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Abstract

Canonical N = 1, D = 4 quantum supergravity is studied in a mode-
amplitude basis, where its supersymmetry generators are found to be
represented by deformed exterior derivatives on configuration space. Cos-
mological models in supergravity are shown to be governed by the covari-
ant version of the Witten model of supersymmetric quantum mechanics.
Properties of the latter are investigated and the results are applied to
homogeneous supersymmetric models derived from 4- and 11-dimensional
supergravity.

In the first part of this text, covariant supersymmetric quantum mechanics
of a point, propagating on a pseudo-Riemannian manifold of arbitrary dimen-
sion, is studied in an operator-based framework with emphasis on differential
geometric methods and the theory of Dirac operators. The indefiniteness of the
underlying metric gives rise to constrained dynamics, which necessitates gauge
fixing and the search for well defined scalar products and conserved probabil-
ity currents. A method is proposed where gauge fixing is accomplished within
the geometric framework by means of the cohomology of an operator natu-
rally derived from the supercharge in a manner very similar to the method of
BRST/coBRST-cohomology theory. Conserved probability currents and scalar
products are found by generalizing respective results from Clifford algebraic for-
mulations of Maxwell and Dirac theory, which are demonstrated to be formally
intimately related to covariant supersymmetric quantum mechanics.

The next part focuses on canonically quantized supergravity. It is shown
that the quantum supersymmetry generators, when transformed from the usual
functional to a mode amplitude basis, are represented by deformed exterior
(co-)derivatives on configuration space. Metric and connection of the latter are
identified and the inner product on states is shown to be the Hodge inner prod-
uct of differential forms. As a special case it follows that the supersymmetry
constraints associated with homogeneous field modes govern the dynamics of
homogeneous models and give rise to covariant supersymmetric quantum me-
chanics on mini-superspace.

In the last part, the above results are applied to example models in homo-
geneous quantum cosmology. Due to the identification of the supersymmetry
generators with Dirac-Witten operators, the ordinary generator algebra of cos-
mological models may be systematically extended to the respective algebra of
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supergravity by identifying a superpotential function, which is determined by
bosonic data, namely the DeWitt metric and the bosonic potential, alone. Us-
ing this method, which has been applied previously by Graham et al. to study
Bianchi models in 4-dimensional supergravity, a recently proposed model deriv-
ing from D = 11 supergravity is investigated. It is found to have an essentially
20-dimensional configuration space without (super-)potential but with kinetic
contributions, stemming from the presence of the homogeneous 3-form-field,
which constitute an effective potential well for the moduli fields. Since generic
classical solutions of this model are found to exhibit Mixmaster-like behavior,
scenarios of localized wave packets scattering at these effective potential walls
are studied. The respective probability currents confirm that supersymmetry,
due to the appearance of (generalized) Dirac operators, adds an element of
zitterbewegung to quantum cosmology.
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1 Introduction

The subject of this text can be characterized in elementary terms roughly as
follows:

What is supersymmetric homogeneous quantum cosmology?
Theoretical cosmology is concerned with making a (usually highly simplified)
Ansatz for a solution to the gravitational field equations of the entire cosmos,
a so called cosmological model, and studying its properties and physical predic-
tions.

Quantum cosmology looks at these models by studying their quantized dy-
namics, which amounts to investigating the quantum mechanics of a point
(the “universe point”), that propagates in configuration space, called mini-
superspace’ in this context.

Homogeneous quantum cosmology restricts attention to such cosmological
models that are spatially homogeneous, thus exhibiting a high amount of sym-
metry. This greatly simplifies the analysis, but, of course, possibly at the cost
of physical realism.

Supersymmetric homogeneous quantum cosmology finally considers exten-
sions of (homogeneous) cosmological models by certain fermionic degrees of
freedom in such a way, that their Hamiltonian, which is second order in the
canonical momenta, is replaced by certain first-order operators, the supersym-
metry generators.

This deserves further comment: Note that ordinary quantum cosmology
is technically a quantum theory of a single point propagating on the pseudo-
Riemannian manifold representing mini-superspace. Hence, formally, quantum
cosmology is closely related to the single relativistic particle described by Klein-
Gordon theory, and accordingly it inherits all the conceptual problems of the
latter. One traditional way out of these problems, namely to switch to many-
particle quantum theory, is not feasible in the context of cosmology. As is well
known, another way is to replace the Klein-Gordon operator by its square root,
the Dirac operator. This leads precisely to supersymmetric quantum cosmology?.

However, it must be noted that this way of looking at things is in some con-
trast to another, probably more commonly stated way to express what should
be the same: Usually, supersymmetry, and hence supergravity and supersym-
metric cosmology, are motivated and defined by the requirement that the action
of the given theory should be invariant under a certain exchange of bosonic and
fermionic degrees of freedom. The special nature of this symmetry of the action
is, after all, the reason for calling it a supersymmetry. The difference in charac-
ter between this formulation and the one emphasizing Dirac’s square root leads
directly to a central question of this text:

INote that ‘superspace’ here has no relation to ‘supersymmetry’.

21t is true that in the ordinary context the single-particle Dirac theory does not cure all
the problems of the Klein-Gordon equation, since it suffers from the energy of the particle
not being bounded from below. Hence, when interacting with its environment, for instance
an electromagnetic field, the single Dirac electron is predicted by the Dirac equation to never
find a stable ground state. But note that this problem is absent when applying the Dirac
equation to dynamics in configuration space, because here no environment is present. The
universe point in mini-superspace is truly isolated.
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Motivation and Purpose. The purpose of this text is to investigate the
application and applicability of supersymmetric quantum mechanics to (homo-
geneous) cosmological models derived from supergravity. One central motiva-
tion is the curious parallel existence of two different approaches to study such
models:

On the one hand side, one has attempted to derive the dynamics of supersym-
metric cosmologies by starting with the equations of full canonically quantized
supergravity in functional Schrédinger representation and then trying to find
(relatively) simple Ansdtze for possible solutions. (Reviews are [83] and [197]3.)
This has met with remarkable successes and has produced a couple of partly
unexpected and deep insights. But it should be fair to say that it has also
encountered difficulties and restrictions. These are ultimately due to the fact
that, as opposed to ordinary quantum gravity, in the supersymmetric theory the
Ansatz one makes is constrained by supersymmetry, so that eztending known
ordinary cosmological models to their supersymmetric versions, by finding a
suitable model for the gravitino field, is non-trivial, or at least not automatic.

This is notably different in another, seemingly quite distinct method to ap-
proach the problem:

Once an ordinary quantum cosmological model has been constructed, one is
left with the formal equivalent of a quantum mechanical system (albeit a covari-
ant one being subject to a Hamiltonian constraint). This trivial fact makes it
appear rather natural to apply methods known from the field of supersymmetric
quantum mechanics to these models. In particular, it is well known how a given
ordinary quantum mechanical system more or less uniquely extends (if it does
at all) to one in supersymmetric quantum mechanics, a procedure that involves
only straightforward manipulations. So this makes it appear quite compelling
that the supersymmetric extension of a given ordinary cosmological has to be
described, somehow, by the well known supersymmetric extension of the quan-
tum mechanics of the ordinary model. And indeed, it turns out that such an
extension is feasible for large classes of cosmological models. An account of its
application to a variety systems is given in [25] and references therein.

In summary, one could perhaps roughly characterize the above two “routes”
to supersymmetric quantum cosmology by saying that the first is based on the
prescription: “First introduce supersymmetry into the full theory, then simplify
to a cosmological model.”, while the second instead follows the idea: “First
simplify to a cosmological model, then introduce supersymmetry.” Of course,
in any particular case authors may use, and have used, a certain mixture of
these prescriptions, but it seems worthwhile to identify and distinguish the two
different principal ideas involved here. A diagrammatic account of the situation
is given in figure 1 (p.13).

The remarkable advantage of the second method, namely that it admits a
transparent, powerful, and elegant way to create and handle supersymmetric ex-
tensions of ordinary models without explicitly invoking elements of full-fledged
supergravity, might at the same time be considered a fatal weakness: Namely
doubts might be raised that the supersymmetric systems obtained this way have
any direct relation to supergravity. Their quantum mechanics surely is super-

3These treat quantum supergravity mostly using the wvielbein formulation. One can also
study “loop quantum supergravity”, by using the connection formalism instead (see §7 of
[83]). Most investigations into supersymmetric cosmology, however, have been using the
former approach and this is the one we shall stick to in the context of this text.
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symmetric, by construction, but, in the light of all the simplifying assumptions
involved in reducing the full bosonic field theory to a small finite number of
degrees of freedom, it appears conceivable that one could loose too much in-
formation to be able to recover the correct supersymmetric version of a model,
namely one which could also be obtained from full supergravity by the first of
the above methods.

In other words the question is: “Does the diagram in figure 1 (p.13) com-
mute?”

One goal of the present text is to attempt to shed some more light on this
question. This is the content of §4 (p.181).

The other goal is to make use of the fact, that the answer seems in fact to be
positive. Because if this is true (which, of course, is and has been expected and
assumed by several researchers) it opens the possibility to study otherwise not as
easily accessible aspects of supergravity by investigating the relevant properties
of covariant supersymmetric quantum mechanics. In particular, one can try to
study in covariant SQM issues such as:

e model building and model deformation

e conservation laws and conserved currents

e gauge transformations and gauge fixing

e scalar products and probability interpretation
e path integrals and stochastic models

e expectation values and statistical ensembles

e extended supersymmetry and central charges.

Attempts to approach some of these points are the content of §2 (p.14).

Finally, a purpose of this text is to try to apply, in §5 (p.255), theoretical
insight to concrete cosmological models, in particular one deriving from 11-
dimensional supergravity.

Outline. The organization of this text is as follows:

First, this introduction is completed (on p. 9) by a brief discussion of the
existing literature on supersymmetric quantum cosmology, in order to put the
present work in proper perspective.

Then, in §2 (p.14), we set out to discuss the theoretical framework of super-
symmetric quantum theory of covariant relativistic point mechanics.

In §2.1 (p.15) selected basic concepts of supersymmetry are reviewed. Cen-
tral to the further development is the close formal relationship of supersymmet-
ric quantum mechanics (SQM) with differential geometry formulated by means
of exterior and Clifford algebra, which is recalled in §2.1.1 (p.15). An overview
of selected elements of supersymmetry, in §2.1.2 (p.37), then leads over to §2.1.3
(p-43), which concentrates on the graded extension of the u(1)-algebra, being
the basis of the next section.

There, in §2.2 (p.54), contact with quantum mechanics is made by discussing
generalized Dirac operators and the Witten model of SQM (2.2.1 (p.55)). A
maybe surprising formal relation of covariant SQM with classical electromag-
netism, which will proof to be quite useful, is detailed in §2.2.3 (p.70). Insights
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gained here immediately open a way to obtain conservation laws and conserved
currents in §2.2.4 (p.78). §2.2.5 (p.81) looks at a generalization of the Feynmann
checkerboard model of the Dirac particle to SQM. This will help interpreting
the numerical results given later on in §5 (p.255). A further crucial tool in
theoretically understanding SQM systems are their symmetries. These are dis-
cussed in §2.2.7 (p.90). In order to gain also more concrete information about a
system §2.2.8 (p.100) lists some general methods for finding formal and numeric
solutions to covariant SQM systems.

While up to this point most of the discussion applies equally well to Rie-
mannian as well as to pseudo-Riemannian configuration spaces, §2.3 (p.106)
tries to come to terms with the covariant nature of “relativistic” supersymmet-
ric quantum mechanics, which amounts to tackling the problem of gauge fixing.
Since the procedure proposed here, though drawing heavily on well established
concepts, may perhaps seem somewhat unorthodox, this section starts with a
detailed outline of its main result in §2.3.1 (p.107). Stepping back again, §2.3.2
(p-115) reviews aspects of gauge theory and BRST-cohomology formalism as far
as necessary for the present context. On this basis it is shown in §2.3.4 (p.134)
that so called graded operators of Dirac type qualify as BRST-operators, and
that, furthermore, such operators are naturally obtained from the present su-
percharges by modding out a generic symmetry. This result is then employed
in §2.3.5 (p.140) to construct gauge-fixed expectation values and, in particular,
gauge fixed scalar products. The technical definition and derivation of ‘ghost’
algebra within the superalgebra, necessary to make this approach work, is listed
and derived in §E (p.330).

After being familiar with covariant supersymmetric quantum mechanics, §4
(p.181) sets out to see if related structures can be discovered in full-fledged quan-
tum supergravity. After recalling basic concepts of ordinary quantum gravity
in §4.1 (p.181), the canonical formalism of quantum supergravity is very briefly
reviewed in §4.2 (p.187). As a preparation for the discussion to follow, the su-
persymmetric field theory consisting of two scalar and one Dirac field is studied
in §3.1 (p.143) using the paradigm of the Witten model of SQM. This then mo-
tivates the investigation of canonical supergravity in a mode-amplitude basis,
which is the content of §4.3.1 (p.193). Concentrating on only one mode of the
supersymmetry constraint naturally leads in §4.3.2 (p.230) to homogeneous cos-
mological models as approximations to the full dynamics. It is shown in §4.3.3
(p-240) how from there one finally arrives at covariant SQM in mini-superspace.
This result, being derived in the context of N = 1, D = 4 supergravity, is argued
in §4.3.4 (p.250) to carry over to N-extended and higher dimensional theories.

After this purely theoretical material, §5 (p.255) is concerned with appli-
cations of supersymmetric quantum mechanics to quantum cosmology. §5.1
(p-255) makes contact with existing literature by re-examining well known mod-
els of 4-dimensional supergravity in the light of the above results. Since a more
natural arena for supersymmetric cosmology might be 11-dimensional super-
gravity, §5.2 (p.266) is devoted to studying a Bianchi-I model in this higher-
dimensional theory. The dimensional reduction analyzed in §5.2.1 (p.267) fol-
lows existing literature, but retains the general homogeneous 3-form field. Clas-
sical and quantum solutions to this model are presented in §5.2.2 (p.275).

Finally, §6 (p.291) gives a summary and conclusions and lists some open
questions.

The appendices contain material which has been separated from the main
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text for convenience:

§B (p.297) and §C (p.319) continue the discussion of §2.1.1 (p.15) and §2.2.7
(p.90), respectively, giving more detailed definitions and results, which will be
referred to from the main text as needed.

Similarly, §D (p.328) collects proofs and calculations which were previously
omitted.

The construction of the ghost algebra representations discussed in §2.3 (p.106)
is given in §E (p.330).

Finally, appendix §G (p.342) lists the spinor conventions necessary for canon-
ical quantum gravity, which are used throughout §4 (p.181).

Historical overview: Lagrangian and Hamiltonian approaches to su-
persymmetric quantum mechanics and quantum cosmology.

Outline. The following brief (and certainly not exhaustive) overview of
the existing literature on supersymmetric quantum cosmology should serve the
purpose of putting the material of the following sections in proper perspective.

Two different routes to supersymmetric extensions of ordinary quantum me-
chanical systems are identified (cf. figure 1 (p.13)):

e Within the Lagrangian approach, as it shall be called here, one searches
and studies supersymmetric extensions of the non-supersymmetric action
functional of the system under consideration. This approach has received
a lot of attention, its main proponents being D’Eath et al.

e In the context of what in the following shall loosely be called the Hamilto-
nian approach one instead searches and studies supersymmetric extensions
at the level of quantum operators, i.e. one constructs supersymmetric
extensions of the Hamiltonian operator without explicitly considering a
supersymmetric action. The application of this technique to supersym-
metric quantum cosmology has been developed by Graham et al. It is this
approach, that §5 (p.255) will follow.

The Lagrangian (functional) and the Hamiltonian (operator based) method
of supersymmetric quantization are complementary and equivalent, as has al-
ready been noticed shortly after the inception of supersymmetry in the mid
1970’s, e.g. by Teitelboim (see below). In spite of its valuable advantages, the
Hamiltonian approach has maybe not yet received due attention.

(Finally note that these issues of supersymmetric quantization are not at all
specific to cosmology but apply to all kinds of covariant supersymmetric quan-
tum mechanical systems.)

There are two complementary aspects to all quantum theories: One is their
global/integral appearance in form of the action functional and path integral.
The other is their local/differential realization by means of the operator formal-
ism. A supersymmetric extension of a quantum theory can be realized in both
setups, and both methods have been applied when supersymmetric cosmology
was actively developed in the 1980s:

The approach via the action formalism has been studied mainly by D’Eath,
as well as by Moniz, Macias, Obregon, Ryan, Hawking, and others: Based on the
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studies by D’Eath on canonically quantized supergravity ([80], see [83] and [197]
for reviews), several supersymmetrically extended cosmological models have
been considered (e.g. [81][84][7][198][49][196][199][200][48]). The supersymmet-
ric extension of an ordinary cosmological model in the action formalism requires
an ansatz for the gravitino field, the superpartner of the tetrad, such that the
extended action of the cosmological model becomes invariant under supersym-
metry transformations. However, finding such an ansatz is not straightforward,
far less automatic. This might be one reason why it was common believe, for
some time, that the only solutions to supersymmetric FRW-cosmology were of
very restricted kind (namely residing either in the empty or in the completely
filled fermion sector). When in [70] [69] more general solutions were discovered
(ef. 4.35 (p.218)) it was recognized that the form of the fermionic wave function
was taken to be unnecessarily restrictive in [84][81] [7].

The supersymmetric extensions of ordinary quantum mechanical systems
and their solutions can often be treated more transparently when supersymme-
try is implemented at the operator level:

The Hamiltonian approach to supersymmetric quantization of cosmological
models, which has been followed mainly by Graham, as well as by Bene, Luckock,
and others ([110][111][112][113][25]), concentrates on the Hamiltonian operator
that governs the system’s dynamics. Here supersymmetry is implemented by
finding formal ‘square roots’ of this operator, the supersymmetry generators:

In [113] is says

Quantizing the system in [this way] leads to a supersymmetric quan-
tum cosmology which provides a new and perhaps more promising
framework for posing the old questions of quantum cosmology. This
new framework would seem to be the most natural one, if, indeed, it
turns out that supersymmetry is a fundamental (but spontaneously
broken) symmetry of nature. Therefore this approach to quantum
cosmology is worth developing further.

While intuition strongly suggests a close connection, the exact relation be-
tween the Lagrangian and the Hamiltonian route to supersymmetric cosmology
has remained somewhat vague, but probably merely due to lack of investigation.
In [197] it is remarked that:

It is our thinking, that a differential operator representation for the
fermionic variables constitute the rightfull approach. [...] There
are, however, other approaches. Ashtekar and loop variables were
used in [141] [239] [206] [39] [40] [191] [78] [238] [6].* The method
employed in [110] [113] [112] [114] is based on a o-model approach to
supersymmetric quantum mechanics. Finally, a matrix representa-
tion for the gravitino was used in ref. [179] [207] [245] [180]. All these
approaches share some similarities but also have specific differences
in the method and results. Moreover, a clear analysis establishing if
(up to any extent) and how they are related is yet to be achieved.’

40ur reference numbering.

5The “differential operator representation for fermionic variables”, stemming from super-
analysis (cf. §B.3 (p.314)), refers to the functional Schrodinger representation of canonical
quantum supergravity (cf. §4.2 (p.187)). The “o-model” approach refers to articles by Gra-
ham which feature what is called the Hamiltonian approach here.



1 INTRODUCTION 11

In this context it may be worth looking at some early papers on the subject:

In 1972, slightly before the advent of supergravity, [234] already mentions the
possibility of taking a Dirac-like square root of the Wheeler-DeWitt-equation,
but concludes (p. 37):

[...] the fact that there are the two spinor degrees of freedom is
disturbing [...] the interpretation of the “spin” states ¥, and ¢_
is not straightforward in terms of any known physical attributes of
the universe.

In 1975 ([235]) it still reads (p. 197)

We will only mention that the Dirac method® leads to a linear two-
component spinor equation, and at present we lack an experimental
quantity to associate with the spinor components [...].

But in 1977 Teitelboim recognizes, that the spinning point particle (i.e.
Dirac’s electron), the spinning string (i.e. the superstring), and supergravity
(the ‘spinning brane’) all arise by the same square root process: In [256] and
[251] he discusses the relation between supersymmetry at the Hamiltonian and
the Lagrangian level and shows how supersymmetry is elegantly implemented
by taking the square root of the constraints, which yields a result equivalent to
writing down a supersymmetrically extended Lagrangian:

It is important to emphasize that it is the Hamiltonian form of the
supersymmetric theory which is obtained directly from the Hamil-
tonian form of the original theory [...] without going through a
Lagrangian. Therefore, although finding a Lagrangian which yields
the constraints (1a) and (1b)” is an interesting problem, it is not a
necessary step.

]

Taking the square root of the constraints of the spinless string is
not quite the way in which the theory of the spinning string was
originally arrived at. However, again here the Hamiltonian form of
the theory is the one most immediately accessible. In this case too,
finding a Lagrangian which will yield all the constraints of the new
theory is an interesting problem but is not a necessary step.

]

General relativity fits very well and naturally in the above scheme.

]

It is therefore natural to ask whether it is possible to take the square
root of the generators of surface deformations® and endow in this way
each point of space with a new degree of freedom associated with
an intrinsic spin structure. One may attack the problem directly in
terms of the deformation generators H,. [...] However, it is one of
the purposes of this letter to point out that the answer already exists
and is given by supergravity theory as formulated by Freedman, van
Nieuwenhuizen, and Ferrara and by Deser and Zumino.

6 Applied to the Wheeler-DeWitt equation.
7This refers to the supersymmetry constraints and their square.
81n the Hamiltonian formulation of general relativity, see §4.1 (p.181).
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(Quoted from [256].)

Teitelboim also remarks that the operator approach features several advan-
tages, among them the fact that the behavior of all fields under supersymmetry
transformations immediately follows from the supersymmetry constraint oper-
ator (c¢f. note 2.56 (p.58)):

Again here the Fermi generators S;,S_ mix Bose and Fermi vari-
ables and therefore generate supersymmetry transformations (this
indeed appears to be where the idea of supersymmetry originally
came from!).

(Quoted from [256].)

The ‘square root’-idea caught some attention. An important paper in quan-
tum cosmology dedicated to this concept is [179]. But remarkably, even though
[179] has the supersymmetric square root in its title, the authors actually do
extend the action supersymmetrically by constructing a spinor field on space-
time, which renders this reference an example of the Lagrangian approach. As
Teitelboim emphasizes and demonstrates, such an explicit construction of the
supersymmetric action is not necessarily required. In [251] it is noted:

In this note we take the view that the natural way to introduce spin
into a physical system is to take the square root a la Dirac, of the
Hamiltonian constraints which generate spacetime evolution of the
system without spin.

..

Hence from our point of view supersymmetry and the introduction
of spin are both consequences of the square root process.

As [25] shows, and as shall be exhibited in §5 (p.255), model building with
respect to the fermionic sector is much more systematic in the Hamiltonian
approach. This is established in detail in §2.2.1 (p.55) and §4.3.3 (p.240).

A schematic diagram illustrating the two possible routes to arrive at a su-
persymmetric quantum mechanics starting from an ordinary action function is
displayed in figure 1 (p.13). In §4 (p.181) it is shown that this diagram does
indeed commute in at least some sense.
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Figure 1

ordinary supersymmetric

full Lagrangian E(e“i,pai,H) [E31ney) E(e“i,Pai7¢Ai,&A’i,H,S,S>

l |

reduced Lagrangian L(q,p,H)  [166][9] [178] L(g,p,v, ¢, H,S,5)

Y

reduced Hamiltonian H(q,p) -, H(q,p, ¥, %) = {S,S}
Y
quantum Hamiltonian H(g,p) EDIELY ﬁ((},f), 0, J) = {S*’ é}

Routes to dimensionally reduced supersymmetric quantum the-
ory. The diagram indicates (very schematically, all expressions are supposed
to be merely suggestive) several ways, mentioned on p. 9, to arrive at a su-
persymmetric quantum theory starting from a non-supersymmetric field theory.
Following the thin solid arrows, the ordinary Lagrangian £ can be made super-
symmetric by incorporating fermionic fields and supersymmetry generators S,
S. Dimensional reduction then leads to a super-mechanical system (cf. [85])
which may be quantized to give supersymmetric quantum mechanics described

by the Hamiltonian operator H= {S , S } Alternatively, following the fat solid

arrows, the original (bosonic) Lagrangian may be dimensionally reduced and
quantized. Supersymmetry can then be implemented (¢f. [25]) by finding the
Dirac square-roots of the Hamiltonian operator. This text will mainly follow
Graham et al. along the latter route. See §4 (p.181) and in particular §4.3.2
(p-230) and §4.3.3 (p.240) for a discussion of the relation between the two dif-
ferent routes in the context of supergravity.
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2 Covariant Supersymmetric Quantum Mechan-
ics

Outline. This section is concerned with the formal structure of supersym-
metric quantum theory of covariant relativistic point mechanics. Well known
material from various maybe seemingly unrelated fields (e.g. Clifford analysis,
Witten model, Dirac electron, BRST theory) is accompanied by some origi-
nal results and arranged in a coherent fashion in order to give a self-contained
picture of the theory necessary to follow the “Hamiltonian route” to super-
symmetric quantization (as outlined in the introduction). The motivation for
this entire development is the success of the method discussed in [113] and [25],
which consists of applying the Witten model of supersymmetric quantum theory
to covariant systems governed by Hamiltonian constraints®.

Some basic mathematical background is given in §2.1 (p.15). The underlying
idea is to extend an ordinary u(1)-algebra generated by a Hamiltonian H to a
graded superalgebra containing formal square roots D of H, D? = H. Special
emphasis is put on concepts of Clifford and exterior calculus (§2.1.1 (p.15)),
which are essential in implementing the formal square root process and which
give rise to fruitful relations with differential geometry.

