [8, 29]) admit a zero energy bound state, or not?
Some work on this is summarized.

Section IV (following [9], [10], [11]) discusses the space of solutions
of the differential equations

Xa = 6abc)(b)(c - 2Xa

He H = _Bia az_a +% féé\i)fégz,xibxjcxib/xjc/, for each N and d, be-
ing an ordinary Schrédinger-operator on RV 2’1), with a non-—negative quar-
tic potential, given in terms of totally antisymmetric su(N)-structure—constants
I = —TrT, [Ty, T

2as well as reduced Yang Mills theory

3with unfortunately many typos
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for 3 traceless anti-hermiteam N x N matrices X,(t), t € (—o0, +00),
interpolating between different representations of su(2).

Some excercises have been added, and a remark/conjecture concern-
ing H5-commutators.

[ am very grateful to M. Ring and J.P. Solovej, as well as MaPhySto
and THES, for making possible this written version of 4 lectures pre-
sented at Sandbjerg Castle during the summer school on ‘Quantum
Field Theory — from a Hamiltonian Point of View’, August 2-9, 2000.
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I
Let me start with two relatively simple surface motions,
T = n, (1)
T = Jgn(=0 1 xdt). (2)

In both cases the surface is, for each time ¢, described in a parametric

way (by giving z (t, ", ¢?)), i.e. by viewing the surface >, C R? as
the image of a (timedependent) map from some fixed manifold },,
(specifying the topology; e.g. that of S?) into R?®. As long as ), is
nonfdegenerite, every vector can be decomposed into it’s components
parallel to g—; and % (tangent to ) _,) resp.

81113' Xagl’

ﬁi: G ——
|81 X ><82 X ‘

(3)

normal to o = stands for 8—%, r = 1,2, g denotes the determi-
t Op

nant of the 2 x 2 matrix (g,s) = (0, -0, E)
The evolution equation (1), though consisting of coupled non-linear

. 2
PDE’s for the 3 unknown functions z'(t, ¢!, p?) is trivial, as n = 1
implies n-n=0andn Oy n= 0, hence
r=n=0 (4)
T (' %) =z (0,0, 9% +1t 1 (0,0,¢%)
as n has zero component in the direction of ﬁ, as well as parallel to
S, (nd, 1= —n dx =—n o, n).

What about (2)?

Despite the r.h.s. being polynomial in the first derivatives (so, from
this point of view, being ‘simpler’ than (1)) the (still non—linear) equa-
tion (2) needs quite different techniques to be ‘solved’. One possibility
is to note that after interchanging dependent and independent vari-

ables, t (as a function of z!) turns out to satisfy a linear! (and, in fact,
the simplest possible 2" order) differential equation,

At(z)=0; (5)

so the time at which the surface passes a point Zin space is a harmonic
function (resp. D, level sets of that harmonic function) [12, 13].

What if the normal velocity (= /g in (2)) is generalized to be an
arbitrary (non-linear) function of |/g7f]

4To avoid (hopefully not cause) confusion: strictly speaking, /9 always has to
be divided by some reference—density p in order to make the evolution equation (2),
resp. (6), well defined (see [13] for a full account of this).
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As shown in [13], the evolution equations

it =a(yg) n', (6)
for arbitrary monotonic function «, and the hypersurface motion tak-
ing place in any Riemannian manifold N(i = 1...M + 1 if 2' =
't ot .. oM), and g = det(d,2' 0527 n;; (), n;; = metric on N) can
always be converted to a second—order equation for ¢(z) (however, only
in the case (2) this equation becomes linear).
Furthermore, despite their appearance as first order equations (in
the derivatives of the ) they can be viewed as coming from a class of
diffeomorphism invariant Hamiltonians [13] [14];

Hla'p) = [ devGhio/ V) ™)

(p = /pipjn(x)), restricted to C, := p;d.a*, v = 1,..., M, (the
generators of diffeomorphisms, which are constants of the motion) set
equal to zero!

Returning now to flat embedding space and M = 2 (2-surfaces mov-
ing in R3) for simplicity, let me ask the following question: Does there
exist a function h (corresponding to the freedom of choosing « in (6))
such that the corresponding surface motions are relativistically invari-
ant, Le. for which H can be complemented by 9 other functionals of z

and P, altogether generating the inhomogeneous Poincaré-group?
The answer is ‘Yes’: for h(u) = vu? + 1, i.e.

—2
H= d*p\/ P +g (8)

2(2)

RN

one not only has
do(vip; —zp;) ,  Pi= /2 d*p p (9)

Lij = /
Z(z) (2)

(generating rotations, and spatial translations), but also the generators

of ‘boosts’,
2
K, = / d2(p£lfi VD +g. (10)
>

N N A2
Restricting to C, :=p -0, x= 0 then gives \/ P +g = p = time-
independent density, and — using this —

T—tI—g/P n. (11)

2-dimensional surfaces moving according to (11) not only correspond

to ‘relativistically invariant’ motions, but have the more specific prop-
erty that they actually sweep out a 3—dimensional manifold M in
Minkowski-space, which has vanishing mean curvature (see e.g. [15],
and below).



MEMBRANES AND MATRIX MODELS 5

— In any case, comparing (8), (9), (10) with the corresponding ex-
pressions for a (finite-dimensional) system of N free (!) relativistic
particles

N 2
H = Z \V P, +m2,
a=1

RN

Z == Z(EaXpa)u

/2
a pa _'_mgu ’ (12)

one finds exact correspondance (a L ©', p?) when replacing the position—
independent masses m,, a =1,..., N, by the position—dependent den-

sity \/g[x (¢)]. While it was proved decades ago [16] that, given certain
physical requirements concerning the realization of the 10 generators,

any set deviating from (12), but still satisfying the same commutation
relations, can, by a sequence of canonical transformations, be brought
into the form (12) (so in particular, it is, for finite N not! possible
to allow for z—dependent masses m,) it should be noted that the way
(9)—(10) circumvents the just mentioned No-Interaction theorem for
finitely many degrees of freedom, is quite interesting.

Another notable aspect is the possibility to abandon the parametric
description at this point and describe the surface motion, in Hamilton-
ian form, purely in terms of differeomorphism invariant objects. For-
mally one gets, as a reduced phase-space, the space of shapes Y (as
the configuration manifold) together with functions on ) (elements
of the cotangentspace at > ) as ‘momenta’. In this formulation, the
generators of the Poincaré-group read [17]

P =3 b,
K=Y7%

H[S,u] = /\/u2+1, P = / n
> )Y
Lij = /(finj—fjni)u, K; = /:L",-\/u2+1.(13)
> )Y

Amazingly, the Poisson structure is the canonical one, meaning that
the equations of motion are

. OH U OH
= — = —— = - = 2
D S0 —_—T U 5 vurt+1H (14)

i.e. (as Z, the time—derivative of ), can be identified with the normal
velocity, v)

v=—(1-2*) H; (15)
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here H denotes the mean curvature of )  (which in a parametric
description equals —¢™ n 02, E)ﬂ
Writing (15) as (1_02)3/2 + (1_52[)1/2 = 0 one finds that the 3-manifold
M3 swept out in space—time by a surface moving according to (15) will
actually have vanishing mean 3—curvature Hj (the spatial part, propor-
tional to H, is cancelled by the curvature of the wordline of the point
on Y ; the 4-dimensional hypersurface-normal is, up to orientation,

= (e 7))
Conventionally, the problem of finding such 3-manifolds M3 is for-

mulated as considering (in a Diff Mz—invariant, parametric, way)

Slz*] = Vol (M3) :/dgap\/a

ozt ox?

G D a—wnﬂv)a,ﬁzo,1,2

det ( (16)

(n}w) = dlag (17_17_17_1)7

a functional of the embedding functions z*(¢°, o', ¢?) (describing M3),

whose first variation (; 0) gives the equations of motions

1 9o VG GPgat =0 . (17)

3l

For a direct derivation of (8), resp. (11), from (16), resp. (17), see e.g.
[15].

Alternatively, (16) could have been motivated as follows: in order
to describe a relativistically invariant motion of an extended object
(a surface, in this case), the only chance is to consider the manifold
M swept out in space-time, and demand some extremality—property
of M; considering the Volume-functional is singled out by the fact
that, depending only on the first derivatives of z*, the equations of
motion, (17), are then of second order (other diffeomorphism-invariant
functionals like the total curvature of M, ..., would involve second
or higher order derivatives of the z#, hence leading to higher order
equations of motion).

°For the reader familiar with the fact that the first variation of the area—
functional gives H, the second part of (14) may become intuitively clear, when
first dropping the argument vu? + 1 in H (and (14)).
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Perhaps a third connecting path is worth mentioning: a Lagrangian
formulation of (13) would give

S = /dt(/zw_/ZM)

:—/dt/z( L _ioe=Vios) ()

Va2 +1
= 9[%,¥] .

Now, describing 3> = S7(¢) as the set of points (¢, ), where some
functions m(t, x) = m(z*) vanishes, (18) becomes

m2

|Vmf?

_ / d'28(m)y/—Omdem = S[m] | (19)

o*m

with equations of motion §(m)d, (—=222—) = 0, respectively
\/ —0pmorm ’

S = —/d4x(5(m(t,2))\€m|)

(n*nPA — n“pn”A)aumﬁymﬁiAm =0, (20)

together with m(t,;) < 0; meaning that first solving (20) and then
solving for M := {(t, ;) |m(t,§) = 0} will yield a 3-manifold with
ever&vvhere vanishing mean curvature. To understand why the factors
of | V,n | have to enter in (§(m)| V., |) and (v? = %) precisely as
indicated, making both expressions, hence (20), invariant under m —
F(m), one should note that if m = 0 describes M, functions of m, like
F(m) = m® would yield the same M. Furthermore note that m(t, ) =
const. (# 0), with m solving (20) also yields an extremal 3-manifold.
Locally, Minkowski-space is therefore foliated into 3 manifolds, each
with vanishing mean curvature, with m being the parameter orthogonal
to the extremal 3—manifolds. In physics, the direct correspondance of
(20) and (17) was established by Sugamoto [18] and in [19] (see also
[20], in particular concerning the factor d(m)).

3
An Example: Making the Ansatz m(t, z) = H my,(z"), resp. m =
pn=0

3 3
F(m)=Ilnm= Z Inm, = Zﬁlu(x”), one can derive [15] that
0 0

M:={(t,z) | P@)Py)P®) = P(2)} , (21)

where P(u) is an elliptic Weierstrass—function satisfying P? = 4P(P?—
1), defines a periodic M with vanishing mean curvature. Viewed as time
evolutions of 2—surfaces, (21) corresponds to (at t = 0, +w, +2w, ...)
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infinitely many parallel planes, at distance w apart from each other,
breaking up into little squares of size w x w that grow one scalactite
and one scalagmite in the direction perpendicular to the original planes
meeting eventually, at times ¢ = +%, :I:%“, ... at the center of each ‘box’
of size w X w X w.

Note [19]:
Just choosing p® = % in (16), leaving z* = 2(2°, 2!, 2?) to be deter-
mined, yields the same equation than writing
m =m(a% z, 2% 2(2°, 2!, 2%)) in (20); choosing ¢° = T2 =1 o =
2" in (16), resp. writing (7 + 3 p(7, 2!, 2?), 2", 2%, 7 — &) in (20) both
yields a second order equation for p, which in first order from (defining
¢ = (2p+ (Vp)?)~2) becomes

+V(qVp = 0 (22)
b= 5 (=),

the continuity, and Euler—equation for an inviscid, isentropic irrota-
tional gas, with density ¢, velocity potential p, and equation of state
(Karmén—Tsien gas) Pressure = Der:slitiy'

This relation between relativistic membrane motions and 2 + 1-
dimensional hydrodynamics, (22), was first derived in [7], and extended

to a supersymmetric membrane/fluid in [21].