The step from formal superalgebras to supersymmetric quantum mechanics
is done in §2.2 (p.54) by concentrating on Hamiltonian generators H of the form
of generalized Laplace (or rather d’Alembert) operators on (pseudo-)Riemannian
manifolds. The resulting square roots are generalized Dirac operators (§2.2.1
(p-55)). Their properties are investigated in §2.2.4 (p.78)- §2.2.7 (p.90). Some
more technical material has been moved to the appendix (in particular to §B
(p-297)). The reader will be pointed to definitions and results found there as
need arises.

In §2.2.3 (p.70) it is established that it is useful to recognize the appearance
of the formal SQM algebra in ordinary classical electromagnetism.

§2.3 (p.106) is concerned with the problem of gauge fixing in covariant super-
symmetric quantum mechanics. The main idea here is to recognize on the one
hand side the close relationship between BRST operators and supersymmetry
generators, and on the other hand the geometric implication of switching from
Riemannian to pseudo-Riemannian geometry, whereby the ordinary Laplace op-
erator ceases to be elliptic. It is shown that the nilpotent components of the
Dirac operator may essentially serve as BRST operators, which geometrically
implies finding an elliptic substitute for the hyperbolic pseudo-Laplacian.

9 Note, for sake of comparison, that the superalgebra in these papers is presented in its
‘polar’ form with nilpotent charges Q2 = 0 and QJr2 = 0, satisfying

{e.Q'} =1.

By a simple linear transformation D1 = Q4 QT, Dy =4 (Q — QT), one obtains the ‘diagonal’
form of this algebra:

{Di, D]} = 257;]'H,
which will be mostly used in this section. See §2.1.3 (p.43) and in particular 2.36 (p.46) for
more details).
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2.1 The idea of supersymmetry

Despite its fancy name, supersymmetry is a very simple and natural concept.
The prefix ‘super’ merely indicates that one is concerned with graded mathe-
matical objects, like graded vector spaces or graded algebras. Well known (and
very important) examples of such graded structures are Grassmann and Clifford
algebras, which are graded in the sense that elements of the algebra are products
of either an even or an odd number of algebra generators. ‘Supersymmetry’,
which could just as well be called ‘graded symmetry’, is then nothing but a
graded (Lie-)algebra of symmetry generators of some physical system.

While the supersymmetric extension of the standard model still awaits its
experimental verification (at time of this writing, ¢f. [96][162]), it is noteworthy
that some well known physical systems do indeed already supersymmetry (for
instance cf. 2.2.3 (p.70)).

Literature. A nice recent survey of supersymmetry with emphasis on super-
symmetric quantum mechanics as well as BRST theory is [229]. The relation
of supersymmetric quantum mechanics to differential geometry, which plays a
central role in the following development, is particularly emphasized in [101].
Some introductory textbooks are [146], which for the most part consideres su-
persymmetric quantum mechanics, and [100], as well as [247], which are more
concerned with field theory. A helpful recent review is also [167].

2.1.1 Differential Geometry with Exterior and Clifford algebra

Outline. The purpose of this section is to present notation, concepts, tech-
niques and results needed for the treatment of supersymmetric quantum me-
chanics in differential geometric form. In 2.2 below, a good deal of notation and
basic concepts, which will be used freely throughout this text, are briefly and
roughly introduced. More details and further definitions and results are given
in §B (p.297). The main text will refer to the material there as needed.

2.1 (Literature) Introductions to differential geometry and exterior calculus
are for instance [98], [92], and [91]. Exterior and Clifford calculus as tools in
supersymmetric physics are discussed e.g. in [101], [227]. The emphasis on the
geometric aspect of supersymmetry goes back to [275], [274]. The identification
of Fermions with differential forms (see 3.1 (p.143) for an example of how this
identification arises in field theory) is referred to as a basic tautology in §11.9.1
of [57]: Both, Fermions and differential forms, are represented by antisymmetric
tensors. How exactly the differential geometric structure emerges for instance
in the case of the N = 2 supersymmetric non-linear o-model is shown in detail
in [53]. For the more field theoretic identification of the exterior bundle (the
bundle of differential forms) with the fermionic Fock space see [233] and [160].

In the context of “Geometric Algebra” (cf. [125], [130], [128]), where one
focuses on expressing physics in terms of Clifford algebra and Clifford calculus,
there has also been work on supersymmetric mechanics and its relation to Dirac
operators and differential geometry, which seems to be rather independent of
the more standard texts mentioned above. See for instance [14] [15] [16] [17].
Lagrangians for Dirac equations in Clifford formalism are discussed in [77],
while general field theory Lagrangians are discussed in the Geometric Algebra
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framework in [164]. The parallels between supercalculus (¢f. §B.3 (p.314)) and
Clifford techniques are expanded on in [263] [226].

2.2 (Some Elements of Differential Geometry with Exterior and Clifford Algebra)
The basic setting for all of the following is an orientable (semi-)Riemannian

manifold (M, g) of dimension D with metric ¢ = (g,,) (and inverse metric

g~ = (g")), having s negative and D — s positive eigenvalues.

2.3 (Differential forms)

Let {x“}ue{o,l,_,’Dfl} be coordinates of a coordinate chart on M and let J,,
be the partial derivative operators on functions f : M — IR with respect to x*.
These derivative operators span at each point € M the tangent space T,,(M).
Its dual is the cotangent space, T* (M), spanned by the dual basis of differential
forms dx*, which satisfy the relation

dzt(8,) = 6" .

The manifold of tangent spaces over M is the tangent bundle T (M), and sim-
ilarly for the cotangent bundle T*(M). Vector fields v over M are sections of
T (M) and locally have the form v = v*(x)d,. Covector fields, or 1-forms for
short, are analogously sections of T (M) with local form o = () dz*. The
wedge product a. A B of two 1-forms « and ( is defined on each T, (M) @ T,.(M)
by
a A Bv,w) = av) Bw) — B(v) a(w)

and called a 2-form. Similarly p-forms of higher degree are completely antisym-
metrized tensor products of forms of lower degree. The space of p-forms will
here be denoted by

AP(M) = \T*(M) . (1)
P
A basis for these are the coordinate p-forms, so that section of AP(M) can be

written locally as'®

W= Wy g, dTt Adxt N Ndate

10Tn practice there always arises the issue of wether to sum over all indices, thereby counting
every term carrying a set of p indices p! times, or to instead sum over distinct index sets only:
Wy po-ppdxt Adzh2 A- NdxtP = pl E Wy pg-oppdzHt Adxh2 Ao Adahe .
0<p1 <pp<-<pp<D

If one wants to identify forms with their coefficient tensors then the latter is more convenient,
since for instance

E Wpg pg - pp A2 A dxh2 A - A dahe (yxa)\,...)
0<p1<--pup<D
! K1 n2 % A
= SWuipgepupdett Adz2 A Nd p(v 6»"')
p

A
= ———— v Wrus..p, dT*2 A AdxHP
(-

E v’\w)\m.‘.updxm A Adxte
0<po< - pp<D

and hence the actions of forms on vectors is given by the usual index contraction with their
summation-ordered coefficients. Now let « be a p-form and (3 a g¢-form and write for the
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A 0-form f € A°(M) is identified with an ordinary function on M. A (p = D)-
form (sometimes called a “top form”)

W= Wyypgeupdxtt Adxt? A A dxtP
= D! w012...D,1d{E0 A diCl VARERIVAN d.’EDil (4)

naturally defines a measure on M as follows:
/d:vo/\d:v1 A AdaP1 ::/dxodx1-~-de_1

M M

& /w = D! /wlg...p dz®dz" - dzP 1. (5)
M M

(Here the left hand side is defined by the right hand side, which is ordinary
Lebesgue integration over the given coordinate chart.) The integral over any
non-top form may be defined to vanish

/da:ﬂl/\dx“2~~-/\dxﬂp =0, Vp<D. (6)
M

The sum of all p-form bundles will be called the exterior bundle, denoted by

AM) = P ArMm). (7)

p=0---D
Sections of this bundle are inhomogeneous forms, i.e. objects that locally read
0 1 2
w=w" +w,dz" +w,,dz" Ndz” + - .

For reasons that will become clear below, we will frequently, but not compulso-
rily, adopt Dirac “ket”-notation and write interchangeably

w = |w) (8)

ordered sum over coefficients for brevity
a= E ardz’, 8= E Bydz”
T J

with multi-indices I, J. In terms of the coefficients of ordered summation the wedge product

reads:
ang = Zalz,ﬁﬂlxl/\dac‘]
J

T
1 I J
= ﬁoqﬁJd:c A dx
p-q:

1
= ITq'a[IﬁJ]de A dz?

+q)!
- (pp!q!q) Za[IBJ]dmIAde. (2)
I

Therefore in terms of antisymmetric tensors the wedge product may be defined by

CED
H1R2 B(ptrq) plg! Xy pip Bpipi1 - pipgl - ®3)

(A B)

This definition is used for instance in [269], appendix B.
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for w € A(M).

On each tangent space the metric ¢ induces an inner product, (v,w) =
vt g, wt, and similarly for the cotangent space: (o, 5) = o, 9" f,. It is often
useful to (pseudo-)orthonormalize these spaces by introducing a wvielbein 1-form
e* = e, dzr", which satisfies

a v b ab
et ghte’, =n".

Here

W:(nab): (Uab) :dla‘g — =,
s D—s

is sometimes called the spin frame metric, where spin frame refers to the vielbein
frame. (This is because a vielbein frame is useful in order to define spinor fields
on M.) Conversely this gives

e ave’s = Guv -
The dual to e® is denoted é, = €,"0,, and defined by
e“(&) = &
ety ety = 4. (9)
The top-form obtained by wedging together all vielbein forms

vol == e"AelA---nePt
= Vlglde® Adzt Ao A dxP T (10)

is called the volume form of M.
2.4 (Creator/annihilator algebra)

The exterior bundle A(M) may be regarded as the “Fock space” of forms:
Define a coordinate basis of form creation operators

e AM) = AM) (11)
(the dagger f is so far pure notation, its meaning will become clear below) by

exterior multiplication:

o = dat Aw, (12)

so that

Arm) 5 ar () (13)

for p < D. The 0-forms are hence “form vacua” and the constant unit 0-form,
denoted by |0) € A°(M), will be simply called the vacuum. Hence every p-form
may be written as

W= Waypyep,drtt A dT A N datr

ATHL At 2 At
= Wpppmep, & 0) (14)
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It follows that the ¢/ anticommute among each other:
{é“‘,éf”} —- 0. (15)

Form creators with respect to the (pseudo-)orthonormal vielbein frame are de-
fined by

et = oo et
s = (e e (16)

With form creators there should also be form annihilators (operators of “inner
multiplication”). Hence define operators ¢,

& AM) — A(M) (17)
by the relations
€,10):=0 (18)
and
{éu,é*"} S (19)
The index of these operators is shifted as usual,
o= g'e,, (20)
so that
{éﬂ)éTV} = g, (21)
and hence these operators do indeed reproduce the inner product, e.g.
a, e Budx = a,et B, |0)

(18)

= O‘uﬂu {6N, 6TV} |0>
= ag s, 10)
= o,g"p,. (22)
Therefore, for p > 0,
AP(M) S5 AP (M) . (23)

As before, the (pseudo-)orthonormal version of these operators is obtained by
means of the vielbein:

er = e, (24)
and one has

{é“,é*b} = . (25)
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The application of a differential form on a vector field may now be expressed
algebraically by operator manipulations: For a form w = w,, yy...., dz#t Adzh2 A
-~ Adz*» and a vector field v = v#3J,, the expression w(v,---) = pv" Wy, y.oop, A
dxt2 A --- A dxH» corresponds to

Ve wl, = |08, W, el el
vy v vy 2 p
L
= pvulwuluz'ﬂpéfuz ceett (26)
(Here [+, -], denotes the supercommutator, which is the anticommutator if both

its arguments are of odd degree and the usual commutator otherwise. See 2.1.2
(p-37) for more details.)
The form number operator is defined by

¢ AH
N = & Cu
= &%, (27)
It has as eigenvalues the degree of forms:
(o € AP(M)) = (Na - pa) , (28)

which follows, for instance, from the relations

Vel = e
@{N,é”} E— (29)
and
N0y = o. (30)

2.5 (Inner product)

There is a natural local inner product (-|-), . on AZ(M) with respect to
which ¢ and ¢ are mutually adjoint: Let a, 8 € AP (M) with local form

a = Z Qg gy AT Ao N dtr
0<p1 <po<-<pp
g = Z B piepup Mt N - N datr (31)

0<pr <pa<-—-<pp

and define
(@B = > Wy pugeeop, B2 HPVOL (32)

0 <pa < <prp

The factor vol is there for later convenience, as will become clear shortly. Be-
cause of it this local inner product is not scalar valued, but pseudo-scalar valued.
It is clear that

(@Phoe = (Bl (33)
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and furthermore that, for a € AP(M) and 8 € APH1(M),

(ealg) = (ot B (34)

The local inner product defines the Hodge star operator * by the requirement
that % be the unique operator on A(M) for which

(@|f)oe == aA 0. (35)
Because of (32) it is clear that
AP(M) = AP=P(M) . (36)
Note that
x[0) = wvol. (37)

Further properties and local representations of the Hodge star operator are
discussed in some detail in §B (p.297) (see in particular B.15 (p.305)) and are
not further considered here.

Now define the global Hodge inner product by

(alf) = / (1B

M

. /a/\*ﬂ. (38)

M

So far we have assumed that the degree of a and (3 is the same. But since in
this case, and only in this case, a A %[ is a top form, and since only top forms
give a non-vanishing contribution under the integral (¢f. (6)), we can trivially,
by using the last line of (38), extend the definition of (-|-) to arbitrary forms.
Hence we have, for o a p form and  a ¢ form:
a-BdPx ifp=
(lf) = { f Ve pdie e =a (39)

0 otherwise

where « - 3 is convenient shorthand for the index contraction displayed in (32).
Analogously, (-|'),. is extended to all forms by

(@B) = {“*5 fp=q (40)

loc

0 otherwise

The adjoint of an operator A with respect to (|-} is denoted by Af, as usual:

<A.|.> - <.‘A’r.>, (41)

In particular one has
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It is useful at this point to borrow some notions and notations from fermionic
field theory in Fock representation:
Denote the local dual of the vacuum by (0]:

Of(e) == (l0)]ex)oc
= (0]]))pe - (43)
Let a and 8 be created from the vacuum by operators A and B:
a = A |0)
B = Blo). (44)
Then
(@B = (Al0)] BI0))
= <0| ATB |O>loc . (45)

Hence one can evaluate inner products in the way known from field theory. For
instance:

v AtH AtY
(de*(da”),, = (&[0}t J0))
ocC

(o] e et |0y
g,uy

loc

vol . (46)
2.6 (Clifford algebra)
Consider now the operators
Bt = et
3¢ = ot xee, (47)

They generate a Clifford algebra (see B.1 (p.297)), satisfying

{:Vgi”?gi} = 29"

{eas) = o (48)
and

{3244} = =2

{30.4%} = o (49)
as well as

()" = #42. (50)
Because of

yiloy = &)

094 = +(0[&*, (51)
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every form w = wa1a2...apeTaléTa2 et |0) may be identified with an element

:Y:t (w) - W[a1a2~~~ap]’3/(:ltl’3/?tz tU ;Y:al:p

of the Clifford algebra, often called a “(Clifford) p-vector” or “(Clifford) multi-
vector”. Applying the latter to the vacuum recovers the original form (this is
called the symbol map):

w = F1(w)[0). (52)

It can be useful in calculations to switch between Grassmann and Clifford op-
erators this way. For instance define the bracket

<w0 + WAt + w[Qabﬂai’Ath + - ->0 = W’ (53)

to be the projection on Clifford scalars. This is related to the above inner
product on forms simply by

<A>0 vol = (0] A]0) (54)

loc *
The Clifford inner product has the cyclic proprty!'!

(A49e@)), = (G=W)iL), (55)

(which is related to the cyclic property of the trace when the Clifford algebra is
represented by matrices) and which translates to

(01949 (w) [0) (0194 (w) 74 10)
& £(0[&9,W)]0) = (0]F(w)e™ o). (56)

2.7 (Hodge Duality operators)

Using the Clifford algebra one can conveniently discuss the operation of
Hodge duality, induced by the operator *, by using the modified duality operator

3 o= Z-D(D—l)/Z—&-s{ ’:Yg’:Yi_ - 7;:1 lﬁg %s even (57)
e AL o i is odd
which is conveniently normalized so as to satisfy the relations'?
®' = (-1 (59)
®* =1 (60)
el = &ox. (61)

M Proof: Consider the scalar part <ﬁlil ’yi? e '?/aip >0 of a p-vector consisting of orthonormal

basis form. Obviously for p an odd number this expression vanishes, and hence for this case
the cyclic property is trivially true. So let p be even. Then the obvious condition for the scalar
part of our p-vector not to vanish is that every distinct basis element appears an even number
of times. If this is not the case then the cyclic property again holds trivially. So assume it is
true. But then ’y:atl commutes with ’y‘f e 'Ayip and may hence be moved to the right.

12To verify this note that

0 = ~D—1\T _ ~0 = ~D—

(9L 42T = @PEDPETIR AL 4R

(3335 387)7 = @P(DPE@-Ia

A% AR = (P rer 444 40T (58)



2 COVARIANT SUPERSYMMETRIC QUANTUM MECHANICS 24

We note here the important relation

iN = a.6''x
= (D-N)=. (62)
(The relation between * and * is discussed in appendix §B (p.297).)

2.8 (Differential operators)

We now turn to differential operators on A(M). Let @uv which is called the
covariant derivative operator with respect to the Levi-Civita-connetion I'),*g of
Juv, be defined by

V.[0) = 0
Vi f] = @uf) feA (M)
(V.67 = —ruepet” (63)

If w,*p is the Levi-Civita connection in the orthonormal vielbein frame
wa'y = e (6%, + T, %) (7)), (64)

then the last line is equivalent to'3

Vet = —w, et (67)
This way one has:
@,‘ (wm...%dgca1 ARERWAN dx"‘”) = (Vﬂwal...%) dx® N\ --- Ndx®r
= (v[uwar“ap]) dx® A Adzr . (68)

13This follows by the standard calculation, but it may be worth spelling it out in the present
context:
~ 16 ~
[VﬁuéTa] = VfueaaéTa}
@#,eaa] et 4 e, [@u,éfa]

(aue“ﬁ) - e“aFuo‘g) et?
(

et (65)

In the last line the relation

has been used.
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The commutator of the covariant derivative operators with themselves gives the
Riemann curvature opemtorM:

{ﬁw ?V} = R
‘= Ruapt ¢”. (70)
From its definition by a commutator it is clear, that
R, = Ry (71)

By the relation (V,)f = —ﬁ@# |g| (which is derived below, see (85)) it
g

follows that R, is skew-self-adjoint

(Ru)' = —Ry, (72)
which, by the last line of (70), is equivalent to the statement

Ruyaﬁ = R;Lu[aﬁ} . (73)

Below, in (91), it is furthermore shown that éT#éTVRW = 0, which implies

Ry = 0. (74)
Finally the Jacobi identity
[V [0 ]] + [90 [90 9] + [0 [9.9]] = 0 @)
implies the Bianchi Identity
V[nR;w]aﬁ = 0. (76)

From the covariant derivative operator one can construct two flavours of par-
tial derivative operators, distinguished by which of the basis forms they respect
as constants, i.e. with which set of basis forms they commute. Introducing the
operators

Oy = @u—i—w béTbéa
o = V,+T,%e %, (77)
one finds
9,10) = 0
0w, /1 = (8uf), FeA’ (M)
0,61 = 0
04,60 = 0. (78)

1With the signature convention following [269], (see e.g.eq. (3.4.3)) one has
S S N 10
[V, ¥v.] = {a; N R TIPS W éw}

JEYEIN
=2 (9L + T D7) &

= Rupct’e,. (69)
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and
9,100 = 0
05, f] = (@), feA’ M)
A
%] = 0. (19)

(Note the position of the indices in the last two lines.) By acting with the partial
derivative operators on an arbitrary form in a given basis one also verifies that
04,0, =
[5‘ﬁ, Bﬁ] = 0. (80)

Using (77), (78), and (79) it is now easy to establish the transformation prop-
erties of all creators and annihilators starting from (63)!°:

[@#,éTa_ = Fw,’.e’
[@H,éa_ = —w,%e
Vicea| = +wilaty
Vinela] = 4T
Ve = -nfee
Vista] = 4T ats. (82)

That is, all basis operators transform as usual according to the index they carry.
Another useful fact is that d,, and V,, commute with the duality operation:

Ou, %] = 0
Vid] = o, (83)
which follows straightforwardly by using the respective definitions.

Regarding the adjoints of the partial derivative operators it follows from the
explicit form (39) of the inner product that

1

*mau gl -

15The relations involving the ONB are immediate. For the coordinate basis one uses for
instance

0.)" = (84)

r—ﬁ

<
x

o

>,
Q

i
|

|:@,U«7 gaﬁéTB]

+8

(0ugap —Tuas) ¢

~———
=Iusa

— +FHBQ6T5

+T,.5.80 5. (81)
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On the other hand the operator 0;; satisfies no such simple formula. Using
(42) and the antisymmetry of wjup = wyjap one finds from (84) and (77) the
analogous relation

A\t
(Vu) = \/> u \% |g (85)
Next, it is of interest to have differential operators without free indices which

map forms to forms. Such are obtained by contracting v » With some Grassmann
or Clifford operator:

2.9 (Exterior derivative)
The exterior derivative is defined by
RTINS
d = &"v,. (86)

Due to the special symmetry of the Levi-Civita connection in the coordinate
basis, the exterior derivative here has the simple action

dwy,..p, dz N Ndatr = Opwy, .y de Adatt A Ndate . (87)
This can be made manifest by noting that
d = "o, (88)

which follows by the definition of 9}, in (77) and the symmetry I',%5 = T'(,% ).
(Another way to say the same is

{d,é*“} - 0

@{d,éf“} = ettt (89)

The second line is known as the first structural equation.)
Therefore d is nilpotent:

a? = "el"ose;
0. (90)

Evaluating the same nilpotency equation using the covariant derivative shows
that

(d,d} = —&ffet” [w, %}
= ot'e {%ﬁ,}:o, (91)

which proves (74).
The adjoint of d with respect to (-|-) can be shown to be!®

dt = —¢&v,. (93)

16Namely with the relations derived above one has:

at = (e%,)
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We will mostly refer to this “inner” derivative as the exterior co-derivative. It

acts on p > O-forms as the covariant divergence!:

diwg, ., dz A Ndatr = —p (VP agea,) A2 A Adz® . (95)

The exterior co-derivative, being the adjoint of a nilpotent operator, is itself
nilpotent:

a® = o. (96)

A remarkable fact is that the differential operator d and its adjoint df are
dual to each other under Hodge duality'®:

d' = —xd=x. (98)
2.10 (Lie derivative)

From d one revovers a directional derivative £, along a vector field v = v,
by performing a contraction:

L, = {d &'} . (99)

AL v 1
= -tV -t ——Ou/lgl) = Tp*v

= &V, (92)

7The factor p may seem odd here, but it is perfectly sensible: In order to compensate for
the p!-fold summation over permutations of the same indices, due to

Wpg pg - pp dTHt Adxh2 A - A date
= p E Wy g pp T A dxh2 Ao A dahe (94)
0<p1<pe<--pup<D

it is usual to pull out a factor 1/p! from the coefficient functions of a p form. The factor p in
(95) thus accounts for the lowering of the degree of the form:

1

_m (Vﬂwuazmal}) dx®2 ... dx%p .