While it is quite interesting to have all these different formulations
(revealing different aspects of one and the same problem, — hopefully
leading, one day, to some hidden integrability structure) none of them
could, up to now, be quantized. The best route to quantisation, known
so far, is the one found 20 years ago (cp. [1], resp. [22]) to be discussed
after the following
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Excercise 1)

Choose, in (17), ¢° = 242% = 7 and assume (', ¢?) to be chosen

such that
Gor = 0,(— 20, x= 0, where z= (2!, 2?), - = a% and 2 — 2% =:
C(1, 0", %),

.2
Verify that VG = V9 V2¢— 2 and show that, as a conse-
quence of (17), i.e. Az =0,
a) pi= 7 \./12 is independent of 7 (hint: A(z? + 23) = 0)
. A-w

b)x = 190 0, w= Y {{7.x;}a) (defining {f.g) =
J

% €50, f0s59).

Prove that a) and b), together with G, = 0, automatically imply
the “remaining” equation A¢ = 0! (So that ¢ = 2° — 23, up to a
constant, and provided 67’587583 r= 0, can simply be thought of as
being determined, via G,, = 0, in terms of 2! and z?, satisfying b).)

Excercise 2) Consider now the case d = 2 (4—dimensional Minkowski-
space)
a) Show that the equations of motion 1b can be written as

fl = P, plz {{551,932}1'2}

552 = P2, p2= {{$2,$1}73€1}7w;l67"6

1
{f/g} = ; Ers 8rf839

b) Changing independent variables from ¢(= 0%, o, p? to 20 =
t,x', 2% show that {f,2,} = —J €. 2L, where J(z) and f(z) are
{x1, 72} resp. f(¢) when expressed in the new variables. Verify that
the constraint €™ 0, z Os 7 therefore becomes the condition Opy D2 —
Or,p1 = 0, which can easily be solved: p=vx7 p(x)

c) Calculate 8%0{:61,@} in 2 different ways (via {p1, 22} + {x1, p2},

as well as using 0, = Oy, + 5 - /) to obtain the continuity equation
1+ (qvp) =0
for the ‘velocity-potential’ p and the ‘density’ ¢ := %

d) Convert the equations involving D, (cp. 2a) into ‘Euler’s equation’,

S DR B
b= 5z~ (VD)
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. . . . . . . . _1
for an irrotational, inviscid, isentropic gas whose presure is 1 el

e) Choosing the constant ¢ to be zero, verify that the equations ob-

tained (cp. 2¢, d) are the ones that follow from H = £ [ d®z(q(7 p)z—l—%)
when ¢ and p are treated as (hence ARE) canonically conjugate.
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11

Consider the theory of a time-dependent M —dimensional extended
object ¥ (t) in D = d + 2 dimensional Minkowski-space, defined by
requiring the Volume-functional

Slat]: = — / dp®d™pV G = —Vol(M) (23)

oxt ox”

G = (—)Mdet(a(paa—(pgmu)a,ﬁzo,L...,M
~——

Gap

to be stationary under small variations of the embedding —functions
(% ot ™), = 0,1,...,d+ 1 (describing the M + 1 dimen-
sional world volume M). (B3)) is invariant under diffemorphisms p* —
¢%(©?), and inhomogeneous Lorentztransformations

ot — 3= Nppt +d", A AN = e = diag(l, -1, 1),
Choosing
0 dtl
P="t =g (24)

while denoting z° — 29! by (, differentiation with respect to 7 by -,

(z1,..., 2% by ;, and G, = 0,(— z o, T by u,, the metric (induced
from RM41) on M reads

2§'— T UL ... Uy
Uy

—0rs

hence

. ;2
G=92¢—2 Fuusg™)=:g-T (26)

with

g = det(grs)r,szl...Mu grsgsu = 62
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So
S =8[z,(] = /deM<p£
L = —/gVT (27)

can be thought of as the action, resp. Lagrange density, of an ordinary
field theory involving the d + 1 fields ', ... , 2% (. Defining canonical
momenta,

— oL N N

P: = — =+/g/T'(z 40, © usg"™)
oz

ro= Lo /gT (28)
0¢

the Hamiltonian density reads

H: = HC+P- 7 +y/gVT
.2 . .
= Vg/T{T+ 2 + 20, 7 uyg™— (} (29)
= VvV g/F{C +arcusgm}'

Instead of now trying to eliminate the velocities in favour of the
momenta, simply note that (R9) is the same as

2

P +g
7

M (30)

(= 1/2/g/T{(Z +0, T usg™)? + T} = ... = (7).

As H does not contain ¢ (!), the classical equation of motion 7=

—% = 0 imply that 7 is a constant (density),
el [ dee) =1 (31)
so that the Hamiltonian
| 2
b +g
- 2 Joon - T pp) 32)

becomes polynomial in the dynamical fields (; and 5)— which is the
crucial difference to all the Hamiltonian formulations mentioned in sec-
tion I (they all contain square-roots). But what has happened to (7!
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(After all, as it is part of the description of the manifold M, it can’t
just disappear altogether). The point is that actually the transition to
(B2) is not quite as straightforward as pretended, due to the presence
of the constraints [] (reflecting the remaining time-dependent spatial
reparametrisation invariance after the partial gauge-fixing (24))

O, = 710,(+ D O, =0 (33)
r=1,...,M,;

(so strictly speaking (B3) is only defined up to terms [ d™pu”®,; putting
them to zero, as done in (BJ), amounts to the further gange choice
Gor = u, = 0 (cp. the excercise at the end of the section I) - which ex-
plains the further reduction of the invariance group to volume-preserving
Diffeomorphisms of ), in (B2). On the other hand, (BJ) precisely re-
solves the puzzle of the missing ( as, given (BI]), it allows to determine
¢ (up to a constant which is canonically conjugate to ) in terms of the

dynamical fields z, as long as the integrability conditions

B,y 1= 0,(P /,)0s T —05(P /,)0, T=0 (34)

hold (-which are consistent with (B2), as the ®,, are the generators
of the above mentioned symmetry group SDiff >, of (BY)). Finally