1
df ijal.,.apda;o‘l coodxr =

18For instance use

—xdx = —wettv,=

= at. (97)
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This is the Lie derivative of differential forms along v. More explicitly it reads

{d, 0"} = {éT,ﬁﬁ,éuv“}
= 0"+ (80")e e, (100)
or alternatively
{0} = {el,Vi e
= 0"V, + (V,o)et"e, . (101)

The latter form is convenient for computing the adjoint:

1 -
eV + (T )eld

= L, — (V") +2(Vu,)et e (102)

(L,)f

Obviously the Lie derivative £, is skew-self-adjoint if and only if

V(/LUU) = 0
jvuvu = O’ (103)

i.e. if and only if v is a Killing vector field. From its definition (99) and the
duality relation (98) it follows furthermore that the adjoint can be expressed
asl9

Ll = —3L,%. (105)
From this we find the useful equivalence

vis Killing < [£,,%] =0. (106)
Also any L, obviously preserves the form degree,

[ﬁU,N} — 0, (107)

and because * and % are proportional to each other up to a function of the
number operator this implies in addition

vis Killing < [£,,%] =0. (108)

19Tn components this follows from:
— %L, F = —% (U“@M + (VMUV)ET'“@V) *
(83)(61) —oh, — (Vaot)eket,
= 0"V = (Vv (" —&M"er)
- —0HV = (Vuoh) + 2(V,0,))et e — (Vv )et e

(L)t . (104)
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Since from the very definition (99) and the nilpotency of d one has
[L,,d] = 0 (109)
identically, still another way to state (108) is
vis Killing < [£,,df] =0. (110)

Another useful fact is that the partial derivative operators dy, defined in
(77), are obviously (using (88)) Lie derivatives:

05 = {d.&.}, (111)

i.e.20

9 = Lo = L,. (113)

n

Accordingly the exterior derivative (88) can also be written as
NG
d = &'y, (114)
and hence with (98) and (105) the exterior coderivative can also be written as
di = Ll (115)
2.11 (Dirac and Laplace-Beltrami operators)

Further non-nilpotent derivative operators on the exterior bundle are ob-
tained by taking linear combinations of d and df. Therefore define the operator

D. = d=+df
- ALY (116)
called the Dirac operator on A(M).

In the presence of Killing vector fields tangent to coordinate lines this can
be written in another useful form: Let {O,|r = 1,---n} be the set of coordinate
derivatives along Killing directions and {9s]s =n +1,--- D} the set of the re-
maining coordinate derivatives. Due to the results of 2.10 (p.28) one can then
write

D, = &'z, xerc),
_ A AtS a5 ot
= ’ygg:ﬁar + (C Ej + C5£j>

= &gi[’# + non-derivative terms. (117)

20GQetting v = v¥ 9, = O, le. V7 = 5Z’ one checks in components, that

WD oy, + (Vau)etPe,

Ly
= Vue+Tset %,
= V4T,

= 8. (112)
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In particular, if dy is a timelike Killing vector, then one defines the Dirac Hamil-
tonian

1
HD:E = =+

+0
gﬁ’kDi + Lo

1 ,
= :I:gﬁ?ygi‘yg;ﬁi + non-derivative terms (118)

(where the summation is over ¢ > 0). States |¢)) annihilated by D1 ,ie.
D, |[¢) = 0, are then solutions of the Dirac-Schrédinger-equation

Lol) = Hply) . (119)

One thing that makes the Dirac operator special is that it squares to a second
order differential operator: The square

— 2
A = Di
~ (@+d)’
{d,d"} (120)
is called the Laplace-Beltrami operator. Similarly one has
D? = -A. (121)
The Laplace-Beltrami operator reads explicitly:
2
A = D3

1 ’
= 5 {'YEV/L,’YE vp’}

- 3 ({ﬂ”yﬁ,} ViV +92 [Vm’yﬁ,] Vo + 7 [V ] Vi A [VM,VM])

2

1 / / / ,
= 5 *2.9“# V;LV/L’ + ’Yﬁviruu HV/L/ + ’Yﬁ VEF/L’MHV/L + ’YﬁVﬁ R/L/L’RAQTKQ)\

’
=—2T",#' 1V, =—2R,,, /. efrer efre

- _ (g”“/V#VM + F#“/“Vu/ + Rw,mewewemex>
= — (g““/V“V“/ + F““’“VH/ - lelmeweme”e)‘ - Rﬂ)\ewe)‘) .

This expression is known as the Weitzenbdck formula (cf. [31], p.130).
If one defines

D1 = D+
D, = iD_ (123)

one finds the following superalgebra (definitions and details of such superalge-
bras are given in §2.1.3 (p.43) below):

{Di7Dj} = 26ijA7 i,j € {172} : (124)

(122)
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Note that this is indeed a superalgebra: The respective involution ¢ is given by
the Witten operator

L= (=N, (125)

which has eigenvalues +1 (—1) on even (odd) forms.
While the D; are (anti-)self-dual under the action of %, they satisfy the
following intertwining relation (see 2.52 (p.56)):

Dy (—)NO=D/2 ) N@+D/2p, (126)
Because of
[N,d} — d
[N,dq - —df (127)

all the above derivative operators are indeed odd graded with respect to ¢:

{d,:} = 0
{d} =
{Dy,t} = 0. (128)

Further material related to this section is assembled in the following para-
graphs as well as in §B (p.297) and will be referred to as needed.
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2.12 (Conformal transformations)

Assume that the manifold M is equipped with two metric tensors ¢,., guv
related by

g;w (p) = equ)g;w (p) (129)

for some real function ® : M — IR.

In the following all objects associated with g,, are written under a tilde, -,
while all other objects are associated with g,,,,.

The coordinate basis forms are obviously related by

et = et
¢ = e%e, (130)
and we may choose
ot = &
ba = &,. (131)

Also obvious is the transformation of 82:

95 = 05+ (0.®)N, (132)

because this is what satisfies the definition (79). With (88) it follows that?!

da = &g
= e ® (d+[d,<1>]N). (138)

21This simple result may be checked by using component calculations: As discussed for
instance in appendix D of [269] the Levi-Civita connections of the original and the transformed
metric are related by

T, = Tu%+Cu%s, (133)
where the tensor C,“g is defined by
Cu% = 26,V ®—g,897"V,2. (134)
Accordingly one has for the ONB connection
L:)Hab = &% (5“5(9“ + f‘uag) éﬁb
= e(beaa (éagau—‘rruag—l-cﬂag) egbe_(b
= w“ab + Cuab — (Bué)éab (135)
and hence
d = &' @, —a,%) et
M
= &t (@ —wu + (0u0)6%) &l
_ Sk N
= e ®d+et (9,0)N, (136)
where the term containing C,*g disappears due to the symmetry

Cu% = C(Haﬁ). (137)
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The conformally transformed Lie derivative operators are also readily found,
for instance from (99):

L, {&, é;v"}
= {e? (a+"@O0)N), o0 )
= L, +v"(9,®)N. (139)

The relation between the above operators and their conformal transforma-
tions is in fact a similarity transformation:

~ATH _PN ~tH V
ch = e oN cJr e‘bN
é# _ €7¢’N 6# €<I>N
g = e PN e™
d = e ®ge?V
L, = e ™, e, (140)

But such is not true for every operator:
To find dt one can for instance use (98) and write®?

df = —xdx
= —xe NdeVx
_ 67<I>(D7]\7) sdx €<I>(D7]\7)
e~ P(D=N) 4t ,2(D-N) : (144)
or
di = °® (dT — [df,®] (D - N)) . (145)

This is also a similarity transformation, but a different one. However, it coincides
with that in (140) when evaluated on forms with eigenvalue n of N equal to

22This can again be checked in components:
di = —& (8, —@u) e,
= (B — wu®y — Cuy + (0,9)8%,) &1 e . (141)
The term involving C,“ g gives
Cuaﬁé”éméa = (25‘1(“(35)‘1’) - gwga”’(&y@)) enetPe,
= PO + (5052 - 950 (0,2)) ¢ (5] — et
= S (OuP)N + gupg®7 (05 P)eHeat
= OB - 507 (0, 0)c0 (97 - o1 er)
= (8 ®)N — & (8,®)(D — N)
= —&(8,®)(D - 2N) (142)
and reinserting this in (142) yields

dt = e ®df —e %e#(8,®)(D - N). (143)
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n = D/2. An immediate consequence of this result is that, for D even and when
acting on forms |¢) of degree n = D/2, the equations

dly) = 0
d'fy) = 0 (146)
are conformally invariant®? in the sense that, with
) = e Py, (148)
they are equivalent to
djg) = 0
dtl)y = 0. (149)

(Physically this means that p-form electromagnetism is conformally invariant in
D = 2p dimensions (see §2.2.3 (p.70)). In particular, ordinary electromagnetism
is conformally invariant.)

2.13 (Deformations by Killing vectors)

In the presence of a Killing vector k& = k"0, one sometimes considers a
deformation d;, of the exterior derivative defined by?*

di = d+ic,k". (150)

23In components this is shown for D = 4 in (for instance) appendix D of [269]. The
calculation presented there may be generalized as follows:
Proposition: In 2p dimensions the equation g**V, Faasagz - a, =01s conformally invari-
ant, more specifically:
" ViFaasa, = Q2 (9°"VuFaas ap + (D = 20)g*" Faas-a, Vu In Q) , (147)
where Q = 2%,
Proof by induction:

e p=1
gau@uFa = Q—2gau (VMFQ _ CuﬁaFg)
- Q2 (go‘” (qua - (z(sﬁwva> 9 — guag? 'V, In Q) Fﬁ))
= Q72 (gMV,Fy + (D~ 2)g*" FaV, InQ)
e p=g+1:

GV yFaas-agap
= o (go‘“VﬂFaaQ,,,aq% + (D = 29)9°" Faay-aga, Vi InQ — g 00, Fa1a2u.o¢q/@)
= Q2 (gaHVHFaaz...aq% + (D = 29)g** Faag-agap, Vi ln Q)
_Q2gam (25ﬂ<#v%) nQ — gua, 97V, In Q) Facsays
= o7 (9auvﬂFaa2"'aq% + (D = 29)9*" Foay--aga, VuInQ — g CuP o, Fam?“aqﬁ)
= Q2 (ga#VHFaaz...aq% + (D — QQ)ga“Faaz»-»aq%Vu In Q)
-2 (ga”Faa2~-aqaqu InQ — g Fapay-agaVuln Q)
= Q7% (¢™VyuFaas-agap + (D =20 = 2)9°" Faay-aga, Vu In Q) -
24This is discussed in [275] in the context of supersymmetric field theories. The supersym-

metry constraints of the NSR superstring (c¢f. §3.3 (p.153)) are also of this form, as will be
discussed elsewhere.
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The associated adjoint operator is
dfy, = df —del k. (151)

By the definition of the Lie-derivative one finds

az = Ly, (152)

and, since k is Killing, also
a’ = ic. (153)

Defining
D+ = dp=+dy
= 4 (VuFik) (154)
one has

{Dk,a,Drg} = 20ap(xAr+iLy), (155)

where the deformed Laplace-Beltrami operator is

Ak = {dk,di}
= Ak i ({alen) - {dear})
= AR = i(Oky) (M ) (156)

The deformed exterior differential operators still statisfy the duality relation
(98):

d', = —3dy%, (157)
but the intertwining relation (126) is modified to
Dy (~)VVN2 = (VDD (158)

where Dy, _ is the complex conjugate of Dy,
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2.1.2 Super-mathematics: Z(2) gradings

Outline. This section lists some selected definitions and results of the theory
of graded structures that are basic to all of the considerations of this text. After
introducing graded vector spaces and graded algebras, attention is concentrated
on nilpotent graded operators, their associated complexes, and their cohomol-
ogy. The latter, which is closely related with the Witten indexr in Riemannian
supersymmetry where supercharges are elliptic operators, will be seen to be re-
lated to gauge fixing in pseudo-Riemannian supersymmetry (cf. §2.3 (p.106)),
where supercharges are no longer elliptic.

2.14 (Graded vector space) A Z(2)-graded vector space (super vector space)
(V1) is a vector space V' together with an involutive linear mapping ¢ : V —
V, 1> = 1. The grading of V corresponds to its decomposition into eigenspaces

of t:

V = V,eV.
LVi = :IZVi.

Example 2.15 The exterior algebra, regarded as a vector space, is a graded
vector space, the Zi(2)-grading being induced by the ‘Witten operator’

L= (_1)N )
which acts on homogeneous forms as
(—1)Nef" .6t |0y = (—1ypet™ ... &t 0y . (159)

Hence the exterior algebra decomposes into subspaces of forms of even and of
odd degree, respectively

A = ArdA_.
Only AT is also a subalgebra.

2.16 (Graded algebra) A Z(2)-graded algebra (super algebra) (A,¢) is an
algebra A with an involutive element 1,1> = 1.  Elements a € A with the

property

are called even (+) or odd (—) with respect to the grading induced by ¢. Every
element of A is the sum of an even and an odd element:

1 1
Asa = §(G+LCLL)+§(CL—LCLL).

If (A,0) := (A, V,.) is an algebra of linear operators of a graded vector space
(V, 1), then even elements of A preserve and odd elements switch the grading of
a vector in V:

(a+rar) : Vi—Vy
(a—tat) : Vi—Vr. (160)
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Example 2.17 Every Clifford algebra (see B.1 (p.297) for a definition and
compare (47) and the discussion following it) is a graded algebra. The grading
corresponds to multivectors being of even or odd degree. Let the dimension of
the underlying vector space (the number of Clifford generators 4%, ¢f. obser-
vation 7?7 (p.??)) be even, D = 2n, then the chirality operator (definition B.16
(p-307)) serves as the involution which induces the grading:

tp=zn = 7- = k4241 4070

Here k is a complex number so that
72 =1.

It is easily seen that the chirality operator anticommutes with the generators of
the Clifford algebra:

{7-.4%}=0.
Hence it anticommutes with multivectors of odd and commutes with multivector
of even degree:

T (A = (C1Pa g
In an odd number of dimensions, D = 2n + 1, the same is accomplished by
setting

LD=2n+1 ‘= Y+ -

2.18 For two elements a,b € A of definite grading with respect to the involu-
tion ¢, let €(a,b) be defined by

—1 a,bodd
e(a,b) = {—1—1 otherwise (161)

2.19 (Graded commutator) The graded commutator (supercommutator)
[" ']L : (A7 2 L) - (A7 Vi L)

on a graded algebra A is defined by

[a,b], = ab—e(a,b)ba
{117 b} a, b odd
{ [a,b] otherwise (162)

It is sometimes useful to extend the superalgebra A by elements 6 that
commute with all of A but anticommute among themselves. For this purpose
define 0,, a € A, to be the unit element if a is even and to be a distinct odd
generator of G if a is odd graded, so that (¢f. (161))

040, = e(a,b) 0,0, . (163)

Then the above supercommutator is automatically obtained by multiplying ev-
ery generator a € A with 6, and considering ordinary commutators between
these objects:

60, 0,6 = 6a0)[a,b], . (164)
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2.20 (Graded Jacobi identity) The supercommutator satisfies a Leibnitz rule
called the super Jacobi identity:

[a, [b, CL]L = [[a,b],, C]L + €(a, b) [b, [a, c]L]L . (165)
Proof: This is conveniently shown by means of the ordinary Jacobi identity
[a,[b,c]] = [la,b],c] +[b,[a,c]] , (166)
by using relation (164):

[0ua, 05, Bec]] ") [[0ua, B3], Buc] + [Bsb, [Bua, Bec]]
& 0a0u0c[a, [b,cl], = 0a000c[[a,b],,c], +  Op0.0c [b,[a,c],], . (167)

L

=€a,b)0,0,6.

2.21 (Nilpotent operators, closed and exact elements) In a graded al-

gebra (A, V) an important class of operators are the nilpotent elements q € A
of odd grade

{a,0} =
@ = 0. (168)
Elements |v) € V of the form |v) = q|w) are called g-ezact, while elements |v)
with the property q|v) = 0 are called q-closed. Analogously, operators a € A

of the form a = [q,b], are called q-ezact and operators a with the property
[q,a], = 0 are called q-closed. Note that this is consistent since

[qa [q7 .]L]L =0

identically.
For more on exact and closed operators see §2.2.7 (p.90).

Example 2.22 The standard example are the exterior derivative and coderiva-
tive (see 2.2 (p.16)), egs. (86), p. 27 and (93), p. 27):

q = d
q = df.

Next consider the cohomology of nilpotent operators, which is the central
tool of gauge theory in the BRST-formulation and which is needed in §2.3.2

(p.115):

2.23 (Cohomology.) Let q, q> = 0 be any nilpotent operator in the graded
algebra (A, V,1). The equivalence class of q-closed elements V' modulo q-exact
elements is called the cohomology H.(q) of q:

H.(q) := Ker(q)/Im(q)
= Alle) +al®llle),[8) € V; ala) = 0} (169)
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Theorem 2.24 (Hodge decomposition) Let the vector space V on which
a graded algebra (A,V,:) acts, be equipped with a scalar product (positive
definite, non-degenerate inner product) <|>77 and let q € A, q> = 0 be any

nilpotent operator and q'i € A; (qTﬁ)2 = 0 its adjoint with respect to <-|->ﬁ.25

The Hilbert space then decomposes as a direct sum of q-exact elements, qfi-
exact elements (also called q-coezact), as well as q-harmonic elements:

H = Tm(q) ®Im(q') @ Ker (q) N Ker (q'7) . (170)
The subspace of q-harmonic elements can be characterized in several useful ways:
Ker (q) N Ker (qTﬁ) = Ker (q + qTﬁ)
= Ker ( qtq' '1 )

= Ker(qq' +q'q)
~ Ker(a) /Tm(a) = Ho(a)
~ Ker(q'") /Im(q'") = He(q'7) . (171)

The proof can be found in the standard literature, e.g. [98]. O

2.25 (Picking a representative from the cohomology) By (171) any op-
erator q'7 that is adjoint to a nilpotent operator q with respect to some scalar
product (|-}, on V defines a unique representative |a) € [|a)], q|a) = 0 of
each equivalence class [|a)] € H.(q) in the cohomology of a nilpotent operator
q. Hence, each scalar product (|>77 that can be defined on the vector space V
induces a choice of representatives of the cohomology of q.

Since the cohomology is characterized by q + q7, this demonstrates the
central importance of the q-Laplace operator:

2.26 (g-Laplace operator) For any nilpotent operator q as above, the oper-
ator

Agqjp = (q+q”)2

= {a,q"} (172)

is called a q-Laplace operator. It is a positive operator, self-adjoint with respect
to the scalar product (:[-),.

Note that the point here is that q and q'# are mutually adjoint with respect
to a positive definite scalar product. This is in general not the case for d (86)
and d (93), which are mutually adjoint with respect to the Hodge inner product
(38). The latter is not positive definite for semi-Riemannian metrics. Hence the
Laplace-Beltrami operator (120) is not a positive operator in this case. This
difference is all important in covariant supersymmetric quantum mechanics,
which does take place on a semi-Riemannian manifold M. The introduction
of a positive definite scalar product in addition to the indefinite Hodge inner
prodcut is discussed in §2.3 (p.106)).

25The use of the index 7 will be justified in §2.3.2 (p.115).
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2.27 (Graded trace) The graded trace (supertrace) on a graded algebra (A, 1)
is the alternating trace with respect to the grading v:

sTr(-),: A — R
a — sTr(a),
= Tr(ea) . (173)

Formally, this is the difference of the traces over the eigenspaces of the grading
operator:

Tr(va) = Tr(;(l—i—L)a) —Tr(;(l—ﬂa). (174)

But these reorderings (and similar ones, c¢f. §2.3.2 (p.115)) have only formal
meaning, since the graded trace will in general involve infinite sums, even in
the quantum mechanical setting. To make sense of such formal relations the
trace needs to be regulated in order to make the reordering well defined. This
is discussed in 2.28 (p.41) below.

Theorem 2.28 (Regulated supertrace) Let (A,V,:) be a graded algebra
A of linear operators on the graded vector space V', which contains a graded
nilpotent operator q € A, {q,t} =0, q> = 0. Let q' be the adjoint of q with
respect to some scalar product on V.
The alternating trace regqulated by ef(q‘“‘m)2
over Ker (q) NKer (')

is equal to the alternating trace

T o) 1) = Tr(0 @) (gt - (175)

Proof: The proof is given under point 1 (p.328) of §D (p.328).
Example 2.29

1. The index of the exterior Dirac operator on closed Riemannian
manifolds

This is the standard example (see e.g. [109][4]): Let V := A(M) be the
exterior bundle over a closed Riemannian manifold M, i.e. M has positive
definite metric (note that this is not the case of interest in covariant
SQM), and let the nilpotent graded operators be the exterior derivative
and coderivative:

q = d
qfn = df, (176)

where the adjoint is with respect to the ordinary Hodge inner product
(@)= [ an<s
M
and the grading is taken to be with respect to the involution

L= (-1)N
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which has eigenvalue +1 on forms of even degree and eigenvalues —1 on
forms of odd degree.

The regulated trace over the identity

sTr(I), gar = Tr(Le(d*de)
— Te(T), — Te(T)_
= x(M) (177)

gives the number of harmonic forms of even degree minus those of odd
degree, which is known to be equal to the Euler characteristic x(M) of
the manifold M.

2. In §2.3.4 (p.134) there will appear other examples and applications, since
there the regulated supertrace is used construct a well-defined (‘gauge-
fixed”) scalar product on solutions of a gauge theory with supersymmetric
gauge generator.
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2.1.3 The graded u(l) algebra

Introduction. The restriction in §5 (p.255) to homogeneous cosmologies means
that the gauge symmetry of these systems (see §2.3.2 (p.115) for a brief dis-
cussion of gauge theories) is generated by a single operator, the Hamiltonian
H/ih, which is thus the single element of a u(1) Lie algebra. This is obviously
the simplest case of a gauge algebra that one can consider. It is also the algebra
of ordinary non-relativistic quantum mechanics, where H/i% is not a constraint
but the generator of time evolution. For this reason, the various graded versions
of u(1) are usually simply called supersymmetric quantum mechanics (abbre-
viated SQM). Even though we are here interested in covariant SQM, where
there is no explicit time evolution, the following considerations apply to either
situation.

This section presents some basic facts on super-u(1) that will be needed in
§2.2 (p.54).

2.30 (V =1 graded extension of u(1)) Let the single element of u(1) be
H/ih,%¢

H = H (178)

H.H = 0. (179)

By the above discussion of graded algebras (see §2.1.2 (p.37) and in particular
2.16 (p.37)), the simplest Z(2) graded extension of u(1), is obtained by adding

an involution ¢ and a t-odd generator D to the ordinary u(1) algebra, such
that:

D,/ = D, (180)
{Di,t} = 0 (181)

[D1,D4], = {Di,Di}
= 2H. (182)

It follows that

H,] = 0 (183)

[D17H]L = [DlﬂH]
= 0. (184)

Example 2.31 The example of central importance in §2.2 (p.54) is that where
the original u(1) generator is a (pseudo-)Laplace operator (cf. definition 2.48
(p.55)) on some (pseudo-)Riemannian manifold (M, g):

H:C®(M) — C%(M)
f o VAVLE.

This can be extended to the Laplace-Beltrami operator H on the exterior bundle

A(M) over M (2.2 (p.16))

H:A(./\/l) — A(./Vl)
f ~ (dd'+d'd) f, (185)

26Where it is understood that HY = H is to be read as: H is essentially self-adjoint.
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which admits the square root
Dy :AM) — AM)
la) — (d+d")]a). (186)

The associated grading is induced by the Witten operator (—l)N on A(M) (cf.
example 2.15 (p.37)).

Note that in the above extension one starts out with the ordinary Laplace
operator H = V#V, and then eztends it to the Laplace-Beltrami operator H =

(d+d) ? which then admits the formal square root leading to the superalgebra.
This is a general aspect of supersymmetric extensions. In physical applications
the difference of the ordinary and the extended bosonic operator will be or order
h:

H-H=0(").
(See 2.62 (p.61) for more details.)

This graded extension of u(1) is called (N = 1)-supersymmetric because it
contains N = 1 odd generators D;. Extensions with N > 1 supercharges are
called extended SQM. Generically, an algebra contains further supercharges if it
also contains certain even symmetry generators (cf. §2.2.7 (p.90)).

2.32 (N-extended graded extension of u(1)) The N-extended graded u(1)-
algebra contains N odd generators D;, i € {1,..., N} so that

D,/ = D, (187)
{Diey = 0 (188)
[Di,D;], = {Di,D;}
= 2,H (189)
(for all 4,5 € {1,...,N}), from which it follows that
[DivH]L = [DHH]
= 0. (190)

Example 2.33 The exterior Laplace operator
H=dd'+d'd
(¢f. example 2.31 (p.43)) generically admits N = 4 supersymmetry: Start with
D, =d+df
and choose the involution (¢f. B.16 (p.307))
L=Fypi (191)

where D is the number of dimensions of the underlying manifold M. The
relation {D1, ¢} = 0 follows from (¢f. §2.1.1 (p.15) and §B (p.297)):

{Dl,L} (12:06) {’Aﬂﬁu’b}
= {yi’b} @u"i':)’li [ﬁwb}
—_——

——

(191) 1220
=0 ( 22 )O

= 0.
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Then a second supercharge is always given by
D3 :=y_1yp+1D1. (192)
D;, D, already satisfy (N = 2)-extended supersymmetry:
{D;;D;} = 2§;H 1,7 €{1,3}.

But there are further generic supercharges which are associated with a generic
symmetry of H (¢f. §2.2.7 (p.90), theorem 2.93 (p.93)): One has

[N,H} - 0
[N,Dl} i {Jii,d:rdq

Normalizing by a factor of ¢ this is easily seen to yield a third supercharge:
D, = i(d—df)
= iV, (193)

which anticommutes with D; and D3. (Note that [9¢,¢] = 0.) Analogously to
(192) a fourth supercharge is found to be

Dy = i’?(_l)DDg . (194)
This finally gives (N = 4)-extended supersymmetry:
{Di,D]‘} = 251]H Z,j S {172,3,4} .

This example shows that there is a certain ambiguity in counting super-
charges. The superalgebra on A(M) is usually referred to as (N = 2) instead of
(N =4) (e.g. in [101]), counting only Dy = d 4+ df and Dy =i (d —d'). The
is related to the fact that two of the supercharges are redundant when defining
supersymmetric states, i.e. elements of A(M) annihilated by D;, i € {1,2,3,4}.
This is because of the equivalences:

D;[¢) =0 < Dsl¢) =0
Dy|¢) =0 <« Dy4lgp) =0.

This situation will be analyzed in some detail in C.1 (p.319), C.2 (p.320),
and C.4 (p.326).

2.34 (Generalized supersymmetry.) Often, the graded u(1) algebra un-
der consideration is a subalgebra of a larger algebra that comes equipped with

several commuting involutions ¢;, ¢ € {1,...,k} instead of only a single one:
2
(L))" =
[Liﬂ Lj] =0
Dy} = 0. (195)

Such a situation is called generalized supersymmetric quantum mechanics in
[35][87][88].
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Example 2.35 If there is a Casimir operator ¢ in the algebra that squares to
the identity:

[¢,X] = 0, Xe{Dy,:---,Dp,¢}
A =1,
then
L1 =L
g = LC

are two involutions that give rise to a generalized supersymmetry algebra (195)
with & = 2. (This happens in every Clifford algebra in odd dimensions (see
definition B.16 (p.307)).

2.36 (Nilpotent linear combinations of SQM generators) A special role
is played by the following linear combinations of (N = 2)-SQM generators:

d = %(DlJriDz) (196)
d = %(leiDg). (197)
They satisfy
D, = d+df
D, = —i(d-d) (198)
[d7d]L = {dvd}
=0
[d",dT], = {d'.d"}
=0 (199)
[d.d'], = {d.d"}
= H. (200)

As the notation suggests, the exterior derivative and coderivative are of this
form, see §2.2 (p.54).

To easily distinguish between the two versions of the superalgebra introduce
the following terminology:

2.37 (Polar and diagonal superalgebra) A set of n mutually adjoint nilpo-
tent operators
di,dTi 7:6{1,...77,}

satisfying
{d;,d;} =

{d',a";}

{di,a’;}

[
=9

<
e

(201)
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define the polar superalgebra, whereas the corresponding set
D;, 1e{l,...2n}
obtained by the change of basis

Dy, = d;+d;
Daiy1 = i(di*dTvz)

define the diagonal superalgebra
{Di,Dj} = 2(5le

Note that this is completely analogous to the respective situation in Clifford
algebra/exterior algebra (cf. §2.1.1 (p.15)), where from the polar (Grassmann)
algebra of creators and annihilators

{éa,éb} — 0
{éTa,éTb} — 0
{éa,éTb} = ,’71117

(202)

the respective Clifford algebra

{3044} = o
{3054} = =2

2.38 (Central charges) A generalization of the N-extended superalgebra of
definition 2.32 (p.44) is obtained by considering even-graded operators Z;, i €
{1,..., N}, that are in the center of the algebra, i.e.

Z;,X]=0
XE{Dl,...,DN,Zl,...,ZN},

where
Z1 = H,

and replacing (189) by
{Di,D;} = 26;Z;. (203)
Example 2.39

1. The operators D;, i € {1,2,3,4} of example 2.33 (p.44) are all self-
adjoint in Riemannian geometry. But, according to (1229), p. 308, equa-
tions (192) and (194) define anti-selfadjoint operators in a geometry with
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Lorentzian signature. Requiring these to be selfadjoint leads to a simple
case of extended supersymmetry with central charges: Define the super-

charges as
D, := d+df
D, = i(d-d)
D; = 7}/(_1)D+1D1
D4 = ﬁ(fl)DDg. (204)

and introduce the central charges

Z, = H

Z, = H

Z; = -H

Z, = —-H.
(Trivially, the Z; commute with everything in sight.) These operators
satisfy

D, =D,

{D;,D;} = 20;;Z; . (205)

2. More interesting example arise when non-generic (‘hidden’) symmetries
are present in the underlying geometry. See 5.19 (p.284) (p. 284) for
an example of how Killing-Yano tensors give rise to superalgebras with
central charges.

An important notion in supersymmetric quantum mechanics, introduced in
[275], is that of deforming or perturbing (cf. [219]) the super-algebra, i.e. to
continuously modify the system under consideration while preserving its super-
symmetry. This turns out to be an important tool for finding supersymmetric
extensions of non-supersymmetric systems. Formally, such a deformation is
accomplished by a one-parameter group of €*-algebra homomorphisms:

Theorem 2.40 (Algebra homomorphisms of super-u(1)) A one-parameter
family h(-) of algebra homomorphism continuously connected to the identity will
map the odd generators of (N = 2)-graded u(1) according to

D=d+d 19 DO = e-eAgeed 1A gfeeA” (206)
where A is any even graded operator.

Proof and construction:
Consider a one-parameter group of C*-algebra homomorphisms h(-)

h() : (Aa ‘/a L) - (Ala ‘/7 L)
h(el) o h(62) = h(61 + 62) (207)



2 COVARIANT SUPERSYMMETRIC QUANTUM MECHANICS 49

of the (N = 2)-SQM algebra

h(e) : D; — D ie{1,2}.

1 )

The *-involution respected by h(e) is the operator adjoint (-)'. It follows that
d and d' remain mutually adjoint under the action of h(e):

d — d©
T
ar (d<6>) , (208)
and one can restrict attention to the transformation of one of these operators,
say d:

The identity homomorphism
h(0):d+—d

requires that
d9 = d+ed +0(&),

so that the requirement (199) of nilpotency

(d<€>)2 = 0
=d’+e{d,d}+0() =
={d,d} = 0 (209)

says that d’ must be a d-closed operator (see 2.21 (p.39)). Hence, choosing d’
to be d-exact

d = [d4]

(for some even operator A, [A,¢] = 0) one arrives at

d9 = d-e[A,d]+0(?)
=d© = e<Mlq
= e “4de, (210)

so that the general form of a continuous super-(N = 2)-u(1) homomorphism
Rl is

d A e A de?
df LA eAJr dTe*A)r
D & e Adet + et die . (211)

Example 2.41 (The Witten model) In [275] Witten originated the above
method by considering the scalar superpotential function A := W

d — eWde" =d+[d, W]

di — "die ™ =d - [df, W] . (212)
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For more on the Witten model see definition 2.2.2 (p.61).

Note 2.42 (Algebra homomorphisms as gauge transformations) Inthe
special case where e# in (211) is unitary, the homomorphism induced by e? is
a simple unitary transformation:

((eA)T = e’A) =0 X e A Xe?, (213)

where X € {Dy, D5, H} is any of the operators of the algebra. Hence, for uni-
tary e any solution |¢) to D |¢) = 0 transforms to a solution |¢') := e~ |¢) of
the transformed equation ~“De? |¢’) = 0. Such invariance under U(1) trans-
formations of the Dirac operator D are referred to as gauge transformations.?”
(For example, in [93], p.31, such gauge transformations are discussed with re-
spect to Dirac operators on Riemannian manifolds. This is also the point of
view expressed in [187][186][21] with respect to BRST operators of the form
Q =d +df, ¢f remark 2.127 (p.138).)

But if unitary e” give rise to gauge equivalence classes of algebras, then non-
unitary e transform between different gauge-inequivalent classes, i.e. they lead
to transformation of the algebra that cannot be ‘gauged away’ (by a unitary
transformation).

For example: In §2.2 (p.54) (see especially theorem 2.58 (p.58) and note 2.61
(p.60)) it is shown that Dirac operators D = d 4+ df on the exterior bundle of a
(pseudo-)Riemannian manifold (M, g) can be transformed to a Dirac operator
D' = d +d = §7'dS + SdfS~! on (M,g'), i.e. on the same manifold
but with a different metric, by means of an invertible operator e* = S that
transforms the vielbein frame. Since there are many vielbein frames associated
to the same metric, which differ by (pseudo-)orthonormal transformations, there
is gauge freedom in the vielbein field. Hence, as one should expect, when the
transformation operator A describes a (pseudo-)orthonormal transformation of
the vielbein it will be a unitary operator, inducing transformations between
different explicit representations of one and the same Dirac operator, while
otherwise it will be non-unitary and transform D — D’ to another metric, a
transformation that cannot be ‘gauged away’.

Note 2.43 (Homomorphisms that preserve the even generator) If
A = U
is unitary
vt = vt (214)
and in addition commutes with the even graded generator H
H,U] = 0, (215)

then, by (213), it induces a homomorphism of the superalgebra which respects
the even generator:

D)
H

U'D U
H. (216)

h
—

h
—

27These are, though, not to be confused with the gauge transformations e™P induced by the
Dirac operator itself, in cases where it is considered as a gauge generator (cf. §2.3 (p.106)).
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It follows that
({H,U'D,,U}, UNWD)

is a supersymmetric extension of the u(1) algebra generated by H if

({H. D@},

is. This way entire families of supersymmetric extensions arise.

o1

Example 2.44 Let H = A = (d+de)2 be the exterior Laplace operator
of some pseudo-Riemannian manifold. It commutes with the anti-self-adjoint

involutions 41 (cf. definition B.16 (p.307)):

’71 = 7+
o= 1
[A,7+] = 0.

These give rise to the unitary operators

Ula) = =
UT(a) = e 9=
= U a),

(for real numbers «) which induce duality rotations

U(a) = cosh(a)+ sinh(a) 4 .

Hence, e.g. in even dimensions,

D = d+df
D2 = H

is a Dirac operator with respect to H, and so is

D' = e ¥-Det¥-
= e2%7-D
D?” = H

(217)

(218)

It is of importance for some developments in §4 (p.181) (see in particular
4.34 (p.218)) that the well known Poincaré lemma has a straightforward gener-
alization to deformed exterior derivatives. Therefore the following briefly recalls
the ordinary Poincaré lemma and shows how it extends to more than one and

to deformed exterior derivatives:

Theorem 2.45 (Poincaré lemma and homotopy operator)
Every closed form is either locally exact or of degree zero.

(See for instance [91].) More precisely, to every closed form |¢) € A(M), with

dlg) = 0
Nlg) # 0,
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and every point p € M, there is a starshaped neighborhood U, C M of p such
that there exists a form |¢)) on U, satisfying

‘€Z7>|Up = d|¢>|Up- (219)

Of course, this |¢) is unique only up to a ‘gauge” [¢) — |[¥) +d|¢'). |¢) may
be obtained from |¢) by applying the (equally non-unique) homotopy operator
K on A(M), which satisfies

(dK} = 1
[NK} - K, (220)
so that

d[g) =0, N|g)#0
= d(K|g) ={d.K}|¢) =1¢) . (221)

From (220) it follows that the homotopy operator decreases the form degree by
one and hence it annihilates 0-forms

(Fley=0) = ®io)=0). (222)

The Poincaré lemma extends to the case where several anticommuting exterior
derivatives are present: Let d; and dy be two anticommuting operators with

{N, di] = d;, ie{1,2) (223)
that each have an associated homotopy operator:
{d;,d;} = 0
{d;,K;} = 1.
Let |¢) be an element in the kernel of both
d; |¢) =0,

with .
Nip)=n|p), n>2.

Applying the Poincaré lemma with respect to d; yields (locally)
|¢> = dl |/¢l> y

where N [") # 0. Since d; and dy anticommute, d; swaps eigenspaces of ds
with eigenvalues of opposite sign. Hence

da|p) =0
dod; [¥') =0
da|¢") =0

[¥') =da ) (locally)
¢) = didz[¢)  (locally). (224)

K
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Therefore in general, with a set of anticommuting nilpotent operators
{d;]i € I}
V.| =,
that each have a homotopy operator
{d;, K;}=1,i€el
[NK} - K, (225)
every state in the kernel of all d; is locally of the form
dicr|¢) =0 = |¢) = (Heb) ¥) . (226)
i€l
(See [216] for examples.)

These facts immediately carry over to deformed exterior derivatives as used
in theorem 2.40 (p.48):

2.46 (Deformed homotopy)
Let A be an invertible operator preserving the form degree, i.e. {]\Af , A} = 0.
Then: Every p > 0-form closed under the A-deformed exterior derivative
dy:=A"'dA
is locally exact with respect to d 4.
This simply follows from the existence of the deformed homotopy operator
K, = A'KA (227)
satisfying
{ds,Kux} = 1. (228)

Before closing this section, an important remark is in order:

2.47 (Supersymmetry as a formal tool) Supersymmetry can be useful
even if the system one is studying is truly bosonic. Consider a bosonic Hamil-

tonian H and a supersymmetric extension H = D? = (q + qT)z. One usually
has

Hf =d'af
for f a bosonic state, i.e. f = f]0). This implies that the bosonic sector of
every supersymmetric solution |¢)

D¢y =0 (229)
is also a solution to bosonic theory
H|g)y = 0. (230)

The point is that (229), which is first order, may be easier to solve than (230),
which is second order. (229) replaces a single second order equations by a system
of first order equations.
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2.2 Supersymmetric (relativistic) quantum mechanics

This section considers the (N = 2)-supersymmetric quantum mechanics of a
relativistic point particle propagating on a Lorentzian manifold of arbitrary di-
mension. While the analogous setup for non-relativistic quantum mechanics on
Riemannian manifolds has been studied extensively ([53][275][274][101][102][176]
[177] [280] ), there is at present, to the best of our knowledge, no comparably
exhaustive treatment of the indefinite metric case (but see [123]). On the other
hand, many of the results and methods of non-relativistic SQM are unaffected
by a change of signature of the metric, and the first part of the present sec-
tion (§3.1, §3.2) will equally apply to either case. However, the indefiniteness
of a pseudo-Riemannian metric has subtle but profound consequences for the
supersymmetry formalism:

1. Most importantly from a mathematical point of view is the fact that the
pseudo-Laplace operator on a Lorentzian manifold is no longer an elliptic
differential operators, so that a large body of theory is not available.

2. Most importantly from a physical point of view is the fact that a physi-
cally interesting Lorentzian manifold is generically non-compact and that
physically relevant fields on that manifold are not integrable (they do not
vanish in the ‘time-like’ direction).

Section §2.3 (p.106) will present a way to deal with both of these issues:

In physics, the standard technique to handle problems like 2., above, is
known as gauge fixzing and a powerful formalism to handle this is cohomol-
ogy theory (known as BRST theory in this context). Incidentally, by general
results of cohomology theory, ‘fixing a gauge’ is tantamount to defining an el-
liptic operator (the BRST Laplacian), which is a modification of the hyperbolic
D’Alembert operator and a substitute for the elliptic Laplacian on Riemannian
manifolds. By means of this BRST Laplacian (or rather its adaption to the
present supersymmetry context) one can construct, as is done in section §2.3.5
(p-140), a finite scalar product on physical fields and well defined expectation
values of physical observables.

Notation. The following section makes free use of the notation concerning dif-
ferential geometry and exterior and Clifford algebra introduced in §2.1.1 (p.15).
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2.2.1 Taking the square root: Dirac operators

Outline. This section discusses realizations of the u(1)-superalgebra (as intro-
duced in §2.1.3 (p.43)) with the even generator H represented by a generalized
Laplace operator H = A on a (pseudo-)Riemannian manifold. In this case
the odd generators D(; with D(2i) = A are called generalized Dirac operators.
Generalized Laplace operators A arise in quantum mechanics as extensions of
quantum mechanical Hamiltonian (constraint) operators H , that themselves do
not admit any ‘square root’. For this reason the representation of graded-u(1)
by means of generalized Laplace and Dirac operators is called supersymmetric
quantum mechanics.

Literature. Dirac operators on Riemannian manifolds are treated for instance
in [109][93].

2.48 (Generalized Laplace and Dirac operators) Let B be a fiber bun-
dle on a (pseudo-)Riemannian manifold (M, g) with metric tensor ¢ = (g,.)
and inverse metric g~ = (g"¥).

e A generalized Laplace operator is a linear second order differential operator
A:B—B
with local realization
A =g¢"0,0, + a"0, + Ay, (231)

where a = a*0,, is any End(B) — valued vector field and Ay, any End(B)-
valued function on M.

e A generalized Dirac operator is a linear first order differential operator
D:B—-B
with local representation
D = 49, + Ap (232)

(where 4" is a representation of the Clifford algebra on B (see B.1 (p.297))
and Ap are End(B)-valued functions), which squares to a generalized
Laplace operator on (M, g):

D?=A. (233)

Note 2.49 (Terminology) Usually, in the literature, the term ‘generalized
Laplacian’ is restricted to operators on Riemannian manifolds. In the present
context, however, it is necessary to consider operators with the local represen-
tation (231) but on pseudo-Riemannian manifolds, i.e. for indefinite metric
tensors g. In analogy with the terminology for flat metrics, these should proba-
bly be called generalized D’Alembert operators. But since many of the following
considerations are actually insensitive to the signature of the metric it would
be inappropriately restrictive to use the latter term in these cases. Therefore
the term ‘generalized Laplacian’ will in the following be understood to refer to
arbitrary signatures, unless explicitly stated otherwise.
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2.50 (Supersymmetric quantum mechanics (SQM)) Any representation
of the u(1)-superalgebra (defined in §2.1.3 (p.43)), where the even generator H
is a generalized Laplace operator for some manifold and the odd generators D ;)
are the respective generalized Dirac operators, defines the evolution/constraint
algebra of a supersymmetric quantum mechanical system.

Example 2.51 Supersymmetric quantum mechanics describes particles with
spin: Consider a spinless relativistic quantum point particle propagating on a
pseudo-Riemannian manifold (M, g). Its scalar wave function is annihilated by
H, the Klein-Gordon operator

Hlg) =
& VIV, lg) = 0, (234)

with V the Levi-Civita connection. Demanding N = 1 worldline supersymmetry
calls for the Dirac operator on the Spin bundle (see §B (p.297) and in particular
§B.2 (p.311)):

D

A S
¥V

D? = fASfiR, (235)

(where Vf‘: =0, + %wwb’}a’yb is the usual Levi-Civita compatible spin connec-
tion, ¢f. [109], §5) describing a massless relativistic spin-1/2 particle on M.

Hence ordinary spinor particles are governed by supersymmetric N = 1
generator algebras (compare for instance [263] [17] [260][178]) In the present
context, however, we need to deal with N = 2 generator algebras, where the
spinor bundle is replaced by the exterior bundle. Both setups are quite differ-
ent, but intimately related. This is discussed in §B.2 (p.311). Also see [101],
where the (N = 2)-SQM on Riemannian manifolds is referred to as describing
“positronium”, namely a system of two spinor particles. Such an interpretation
is possible because the N = 2 system essentially consists of the product of two
N =1 systems. However, on pseudo-Riemannian manifolds the N = 2 algebra
is perhaps more naturally recognized as that of ordinary classical electromag-
netism (see §2.2.3 (p.70)), which, of course, again involves the product of two
spinors, namely in so far as the photon, being a vector, can be considered the
square of a spinor.

In this context the following relation is noteworthy:

Theorem 2.52 The kernels of D =d+df and D =i (d — dT) are isomorphic:
Ker(D) = (—1)NN=1/2Ker (D) (236)

Proof: Consider any operator Ay that increases (decreases) the form degree by
one: o X X

NAs = Ay (N£1) .
Then

(_1)N(N+1)/2+1 Ay = Al (_1)(1\7:|:1)(J\7:i:1+1)/2+1
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_ Ai (_1)(1\72:t21\7+1+1\7:|:1)/2+1

_ ﬂ:Ai (_1)(N2+N)/2j:]\7
N-1)/2+N+N

so that
(d+df)ja) = 0
& (DY paf)ja) = 0
& (d—df) (—)VE=D2)0) 0
O

2.53 It follows that a state |a) is N = 2 supersymmetric, i.e.

Dja) = DJa)=0

& dla) = dfja)=0, (237)

if
Dl|a)=0

and

(—)NEED/2 1) — o, (238)
Example 2.54 Note that the states satisfying (238) with the (+) sign are those
that have only p-form components of degree 0,3,4,7,8,---, while those corre-

sponding to the (—) sign have only p-form components in the 1,2,5,6,9, 10, - - --
form sectors. It is obvious that such states are annihilated by d +df exactly if
they are annihilated by d and df alone, because the images of both operators
can never coincide on these states. The most well known example is classical
source-free electromagnetism (c¢f. §2.2.3 (p.70)), where the state in question,
the Faraday form, is a pure 2-form.

The strategy of the following presentation is to find various SQM represen-
tations by continuously deforming the trivial SQM algebra for flat manifolds by
means of an algebra homomorphism (207), p. 48. This way arbitrary (non-flat)
metrics and non-vanishing potentials (‘superpotentials’) arise.

2.55 (Standard (N = 2)-SQM algebra for flat metrics) Let I'(A(M)) be
the space of square integrable sections (forms) of the exterior bundle A(M) on
flat D-dimensional Euclidean or Minkowski space M with metric

n = diag(+,+,...,+) . (239)

The generalized Laplace and Dirac operators, which in this case are simply the
D’Alembert and ordinary Dirac operator trivially extended to A(M), explicitly
read
H = -0"0,
D, = 3%9,
D, = ©#ho,. (240)
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Note that by definition (see B.13 (p.304))
0.,34] = 0.

These are essentially self-adjoint operators on I'(A(M)) that form a super u(1)-
algebra

(4,V,0) = ({H,D1, Dz}, P(AM)) (D)) .

Note 2.56 (Bosons and Fermions) Often, supersymmetry is introduced as
a symmetry between bosonic and fermionic fields, because this is how super-
symmetry transformations have to be defined in the Lagrangian approach (see
2.67 (p.65) for an example). By Noether’s theorem one can derive a conserved
charge associated with the invariance of the Lagrangian under supersymmetry
transformations (¢f. [53]). This is the supercharge, which in turn generates
supersymmetry transformations. Since in the Hamiltonian approach the su-
percharge is obtained immediately by means of the square root process, one
can easily derive the supersymmetry transformations of the bosonic (z#) and
fermionic (9") variables by taking the supercommutator with the supercharge.
For example, for the simple supercharge (240) the transformations read:

Osusyx” = [Dy,z], =4"
6susy’§/# = [Dlv’?#]L =-0'= _Z’pu . (241)

In this sense supersymmetry interchanges bosonic and fermionic fields.

2.57 (The standard SQM as exterior differential calculus) Noting that
for the flat metrics considered above one has

d = &,
d = —¢9,
{d,d"} = -0"9, (242)
and hence
d gy, & " 0) = 06,86 o)
A" @ 0) = =g, 0m, 0 d T 0) (243)

one sees that the (N = 2)-SQM on flat space is nothing but the algebra of
exterior differential geometry on flat space. But since the Hodge Laplacian
{d, dT} is a generalized Laplace operator on the exterior bundle for arbitrary
metrics with Dirac operators D; =d —df and Dy =4 (d + dT) it is clear that
standard SQM algebras for arbitrary metrics are found by deforming the flat
algebra in such a way that the exterior differential algebra is preserved.

Next, some relations are established concerning transformations of the ex-
terior superalgebra (in the sense of observation 2.40 (p.48)) that are related to
geometric transformations of the underlying manifold. (cf. [8])

Theorem 2.58 (Algebra homomorphism for arbitrary metrics) There is
an algebra homomorphism (207) hg—.g which, according to observation 2.40
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(p.48), deforms the operator representation dg of the exterior derivative on
(M, g) to the operator representation dg of the exterior derivative on (M,g'):

dg’ - (Ag—>g/)_1 dg Ag—>g’ )

and it is given by

D—1
. ATHLAfH2  qln oy N LAl artHntlapBnt2 g ED
Ay = E ¢ e ¢ G C ¢ ¢ €€yt €y
n=0
°) b) o)
(244)

(where & are the coordinate basis annihilators with respect to g').

Note that the operator A,_ 4 really transforms between different vielbein frames
(cf. note 2.42 (p.50) and note 2.61 (p.60)).

Proof: A4_,4 acts on coordinate basis states of the primed metric by substituting
unprimed creators for primed creators:

Ay &Mt 0y o et et o) (245)
so that the action of dg is
dg/é/]‘ul é/]‘ﬂz . é/TMn aul,ug,...,un |0>
= Agﬂg’_l d félgﬁq’éwmélw2 o 'é/TM Qi pig,.spin |0>
= Ag—>g’71 del™ef™ . -6”'"%1%27__7“” 0)
= hiléTMn_ﬁ_léTméTu? U éTunaﬂn-Ha#l,H%---,un ‘O>
= T e 10) (246)

which is indeed the correct action of the exterior derivative in the primed met-
ric. O

Corollary 2.59 The operator representation of the exterior derivative dg; on
(M, g) can be written:

d = A/

& A - (247)

Example 2.60 To find the explicit local representation of dy on a manifold
with metric

g = diag (€2z2,€2(11+m2)) (248)

one can calculate A,_. 4 and its inverse as given by the above theorem,

- (—1 + ef"z) (—1 + 611“2) ot et %ale?
(Agg)™" = 1+ (—1 + e‘<’”1+-”2>) et’e? 4 (—1 + e—xz) e

22
_e_ml_zxz(_He ) (_1 n em1+zz) é’rlé’r?é1é27 (249)



2 COVARIANT SUPERSYMMETRIC QUANTUM MECHANICS 60

yielding
d, = (A ~1et9,A
g = (Agg) & 0uAyy

1 2 1 .2 1 .2
= e T8l 4 e @+t g, o (@Ha)a o781 | o—aat 152

which is indeed the same result one arrives at via the ordinary formula (see B.11
(p-301), eq. (1199))

d, = &¢'"v,
b
— &t (au — W' é“)
by calculating the spin connection w of ¢’.

Note 2.61 (Pseudo-)orthonormal transformations of the vielbein field e* are
described by unitary transformation operators A in (244):

Al =A71, (250)

Proof: According to (245) the operator A implements the change of basis on
the form basis. Hence, by definition of a (pseudo-)orthonormal transformation

<a|ﬂ>loc = <Aa|Aﬁ>loC
s ATA = 1
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2.2.2 The Witten model
In [275] Witten considered the deformed generalized Dirac operator
Dy = e WdeW +eWdlemW
= d+d' +[d,eW]—[d,eW]
= v, -V, + et (0,W) + e (9,W)
= 3"Vt ed (8,W) (251)

to study Morse theory by means of SQM. (See [219] for a nice review of this
approach and further background material.)

Theorem 2.62 (Generalized Laplacian of the Witten model) The gen-
eralized Laplacian of the Witten model is

DY, = D+ (0,W)(0"W)+ €3, 4,% (V,.V, W)
= Diy+E@W) @ W) +e [ [ (v vm) . (252)
Proof:
!V Yo't ’ 2 g H S PR R
(’yg_vu + oy (auW)) = D(O) + (E’Vg+ (8MW)) + {Vg_vme’Yng (3HW)} .
The result follows with eq. (1207), p. 303. O

What makes this Laplacian interesting is that is contains a scalar term
(0, W) (0"W) that acts like a potential term in all ‘Fermion sectors’. Most
applications of SQM make use this Laplacian as a supersymmetric extention of
an ordinary Hamilton operator of the form

H=-0,0"+V.

(see [146][53][144][56][274] for general treatments and [110][111][112][113][25] for
applications to cosmology ).