N

noting that H(_y is generating translations in 7 (just as P:= [ P gen-

erates translations in z, and P, := — [ md™ o =nin 2° —2?), one sees
that the relativistically invariant

2
M? .= P“P, =2P,P_— P

takes the simple form

dMgp —2 2
M? = / —(p 4g9)— P 35
p(s@)( ) (35)
which may be rewritten in the following ways:

first of all,
g= § {$i1>$i27"' 7IiM}2 ) (36)
11 <t2<...<ipr

where the multilinear bracket is defined, for any set of M differentiable
functions on ) ,,, as

{x €T } — 1 eTl...T’M 8:177:1 8LL’Z-M
e P 830T1’”84p7‘M’

(37)

Sjust insert (R§), to verify (B3)
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Secondly, expanding the fields z;(¢, o', ... , ™) and their conjugate
momenta p; = pp;nY, in terms of basis- functions Y,, o =0,1,... , on

S [ dMppY,Ys = 6,5, (BH) becomes

1
2
M* = DiaPia + Mgaal---aMgaﬁl--ﬂMth---IiMaN1$i151---xiN15N1 ’ (38)

where the ‘structure-constants’

Jaay...an = /depYa{Ya1> s >YaM} (39)

encode all the information about the fact that one is dealing with a cer-
tain M —dimensional object (a sphere S or a torus T, or ...); the
sum over «, /3 is defined to run only from 1 to oo (rather than 0 to oo;

2
due to the P subtraction, and {.,... ,.} containing only derivatives,
all zeromodes drop out). The potential M? — p;,p;q is a homogeneous
polynomial of degree 2M , with the notable property that in each term,
each coordinate appears at most quadratically. While for M > 2 the
question of how to quantize (B§) is mostly open (see [23]), let us come
back to the original case of interest, to membranes; we then have (drop-
ping the factor % in (B3), resp. not making any notational distinction

between H(_y and M?,

1

H = piapia+ 59@57905,6’7’xiﬁzjyziﬁ’xjw’ (40)

; 2
_ / Pop(D)2 + 3 () - P
22 P 1<j
with

Y, 0Y, Y, dY;
Yapy = / d290Ya(8S01 a(pg o a(pz a<,02> (41)

2

being structure constants (in the basis corresponding to the Y,,) of the
infinite-dimensional Lie algebra sdif f 2(2) of divergence-free vector-
fields (resp. functions, modulo constants) on the space ), (parametriz-
ing the surface). (f0) has to be supplemented by the constraints (« =
1,2,...)

JapyTjsPs, =0 . (42)

SO(d 4+ 1,1) - invariance of this (classical) theory was proven by
Goldstone [24].

Formally, one could now try to define a ‘quantum theory of rela-
tivistic surfaces’ by putting ‘hats’ on all z’s and p’s, and demanding
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canonical commutation relations,
[0 Do) =@ A0jr0ags ;
representing prs by —ih %, one would thus arive at an (a priori
ill-defined) infinite-dimensional Schrédinger operator
—As + Vo

Fortunately, there exists a (symmetry maximally preserving) regulation
procedure [] amounting to the following

Theorem:

For each ), there exists a basis {Y,}22, of sdif f>,, and a basis

{T N*=1 of su(N) such that

lim T’f’(— [T(N), TI)(N)]T(N)) = Yabe va,b,c . (43)

a c
N—oo

f(N)

One could therefore consider the class of SU(N) invariant matrix
models (X; := :EmTCEN))

d N?-1

HN = Z Z PiaPia + tgé\é)fab’ 1 LipLjelip Lje! (44)

i=1 a=1

as approximating (f(), with

Fabe ppje = 0 (45)
replacing (f2). These finite-dimensional models can be quantized with-
out any problem, thus arriving at ([1])

Hy =Dy —Tr) [X;, X)), (46)
i<j
N — o0, as a quantized discrete analogue of a relativistic membrane
theory in RM4+1,
Hpy commutes with the operators

A N 0
KM = - ébc)ijal'jc (47)
a=1...N*-1
while [K} ™MK ] = f K™): it is therefore consistent to restict to

square- 1ntegrable Warefunctlons Y (z;,) that are annihilated by (@)fl\il L

Toriginally discovered in the case of a 2-sphere [1], 10 years later realized for
T? [25], conjectured to hold for higher genus surfaces [26], and finally proven, for
general Kahler manifolds, in [27].
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and because of (), this is the physical Hilbert-space to be considered.

Let me now prove ([i) for S? and T?: In the case of the 2-sphere
the basis of su(/N) is obtained by considering the usual spherical har-
monics {Y},,(0, go)lm}mlzl,imﬂ writing them as harmonic homogeneous

polynominals in z; = rsinfcosp, o = rsinfsinp, r3 = rcosy (re-

2
stricted to r? =z = 1):

=D A Ty 22 (48)

(where the tensor c... is by definition traceless and totally symmetric)
and then replacing the commuting varibles x, by generators X, of the

N—dimensional irreducible (spin s = ¥=1) representation of su(2), to

obtain N>—1 N x N matrices defined by [1]

T = Y Xy Xy (49)
| = 1...N°—1
m = —l,...,+l

instead of having X7 + X2 + X2 = N : L 1, which makes the explicit

2

proof of () quite involved, it is easier to choose X =1, i.e

27

(X, Xp) = Vo) €abe

Xe (50)

and

. N2 -1
INI = —12 i

As the Poisson-bracket {, } on S? can be thought of as coming from

{f(;)mg(g)}]l%3 ‘=Cabe 8afab9 Te (51)
{Y)m, Yirme } can be computed from {7V}, 7Y brs

_ (m)
= E Cor” o, cb1 bl/{xal CTays Ty - - - Ty JR

by using the derivation proporty of {-,-}, and
{Iaa Zlfb} =Cabe Tes (52)

as well as then decomposing the resulting polynomial of degree [ +1"—1
into harmonic homogeneous ones. Calculating

T, TN =~ Zcm w O [ Xy X, Xy, X)), (53)
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the first step is identical to the above, while any further use of the
commutation-relations (b(), - necessary to obtain the desired trace-
less totally symmetric tensors -, introduces factors of \/ﬁ; hence the
agreement of féé\c{) and g to leading order in N. Concrete expressions
for the matrix elements of the T},ﬁf’ in terms of hypergeometric func-
tions, and related discrete orthogonal polynomials, are given in [28].