2.63 (The super-oscillator) Sometimes supersymmetric quantum mechan-
ics is motivated by means of the concept of the so-called “super-oscillator” (see
for instance [146]). This is actually a special case of the general Witten model
presented above:

The basic idea is as follows: Consider a single bosonic oscillator described by
creation and annihilation operators a, at, which satisfy the canonical Bose com-
mutation relation [d7 &T] = 1. The Hamiltonian is defined by

=1 (a'a+aa') =ala +

[\
N =

A Hamiltonian of analogous form, but for fermionic creation and annihilation
operators ¢, ¢1, which satisfy Fermi anticommutation relations {é, éT} =1,is

Hy = - (éfe —cel) = éfe -

N —
DN | =
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By adding both Hamiltonians the zero point energies cancel
Hy+ Hy = ata+ éfe
to give an operator with manifestly non-negative spectrum. By defining the

supercharges

d = éa
dt = eat, (253)

which annihilate a boson and create a fermion, or vice versa, the total Hamil-
tonian may be expressed as

A=+ Ay = {ddt)

which is said to describe the “super-oscillator”. Some essential aspects of gen-
eral supersymmetry are nicely visible in this toy system, such as the exchange
symmetry between Bosons and fermions and the vanishing of the vacuum energy.
The super-oscillator can be seen to be a special case of the general Witten
model as follows:
Consider the Witten model on a manifold with a constant metric tensor

vV, =0, (254)
and define another constant symmetric tensor

WapB = Wha
O, wap] =0, (255)

all with respect to some fixed coordinate system. Defining the superpotential
W by

1
W= Zwagxo‘xﬁ (256)

gives the following deformed derivative operators:

a, = e Vo,V
1
= O+ iwuaxa
&L = ((EH)Jr =—-e"9,e

1
= —0,+ §wﬂax°‘ , (257)

which satisfy the canonical commutation algebra

(@, @] 0
”L’di} = 0

lag,al] = wu. (258)
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Hence the deformed exterior derivatives are

dV o= e W, eV
ATH
CJr a#
atv = feWéT”aue*W
tal, (259)

and the associated generalized Laplace operator is indeed that of D superoscil-
lators:

(a7, d"} = g™ala, +w el (260)

This construction, though very simple, is at the heart of supersymmetric field
theory as well as the first-quantized superstring. This is discussed in §3 (p.143).

Note 2.64 (Semiclassical limit of the Witten model) The Witten model
has remarkable properties with respect to its semiclassical limit. To discuss
these, h needs to be reinserted into the equations via:

d — ©&d
W - W/h,

so that the Laplacian (252) reads

Din = Diyp +€0.W)(0"W) +ed 3" (V. VW), (261)

and the semiclassical limit is found to be
D{ sy = Diypq +€ (3.W) ("W). (262)

2.65 (Closed-form solutions of the Witten model) The factorization of
a generalized Laplacian A by a generalized Dirac operator A = D? allows to
characterize the kernel of the second order differential operator A by a first order
differential constraint. This greatly increases the probability to find solutions
in closed form.

In particular, the Witten model (251), given by

D=e"Vde" +eVdle W (263)

always has formal analytic solutions in the full and empty form sector: Let |¢g)
be a zero form and |¢p) a D-form, then, trivially

eWdepp) = 0
eVdeWig)) = 0

identically. Hence only the conditions

II—=
o

eV de" |go)

eVdle™ |op)

Il—=
o
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remain to be solved, which is immediate:

[60) = e |0)
lpp) = " |vol) . (264)

If one of these is normalizable, it is a solution of the SQM system described by
(263).

This obvious construction, which has received a lot of attention in the context
of quantum cosmology (e.g. [25][89]) is actually a special case of a more general
class of exact solutions to the Witten model:

2.66 (Further exact solutions)

As discussed in §A (p.293) (see in particular A.1 (p.295)) one may enter the
Hamiltonian constraint (252)

(rﬂ (d+d)? + (VW) (V*WV) + h [é“‘, e"} (V,NVW)) ) =0
with the O-form
W) = o) (265)
to obtain the coupled equations

(VMS) (V“S) +Vw +Vom =0
Y, (/V*S) =0, (266)

where Vi is the superpotential in the O-form sector
Vw = (0.,W)0*W)—-h(V,V*IV),
and Vqu is the so-called quantum potential
Vou = —(0.R)(O"R)—-h(V,V*R). (267)

The upper line of (264) obviously corresponds to the choice

W = —-R (268)
S = 0. (269)

Since for W = —R the two potential functions mutually cancel
(W = —R) = (VW + VQM = 0) (270)

the equations (266) in this case become
W=-R =
(V,.S)(VES) =0
V. (pVHS)=0. (271)

This is the equation for a classical relativistic null-current V.S which is conserved
with respect to the density p = e?2. The trivial solution (268) with S = 0
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recovers (264), but there may in general be non-trivial solutions. Each of them
thus gives an exact solution to the Hamiltonian constraint of the Witten model.
To obtain a supersymmetric state (i.e. one that is annihilated by e~ de"
and its adjoint) from such a solution with non-vanishing S, one can follow the
general constructions discussed in §2.2.7 (p.90) and close [1p) = e~ (W+iS)/7|0)
by acting on it with e="Wde"'. This gives (we multiply with the imaginary unit
to make the result real):
1¢) = e W/hhdeV/h em(WHIS)/Rg)

= ie "/ ade M 0)

= M (v,8) e WIS/ ) (272)
It is readily checked that this state is indeed annihilated by both e="/"hdeV"
and e"/rdte=W/n,

2.67 (Lagrangian of the Witten model) The Witten model can be de-
rived from the following Lagrangian (cf. [274],§10; also see [53],83 for more
details):

1 1 1
L= Sgui"d" +igue"De’ + S Rumd ¢ e = Sg"V, WY, W - V.V, Weke" .
(273)

Here

at = ak(t)
are the coordinates of a point propagating on a Riemannian manifold (M, g = (g,.))-
The point carries Grassmannian degrees of freedom parameterized by the com-

plex Grassmann coordinates ¢, ¢*. D is the covariant derivative of these (along
the path of the point) defined by

Det = ¢ 4 GHT F e
Here I',"y is the Levi-Civita connection of g,, and R,,” the associated Rie-

mann curvature tensor. Associated with the supersymmetry of this Lagrangian
are two mutually adjoint classical Noether charges

Q =" (gui” +iV, W)
Q =" (gt —iV, W) . (274)
which, after quantization with the canonical substitutions
i aH
Pu = G + il = —iliOpn
et — et
o et

become, with the right factor ordering, just the deformed exterior derivatives of
2.2.2 (p.61):

Q — & (=inv,+iw)

= eV pdt e W/n

M (<in v, —i0,w)

= —ie " paeVin, (275)

L
!
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Next we consider extensions of the Witten model to higher N supersym-
metry by means of Kéhler structures of the underlying manifold. (c¢f. §2.2.7
(p.90)). As is shown in §3.1 (p.143) the resulting formalism describes super-
symmetric quantum field theory in the Schrodinger representation, and hence
we naturally recover the super-Poincaré algebra within our SQM-based devel-
opment. Note that this approach differs from that used for instance in [275],
where Lie derivative operators are added to the supersymmetry generators in
order to represent the translation generators of the Poincaré algebra.

2.68 (N = 4/Kahler version of the Witten model) To find higher su-
persymmetry in SQM, the underlying manifold must admit Ké&hler structures.
Since the main point of the following discussion is to work out the algebra in-
duced by a non-vanishing superpotential for higher N-extended SQM, we first
ignore possible non-trivial geometries and assume that M is a (2d dimensional
real or d dimensional complex) manifold with trivial metric.

The complex coordinates and their derivatives are:

2? — gt iyi
1 .
8zi = 5 (8IL - ’Layi)
0y = % (8931 + Zayl) . (276)

The holomorphic (J+) and antiholomorphic (J—) exterior (co-)derivatives
are:

a’t = el'o,

d’= = (a7

%

= &'

= &0, (277)

where

é
¢ = ¢ —ic
& — e (278)
Note that
1
{d7*,d*} = 5{d,d*}. (279)
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Now introduce a real superpotential

W*=Ww

and deform the exterior derivatives with this function:

dWJ+

dWJ*

dTWJ+

dTWJ_

e Walte

&t (@, + (W)

(dW.]+)*
e_WdJ_BW

& (95 + (0W))

(dWJ+)T
W@l He—W

¢ (& = (0:W)

(dTWJ+)* _ (dWJ_)T

eWadl—e W

—&' (0; — (W) .

67

(280)

(281)

It is straightforward to compute the supercommutators of these operators.

Noting that

{0, (o)}
{6385, et (8¢W)}

one finds

{dWJ+7 dTWJ+}

(282)

- %{d,d} + g7 @W) (W) + {e“ai,ei (a;w)} - {eia;,e“ (@-W)}

- % {d,d} + g7 (W) (8;W) + &ed (8,0:;W) — &l (3;0,W) + g7 ((9;W) 0, — (8; W) 85)

= 3 {d,d"} + g7 (9, W) (W) + 2¢7°¢7 (0;0;W) — ¢ (2:0;W) + g7 ((9;W) 0; — (O;W) 95)

as well as

{aWr a"Imy = 28 (9,0,W)

By complex conjugation it follows that

{dWJ—7dTWJ—} _ {dWJ+,dTWJ+}*

= % {d,d"} + g7 (0W) (8;W) + 267°¢/ (0,0,W) — g7 (8:0;W) — g™ ((9;W) B — (9, W)
(285)

(284)

(283)

&)

J



2 COVARIANT SUPERSYMMETRIC QUANTUM MECHANICS 68

and
{dWJf dTWJ+} _ {dWJJr dTWJf}*
= 21 (9;0;W) . (286)
It turns out that a case of special importance is that where W is of the form

W= w;5'%7 (287)

)

with w;; some real constants. With such a W the above supercommutators
simplify to:

1 i E Atiag ij ij I
{dW‘H', dTWJ+} = 5 {d,dT} +g Jw“;wljzlzk + QwﬁCJr ¢ — g"w; + g¥ (zkwkjai - zlwﬂ-@;)
{dV/=,dW 7} = 5 {d,d"} + g7 wpw;;2' 2" + 2wijc”c —g"w; — g” (mkw,ﬁ@i - zlwifaj)
{dWJ—’dTWJ-‘r} = 0
{dW/T a"/m = 0. (288)

The above is the super-Poincaré algebra in 1 + 1 dimensions. To exhibit this
more explicitly introduce the notation

s/ = aWJ*
Sy = 4"/~ (289)
and
Jo . _ 1o
o0 o [0 1}
g 10
o/l = [o _1}. (290)
Then
J Ju
{Sia SBT} = UAGBHZ
[ H+H! 0
= [ 0 H] H (291)

Hence, while the original N = 2 supersymmetric Witten model can be regarded
as giving the supersymmetry algebra of a D = 1 + 0 dimensional field theory,
the extension to IV = 4 gives rise to a D = 1 + 1 dimensional field theory. The
generator of time translations in this field theory (the Hamiltonian H) and the
generator of translations along the single spatial dimension P can be found from

(291) as
HE)I _ 1({dWJ+ dTWJ+} + {dWJf dTWJf})
2 b b
- % {d,a} + g7 @) (W) + (e + &Ve) (9,0,W) — " (9107
H - }({dWJJr dIWIHY L@ aivae )
2 b) b)

= g7 (W) 0 — (W) D,) + (é“éj - ﬁéi) (0:0;W) (292)
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For making contact with quantum physics it is helpful to (re-)introduce Planck’s
constant

d — hd
W — W/h (293)
so that
H] = rﬂ%{a,a*}wﬁ QW) (;W) + (a“e5+éﬁei)n(aja;W) — g h (9,0;W)
H = g7n (W) 0 — (W) 0,) + (' — Ve ) n (9,0,W) . (204)

That this are indeed the temporal and spatial translation generators, respec-
tively, of a supersymmetric quantum field theory on 141 dimensional spacetime
is shown in detail in 3.2 (p.150).
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2.2.3 SQM algebra of ordinary classical electromagnetism

Introduction. The title of this section may seem odd. The purpose of this
section is to show that it is instead well motivated.
Maxwell’s equations without macroscopic sources read

(d+d")F = o, (295)

where

F=F,&¢"e" o)

is the Faraday tensor describing the electromagnetic field. According to the
discussion in §2.2 (p.54) this is exactly the standard (N = 2)—SQM constraint
equation restricted to 2-forms.

(See also §2.2.4 (p.78), where it is shown how conservations laws of classical
electromagnetism generalize to SQM, and see §4.38 (p.220), which discusses
how the formalism of canonical quantum supergravity may be regarded as a
generalization of that of classical electromagnetism.)

This does not mean that ordinary classical source-free electromagnetism is a
supersymmetric theory, much less, of course, a supersymmetric quantum theory.
But it does mean that the formal structure of the equations governing classical
electromagnetism are mathematically very similar to, indeed a special case of,
those governing covariant supersymmetric quantum systems. One may gain
some insight into supersymmetric quantum mechanics by generalizing results
known in classical electromagnetism. This shall be done below.

The task is greatly facilitated by formulating electromagnetism in Clifford
algebraic language (e.g. [23] [128] [22] [125] ).

The following observation, standard in electromagnetism, is stated merely in
order to emphasize of the corresponding construction in general (N = 2)-SQM:

2.69 (The Vector potential) Since F is a two-form, (d + df) F = 0 implies
that dF = 0 and dF = 0 vanish separately. Hence, by the Poincaré lemma
(see 2.45 (p.51)), F can always be chosen to be exact

F=dA
on a starshaped region (cf. e.g. [91]). Choosing A so that
diaZo,
(i.e. the Lorentz gauge) one can write
F=(d+d")A.
So that Maxwell’s equations imply the wave equation for A:
(d+d")F = 0
& (d+d)*A = o, (296)

This is an important fact in general SQM: If |«) is a solution to the second order
Hamiltonian constraint
Hla)=0
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and D is the supercharge
D?=H,

then |8) = D |a) is a solution to
D) =0,

This is essentially the same method by which solutions in the nontrivial Fermion
sector of canonical supergravity have been found in [69][70]. See 4.34 (p.218),
4.35 (p.218), and 4.38 (p.220) for a discussion and see §2.2.7 (p.90), and in
particular 2.91 (p.92) for general considerations.

The central observation of this section is that the energy momentum tensor
of the electromagnetic field is obtained from the Faraday tensor F' in a way
familiar from expectation values in quantum mechanics, with F' playing the role
of the wave function. This way of writing the energy-momentum tensor goes
back to Riesz [224].

2.70 (Energy-Momentum tensor) The energy-momentum tensor TH” of
the electromagnetic field F is*8

v 1 Al AV
Tvol = S(FIEAY Fye (297)
To see that this is equivalent to the traditional definition let
1 sy
F .= §FW7 o

be the Faraday tensor in Clifford bivector notation, note that
[&.U"F] = _2FHI€§/H3

and rearrange:

1, 1 iy
SRS )y = 5 (O FIEALF (0,
1 Al A
— L EsE D)

loc

loc

1 Y
— (0134 [0)

loc

1 P,
—5 (0] FALF4Y 10)
1 2 2 AV
= —5 (OIF ([¥2. F] + F32) 37 [0}y
1
— <F““FVK—49“VFH>\FH)‘> vol . (298)

(The last line (cf. [269], p. 70) follows?® by noting that (0] - |0)
the Clifford scalar part of its argument, see (54), p. 23. ) )

loc Projects out

28Recall that (a|B),. := a A *8 is the local inner product over the Grassmann variables
involving no integration. See 2.2 (p.16) and especially the discussion before and following eq.
(45), p. 22.

29For instance this way:

VIR 1 pa
= <FF”wZW’i>—§<FFW‘ivi>
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2.71 (Energy-momentum (density) vector) With respect to an observer
associated with 4%, the energy-momentum density 4-vector of the electromag-
netic field is

Pt o= T (301)
with components
1
P* = (IEF+IBP) =0
Pt = (ExB)" u#0. (302)

The total energy momentum Pl is obtained by integrating over a spacelike
hypersurface perpendicular to 4°:

1, s
Phir) = [0 =) (Pl P,
1 T,
= F(FIO(X"=7)3240 F), (303)
where X© is the coordinate along the integral lines of the timelike unit vector

field 430

In order to be able to proceed by analogy in the general framework of
(N = 2)-supersymmetric quantum mechanics (¢f. §2.2.4 (p.78)), the well known
conservation laws for the electromagnetic field are now rederived in Clifford no-
tation:

Theorem 2.72 (Conservation laws) In the absence of sources, the energy-
momentum tensor T is conserved

v, " = 0. (304)
In particular, the energy-momentum vector is a conserved current
VPt = 0. (305)
Proof: Choose Riemannian normal coordinates z*, so that
V., = 9, (306)

at one point and denote objects with respect to a spin frame by Latin indices,
as usual:

0s = €Mg0,
Vo = eV, (307)
= PP (FRAAY) (299)

The original expression is, due to the cyclic property of the Clifford inner product, symmetric
in p,v. It follows that

1
= FUF 4 gt (FF)

1
= FH FYY — Zg’“’Fw\F'M. (300)

30Such integrals restricted to hypersurfaces will appear automatically in SQM theory when
gauge fixing is applied, see §2.3.1 (p.107), especially eq. (448), p. 114.
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Applying Maxwell’s equation at that (fixed but arbitrary) point one finds,
using the representation (297),

(d+d")F[0)=0

429, F[0) =0

39458, F10) = 0

(0/F32 40, F |0) = 0

(0| FT4%4% (9. F)[0) + (0] (9,F)" 4244 F[0) = 0

|
(aa(< 5% 45 F >) >v010

Vo ((FIAeatE)) =0, (308)

A

i

(Where (-), denotes the scalar part multiplying the volume form, i.e. (cvol)y, =

c.)

Since the chosen point was arbitrary and the result is manifestly covariant
it follows by (297) that V,F** =0. O

Note that the validity of the above proof does not depend on any property
of F. Tt is easily generalized to supercharges D more general than D = d + df,
e.g. to supercharges with a Witten-superpotential. This is the content of §2.2.4

(p.78).

2.73 (Generalized electromagnetism) There is a straightforward gener-
alization of ordinary electromagnetism, which describes point charges and the
associated 1-form vector potential, to general p-form electromagnetism with
brane-like charges. Furthermore, all p-form electromagnetism theories are neatly
united in a single theory of inhomogeneous-form potentials governed by the
Dirac operator on the exterior bundle. This generalized electromagnetism is
very interesting in its own right (with intimate relations to string theory and
supergravities) but here it serves, as ordinary electromagnetism already did
above, to further illustrate the structure of constrained supersymmetric quan-
tum mechanics, which shares very similar formal structures with it.

2.74 (General p-form electromagnetism) Let (M, g) be a (pseudo-)Riemannian
manifold of dimension D. In ordinary electromagnetism the electromagnetic

field strength F(?) and current J() are represented by homogeneous forms of
degree 2 and 1, respectively:

F& = FQda" A da”
JW = JWdzh (309)
satisfying Maxwell’s equations:
dF® = o
dfr® = Jgm, (310)

which may, due to (309), equivalently be rewritten as a single equation

(d+d") F® = Jo. (311)
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General p-form electromagnetism is obtained from the ordinary theory when
lifting the restriction (309) by allowing general inhomogeneous fields and cur-
rents:

F = FO 4 FWdet + FDdatdz” + - - + FPvol
J = JO+gWdzt + JDdatda” -+ JP)vol (312)

satisfying the generalized Maxwell equations

dF = 0
d'Fr = J. (313)

From the second line it follows that the current J is divergence free,
d'J=0,

and hence, due to the Poincaré lemma (see 2.45 (p.51), now in its “dual” form)
J is locally coexact:

J = d'K. (314)

(This is of course compoletely analogous to ordinary electromagnetism.) Be-
cause of the properties of d and d' one finds that (311) must hold in each sector
separately:

(d+d)F® = Je=b  p>o0. (315)
The 0-form sector gives no non-trivial equations, since
drF® = o (316)

says that F(®) must be a constant. Also, (315) yields no condition on J(P).
Hence it is sensible to drop the components F(®) and J(P):

F = Flgl)da:“ + Flg,%)dx“dx” + -4 FPlyol
J o= JO 1 Wdat + JQdatda” -+ T da dat - detrr

(317)

2.75 (Solving generalized EM by means of the exterior Dirac equation)
The generalized Maxwell equations are solved by a generalized vector potential

_ 70 1
A=AO 4+ ADdzh + -
satisfying the inhomogeneous exterior Dirac equation
(d+dH4A = K (318)

(where K is given by (314)).
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This is easily demonstrated:

dFF = dd4
= 0
diF = dfdA
=" df (K —d'4)
= d'K
= J. (319)

2.76 (Physical interpretation of p-form electromagnetism) Supergrav-
ities arise in the context of string theory as admissible target spaces of super-p-
branes (cf. [252] and reference therein). To every p-brane (assume p < D — 3)
there is always also a dual p’-brane. The p-brane couples to a (p + 1)-form
A@P+D the generalized ‘vector’ potential, via

L®  .— q / Al+D) , (320)
Vp+1)
where V(P*1) is the (p + 1)-dimensional worldvolume of the p-brane. Let
F+2) . qale+1)
be the associated field strength. In the absence of p-brane sources F' is coclosed
d'F =0
and hence locally coexact
Fe+2) — gt 4/ (e+3) (321)

As usual, this can be dualized to yield (see (1228), p.308 for the use of 7,
instead of *):

L FPH) = (21)Pdy, AP (322)
and hence
AD-+3) . (_1)D,—Y+A/(P+3) (323)

is the dual vector potential. It has to couple to the (D — (p + 3))-dimensional
worldvolume V(P~=@+3)) of (D — (p 4 4))-branes via

L(D=(p+4)) . q / ADP=(p+3)) (324)
V(D —(p+3))

In summary, Hodge duality in higher electromagnetism relates p-branes to (D —
(p+4)) branes.

Example 2.77
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1. Ordinary electromagnetism: In the ordinary case one has a (p = 0)-brane
source in D = 4: the electric monopole. As is well known, under elec-
tric/magnetic duality this is associated to the magnetic monopole. This is
consistent with the above formula which demands a dual brane of degree
D—(p+4)=4—-4=0, ie. another point source.

2. 11D supergravity: 11 dimensional supergravity arises as the target space of
the super-(p = 2)-brane, which couples to the 3-form field A (¢f. definition
5.8 (p.267)). By remark 2.76 (p.75) there is also a (D—(p+4) = 11-6 = 5)-
brane in the theory.

3. In general, one finds the following dyadic, i.e. self-dual, p-branes, which

satisfy
p = D-(p+49)
&p = (D—4)/2, peven:
spacetime dimension  degree of dyadic brane

4 0
6 1
8 2
10 3

2.78 (Relation of p-form electromagnetism to SQM) Generalized p-form
electromagnetism (definition 2.74 (p.73)) without sources (but possibly with in-
homogeneous media, cf. [208]) is formally equivalent to (N = 2)-SQM (cf.
§2.1.3 (p.43)): The constraint algebra contains the even-graded Hamiltonian
constraint

H=dd' +d'd,
and the two odd-graded supercharges
D, = d+df
D, = i(d-d)

satisfying the defining (N = 2) algebra relation
(D;,D;} = 25,H. (325)
The grading is induced by the Witten operator:
L= (=N
[t,H =0
{t,D;} =0. (326)

The generalized Maxwell equations (313) are easily seen to be equivalent to the
condition that the inhomogeneous field strength F' be (N = 2)-supersymmetric
under the above algebra:

D,F = 0, i,jc{1,2}. (327)

The usual technique for solving Maxwell’s equations in terms of a potential A
such that dA = F can be regarded as a special case of the general situation
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in SQM, as detailed in §2.2.7 (p.90), 2.91 (p.92): According to 2.75 (p.74)
the potential A may be chosen to be formally (N = 1) supersymmetric, i.e.
satisfying the single constraint
DA = (d+dh)4
= 0 (328)

(in the sourceless case). It proofs useful to think of this as
dA = -d'4. (329)

By the general strategy (2.90 (p.92) and 2.91 (p.92)) an (N = 2)-supersymmetric
field is obtained from A by acting on it with the remaining supercharge Ds. But
this is tantamount to the usual construction:

;DQA = %(d—dT)A
(829) % (d+d)
= dA
= F. (330)
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2.2.4 Conservation laws.

Outline. As shown in §2.2.3 (p.70) (source-free) electromagnetism is formally
governed by an (N = 2)-SQM algebra. It is thus no surprise that conservation
laws in (N = 2)-SQM turn out to be generalizations of the respective laws in
electromagnetism. This is shown below.

(In the Lagrangian approach to supersymmetric quantization such conser-
vation laws are not as transparent, cf. [201]).

Theorem 2.79 (Conserved currents) Let D be a generalized Dirac opera-
tor (232) of the form R
D=4"V,+A

(where, by definition, AT = A) and let |¢) be an element in its kernel,
Ds) = 0.

Then: All quantities of the form

Jrtevol = (9133, A ) (331)

loc

are conserved, i.e.
VyJtrre =0, (332)
if the ter, A satisfies
AR A = (S8 A A, (333)

Proof: The proof is a simple generalization of (304) (see there). All that remains
to be shown is that the term involving A drops out:

(ohl--4Do) = 0

loc

= (01323 A% u0) (ol A e) = 0

loc
o —(Balit 4 o)+ (dlAdl A e) = o,

which it does by assumption (333). The difference of the last two equations
yields:

(0u0ldealy -3 o)+ (ohal -k o) = 0.

loc

Following now the exact same steps as in the proof of (304) gives the desired
result. O

Corollary 2.80 (Energy momentum and probability density) By (301)
the conserved energy-momentum current in electromagnetism is

Prvol = <¢|ﬁgmg°+¢>loc. (334)
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According to the above theorem this will be a conserved current for a generalized
Dirac operator D =4,*V,, + A and D |¢) = 0 if

{A,@gi} —0.
And since
= (o),

is the non-negative O-component of a conserved current, it can consistently be
interpreted as a probability density.

Example 2.81 (Conserved current in the Witten model) It follows that
in the Witten model (251) with Dirac operator

D = @giﬁu + &gi (aMW)

the current P* is conserved if
oW =0,

i.e. if the potential is time-independent in the observer’s frame. This is exactly
what one would expect on physical grounds.

Literature. Very recently, a comparable result has been (independently) re-
ported in a different but closely related context: [203] analyses inner products
conserved under the time evolution induced by a Klein-Gordon type equation.
This is done by rewriting the Klein-Gordon equation as a system of first or-
der differential equations (but without reference to the Dirac equation) and by
introducing inner products (-|-) . derived from the ordinary L? inner product by

(b = Gl s

for some invertible linear operator 5 (this construction is also used in §2.3
(p.106), see 2.111 (p.117))). An essentially unique 7 is found such that (-[-), is
positive semi-definite and conserved in time if the potential term entering the
respective Klein-Gordon equation is time independent.

As an application, [203] considers the Wheeler-DeWitt equation of an FRW
cosmology minisuperspace model with a real massive scalar field, which is of
course of Klein-Gordon type. Since the potential term in this equations does
depend on the time parameter in minisuperspace (namely the scale factor of
the universe), the respective scalar product is found not to be conserved with
respect to evolution along this time parameter. This parallels the findings in
5.4 (p.259) and 5.5 (p.260) for the Kantowski-Sachs model (also see figures
4 (p.262), 6 (p.264), and 7 (p.265)). The conserved scalar product found in
[203] depends on an explicit splitting of spacetime into space and time. It is
a global quantity which involves integration over all of space and no local cur-
rents are being associated with it. On the other hand, the method of theorem
2.79 (p.78), using the Dirac square root of Klein-Gordon-type operators, has
the advantage that it yields conserved quantities that are covariant and local.
Conserved, gauge-fixed scalar products can be obtained from these currents by
taking their suitably gauge fixed expectation value, which, usually, amounts to
integrating them over all spatial variables (¢f. §2.3 (p.106), and §2.3.1 (p.107),



2 COVARIANT SUPERSYMMETRIC QUANTUM MECHANICS 80

§2.3.5 (p.140) in particular). This stronger result is probably exactly due to
the fact that being a solution of the Dirac equation is a stronger condition on
a state than being a solution to only its square, the associated Klein-Gordon
equation.

Finally we note that there may be more than one conserved current:

It is known that in an N-extended superalgebra there are N conserved
(super-) currents. According to §2.2.7 (p.90) further supersymmetries are asso-
ciated with covariantly constant Killing-Yano tensors

f;w = f(,uu)
Viefuww = 0 (335)

which give rise to Dirac operators of the form
D; = f'4" V. (336)
Each of these Dirac operators gives rise to a further conserved current:

Theorem 2.82 (Hidden conserved supercurrents) Let f and Dy be as
above and Dy |¢) = 0, then conserved currents arise as

TEvol = (@] FEACAE A D)0
V=0, (337)

Poof: The proof is completely analogous to that of theorem 2.79 (p.78), making
use of the fact that f is covariantly constant.
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2.2.5 Checkerboard models

Outline. In this section the general local character of the dynamics of rela-
tivistic supersymmetric quantum mechanics is investigated. Due to the close
relationship to the ordinary relativistic Dirac-particle, Feynman’s checkerboard
model plays a prominent role. This model is generalized to supersymmetric
quantum mechanics with non-vanishing superpotential and some interesting ef-
fects are pointed out. The propagation of a supersymmetric relativistic particle
in the presence of a constant potential is simulated numerically and graphical
representations of the probability density and the probability current are given,
which show in detail some of the discussed features. This is of relevance for
the interpretation and understanding of the probability densities and currents
obtained from supersymmetric cosmological models in §5 (p.255). Indeed, the
probability currents calculated there (see figures 4 (p.262), 6 (p.264), 7 (p.265),
and 10 (p.283)) show properties discussed below.

Introduction. It is known that the propagator for the Dirac electron can
be obtained from a kind of path integral over zig-zag paths, that are lightlike
everywhere and stochastically reverse direction with a probability proportional
to the particle’s mass. This idea is know as the checkerboard model.

In the following it is shown how the checkerboard model generalizes to su-
persymmetric quantum mechanics. This is done by first rederiving the 141 di-
mensional checkerboard model from the knowledge of the Dirac operator, while
making use of algebraic spinor representations. Generalizations that replace
the ordinary Dirac operator by any SQM-generator, i.e. any generalized Dirac
operator (cf. 2.48 (p.5b), eq. (232)), will then be seen to be straightforward.

Literature. The checkerboard model originates with Feynman and Hibbs [97]
who considered the 1 + 1 dimensional case. The underlying stochastic process,
basically the difference of two Poisson processes, has been discussed in more
detail in [142][105][147]. As shown by Gersch [106], it turns out to be formally
equivalent to an Ising model. One can also consider paths that reverse in time,
as has been done in [212] [209][210] (¢f. example 2.86 (p.84)).

Generalizations to 1 + 3-dimensions have been discussed by Ord and McK-
eon [213][192]. With regard of the fact that the Dirac equation and Maxwell’s
equations are closely related, it should not be surprising that one can also con-
struct checkerboard models for the electromagnetic field, see [211]. A formal
generalization of Feynman’s path-sum to 1+ 3-dimensions is also given in [243],
but it remains unclear if this reproduces the proper Dirac propagator.

Example 2.83 (Massive Dirac particles in flat 1+ 1 dimensions.) Dirac
spinors in 1 + 1 dimension have 2P/2 = 2! = 2 complex components. They are
most elegantly represented as operator spinors living in minimal left ideals (cf.
[172] [171][268]) of (recall the notation of 2.2 (p.16), especially following eq.
(47), p. 22)

P = (1+42)10) . (338)

A simple inspection shows that this ideal is spanned, for example, by the ele-
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ments

[he) = 5 (1£4241) Py (339)
so that a generic spinor state looks like

) = cq [g) + e [v-) (340)

where c4 are complex coefficients.
The free Dirac equation in D = 1 + 1 Minkowski space is

(3%00 +4L01) |v) = im [¢)
& AlY) = (—324100 +imA%) |y) | (341)

yielding a generator of time evolution

H = —5"4'0, +im3y° . (342)
Observing that
A2AL[ps) = E[es)
P ls) = [vs) (343)

one can read off the infinitesimal time evolution: In each discrete time step
e |¢) is translated at the speed of light in positive 2!-direction,
e |¢p_) is translated at the speed of light in negative x!-direction,

e with amplitude m the left- and right-going components reverse direction
(cx < cx).

This gives Feynman’s prescription [97] for the propagator U in D =1+ 1
by way of a path integral in the checkerboard model:

Uz, 0,0') = J\}gnoc (im) PN (344)
Pn

That is: The amplitude to go from x = (2%, 21) to 2/, starting in state o = £1

and ending in state o’, is the continuum limit of the sum of (im)HPN ) over all
possible lightlike paths of N discrete time steps, where R(Py) is the number of
bends in each such path.

2.84 (Higher dimensions) The direct extension of this simple rule to higher
dimensions is hampered by the fact that there are no simultaneous eigenstates
for translations. In [213][192] this is circumvented by considering plane wave
solutions, i.e. states that only depend on one coordinate, so that one is left again
with essentially the (1 + 1)-dimensional case. However, analysis of the general
structure of the path integral for a system described by a Dirac operator show
that the general features of the 141 dimensional checkerboard model carry over
to arbitrary dimensions. But this requires further investigation and no more
details will be presented here. See item 1 in 6.2 (p.291).
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2.85 (Checkerboard model with superpotential) Now introduce a su-
perpotential as in the Witten model (251):

= 'Ayliau + ’AY:L- (6MW) :
This gives the time propagator
D) = 0

= (423100 —423% (@W) = 244 (W) [w) . (345)

Since the minimal left ideal C1(M)_ P, is not an ideal with respect to the

action of Cl(M), , one now has to include the complementary ideal generated
by

+

P = - (1-53%)10), (346)

thereby obtaining a 4-dimensional basis for the entire exterior algebra in D =
141 (¢f. §B.2 (p.311)):

(1£4%41) Py

(1£4%45) P_. (347)

|[9+)
|p+)

DN = N =

The action of the various operators in the propagator H on this basis is

A4 ey = £y

P24 o) = £[os)

AOA+|¢¢> = Flys)

245 18+) = Flos)

045 [va) =)

424 0|¢i> = |¢s) - (348)

Note that

(3244)* = 1

(123" =1

(243)° = 1.

Hence the spatial part of the superpotential &% . plays the role of an imaginary
unit in the real Dirac-Witten equation (cf. 2.86 (p.84)). Again reading off the
discrete dynamics for a ‘time step’, one finds

e |¢p,) and |¢, ) are translated at the speed of light in negative z!-direction.
e |¢p_) and |¢ ) are translated at the speed of light in positive z!-direction.

e With amplitude (0; W) the left- and right-going components reverse di-
rection (¢4 < cx).
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e With amplitude —(9yW) left- and right-going components reverse direc-
tion and representations are interchanged |¢) < |).

Apart from giving a precise description of how to do the checkerboard path-
integral for this supersymmetric system, this has a nice physical interpretation:
First, a time dependent potential JyWW # 0 induces particle creation and anni-
hilation (non-conserved energy). Then, the larger the spatial potential (0, W),
the higher the probability for the particle to change direction. Since in the
checkerboard model the frequency of direction changes is what slows the parti-
cle down, a high potential decelerates the particle (just as a mass does), which
is as it should be. Also, the probability that the particle moves opposite to the
gradient of the potential, when averaged over a large number of ‘checkerboard
moves’, is higher than that to move with the gradient, since the probability to
return decreases while the particle is heading towards lower potential.

It should be noted that, with the entire equation (345) being real, the
checkerboard path-integral of the Witten model sums over real, not imaginary,
‘amplitudes’, or rather: probability weights.

It is known (e.g. [53], [114]) that the Witten model in the full and empty
form sector is given by Fokker-Planck dynamics, i.e. by true diffusion. In the
above checkerboard model the empty and full sectors are, respectively

0) = [Wg)+ 1) +los) + o)
lvol) = [¢—) —[vs) = [o-) +[¢+) - (349)

Example 2.86 (Constant spatial superpotential in D =1+ 1) For a con-
stant spatial superpotential
W = ma’

the Dirac-Witten operator reads
D,, =428 + 4101 + mAL . (350)
Its square is the ordinary Klein-Gordon operator for a particle of mass m:
(D,,)° =92 — 9% +m?. (351)

Hence D,,, may be identified with the operator of the free relativistic electron in
1+1 flat Minkowski dimensions. (Actually, since D, is an N = 2 Dirac operator
acting on the exterior bundle instead of on the spin bundle, D,, |¢) = 0 is really
a version of the Kéhler equation, c¢f. [29] §8.3.)

Figures 2 (p.86) and 3 (p.88) show the result of a numeric solution of D,, |¢) = 0
with the initial condition

()21 0 . 1 R
(a0 = 0)) = e (*) 5 (1+424%) 2 (1+4%)10)
i.e. the time evolution of an initial purely left going wave packet located at
xt = 0.

The left going Gaussian can be seen to propagate at the speed of light,
albeit eventually diminishing. The diagram displaying the conserved probability
current (figure 2 (p.86), below) shows that this is due to ’particles’ scattering
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off the constant potential (i.e. their mass) and dropping from the left going
into the right going component, which thereby gains a non-vanishing amplitude
(figure 3 (p.88), below). But the right going component scatters again with
the result that a second wave packet appears in the left going component, also
propagating at the speed of light but being somewhat behind the original one.
While the solution is only plotted up to z° =~ 4, one can already clearly see
how the checkerboard path integral prescription translates into the propagation
of a wave packet of finite size and how a mean subluminal velocity arises from
‘waves’ of lightspeed wavepackets chasing each other.

Particles and anti-particles Ord has argued ([212]) that the imaginary unit
in the ordinary Dirac equation

YO |¢) = im |¢)

is ‘really’ due to the physical requirement to subtract contributions by antipar-
ticles, i.e. by paths going backwards in time, from amplitudes of paths going
forward in time and he gives summing prescriptions that directly implement this
idea and reproduce the correct propagator. It turns out that, with the above
real Dirac-Kahler equation, such a negative weight of time-reversed paths is
explicit in the equation itself:

The totally covariant constraint

(7280 + 4101 +mAL) [4) = 0

singles out no direction in space-time. It can be written in the form of an
29-propagation

A |o) = (324181 — mi%4L) o) | (352)

as in (345), but it can just as well be equivalently reordered to yield x!-
propagation:

o 10) = (72418 —mALaL) ) - (353)

While (?7?) describes paths that move forward in time while wiggling in space,
(?7) describes paths that move forward in space while wiggling in time. That
is, (??) explicitly describes paths that also move backwards in time. Since it is
a real equation, it should, according to Ord, assign an explicit factor of —1 to
such ‘anti-paths’. And indeed, it does: While @9&1_80 propagates ¢4 and 4
forward and ¢_ and t_ backward in time, the term m’yl’yl+ switches the time
direction of paths and inserts a sign:

ALAL ) = =Yg
ALAL o) = —log) . (354)

This immediately gives the summing prescription proposed by Ord.
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e‘(”l)Q% (1+ fAy(lfAyl_) s(1+ &0_) |0) The ‘spatial’ coordinate z! varies along the
horizontal axis, while z° varies along the vertical axis. For more details see
example 2.86 (p.84) and also figure 3 (p.88).

Note that the zitterbewegung-type of the dynamics can be very clearly seen:
The particle starts out in a “left-moving” state and propagates at unit speed
(“speed of light”) to the left. But eventually it scatters at the constant potential
(which acts similarly as a mass term) and drops from the left moving into the
right moving component. Hence the right moving component gradually builds
up while the left moving one diminishes. But the particle keeps scattering at
the potential, so that the whole process reverses and the left moving amplitude
builds up again. Hence, while locally moving at constant maximal speed (“light-
like”), due to random changes of direction the effective speed of the particle
is the mean of its zig-zag path, which is slower that unity in proportion to the
effective “mass” of the particle.

A similar type of dynamics is found in the supersymmetric cosmological
models discussed in §5 (p.255), where the dynamics in configuration space is
governed by exactly the type of Dirac-Witten operator that is considered here.
Compare figures 6 (p.264) and 10 (p.283).
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Figure 3
-6 0 6
L 14
r 12
s 50
-6 0 6
-6 0 6
L 14
r 12
C 1 1 - 0
-6 0 6

Left and right going amplitude in flat D = 1 + 1 with superpo-
tential W = z!. Displayed is the amplitude of the left going component
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(below). See 2.85 (p.83) and figure 2 (p.86) for details.
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2.2.6 Complex structures

Several authors have investigated the physical interpretation of the requirement
in quantum mechanics to work over the complex number field instead of over
the field of real numbers (e.g. [117][13],[150]). At first sight, this may perhaps
seem a question of little real scientific value. However, in the context of quantum
cosmology, where the probabilistic content of the state vector is not as clear as in
ordinary quantum mechanics, this question gains a more concrete importance.

The Hamiltonian (the generalized Laplace operator) and its square root, the
exterior Dirac operator, both are real operators and in covariant theories they
appear in real equations

Aly) = 0
D) = 0.

The fact that it is therefore not at all obvious why a quantum theory of cosmol-
ogy should need to involve complex numbers is stressed in [13] and [150].
But remarkably, in supersymmetric quantum mechanics no need for the
imaginary unit arises, because the ordinary momentum operator
Pp = _ialu
puT = Du (355)

is replaced by the Dirac operator
D = 3%9,
D' = D (356)

(where a trivial Minkowski setup is here assumed for convenience), which re-
mains selfadjoint due to 4_ being anti-selfadjoint. In fact, from the discussion in
§2.2.5 (p.81) it can be seen that the Clifford structure available in SQM is respon-
sible for the appearance of complex structures that are ordinarily implemented
by means of the scalar imaginary unit. Compare the ordinary 1+ 1-dimensional
free massive Dirac electron equation

Oo [1) = (—A24100 +imAL) |¢)
with its super-Kéhler version (see example 2.86 (p.84))
Do [) = (=3 4L0y +mA%AL) [)
and note that
(3241)% = -1. (357)

Hence a complex structure J on the quantum Hilbert space is in the latter case
realized by the operator

J=4%4L. (358)

In a similar way, all the cosmological quantum models discussed in §5 (p.255)
are governed by real quantum constraints that nevertheless induce the usual
wave-like behavior on their solutions.
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2.2.7 Symmetries

Introduction Inorder to understand and find solutions to the equation D |¢) =
0, it is advantageous to have a good understanding of the symmetries of the gen-
eralized Dirac operator D, i.e. of all those operators ¥ that commute with D:

[2,D] =0.

Symmetries allow to apply algebraic methods when solving differential equa-
tions. In the ideal case a complete set of commuting operators can be found
and used to exhaustively label all solutions. Generalized raising and lowering
operators may be used to construct one physical state from another, thus ‘walk-
ing’ through the entire space of solutions. This process is standard in quantum
mechanics, prominent examples being the harmonic oscillator and the hydrogen
atom. However, this method was not applied to supersymmetric quantum cos-
mology until 1995, when in [70] [69] (see also [68] [25]) Csordds and Graham for
the first time found nontrivial fermion states in supersymmetric quantum cos-
mology by using the nilpotent supercharges as generalized raising and lowering
operators (see [197] for a historical review). Paraphrasing their original result
in the formal language used here (also see [25]), it amounts to the following;:

Let H be the supersymmetrically extended Wheeler-DeWitt Hamiltonian
and q, q' the two associated nilpotent supercharges (in practice obtained via
the Witten model by q :=e~"de", ¢f. definition 2.2.2 (p.61)):

2

qQ =0

q’ = 0

D, = q+q'

D, = i(q—q')
{D,‘,Dj} = 25in i,jE{l,Q}

(cf. definition 2.32 (p.44), observation 2.36 (p.46) and §2.2.1 (p.55)). Because
of the obvious relation

Ker (H) D Ker(D;)
D,Ker(H) < Ker(D,) (359)

one can find elements in the kernel of the ‘diagonal’ supercharges D; (c¢f. defi-
nition 2.37 (p.46)) by the following algorithm (valid for any N-extended super-
algebra (cf. definition 2.32 (p.44)), in particular for N = 2, as in the present
case):

1. Choose any element |¢) € Ker (H).
2. For all supercharges D;, i€ {1,..., N} repeat:
o If D; |¢) # 0 then replace:

|¢) — D; o) .
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The resulting state |¢) is annihilated by all supercharges:

Di2|¢) = 0
=
qlg) =
q'l¢) = 0. (360)

This is essentially the method that has been applied in [70] to find solutions in
intermediate fermion-number sectors of supersymmetric Bianchi cosmologies.
(A more detailed discussion of some technical details related to the special na-
ture of the supersymmetry generators in this case (see 4.35 (p.218) and 4.36
(p-219)) is postponed until full supergravity is discussed in §4.3.1 (p.193).)

The following section tries to generalize this construction a little. A key ob-
servation (2.90 (p.92), 2.91 (p.92)) is that solutions to N-extended SQM systems
can effectively be found by solving a single generalized Dirac equation (one of
the ‘diagonal’ supersymmetry constraints) and applying the other supercharges
to the solution if necessary. This is in general easier than solving the system of
equations given by the nilpotent generators.

The first basic observation is that the essence of the formalism of nilpotent
operators (cf. 2.21 (p.39)) can be carried over to the non-nilpotent operator D
when this is restricted to harmonic operators:

2.87 (D-harmonic states and operators) Let Ap = D? be the generalized
Laplace operator associated with the generalized Dirac operator D (cf. 2.48
(p.55)), then:

o Any state |¢) annihilated by Ap
Ap [¢) =0
is called D-harmonic.

e Any operator A commuting with Ap
[Ap,A] =0,
is called a D-harmonic operator.

With respect to D-harmonicity some notions familiar from nilpotent opera-
tors make good sense:

2.88 (D-exact and D-coexact states and operators)

o If|¢) is a D-harmonic state, then D |¢) is called D-exact.

If A'is a D-harmonic operator, then [D, A], is called D-exact.

If D|y) = 0 then |[¢) is called D-closed.
o If[D,A], =0 then A is called a D-closed operator.



2 COVARIANT SUPERSYMMETRIC QUANTUM MECHANICS 92

Pairs of operators (A, {D, A}) with A a D-harmonic operator are also called
supermultiplets of operators (or of ‘constants of motion’) and D-closed but not
D-exact operators are correspondingly termed supersinglets (cf. [108] §3).

By construction of this suggestive analogy it follows that

2.89 FEwvery D-exact state is D-closed and also every D-exact operator is D-
closed.

2.90 (Closing harmonic states in N-extended SQM) Let
{D,,...,Dy,H=D}} (361)

be an N-extended SQM algebra (c¢f. definition 2.32 (p.44)). From any state
|¢), which is annihilated by any one of the generators (361) a state can be
constructed that is annihilated by all generators: Let I = {iy,12,...} be the set

of integers so that
) #F0, el
Dl¢>{ =0, i¢l ~’
then the state
|¢) =D, Dy, -+ |¢) ,
obtained from |¢) by “closing” with respect to the D; is in the kernel of all
generators:

D;|¢y = 0 ie{l,...,N}
H|¢) = 0. (362)
Proof: Let j & I. Then:
D;l¢) = D;DyDy, - |p)
:l:Di1Di2 T Dj |¢>
=0
= 0, (363)
and
Dil |¢l> = Di1 DilDiz T |¢>
= HD, - [9)
~ D,D,D,,-[9)
@), (364)
Analogously for is,i3,---. O

This observation is central for the method of solving supersymmetry con-
straints as presented here:

2.91 (Dirac-operator based strategy to solve SQM constraints) Ob-
servation 2.90 shows that in order to find states invariant under an N-extended
SQM algebra it is sufficient to concentrate on solving one of the diagonal (cf.
definition 2.37 (p.46)) supersymmetry constraints. If, as assumed here, the di-
agonal supercharges are generalized Dirac operators (cf. definition 2.48 (p.55)),
these can always be formally solved (cf. §2.2.8 (p.100)).
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This is the method by which solutions to the supersymmetry constraints of
the cosmological models in §5 (p.255) are found (see in particular 5.5 (p.260)
and §5.2.2 (p.275)).

The remaining part of this subsection is concerned with how additional sym-
metries arise. It is common practice to make the following distinction between
classes of symmetries:

2.92 (Generic and hidden symmetries) Symmetries which are found in
every setup are called generic, those that only arise in certain special cases are
called hidden.

Example 2.93 Let D = d + df. One always has (c¢f. (27), p. 20 and B.10
(p-300)):

D] = 0
{D27 N} - 0, (365)
soxand N are generic symmetries of Ap = D?. They are however not D-closed.

Closing the N -symmetry yields a further symmetry that has to anticommute
with D:

i[ND] = i(a-a). (366)
This is the second supercharge from 2.37 (p.46).

A systematic analysis along these lines is given in C.1 (p.319) and C.2 (p.320)
in appendix §C (p.319).

An important class of hidden symmetries are associated with Killing vectors
of the underlying manifold:

Theorem 2.94 (Ki}ling Lie derivatives are symmetries of A) FEvery Lie
derivative operator Le¢ (see (1203), p. 302) with respect to a Killing vector &*,
i.e. V(u§) =0, is a symmetry of A

Lea] =0,
Proof: The proof is given in the appendix, point ?? (p.??) of D (p.328).

The generalization from Killing vectors to Killing tensors gives rise to further
“hidden” Dirac operators:

2.95 (Killing vectors and tensors) Any vector field ¢ satisfying
V(Mfl,) =0 (367)

is called a Killing vector and known to generate isometries. The generalization
to higher-rank tensors is:

o Stdickel-Killing tensors are totally symmetric tensors that are weakly co-
variantly constant:

Kﬂluzmur = K(muz..,ur)

VoKumps.p. = 0. (368)
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e Killing-Yano tensors are totally antisymmetric tensors that are weakly
covariantly constant:

fl¢1H2~--Hr = f[N1N2~~~M'r~]
v(l’fm)#z»--#r = 0. (369)

The way symmetry operators are associated with Killing tensors is analogous
to the way in which the ordinary Laplace and Dirac operators are associated
with the metric and the vielbein field:

The metric tensor itself is obviously a generic Stackel-Killing tensor

Vieguw =0.

It is associated to second order differential operators, namely the generalized
Laplace operators, which are of the form (cf. definition 2.48 (p.55))

g0+ -
As a tensor, the metric has a formal square root, the vielbein

€n €y = Guu-

To this is associated a generalized Dirac operator, namely a first order differen-
tial operator which constitutes the formal square root of the generalized Laplace
operator:

D:e”aA(i8#+~~- .