For the 2-torus, things are even easier. Taking Y- := —eilmiprtmagz)

(my,my) =me 72, the relevant basis of su(N), N odd, is given by (cp.
[25])

N
T%N) = 4;M w2 T2 g 2 (54)
where
4miM
w = e N | (55)
1 0 1
w 0
g = w? , h = :
. .1
0 WwN-1 1 0

and M € N having no common divisor with /NV. Using the basic relation
h-g=wg-h it is very easy to verify that
N 2nM

N N . — N
[, 7] = 57 Sin (T (mx n)) T%:ﬁ . (56)

The trigonometric structure constants (of ¢gf(n,C) in the basis

{TLN)} (N_1) +(N,1>) indeed converge (for N — oo, M fixed) to
m 2 LR 2

m1,ma=—
M X n=ming — many, i.e. those of s diff 72 in the basis {—eimw}aem.
To demonstrate the subtleness of this (non-inductive) limit note that if

M(N 1
M = M(N) is chosen such that lim % =A €0, 1), one obtains

N—oo
infinite dimensional Lie-Algebras L, with commutation-relations

1=, T=] = 2%/\ sin (2rA(m x 1)) T = |
which for irrational A are all non-isomorphic (see e.g. [39]) and (up
to TB) simple (for rational A, Ly—,/, contains a large ideal I of finite
codimension, with L, /; = gf(N,C)).
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Excercise 3: (cp. [22], [28])

Assuming that the Tz(g ), like the Yj,,, transform as spherical tensors,
leading to orthogonality relations

Tr ,TJr Tg/ r = (Sgg/ (Smm/ T]2V(€> y
calculate rx(¢) (from (49 )) by using that

/2€+ 1 ,
Yo = 22@ gl (21 + iz9)",

20+1 (20)! N? -1 , .
2 _ ¢ ¢
ra(l) = I 2 Tr((X; +1iX)(X; —iX3)")
B (N +0)!
~16m(N — £ — 1) (N2 — 1)¢1
(in quite a few “fuzzy-sphere-articles” this non-trivial /-dependence has
been forgotten).

i.e.

Excercise 4: (cp. [43])

In terms of hermitian N x N matrices X, the classical equations of
motion corresponding to (44)/(45) are

XZ == Z [[Xi, Xj]? Xj]

i=1

'M&

Verify the following types o f olutions:

A)
Xi(t) = w(t)ry;(t) M;
= z(t) (cos p(t)- M, sinp(t)- M,0...0)
with
1 A L? 1
5932+4 4+7?—const ??o=1,
d
> ([Ma, My, My =AM, (%)
a=1
and

[Mm Mb] = fabc Mcu fabc fcba’ =-A faa’
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=~ 1 (g+g9g ' g—g ' h+h!' h—h!

NG 2 2i 2 2 ’O"'O)

1)
M
M, = TN (Tho + T——o + Tgo + Tr—0)
—aM
M, = N (Do — Tpp—o — Tpe + Ti—r)
—mM
M; = N (Tho = Tjp—p + Tty — Tio—sr)
—aM
M, = T T p—T 1p—Th_
4 N (The + T—r—¢ ke k—t)
(Tye as in (54)).
B)
X;(t) = ra(t)(Ea);
with o\
— T
Elz iN (Tﬁzl + T_a ,—’L(TA — _al),o .. 0)
- 2 M )
9 = iN (O, 0, T;Q + T—T?LQ’ —Z(T‘T?L2 — T—T?LQ)’ 0. 0)
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II1

Let me now turn to the supersymmetric extension [4, 5] of the bosonic
matrix model (44) which, following [6], has been intensively studied
over the past few years, as a candidate for ‘M-theory’ fi

1 ,
Hsusy = prapia + 5 fapc fapctsp@edss qior + iGic faBcYpOanaOpsB
(1)

a,B=1,...,84(=2,4,8 or 16); fapc = structure constants of SU(N)
(real, antisymmetric),

VYt + Ay = 2051 4, xs,, 7° real, symmetric;
the dynamical degrees of freedom satisfy canonical (anti)commutation
relations,

[qta, PsB] = 104B0ts {Ba4,085} = 6apdan - (2)

Hg,sy commutes with the generators of SU(N), Spin(d) and super-
symmetry,

1 .
Ja = fapc(qsBpsc — 3 (SIS NG)

Jst = qsADia — GaPsA — i 1004753054 (3)
Qs = (PraVha +% faBcUsBUHCYfn)Oan
while
{Qp,Qp} = dpp H + 2755 q1aJ (4)

and all states ¥ are required to be SU(N)-invariant, J4¥ = 0 (so
that, on the physical Hilbert space H, Hgysy is twice the square of each
Qs)-
In verifying (4), d = 2,3,5 and 9 are singled out when calculating the
mixed (pqq) terms, which yield (only) the fermionic (last term) part of
(1) and the ‘weakly zero’—part (proportional to the J4) in (4) provided

7357255/ + 72/5755' + 735'7265 + 72’6’7?6 = 2(5aa’7f35/ — 08 Vaa) (D)
— which (setting e.g. f = ' and summing) implies
$¢=2(d—1); (6)
together with the reality condition on the 7's (to have Hgys, and Qg
hermitean) these hold only when d = 2, 3,5 or 9.
The spectrum of Hgys, > 0 is known to cover the whole positive

axis Rt [8,29] and it is conjectured that for d = 9 there exists a unique
normalizable state for each N, while not for all other cases (d = 2, 3,5).