This pattern can be continued when further Stackel-Killing tensors and their
square-root Killing-Yano tensors are present:

2.96 (Hidden symmetries and associated operators) Each second-rank
symmetric Killing tensor
K

Nz

which may be regarded as a dual metric tensor (cf. [225]), gives rise to a further
Laplace-like operator of the form

Ag =K"0,0,+---,
which commutes with the original Laplacian
[A AK]=0.
Accordingly, if there are further Killing-Yano square roots of K:
Ju-Jv =K
then further Dirac-like operators can be constructed
D = fr4°0,+ (370)
that square to the respective Laplacians:

(Dy)? = Ax.
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2.97 (Literature) A very in-depth discussion of hidden symmetries is found
in [218]. N-extended supersymmetric quantum mechanics and its relation to
geometrical symmetries is treated in [133] [193]. The notion of geometric duality
is introduced in [225]. The relation between hidden supersymmetries and Lie-
algebra invariances is discussed in [10]. Applications of geometric symmetry
closely related to the present cosmological problems have been studied in string
theory. In particular, the moduli space of static extremal black holes exhibits
hidden supersymmetry (for special parameter values): [107] [215] [38] [237]. Also
the magnetic monopole field gives rise to interesting hidden symmetries [94],
[222]. The Taub-NUT model has a rich structure of hidden supersymmetries
which has been investigated in [138], [260], [261]. The series of papers [58]
[59] [60] [63] [61] [62] [64] is concerned with the Dirac operator and eigenmode
solutions in Taub-NUT background. [266] discusses a necessary condition that
a Stéckel-Killing tensor admits a Killing-Yano square root. A generalization of
Killing’s equation adapted to fermionic symmetries is given in [108] and applied
to the Taub-NUT metric. With respect to these generalized Killing equations
also see [265]. A powerful method based on exterior calculus with applications
to electromagnetism is presented in [28] [27] [156]. [12] discusses Killing-Yano
symmetries in phase space. The index theorem is generalized to hidden Dirac
operators in [139]. A discussion of hidden symmetries with explicit emphasis
on supersymmetric sigma models can be found in [175]. Remarkable for the
present context is that [253] proposes to apply the technique of finding further
supersymmetries by means of Killing-Yano tensors to supersymmetric quantum
cosmology and in particular to the mini-superspace metrics presented in [110]
[84] [7] [25] [114]. But respective results have apparently not been published.
(5.19 (p.284) will give an example of the application of hidden supersymmetry
to quantum cosmology.)

Theorem 2.98 (Construction of hidden symmetry operators) Let f,,
be a covariantly constant antisymmetric (i.e. Killing-Yano) tensor

Vﬁfw/ =0,

then symmetries of A are given by the following contractions with fermionic
elements:

(A fuelel’] = 0
[A,fabé“ébi = 0
[A, fabéf"éb} -0
[A,fabﬁi?i: = 0. (371)

Closing these symmetries yields hidden supercharges in the form of further Dirac
operators:

1.1 ,
D = - |D,=fu3%4
f 2|: 72fb'Y—'Y—}

= fMAL V. (372)
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Proof: The first line of (371) is one of the Hodge identities known from the
theory of Kahler manifolds (see for instance [101]). The second arises by taking
the adjoint of the first. The third line expresses the fact that the holomorphic
degree of a form is respected by the exterior Laplace operator on a Kéhler
manifold (e.g. [52]). The last line follows by linear combinations of the above
identities. Finally the form of Dy follows because f,, is covariantly constant.

Note 2.99 (Complex structures and extended supersymmetry) Under
certain conditions, Dirac operators constructed from Killing-Yano tensors f(*)
as in remark 2.96 (p.94) give rise to N-extended supersymmetry, i.e. to the
algebra (cf. 2.32 (p.44))
{D(i),D(j)} = 9259H
= 269 (—g"0,0,+--+), 4,je{l,....,N}. (373)
Consider N operators of the form (372):
DW= fOr 3209, 4 ...
Their anticommutator has the form
{Du), D(j)} —  fn_plv, {@gﬁg} 0,0y + -
- _Qf(i)ﬂﬁf(j)VAgKAaMay 4.
- Qf(i)unf(j)waﬂau 4.
) L\ BV
= 2 (f(%) .f(])) 00y + -+
, N\ MY
- 92 (f(l) . f(J)) 000y + -+
. . . A\ BV

= (f(%) O @) f(])) OOy + -+ - (374)

A necessary condition for (374) to give rise to (373) is that
f(i) . f(j) + f(i) . f(j) = -2, (375)

which says that the Killing-Yano tensors f(?) must be (almost) complex struc-
tures®! satisfying a Clifford algebra (see B.1 (p.297)). If, furthermore, the f(*)
are covariantly constant

v =o,

then (according to [133], §5.1) they commute with the holonomy group of the
connection of V, and this implies that they form an associative division algebra.
This in turn means that, except in degenerate cases where the metric is trivial,
there can be at most 7 covariantly constant complex structures on a manifold,
since this is the number of square roots of —1 that corresponds to the division
algebra of the octonions, which is the largest division algebra possible (cf. [215],
[107] and see 4.3.4 (p.250)).

31 An almost complex structure I*, is a second grade tensor which squares to minus the
identity, i.e. I#, 1"y = —6). (See for instance [52].)
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Example 2.100 ((Hidden) symmetries of a D =1+ 1 model) Consider
the coordinate chart

-1 0
9= (g;w) = 0 62(C(O)ZO+20(1)$1)
2t € (—o0,00) (376)
with real non-vanishing constants ¢(*).

1. Vielbein: The natural choice for the vielbein and inverse vielbein is

a 1 O
e=(e") = 0 ec@a+cMal
1 0
e = (é/La) = |: 0 efc(o)mofc(l)zl :| . (377)

2. Connection: One finds the coefficients of the Levi-Civita connection w, =
(w#“b) to be
0
0

(1)1, (2),.2
c x4\
wzz(wzab) = c(1>x9+c(2>t2 ae
ae e 0

w = (w1%) = [ 8

1 . (378)

3. Dirac operators: The Dirac operator on the exterior (D) and on the spin
bundle (D) are (cf. §B.2 (p.311)):

D = 4%é,V,
1,40 0.1
= 4000 + e S g 4470 (el — etet )

D) = 3%,V

(0)40_ (1)1

1
= A9y fe T ’3/1_81+§c(0)’70_. (379)

4. Killing vectors: The Killing equation

Viéy = 0

for Killing vectors £ yields the conditions

doéo = 0
0oé1 = 20(0)51 — 0:&
& = 0(1)51 + 0(0)620(0)750'*‘20(1):8150 .

The first two equations imply
o(a’at) = &(z')

& (2% 2") = eQC(U)+71

5o o (380)
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Inserting this into the third equation yields

920 — D gy -2 (C(o))2 e2c(o)z0+20(1)1160 — 9e()(2)g2e2° _ 0,
which has nontrivial solutions only for ¢() = 0. Therefore one finds no
Killing vectors.

5. Killing-Yano tensors: In 2 dimensions the general antisymmetric second
rank tensor is

f=Uw) = 0@ a")eu.
The Killing-Yano equation

Vefuw =0
leads to the condition

¢ = V¢

e = Mg,

This means that there is, up to a factor, exactly one second-rank Killing-
Yano tensor (i.e. a Killing-Yano tensor of valence 2):

for = 60(0)I0+c(1)$16uu
0 -1

(fta) = O (381)

which can be checked to be covariantly constant:
Vn.f;w = 0. (382)

Since it squares to the metric tensor,
KA _
" - )

Jusg™ faw G (383)

it indicates a complex structure of g and gives rise to a hidden Dirac
operator (hidden supercharge), which turns (379) into a N = 4 extended
superalgebra.

6. Hidden supercharge. According to the general formula (372) the hidden
Dirac operator associated with the Killing-Yano tensor (381) reads

D; = A" fF,V,

(0),.0_ (1) 1

0 1
30 g=ea=cMal g 51 g0 1 40 (O (éT Ry éo)

DY = 4,V
1
_ _’?96_0(0)'%0_0(1)38162 . ’3/1780 N 50(0),3/17 ) (384)
It can be checked that
{D,Df} = 0
{D.,D} = {Dy,Dy}
oo} - o

{D<S>,D<S>} _ {D;S),DSF)}, (385)



2 COVARIANT SUPERSYMMETRIC QUANTUM MECHANICS 99

A systematic account of the Dirac operators that can be constructed by the
methods discussed in this section, as well as a brief discussion of symmetries as
related to the Witten model, is given in appendix C (p.319).
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2.2.8 Solutions

Introduction. This section considers some methods for finding solutions to
the equations of covariant SQM. The focus is on formal and numerical solutions
to the constraints for specified data on an initial spatial hypersurface. This
is needed for the investigation of the models considered in §5 (p.255) (see in
particular 5.5 (p.260) and §5.2.2 (p.275)). We also briefly mention the possibility
to consider statistical solutions.

First, for completeness and to introduce our notation, we recall the very well
known formal solution of Schrédinger’s equation:

2.101 (Parameter evolution) Let A()) be a linear operators on some space
of states and let [#(\)) be be such a state, where A is a real parameter. Assume
that A generates evolution of these states with respect to A, i.e. that

nlp(N) = AN o) . (336)

Of course, for A = tand A = H /ih a Hamiltonian operator this is the Schroédinger
equation. Introduction of the constraint operator C' defined by

C = 0h—A (387)

allows to trivially rewrite (386) in the form of a constraint:

Cle) = 0. (388)

Quite independent of the precise nature of A, this equation is formally solved
by constructing the propagator U(), ), which satisfies

U(Ao,Xo) = 1
CUM\ X)) = 0. (389)

Hence, given any initial state at A = A

(@lp(Xo)) = dolz), (390)
equation (386) and (388) are solved by
6(N) = T\ o) [do) - (391)

As is well known, the propagator U can be formally given either by the “parameter-
ordered” exponential

A
UMNX) = T|exp / AN aX' |, (392)

Ao

(where 7 indicates parameter ordering with respect to A) or, equivalently, by

O(\Xo) = lim <1+A/\A(>\n_1)) (1+A>\fl(/\n_2)> (1+A/\A()\o)> ,
(393)
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where
AN = (A=Xg)/n
Am = Ao +FmAN. (394)

Of course, for a M-independent generator A(\) = A(\) = A this simplifies to

LmA,A@::exp((A-Aoyi)::1nn (1+»i(A——AOL4>n. (395)

n—oo
Now apply this formalism to covariant constraints given by a Dirac operator:

2.102 (Generator associated with a Dirac operator constraint) Con-
sider a generalized Dirac operator (c¢f. 2.48 (p.55))

D =4"9,+B, (396)
and the constraint given by

Dl¢) = 0. (397)

Now identify any one of the z* with the parameter A, say A = 2°. Since the

2
associated Clifford element is invertible, (ﬁg) =1, we have

D¢) =0
& 4°Dlg) =0
= (ao ) MSB) 16) =0, (398)

(where the index ¢ runs over non-zero values, as usual). This has the form of
the constraint (388):

C = 4D (399)
and one identifies the x°-generator as
A@®) = 4240, —4° B(2") . (400)

Hence, any constraint (397) induced by a generalized Dirac operator is formally
solved by equation (391).

One might wonder how an ‘evolution’ equation like (391) conceptually fits
into a completely covariant theory, like that which is described by the constraint
D |¢) = 0. This is discussed in detail in [232], [231] and references therein (see
also [189]):

2.103 (Group averaging) One may regard (392) as a special case of a
method known as group averaging: From the initial state |¢g), which itself does
not depend on the parameter A, one obtains the parameter-dependent state

[6'(N) = (A= Xo)|¢o) (401)

which is supported only at A = Ag. The state |¢'()\)) is a kinematical state,
i.e. one representing a configuration of the model whose evolution is described
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by A. But, because in this configuration the model is restricted to be found at
A = Ag, this is generally not a physically realizable configuration, since it does
not satisfy the condition C'|¢) = 0. (For example such a state describes a point
particle localized in a certain instance of time, not being present before or after.)
The operator C, being the constraint, also generates gauge transformations.
C |¢') # 0 says that |¢’) is not gauge invariant. The idea of group averaging
is that one can get a gauge invariant state from |¢') by “smearing” it over its
entire gauge orbit, i.e. by superposing it with all its gauge transformations
exp(—TC') |¢'). This amounts to “averaging” |¢') over the entire gauge group,

to obtain the physical state
¢) = / exp(~7C) |#/) dr. (402)
R

That this state is indeed gauge invariant, i.e. annihilated by 6’7 is shown as
follows:

Clo) = é/exp(—TC’) |¢") dr
R
= /C’exp(—7‘é> |¢") dr
R

0 N
= —/Eexp<—70) |¢') dr
R

n T=00
= - exp(fTC) 16') (403)
The last line indeed vanishes for |¢') which are supported on a compact interval
in A, like the |¢’) we started with. Intuitively this is because the last line is the
sum of two states which are localized at A- infinity, i.e. they vanish at every
finite A. This can be easily made more precise for the case where A does not

T=—00

depend on A, i.e, where [8>\, A] = 0, because then

T 68 exp<_T (8,\ - A)) ¢

B =  exp (TA) exp(—70y) |¢")

T=

exp(—TC’> ")

T=—00

T=00
p—

=—00

L exp(rA) exp(—0x) 500 = Ao) I6o)|
= ep(rA) s - Mo+ )loo)|_ (404)
and
lim (A +7)=0. (405)

Therefore [ exp(fTCA') |¢') dr is a physical state: It is indeed equal to |¢) in
R

eq. (391) as can be shown as follows (still for the case of A-independent A):

/exp(—TC') |¢) dr = /exp(7/1> exp(—7I\) 6(A — Xo) |do) dT

R R
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= /exp(TA) (A=A —7)|po) dr

R
= ep((A=20)4) o)
o). (406)

2.104 (Numerical propagation) The form (393) of the propagator can be
used to numerically propagate states by choosing a finite value for the interval
number n and setting

6(N) ~ (1 AN A(An,l)) (1 £ AN A(AH)) (1 AN A(/\O)) ESP
(407)

The right hand side will be a good approximation to the exact |¢) for small
enough A and large enough n.

This is essentially the method used in §5 (p.255) to numerically calculate
quantum states of supersymmetric cosmological models. However, there is a
further subtlety, since, according to the discussion in 4.3.3 (p.240), these states
have to satisfy N = 2 independent supersymmetry constraints, not only one.
Namely the supersymmetry generators obtained from supergravity are deformed
exterior and co-exterior derivatives of the form

= e "de
eVdle W, (408)

Uy W

For the present purpose of finding solutions to the constraints

S|¢) =0=51¢)

we can take linear combinations and construct the usual deformed Dirac oper-
ators by setting

U

D, = + 8
D, — z( —S), (409)

W

so that equivalently
D; [¢) =0=D2|¢) .

In such a case, a solution |¢) to the first constraint obtained by the above
method (2.101 (p.100), 2.102 (p.101) and 2.103 (p.101)) will in general not be
a solution to the second constraint. This can be remedied as follows:

2.105 (Solving more than one supersymmetry constraint) Consider the
case of a supersymmetric system constrained by N generators D, ¢ € {1,2,---, N},
satisfying

where a physical state |¢) has to satisfy
D;|¢)=0, Vie{l1,2,---,N}. (411)
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According to 2.91 (p.92), a solution to this set of constraints can be constructed
by starting with a solution |¢1) to any one of these constraints, say Dj:

D [¢1) =0,

and applying to this solution all the other supersymmetry generators to obtain
a solution |¢)

N
lp) = <HD’L> |p1) - (412)
i=2

to the full set of constraints (410).
Assuming that, for a given initial condition

6(0)) = |¢0) (413)

one can find a state )<£> such that

N
o) = (_H D) ), (414)

then, obviously, a solution |¢) to the constraints (411) which satisfies (413) is

9y = (f_v[D> Ul(afO,O)‘é>, (415)

where Uy (2°,0) is the generator (392) associated with Dy (as described in 2.102
(p.101)).

On the other hand, if the exact form of the initial condition is for some
reason not crucial, one can solve for |¢1), apply the other generators to obtain
|¢) and then read off the value of

N
6(0)) = (H Dn) 61(0)) -

See §5 (p.255) for examples of applications of this method.

2.106 (Literature) Another approach to numerical solutions of supersym-
metric quantum mechanics is described in [278].

We now turn to a different method to obtain solutions to the supersymmetry
constraints. One of the unsettled issues of quantum cosmology is that of finding
physically appropriate boundary conditions for the wave function of the universe
(¢f. §4.8 (p.185)). Many authors have investigated this problem and the related
problem of the (cosmological) arrow of time. See for instance [279] [120] [202]
[161] [149] [153] [152] [19] [18] [20]. In particular, it is not clear which initial
states |@g) should be chosen for the very early universe. An alternative to
specifying such conditions explicitly is to instead regard an entire ensemble of
states satisfying various boundary conditions.



2 COVARIANT SUPERSYMMETRIC QUANTUM MECHANICS 105

2.107 (Canonical ensemble for covariant systems.) In ordinary statis-

tical physics the notion of time evolution plays a central role as the prerequisite
for thermalization. Therefore it might be unclear how exactly statistical physics
for completely covariant systems should be formulated, since these do in general
not admit the identification of a well defined time evolution.
One method recently proposed to resolve this problem is that presented in [202].
Here translational symmetry operators ]5“ of a completely covariant system are
considered, and the density operator p and partition function Z of a canonical
ensemble of gauge covariant systems are defined by

p = Z_lexp<—5“f3u)
= Trpn 9], (416)

where §# are thermodynamical parameters, and Trpp [-] is the gauge fixed trace
over physical states.

For instance, in flat spacetime the PM are simply the conserved spacetime mo-
menta, i.e. energy and the spatial momenta. When one switches to the restframe
of the system, say a relativistic gas, the only non-vanishing contribution comes
from Py = H , the energy operator, and one recovers the ordinary canonical
ensemble. (See [202] for more details.)

2.108 (Canonical ensemble in supersymmetric cosmology) With the
results of §2.3.5 (p.140) it is straightforward to adapt the construction 2.107
(p-105) to covariant systems governed by supersymmetry generators in the form
of generalized Dirac operators acting as constraints. With the gauge fixed trace
over physical states as in §2.3.5 (p.140), all we need to identify are the trans-
lational symmetry operators ]5“. It is clear that these must be identified with
operators L, (see B.11 (p.301) equation (1203), p. 302) that implement the Lie
derivative on A(M) with respect to Killing vectors &; of M.

Hence for a supersymmetric system described by the exterior Dirac operator
D = d + df on configuration space we set

po= Z*lexp<—5iﬁ&). (417)

As discussed in 2.2.7 (p.90) this density operator commutes with D and
hence with any BRST operator Q constructed from D as described in §2.3
(p.106).

This construction in principle makes it possible to discuss statistical en-
sembles in the context of the cosmological models considered in §5 (p.255).
For instance the Killing vectors &; and the associated Lie derivative operators
ﬁ& of the configuration space of the model 5.2 (p.266) (Bianchi I model from
N =1, D = 11 supergravity) have been calculated (this is not reported here)
and could be used to study the density operator (417) of this model. However,
this will not be done here, see instead point 2 (p.291) of 6.2 (p.291).

2.109 (Literature) Another approach to cosmology via statistical ensembles
can be found in [134].
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2.3 Dealing with the constraint: gauge fixing

Outline. The following is concerned with the problem of gauge fixing in a
theory whose single gauge generator D is a Dirac operator, i.e. a first order
odd-graded differential operator. Gauge theories are all about handling quotient
spaces of physical states modulo gauge transformations:

Ker (D) /Im(D) .

The key idea, presented in §2.3.4 (p.134), is to analyse this quotient space by
making use of the special nature of D: Generically, a Dirac operator allow a
decomposition as the sum of two nilpotent graded operators Dy “of Dirac type”
(cf. [109]84.2)

D=D,+D_

that map between two disjoint subspaces:

Dy :AWM), — A(M)HF

and are ‘mirror images’ of each other in the sense that there exists an intertwiner
¢ such that
/Dy =+D_/.

Hence, the study of Ker (D) /Im(D) can be reduced to that of, say,
Ker (D) /Im(D4) = He(Dy) .

But H.(D) is the cohomology of the nilpotent operator D (see 2.23 (p.39))
and thus allows the use of powerful tools of cohomology theory. In particular,
the task of ‘gauge fixing’, that is choosing in each gauge equivalence class [|a)] €
H.(D.) a unique representative element |a) € [|a)], is tantamount to defining
D -harmonic elements by means of a co-operator D° (which implements the
gauge condition):

D, o) =D%|a) =04 {D;,DP}|a) =0

by making use of the Hodge decomposition associated with D (see 2.24 (p.40)
and 2.25 (p.40)).

It will become clear that the operator Dy, at least formally, plays a role
perfectly equivalent to what is known in gauge theory as the BRST operator,
which is a nilpotent graded extension of the gauge generator and ordinarily
operates on an unphysical graded extension of the physical Hilbert space (see
§(2.3.2) for details). From the ordinary gauge theoretic viewpoint one might
object against dubbing D a ‘BRST operator’, as will be done in the follow-
ing for conceptual convenience, but since D, satisfies all the formal relations
demanded of a BRST charge we can nonetheless make use of several results of
BRST cohomology theory, for example in order to define a gauge fixed scalar
product. A detailed discussion of this point is given in §2.3.4 (p.134).

Literature. Incidentally, there are numerous approaches to relate BRST sym-
metry with supersymmetry, see for instance [2]. For another, unrelated proposal
to do gauge fixing in quantum string cosmology see [45]. Detailed literature on
the concrete techniques used here are are given in the respective subsections
below.
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2.3.1 Outline of the main result.

Introduction. This section gives an overview of the gauge fixing process in a
covariant SQM theory as proposed here.

The theory of the SQM system under consideration is formulated in terms
of a pseudo-Riemannian manifold (¢f. 2.2 (p.16))

(M, g)

of dimension D, with signature

coordinates

(with respect to some fixed but arbitrary coordinate chart), as well as a further
parameter, the Lagrange multiplier, which one can view as a further coordinate

M =\,

One may imagine M to be a submanifold of M ® IR, where X is the coordinate
varying on the factor IR. For later convenience we chose the metric on M @ IR
to be the product metric

IMER = [ g 31 } : (418)

In the bosonic version of the theory states (‘wave functions’) are (not nec-
essarily globally integrable) functions

{11 : MR — €} (419)

and physical states |fpnys) are those states annihilated by the Hamiltonian H
which are furthermore independent of the Lagrange multiplier A:

I:I|fphyS> =0
x| fonys) = 0. (420)

H is a generalized pseudo-Laplace operator (cf. definition 2.48 (p.55)) on (419),
i.e. it locally reads ~

H=¢"0,0,+a"0,+V,
where a is any vector field and V a real scalar valued function on M.

Without further qualification, (419) is not a Hilbert space, but the usual
theory of quantum gauge systems could be used to implement a notion of gauge
fizing and to construct a well defined physical theory from the above ingredients
(cf. e.g. [124]).

In supersymmetric quantum mechanics this step is postponed until a super-
symmetric extension of the above setup has been established (¢f. §2.1 (p.15)).
This consists of extending the ordinary states (419) from sections of a line bundle
to sections of the exterior bundle

AM®eIR),
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over M ®@ IR (see §2.1.1 (p.15)), extending H to a generalized pseudo-Laplace
operator H

H-H (421)

on A(M®TR), and replacing the condition (420) for physical states by the
stronger condition

D [¢phys) = 0
I\ [Yphys) = 0, (422)

where D is a generalized Dirac operator (cf. definition 2.48 (p.55)) on A(M),
compatible with H, i.e. an operator satisfying

D?=H. (423)

Together with an involutive operator ¢

L AM) = AM)
2=
{D,;} = 0 (424)
the triple
{H,D,.} (425)

defines the supersymmetric extension of the original theory (419) (420) (¢f. 2.50
(0.56)).

In order to treat a quantum gauge theory by the BRST method, one ordi-
narily (see §2.3.2 (p.115)) extends the space of states to a graded vector space
in order to construct an operator, the BRST charge, that carries the same in-
formation as the constraint H, but, as opposed to the latter, is nilpotent. The
method proposed here (§2.3.4 (p.134)) instead finds a nilpotent equivalent of the
constraint D (422) without further extensions of the space of states. This turns
out to be possible because the supersymmetric theory is already equipped with
a grading induced by the involution ¢ and because of the presence of certain
symmetries which make some degrees of freedom redundant in a suitable sense.
This works as follows:

Of the two constraints (422) first regard the dynamic constraint

D [¢phys) = 0.

Since D is of odd grade with respect to ¢ (424), it can be decomposed into
two terms that each carry one of the eigenspaces of ¢ into the other (c¢f. 2.123
(p.134)):

D — D%(1+L)+D%(1—L)
= SU-0D 40+ (140D (1)

= D,+D_. (426)
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Note that D4 is nilpotent. If a further symmetry were present that related
the + eigenspaces of ¢, then clearly either of Dy, D_ would carry the entire
information of the kernel of D, in a sense to be made precise shortly.

It turns out that generically such a further symmetry is present in form of
a further involution ¢/, which anti-commutes with the original involution ¢ and
commutes or anti-commutes with D (¢f. 2.124 (p.136)):

W) =
{/si} =0
[,D], = 0. (427)

For example, consider the simple case of a free supersymmetric particle in odd
dimensions, where the constraint is the standard Dirac operator on the exterior
bundle (see §2.2.1 (p.55) and (1200)(1202))

D = d+df
= 4"V,. (428)

In odd dimensions, D = 2n + 1, it is natural to choose (see definition B.16
(p-307))

L=t
/o= A, (429)

By theorems B.15 (p.305) and B.17 (p.307) the chirality operators 74 are ver-
sions of the Hodge duality on the exterior bundle. The redundancy associated
with this duality is here seen to allow to find the entire information of the kernel
of d + d' in one of its nilpotent graded components D. (This example and
further cases are discussed in detail in §E (p.330).)