*Sorry for the change of notation; su(N) indices are now denoted by: A, B,C =
1,...,N? — 1, transverse space—time indices by s,t = 1,...,d(=2,3,5 or 9).
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For N = 2, the latter was proven in [30] and for d = 9 the precise form
of a (unique) asymptotic solution was derived in [31,32]. Writing [32]

Gea = real + yia (7)

for configurations with almost vanishing potential energy (V' = 0 for
yia = 0; B Fy = 1 = egeq, 7 — 00) the asymptotic wavefunction takes
the form

U~ e 2 R | FI (8)

with & = 0, —1,6 for d = 3,5,9 (respectively), ¥ = y,ayea, | F!) only
involving ©,4e4 and E;, and |F1) involving all other fermionic degrees
of freedom (and Ej).

For d = 9,r%~"V*/2|F+) corresponds to the ground state of a system
of 16 supersymmetric harmonic oscillators, and

Fl) = (B, — 5 6,044 51) ©)

where |44; st) is the only spin(9) representation in the 256-dimensional
fermionic Hilbert-space H|(= 44 @ 84 @& 128, arising from the 16—

dimensional spinor @L' = €40,4) that can be contracted with a bosonic
spin(9) representation (made out of the E’s) to form a spin(9)-singlet.

For N > 2, the asymptotic wavefunction, in accordance with (8), is
speculated to factorize into the ground state of a system of supersym-
metric harmonic oscillators, times a supersymmetric spin 9 (and Weyl!-
) invariant wavefunction, W, involving only the Cartan—subalgebra de-
grees of freedom, ©,; and qg, (kK =1,2,..., N—1), and annihilated by
effective (free) supercharges

0
= —Z —_— u @O! . ]_0
@B 8Quk fyﬁa k ( )
Unlike the N = 2 case, where r~°|FIl) ~ 0,9,(%)]44; st) was the only
spin(9) invariant wavefunctionf], there are abundantly many harmonic
wavefunctions,

\I/c = Z T_2Z_(N_l)d+2_SXR\Il€m(q17 R qN—l)‘S X R’ m> (11)
£,S,R,m

for N > 3 [36,37]; S and R label the irreducible representations of
the permutation group Sy (= the Weyl group of SU(N)) and spin(9),
WZ:R is a harmonic (homogenuous of degree ¢) polynomial in the
d(N — 1) bosonic variables gy, |S x R;m),m = 1...dim (S x R), is
a corresponding S X R representation made out of the fermions, and
p=20=(N=1d+2 5 the (unique) power making ¥, a decaying harmonic

8in order to explicitely check that it is supersymmetric one may use that

®u|44;st> = 7541t08) + Vgls0), which leads to a fermionic [us] resp. [ut] anti-
symmetry, giving indeed zero, when contracted with 9;0;0, () [35].
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function. The (non-trivial) question then is: which of the wavefunc-
tions (11) is annihilated by (10)?
For N = 3, the answer was guessed in [37] and proven in [38]:

U, = <H Qg) (r %11 x 1)) . (12)
B=1

Assuming that also for higher odd N the fermionic Hilbertspace will
contain a unique Weyl— and spin(9) invariant state, one would guess
that

Ve = (H @5> (r UL 1)) (13)
p=1

for odd N > 3 (but note that even for N = 3 the proof that (12) is
non-vanishing does, a priorif], not exclude the existence of other non—
zero, invariant, wavefunctions, annihilated by all Q,).

What about the exact form of the full (non—-asymptotic) wavefunc-
tion? If one wants to represent the fermionic degrees of freedom by
creation and annihilation operators, e.g. by defining

1 )
Aoa = 7 (@aA+Z@a+§ sah)
0 1 )
Dar V2 (Oaa+100s1 ua) = Moa (14)

(where now « takes only half a many values as before!) explicit Spin(d)
invariance is lost, respectively nonlinearly realized [5]; some of the gen-
erators Jy; will not resprect the degree of homogeneity (mix the various
components) of

1 1
U =19+ Yaadaa + 3 VYaagBAaadss + ... + Al Vas Ay, anApaNasAg - - - Aap Ay -
(15)
On the other hand, taking linear combinations of the Herimitan super-

charges to form half as many nilpotent ones (on ), and their Hermitian
conjugates, the resulting supersymmetry algebra [5]

{Qa. QLY =~ bupH
{QuQs} ~ 0 = {QL.Ql} (16)
will imply very simple properties,
(M-XN?=0, (D-XN)*=0, {M-\D-0}=~0 (17
Tpossibility that the uniqueness of a normalizable zero energy state of the
full problem could correspond to the uniqueness of an invariant wavefunction at oo,

(supersymmetric with respect to a free supercharge) adds to the hope to eventually
find a simple reason for the (generally assumed) existence of the zero energy state.
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when writing [33]

G,

Qs = MG+ DY) S = Mda+Duds, = M-A+D-0,
aA

Qh = MW, + DI\ = Mo, + DI (18)

The differential equations obtained componentwise from Qz¥ = 0,
QLY =0,

Doy Vay .oz, = (25 —=1) Mig,thay,....a0, 1) (19)
M}, Yy, ane = (2k=1) Dbl (20)
were first (recursively) solved [33] in the form
Yar = Xhi b (21)
e = W+ (22)

I

where ‘h’ indicates the general solution of the corresponding homoge-
nous equation, and ‘“tn’ a particular solution of the inhomogeneous
equation (given in [33]).

This procedure of solving Q¥ = 0 or Q"W = 0 can be written more
elegantly by defining [34]

A=1I""X DX, B:=1-0, D-0, (23)
where [, 4 is chosen such that
{M-\1-0,}=-1. (24)

Formally, all solutions of Q"W = 0, respectively Qx = 0, are of the
form

U=(1 - A)—I\I/(h) ,  respectively y = (1 — B)—lx[h} (25)
with
(MTaA)\I](h) =0, (M - )\)X[h} =0 (26)

(as if QTW =0, let ¥ := ¥ — AV and verify that MTO\U + DIAY +
I'AMTO\D'AV = 0), while it is also not difficult to show that each ¥
of the form (27) does solve QTW¥ = 0, respectively Qy = 0:

Q1 —B) M = (1 - B) Q"
+ (1 —=B) MM -X+D-0,1-0\D-
SO\ (1 — B)tQx™ (27)
= (I —B)"Y(Do\(1 — B)
+ {M -\1-0s} D-0\-0\{M -\ D0y}
+D-0,B)(1 —B) 'y"~o0. (28)
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Excercise 5: (cp. [40], [41])
Calculate {Qg, Qp } when adding

3 9
ms Z Gia(V** V) o Oan + me Z Gua (VY o Oua
i=1 p=4

to the r.h.s. of Qs in (3).
In particular, verify that the anticommutator of the above terms with
the derivative part in the supercharges yields

mg(—=i(gia Viar — 454 Via)) (72 77)gpr

mG(—’é(qMA VI/A —qva VMA))(’}/H?) ’}/Wj)ﬁﬁl
Oq

9% 3—; O a{(—6ms + 12mq) g Yard

(—mag + 6me) (v 77 ) g 712,

(3ms + 2me) (V"2 V) g Y }

(use that the (8 <> ') symmetric, [« <> o] antisymmetric, part of
Virar (V22 Y) s TSP Vi (7% ) ga, can only contain terms propor-
tional to the ones written above inside the curly bracket); recalling that
the coefficient of ©yO in the generators of Spin (3), resp. Spin (6),
should be 1, relative to ¢. V. — ¢. V. (cp. (3)), deduce that if (and only
if) mg is equal to —% mg, the above expression, apart from contributing
to the Hamiltonian (a term —223 ;©~'*©), can be written solely in
terms of symmetry-generators
(ms Tig (Y47 ) a5 — % T (7% 7‘“’)65') :

The derivative-free extra contributions to (4) are all proportional to
dsp, adding to the potential in (1)

+ + + o+

2
m3

4
m2
= Tr {fX“X“ + (m3 X — i €jre X, Xf>2}

m§ QA gia + QuA Qua +m3 faBC €ijk Gia G5B Qe

1
+ 5 Tr [X],Xk][Xj,Xk] 3

here, X = iq.A TA.

Excercise 6: (cp. [34], [42])

Let A\, and A\l = a% (a = 1,...,A) be fermionic creation, resp.

annihilation-operators; i.e. {\,, \y} =0 = {Ega, %}, {)\a, %}} = Sup,
% | 0) =0 (for all a, and b).
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Define [34]

A
m €ay..a

Show that on the p-fermion-sector, i.e. on states |W,) = W, o Aq, -
.+ Ag, |0), one has
O, * |Vp) = (_)A_p * Ao | Up)
Ao * [Up) = (_)A_pH * 00, | p)
as well as #2|W,) = (—)PA=P)FAIL ); thus, (note the sign-errors in
equations (17)-(19) of [34])
0 0
Hyp Mg —— % = *xHyp Ny ——
A VA TN
(Fab Aa Ao + Gap O, ) = — % (Fup Aa Ap + Gap O, Oy,) -
For the SU(N)-invariant matrix-models (1)
Foaps = 0ap fape(da-1.6 +1qa.r)
GaA,BB = _Fa*A,BB
Hoapp = Honps(4iE)j=1,.. d-2 -
Therefore, if one defines qup = —qup, Gsza,p = ¢sp, H will commute
with the joint action of * and ™, hence H(x¥(q)) = 0 if H ¥(q) = 0.
For d = 2 and even N this means (cp. [42]; there, * is taken to be the
Hodge-operator — which corresponds to taking (—)™“~™) instead of
(=)™, in the above definition of %) that the corresponding index (of

H) trivially vanishes, as for odd A *¥(q) will be fermionic if W(q) is
bosonic (and vice versa).
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IV

Consider 3 traceless, antihermitean N x N matrices X,(t), t €
(—00, +00), developping in time according to the equations

Xa = Eachch — mXa . (1)

The stationary points of this flow are representations of su(2), i.e. X, =
mdy,

[Jaa Jb] = Eachc . (2)

The question is: given 2 such representations, p, and p_, under which
circumstances do there exist solutions X,(¢) of (1) approaching the
representation p, ast — —+o0o and (being conjugate to) p_ ast — —oo ?

Denoting the space of such solutions by M(p_, p; ), Kronheimer [10],
in parts building on work of Slodowy [9], proved that

M(p=, p+) =N(p-) N S(p+), (3)

where the r.h.s. is well known from singularity theory related to Lie
algebras [9]. In the main part of this lecture, based on joint work with
C. Bachas and B. Pioline (see [11]; in particular concerning the physical
relevance of (1), (3)) I will discuss (3):

Take
() ()0 e

as generators of s/(2, C), the complexification of su(2); denote by Hy. :=
p=(h), Xy = pi(x), Yy := pi(y), the corresponding N x N matrices
in the representation p4, i.e. satisfying the same commutation relations
as those following from (4),

[z,y] = h, [h,z] =2z, [h,y] = —2y. (5)

N (p<) is then defined as the orbit of Y. under the complexified gauge
group, SU(N)¢c = SL(N,C):

Nip-)=1{gY - glg€SLN,C)} (6)

while
S(X(J:)) = Y(ir) + Z(X(f)) (7)

where
Z(X(f)) ={A € sl{(N,C) | [A,X(f)] =0} (8)

is the centralizer of X &

Example (N = 3):
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Let p_ be the irreducible 3-dimensional representation of su(2), and
p+ = 2@ 1 the direct sum of the irreducible 2-dimensional one, and the
trivial 1-dimensional (putting all J, = 0). Then one has

000 0 0 0
Yo=v2[1 00| vo=|101]0
010 0 0 0
010 01
X =v2(001| X, =[00
0 0 0
20 0 1 0
H =100 0 H.o=|0 -1 (9)
00 =2 0
In this example,
a b ¢
S(pr)=<cs=|1a 0 |a,be,ceCp | (10)
0 e —2a

as can be found either by a simple explicit computation, or using the
general fact that s¢(N,C) decomposes, under the adjoint action of P

into irreducible representation spaces of sf(2,C), each of which con-
tains exactly one 1-parameter family of elements of Z(X (+)); in the

above case, s{(3,C) decomposes, under the action of (Y, = Ey, X, =
Ey9, Hy = E11 — Ea) into one 3-dimensional representation space (p
itself, contributing C - X, to Z(X,)), two 2-dimensional
ones: spanned by Fos and [Fis, Eas] = Ei3 € Z(E3), resp. F3; and
[E\o, E31] = —Esy € Z(FE15), and one 1-dimensional one (C-(Ey;+ Fas—
2F33) € Z(FE1)). Instead of computing N (p_) explicitly, N'(p_)NS(p4)
can, in the above example, be determined by simply demanding s® =
0, s # 0 for the elements in (10); this gives b = —3a?, ec = 8d?, i.e.

N(p-) 11 S(ps) = ()
a —3a> ¢

— a0 e
0 e —2a

According to (3), M(p_, p4) is therefore the 4-dimensional (singular)
space (11). Let me now sketch (part of) the proof of (3) (cp [10]): One
first ‘gauges’ (1) by introducing a 4-th traceless, antihermitean, N x N
matrix, Xy, and going over to the equations

. 1
Xa + [XO> Xa] - 5 eabc[Xba Xc] - mXa . (12)
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Due to their invariance under
Xo—= X, = UXU(1),

Xo—= Xy = UXU ' =UUT, (13)

a solution X, of (1) may be obtained from a solution X, of (12) by
choosing U in (13) such that X, = 0. (12) is then split into one complex
equation (from now on, m = 2)

B+28+2(0, B8] =0, (14)

and one real equation,

%(a“ﬁ)+2(O‘+O‘T)+2[Oé’a*]+2[ﬁ,ﬁ*] =0. (15)

Due to o := (X —iX3) and § := —1(X; + iX5) no longer having to
obey any (anti)hermiticity conditions, the gauge-invariance of (14) is
enhanced to complex (!) gauge transformations

a — gagt—5g97"
g € SL(N,C) (16)

B — gBg.
Kronheimer [1] then proved that any solution of (14) (with the required
boundary conditions) is gauge equivalent to
1
a_(t) = §H_’ f_(t) =Y_ forte (—o0,0]
1
ay(t) = 2 Hy, By(t) =Y, +e Me etz
for t € [0, 4+00) , (17)

with Z, € Z(X,). Stated the other way round (actually 0 may be
replaced by any finite time, in (17)): for any given solution (a, 8) of
(14) there exist g4 and g_ (approaching the identity, resp. a constant

group element, at t = 400, resp. t = —o0) such that, for any finite ¢,
B = g (Ve e Grediiz g,
20 = g7 'Hygy +97'9¢ (18)
AND
g = g'Vg

20 = g7'H_g_+g~'g-.
This means that for any finite ¢,
Y_|_ + e—(2+adH+)tZ+’ (19)

which is € S(py), must be gauge-equivalent to Y_, i.e. must be €
N (p—). Putting ¢t = 0, and assuming (proved in [10]) that the gauge-
invariance can always be used to satisfy (15), this gives the desired
correspondance between solutions of (1), interpolating between p_ and
p+,and (Y, +Z(X,))NN(Y_). Letting ¢t — +oo, while noting that (2+
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ad H) is strictly positive flon Z(X ), one finds that Y, (hence N'(p,)!)
must actually be contained in the closure of N'(p_) (for M(p_, py) to
be non-empty). If this condition is fulfilled, the dimension of M, due
to S, and N_ meeting transversely, can be computed as follows:

— dimS, — dimS_ .

As a general N x N SU(2) representation is a direct sum of irreducible
ones,

o= nlj (21)
JEN/2

with dim[j] = 2j + 1 € N, py4 correspond to partitions Py of N, hence
are associated to Young-tableaux(‘s) 7%, the number of boxes in row
k corresponding to the dimension of the k’s representation in (21),
— having ordered them with the largest [j] first. The condition that
N(g+) € N(g-) then translates (see e.g. [45, 11]) into the condition
that, for each p = 1,2, ..., the number of boxes contained in the first p
columns must not decrease (when going from 7 to 7). Another way
to state the same condition is to compare the null-spaces of powers of
Y_ to those of Y, (which, for each given power, must not decrease).

*in the previous example one would have

X, 2X,
Ey3 1-Ey3
Hy = By — B, -
[ + 11 22 E32 ] 1 . E32

E11 + Egy — 2E33 0
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Excercise 7: In [44] it has been shown that if X; = 0, f; 0> — 0a f; O1
(j =1,...,5) are 5 divergence-free vectorfields, their totally antisym-
metrized product ss(Xi,...,X5) will, in contrast with all other M-
commutators (M > 2), again be a (generally non-zero) divergence-free
vector-field, and

ad85(X1,. .. ,X5) = 35(adX1, Ce ,adX5),

as well as

5
[XG,S5(X1, Ce ,X5)] = ZS5(X1, Ce 7Xj—17 [X,Xj],Xj+1, Ce ,X5);
7=1

correspondingly one may define

8lfl a1f2 a1.]03 81f4 alff)
Oofi e . Oofs
{fl,...,f5}5 = 8%f1 8ff5
Bofs oo e DS
2f ... ... ... O

for functions on T2, with {...}5 and the ordinary Poisson-bracket
{f, g} := 01f O2g—0s f 01 ¢ satisfying various (mixed) identities, — which
will be quite relevant for the understanding of 2- and 5-branes in M-
theory.

Conjecture (Approximation of 5-commutator of functions by 5-
commutator of matrices):

Let 7(7?11, . ,7?15) be defined via

N N .5 77‘144
oo fr Yo = (i, . i) 55 %
fo = ¢M3i%  and T = w2™m2 gmi pme (with w, g, h as in I (55);
J
M =1 for simplicity); then, as N — oo,

- — 1
ss(T;Ll, e ,T;Ls) =Cny(my,... ,m5)TZ%J_ (1 +0 (N)) _
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