To make this explicit, consider the following derivation (this is the content
of theorem 2.124 (p.136)): Every state can be decomposed into parts of definite
parity with respect to ¢/ =7_:

W) = 3+ + 5 (-7 )
= |Yg) + |Y-u)

Since _ commutes with D = d + df (in odd dimensions) both, |¢4,), and
|—,/) have to separately satisfy the dynamic constraint

D|w:|:L'> :07

which is equivalent to |¢)+,/) being in the kernel of both Dy and D_:

DL (14 1) ) =0 =D (1 =) g

But this is really only one condition, since

DL (1+0)lsw) = +Dg (1400 )

iL’D% (1= 0) [t - (430)
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This says that on eigenspaces of definite /-parity one has the equivalences

D[ys) = 0
& Dylr) = 0
< D_ |¢iu> = 0. (431)

Hence on these eigenspaces one can replace the constraint D |[¢)) = 0 by, say,
the nilpotent constraint D [¢) = 0.

This is the key to constructing a BRST charge from the graded nilpotent
component Dy (or D_) of D. It can be shown that one can identify auxiliary
gradings on the space of states that allow to express Dy in the form known
from BRST theory:

D, :=Cp,

where C is the nilpotent creator of a so-called ghost degree of freedom. Construc-
tions of such ghost algebras within the superalgebra of A(M ® IR) are presented
in §E (p.330) for various cases.

All that remains to be done to acquire a full-fledged BRST operator is to
incorporate the constraint concerning the Lagrange multiplier:

oo 1Y) =0.

This can be achieved as usual by adding a suitable term to D to finally give the
total BRST operator of our supersymmetric constrained quantum mechanics:

Q = D, + 758(,\)
= Cp+ 'Pa()\) . (432)
Here P is a nilpotent creator of so-called anti-ghost degrees of freedom, which
can, in the present setup, be constructed in terms of the Clifford elements ’y(’\)
(or, equivalently, the differential forms), associated with the Lagrange multiplier

A, and which (as is shown in §E (p.330)) satisfies (anti-)commutation relations
so as to keep the total BRST charge nilpotent:

Q> = 0. (433)
Relation (430) translates into ghost language as

(Cp+Po) W) = £(Cp+Poyn)) ' [tsr)
= +/ (Pp+Con) [v+r) (434)

where P and C are the annihilators associated with C, P, respectively. This
shows explicitly how the two constraints (422) are subsumed into one:

(Cp +Poy) [9=) =0
< P |wib'> = Oa 6()\) |¢iu> =0. (435)

In summary, this means that within the superalgebra (425) an operator can
be identified that perfectly well serves the purpose of a BRST operator when
applied to subspaces of definite ' parity. Definition 2.123 (p.134) shows that
this is not merely a physically motivated oddity, but can be related to the
search for a remedy of the non-ellipticity of the pseudo-Laplace operator on
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pseudo-Riemannian manifolds: The BRST-Laplacian associated with Q will be
seen to not only define physical gauge fixed states but also to be an elliptic
substitute for the non-elliptic pseudo-Laplace operator. The need to fix gauges
in a physical theory is closely related to the non-Riemannian signature of the
metric on configuration space.

With a nilpotent constraint Q at hand, it is now straightforward to make
use of standard BRST-cohomology theory in order to ‘fix a gauge’. For that
purpose, as is described in detail in §2.3.2 (p.115) (in particular 2.111 (p.117),
2.112 (p.117), and 2.113 (p.118)) one needs to pick elements from each gauge
equivalence class of states, which are nothing but the cohomology classes of Q
(¢f. definition 2.23 (p.39)). This is most conveniently done by means of a co-
BRST operator Q' (cf. 2.24 (p.40)). In order to define Q# one first needs to
say a word about the inner product spaces with which we have to do here:

The scalar product (:|-),,, on physical states is what will eventually be
defined but is not at our disposal at this point. In order to make progress let

K :=T(AM & R))

be the space of sections of the exterior bundle of M ® IR that are square inte-
grable with respect to the usual inner product (¢f. §2.1.1 (p.15))

(Gl == / bAxp,  16). 1) ETAMBR)) . (436)

Elements of K are in general not physical, since they are square integrable in all
directions, even the timelike one. Physical states instead live in the dual, ¥,
of IC.

The inner product (-|-) (which is indefinite because of the indefinite metric
(418) on M ®@ IR) turns K into an inner product space

K={Ts(AM®@R)), (|)c} -
D and Q are essentially self-adjoint with respect to (:|-):

DI = D
Q- q (437)
In order to use the Hodge decomposition (¢f. 2.24 (p.40)) to pick an element

from the cohomology of Q, it is necessary to find a hermitian metric operator 7
that induces a positive definite and non-degenerate inner product (i.e. a scalar

product) {-|-), via
(1 = i)

7
(see §2.3.2 (p.115)). Equipped with this scalar product K becomes a Krein space
(¢f 2.111 (p.117))

K= {Ts(AM SR (1) (15 - (438)

This is a central construction of general BRST-cohomology theory. The impli-
cation for the present context is that the general form of 7 on our Krein space
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K can be easily given. It is

o= Alf®A
Al = ATl gt
70 = 4239405 0 f@) >0, (439)

where A is any invertible operator and f is a positive scalar function. The point
here is that the operator 7(?) switches the signs of exactly those states that
would otherwise give a negative contribution to (:|-),- (436). The adjoint of Q
with respect to the scalar product (:|-) is

Qi =i'Qi. (440)
Note that
A0Qp® = 7O (Cp + Pdy)) 7
= Pp+Co, (441)
with
p = 7"pn”, (442)

which follows from the general ghost algebra (see 2.115 (p.118), part 3 (p.119).
Choosing
A =1
f@) = &,
in (439) gives the following coBRST operator:
QTﬁ _ e—i)\;coﬁ(O)Qﬁ(O)ei)\xo
= 7OQp® +4 [ﬁ(O)Qﬁ(O)’ )\xo}
= A9Qi +i([p,2°] PA+Ca?) . (443)
Here the last two terms constitute precisely the standard so-called gauge-fizing
fermion (cf. part 6 (p.120) of 2.115 (p.118) and see the introduction of §2.3.2
(p-115) for references to the literature) used to fix gauges in BRST theory.

Note that the hermitian metric operator inducing the gauge fix has cor-

responding bosonic, ¢*”, and fermionic, @%%9)&9), parts32.  Also note

that3® i (PA + Ca) is reminiscent of a Fourier transform of Q with differential

321t is possible to choose other functions than f(z) = e/\“o, as long as they are positive and
lead to a finite scalar product. The choice here is motivated by the fact that it reproduces
the standard gauge fixing fermion.

But one cannot for instance choose f(x) = const, because then the resulting gauge condition
would be essentially empty, i.e. the resulting coBRST operator would not completely single
out a unique representative from the gauge-equivalence classes (cf. 2.113 (p.118)).

33The expression [p, xo} is in BRST theory usually set to unity, by definition. In the present
framework it is instead proportional to ’yg(l. But since this is invertible and commuting with

the ghosts, this is just as fine and does not affect the general formalism. In particular, in
equations like (444) in can be entirely dropped for notational convenience.
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operators replaced by ‘conjugate’ multiplication operators. Hence (77)\ + @xo)
implements the ‘co-constraint’ to (435):

(PA+C2°) |he) =0
& Apes) =0, 2° i) =0. (444)
So we now know the dynamic constraint

Q|wﬂ:L’>:07

as well as the gauge condition
QTﬁ ¢iL’> = 07

and the gauge fixed physical scalar product can finally be defined (c¢f. §2.3.5
(p-140) and definition 2.129 (p.141) in particular) as the gauge fixed expectation
value of the 0-component of a conserved probability current. According to §2.2.4
(p.78) such a probability density on M is given by the expectation value of the
operator

= (324%) -

To keep this density positive in the presence of the spurious Lagrange multiplier

fermions on M ® IR one simply has to take the operator product with &(j‘)’yi}‘),

so that
Tuer = (32330400
O (445)
Hence the physical scalar product is:
(S} pnys = {D11° V) gunge ixed

> T [Plaso o) (@ol 1P gty | -(446)
Ulzﬂ:,o'zzi

Here Trx indicates the trace over the Krein space K (438), and Pq—¢) and
P(Qfﬁzo) are the projectors onto the kernels of Q and Q#, respectively, that
restrict the trace to gauge fixed physical states.

In this form the scalar product is quite general and defined on all states,
physical or not. For special cases the formal expression (446) can be written
more explicitly. For example, when both |¢) and |¢) are physical, i.e.

Q |¢:|:L/> =0
Q |,(/Jibl> = 0
(447)

then the projector Pg—o can be dropped entirely and the projector PQM:O
reduces to the projector Py_¢ ,0—( onto states satisfying the ‘co-constraint’ (444)
since

Q@ fosr) N (HOQI + ([p.a) PA+Ca0)) 7O o)

= 1°Q[pxr) + ([p.2°] PA+Ca") ¥ |60}
=0
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Assuming furthermore, for simplicity of presentation, that both |¢) and |¢) are
independent of ﬁg‘)? then (446) gives (c¢f. §2.1.1 (p.15))

O = D2 Toc ) (o 10000 6(2°)
o=+,0'=%
= [ e (149
A=0,20=0

Hence the gauge fixed scalar product over physical states is taken by integrating
the positive 0-component of the conserved current over the spacelike hypersur-
face 29 = 0.

So this procedure of gauge fixing reproduces the usual integration prescrip-
tion (familiar from electrodynamics and the Dirac electron, ¢f. §2.2.3 (p.70))
when applied to physical states, i.e. to states that satisfy the dynamical equa-
tion D |¢) = 0 (i.e the equations of motion). But the present procedure is more
general than that, since it can in principle be used to compute gauge fixed scalar
products also of non-physical states.



2 COVARIANT SUPERSYMMETRIC QUANTUM MECHANICS 115

2.3.2 Gauge theory and BRST-cohomology

BRST-cohomology is a powerful technique in gauge theory. This paragraph
presents some definitions and results as they are needed later on in §2.3.4 (p.134).
Attention is restricted to the present special case of interest, namely gauge
theories with a single constraint. Also, particular emphasis will be put on the
coBRST-method.

Literature. The standard introduction to quantum gauge theory and BRST
methods is [124], a recent elementary introduction is [132]. The coBRST method
has been studied in [246][145][103][104][259]. The standard gauge fixing fermion
(a certain BRST Laplacian, see below) has been studied extensively by Mar-
nelius, e.g. in [21] [187] [186].

Introduction. The Hamiltonian of any mechanical system may be cast into
reparametrization invariant form:

H = Nop;, (449)

where the p; are the generators of gauge transformations and the A\? are La-
grange multipliers. (In the completely covariant formulation one of these gauge
transformations is that giving time evolution. For a nice elementary discussion
of this fact with an eye on quantum gravity see §2.2 of [83].) Let us concentrate
on the case where there is only a single such generator and denote its quantum
version by p.

Any kinematical quantum state |¢) is gauge transformed to a new state |¢’)
by acting on it with an element of the gauge group:

@) = exp(ép) Io)
9+ (ep)” 10}

9) +p (fz e |¢>> . (450)

(¢ is a real parameter.) Hence |¢) and its gauge transformed version differ by an
element in the image of p. But since they must be physically indistinguishable,
describing the same configuration of the quantum system in two different gauges,
one has to identify states modulo elements in Im(p).

Furthermore, states |¢pnys) which describe physically realizable configura-
tions are completely characterized by being gauge invariant, i.e. they satisfy
the dynamical constraint

exp(§p) |¢phy8> = |¢phyS>
< P |¢phys> = 07 (451)

and are therefore elements in the kernel Ker (p) of p.

Therefore in gauge theory one is studying the kernel of some operator mod-
ulo its image. The mathematical tool of choice to use in such a situation is
cohomology theory (cf. 2.23 (p.39)), which however requires a nilpotent oper-
ator. Since p is not nilpotent, the approach of BRST theory is to embed the
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theory into one where a suitable nilpotent substitute for p, namely the BRST
operator Q, can be constructed.

This is ordinarily accomplished by enlarging the space of states so that it can
carry further anticommuting operators, the so-called ghosts, C;, (associated with
the constraints) and anti-ghosts, P;, (associated with the Lagrange multipliers),
as well as their respective canonical conjugates P? and C’. These are taken so
satisfy anticommutation relations with the following non-vanishing brackets:

{cp} = 4

J

{P.C;} = —4;. (452)

The nilpotent BRST charge is then given by

Q=C'pi+P'py,; (453)
where
0
2 . = - 4 4
Px; O\ ( 5 )

is the (anti-hermitian) momentum associated with the lagrange multiplier \°.
In general, any BRST operator has to satisfy three conditions:

2.110 (BRST operator) An operator Q is called a BRST operator associ-
ated with the Abelian gauge algebra generated by the single constraint p, if it
satisfies the following conditions:

1. (essential) self-adjointness

Q' = Q (455)
2. mnilpotency:
Q> =0 (456)
3. physical relevance:
H.Q) < Ker(p)/Im(p). (457)

Hence the cohomology H.(Q) (cf. 2.23 (p.39)) will be of central importance.
It is most conveniently studied by means of a Hodge decomposition (¢f. 2.24
(p-40)), which however, requires a non-degenerate, positive definite inner prod-
uct, i.e. a scalar product. Since spaces of physical states in relativistic settings
are generically merely inner product spaces, not Hilbert spaces®?, one needs to
find suitable scalar products on these inner product spaces. This leads to the
notion of Krein spaces:

34This is in particular true for any space that carries a BRST operator as above. Since by
self-adjointness and nilpotency of Q it follows that every Q-exact state has vanishing norm:

Q19)1Ql9)) = (#1Q°¢) = 0.
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2.111 (Krein space and hermitian metric operators) A Krein space (K, (:|-),7)
is an inner product space (K, {-|-)), on which an invertible hermitian metric op-

erator ) is defined, which induces a positive definite scalar product (|-), on K

via:

(lhg o= o) (458)
so that (-[-), is positive definite

(616), >0

and non degenerate, i.e.

(W), = OV[Y) = |¢)=0.

On a Krein space there are therefore two different notions of ‘adjoint’: Let
A be a linear operator on K, then AT and A7 are defined by

(Al]) = (A
(Al = (A

n

(459)

It follows at once that for operators, which are self-adjoint with respect to the
indefinite inner product, the adjoint with respect to the scalar product simply
reads:

Al=4 = Al =4"147. (460)

By means of a nilpotent BRST operator defined on a Krein space one can
give the following elegant definition of gauge fizing:

2.112 (Gauge fixing) Fizing a gauge amounts to specifying a unique repre-
sentative element |¢) € [|¢)] € H.(Q) in each equivalence class of gauge equiv-
alent states (¢f. 2.25 (p.40)). With the BRST-cohomology at hand and by the
Hodge decomposition theorem (cf. 2.24 (p.40)), such a unique representative in
each equivalence class can conveniently be given by defining a coBRST charge
Q' by means of some hermitian metric operator 7. The unique representatives,
i.e. the gauge fixed physical states, are then those elements |¢) that are har-
monic with respect to Q and Q'7, i.e. those that satisfy Q |¢) = Qi |¢) = 0.
While Q |¢) = 0 is the condition for physical states (the dynamical equation),
Qi = 0 is the gauge condition:

e dynamical equation:

Qlg)=0
e gauge condition:
Q' [¢) =0
e condition for gauge fized physical states:
(Q+Q")[¢) =0
& Qo) =Ql|¢) =0. (461)
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This establishes a close connection between fixing a gauge and finding a hermi-
tian metric operator:

Note 2.113 (Gauge fixing induced by hermitian metric operator) A pos-
itive definite, non-degenerate scalar product gives rise to a coBRST operator and
thus to a certain gauge fiving. (However, not every such scalar product will nec-
essarily yield a complete gauge fixing.)

Since the coBRST operator is uniquely determined by Q and a hermitian metric
7 on IC, it follows that every hermitian metric operator 7 defines a certain gauge.
This way one can fix gauges by finding hermitian metric operators.

Note that the scalar products thus obtained with the sole purpose of finding
coBRST operators, have no direct relation with the physical scalar product that
will be defined in §2.3.5 (p.140).

Usually, BRST operators for gauge theories are obtained by introducing so-
called ghost operators:

2.114 (Ghosts) None of the operators that can be constructed in non-graded
quantum gauge theory (with Hilbert space H and operator algebra (A4, H)) can
satisfy conditions (456) and (457) for a BRST operator. Hence, in order to

construct a BRST operator, one defines a graded extension (H', (—1)]\79) and
(A,H’,(—I)Ng) of H and (A, H) with involution (—1)N9 (see §2.1.2 (p.37))

induced by a so-called total ghost number operator Ng which has integer eigen-
values on the various graded copies of H that make up H’. The elements of
‘H' that are eigenvectors of Ng to nonvanishing eigenvalues are called ghosts, in
order to emphasize that they represent spurious degrees of freedom that have
been added only for formal reasons and have no direct physical interpretation.

Note that from the point of view of BRST cohomology theory all one needs
in order to find physical states and to fix gauges are appropriate BRST and
coBRST operators. These need not be formulated in terms of spurious ghost
degrees of freedom. This is established in §2.3.4 (p.134).

The following paragraph lists the basic elements of the usual setup of BRST
theory for Abelian gauge groups with a single generator (cf. [21][187] [186]):

2.115 (Ghost algebra)

1. Ghosts and anti-ghosts. Ghost and anti-ghost creators and annihilators
are linear operators
e ghost creator: C
e ghost annihilator: P
e anti-ghost creator: C

o anti-ghost annihilator: P
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that can be chosen to be anti-self-adjoint: 3°

¢t = -
Pt = P
¢t = —C
Pl = -P, (462)

and that satisfy canonical anticommutation relations with the following
non-vanishing brackets:

{C,P} =1
[P} = 1. (463)

2. Ghost number operators. As usual, number operators

Ng = CP
Ng = CP
Ng = Ng+Ng (464)

are defined (ghost number, anti-ghost number, and total ghost num-
ber), having as eigenvalues the number of ghosts minus the number of
antighosts: Let |P =0,P = 0> be the ghost vacuum, then, by the above
anticommutation relations

Ng|[P=0,P=0) = 0

Ng|P=0,P=0) = 0

NegC|P=0,P=0) = C|P=0,P=0)
NgC|P=0,P=0) = —C|P=0,P=0)
NgCC|P=0,P=0) = 0. (465)

The adjoint operators are, by (462) and (463),

N, = 1-Ng
NL = -1-Ng
NI = —Ng. (466)

The anti-self-adjointness of Ng is an essential feature of the theory (cf.
2.116 (p.121)).

3. N-adjoint: The ghost operators cannot be proportional to their own #-
adjoint, instead one finds (¢f. §E (p.330)):

cl = —p
Pl = —C
Ctv = P
Pla = C. (467)

35Geveral different conventions for which of these operators are self-adjoint and which are
anti-self-adjoint can be found in the literature. The important point, however, is merely that
all these operators are proportional to their own adjoints. The choice presented here complies
with the ghost representations as they are found in §E (p.330).
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But this implies that

N = N
gTa Xt
NZ = NL
A-rﬁ A
Ny = Nf. (468)

4. Gauge generator. In the simple setting considered here, there is a single
gauge generator p

pl = -p, (469)

which commutes with all ghost operators
p,X] = 0, xXe{CP,.CP} (470)
and generates the U(1) group
{*? | X e R}

of gauge transformation operators. Physical states are defined as being
exactly those states, that are in the trivial representation of this group,
i.e. that are invariant under the action of e*P:

W) = P ly)
= ¥
0o [v(A) = plv)
= 0. (471)

5. BRST operator. Condition 4 (p.120). leads to the definition of the BRST
operator:

Q = Cp+ 7580\) , (472)

which singles out physical states that are invariant under gauge trans-
formations and independent of A. By the above properties of the ghost
algebra, Q satisfies:

Q' = Q
(¥ = Q. (473)
The last property implies that Q is an odd operator with respect to the
involution (—1)"e:
L= (=1)Ne
={,Q} = 0. (474)

6. Standard gauge fizing operator. As shown in [104] and [228], the operator

PA+Cx (475)
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is a coBRST operator to Q above (often called a “gauge fixing fermion”).
Here, x is a gauge condition operator satisfying

X' = x
p.x] =1
(X,x] = 0 xXe{CP,CP}. (476)
Note that (475) arises as
e M AQHeN = e X (Pp +Co»)) eMX
= (Pp+Cdy)) +PA+Cx
= QA+ PA+Cx (477)

and that e*X# is an admissible hermitian metric operator if 7 is3°.

7. Gauge fized physical expectation values. As discussed in detail in §2.3.5
(p-140) (c¢f. [228]), the gauge fixed expectation value of observables is
given by

_1\Ng — —(Q+Q")?* (_1\Ng
((~nfea) =Tx(c (~1)% Al6) (@) ,
for gauge invariant observables A and states |¢)

[Q, Al¢) (9] = 0.

Looking at the exponent of the regulator term

(Q+Q")° = {Q,Ql}
= Ap—x9) +CCp,X] —PP [9n),A] . (478)
=1 -1

one finds terms familiar from Lagrangian formulations of gauge theory:

e physical projector: e P acts, when integrated over \, as a projec-

tor on physical states by a mechanism known as group averaging
([188][232]).

e Gauge fizing term: eX?) acts as a projector on states satisfying the
gauge condition x |¢) = 0 when integrated over J(y).

e Fadeev-Popov term: C'CilPix7] gives the Fadeev-Popov determinant

detpp := det( [pz" Xj] )

under Berezin integration over the (anti-) ghosts. (In the simplified
case considered here this is trivially constant: detpp = 1. However, a
non-trivial Fadeev-Popov like term will arise when in §2.3.4 (p.134)
the above method is modified to allow graded gauge generators p. )

2.116 (Important relations following from the ghost algebra)

36Both will define a positive definite inner product, but not both of them will in general
yield a finite trace over physical states, see below.
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1. The inner product of states with non-reciprocal ghost number vanishes.
Proof: Let

Ngla) = nla)
Nolo) = n'19) ,

then, due to (466),
<04|Z\7g ﬁ> =- <Ng 04|ﬁ>
= (n"+n)(alf) =0.

2. Representations of the ghost algebra: Singlets, doublet, and quartets. From
the relations

(5} = o
Q@ Ng| = o (479)

it follows that 7 inverts the ghost number
[=N) = alN) (480)

and that for physical states,
Aq|N) =0,
one has

It follows that {|N),|—N)} is a BRST singlet for N = 0 and a BRST
doublet for N # 0. R
Furthermore, Q7nQn has simultaneous eigenvalues with Ng,

QIQ7 |N) ~ [N},

so that for non-physical states one has the following mappings:

IN - N +1) 5 =N = 1) v [=N) N

Here {|N),|N +1),|-N —1),|—N)} is called a BRST quartet.
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2.3.3 BRST-cohomology of an ordinary Hamiltonian

Introduction. In order to work out the central ideas of quantum BRST co-
homology the formalism is in the following applied to the simplest imaginable
problem, namely ordinary bosonic quantum mechanics in covariant formulation.
The adaption of the techniques discussed below to a covariant quantum system
whose single constraint is a generalized Dirac operator is then straightforward.

2.117 (Ordinary Schrédinger dynamics as constrained dynamics) Con-
sider some ordinary quantum mechanical system described by a Hilbert space
‘H with scalar product

(-1)3
carrying a selfadjoint Hamiltonian operator
H:H—H. (481)

Let 2° be the time parameter and assume for simplicity that H satisfies

[mo, H } = 0
[al.o,fﬂ — 0. (482)
We will also need a further parameter, A, and so we assume that
[A, H} -0
[a( " H} _— (483)
too. The ordinary Schrodinger equation of the system then is
Our [6s0) = S H|6ua), |6u0) €MV 0 (184)

Here 20 is merely a parameter labeling elements in . Next we want to extend

H to a larger Hilbert space H’ of functions on spacetime, for which z° and A
are not merely parameters. It is convenient to choose H’' to be the Schwartz
space S0 y) of rapidly decreasing functions with respect to 29 and A:

H = o 0) [ (@ N6 N))y € Swon} - (48)

Hence the scalar product on H’ is the scalar product on H combined with the
usual L? scalar product on RR*:

(N2 N)),, = //<¢(m0,)\)|w(x0,)\)>H dz®dX. (486)

Obviously, solutions to the Schrédinger equation (484), referred to as physical
states in the following, are not elements of H’, since they are not rapidly de-
creasing, and in particular not square integrable, with respect to z° and A. But
physical states ‘qﬁphys (:CO, )\)> are elements of the dual H™* of H':

|¢phys (5607 )\)> eH™. (487)



2 COVARIANT SUPERSYMMETRIC QUANTUM MECHANICS 124

To single out physical states define the operator
p:H —H (488)
given by

1 -
p = 0Oy — ﬁH’ (489)
and extend it as usual to an operator on H'*. Note that p is (essentially)
anti-selfadjoint:

p = -p. (490)

Physical states are precisely those elements of H'* which are annihilated by p:

P |¢phys> =0
< exp(—£P) [Pphys) = [Pphys) - (491)

The second line expresses that physical states can equivalently be characterized
as those transforming trivially under the Lie group generated by p. (£ is here a
real parameter.) To better understand the nature of this group, which we call the
gauge group generated by the gauge generator p, consider an element |1pg) € H
in the original Hilbert space and promote it to an element w(xo, )\) € H'* given
by

‘qz(xO,A)> = 5(2°) 6(\) [vho) - (492)

This is clearly an unphysical state, since it is concentrated at one instant of
time 2° = 0. The gauge group generated by p acts non-trivially on this state,
yielding:

exp(—£€p) ‘1;(370,/\)> = 6(N) (e‘éawoé(xo)) (egiﬂ ’1;0>>
N3 —€) ) (493)

(Note that in the notation introduced with (484) the state |1)¢) is the state [1)g)
propagated by an amount ¢ of coordinate time by the ordinary Hamiltonian
H.) Tt can be checked that it is justified to call this a gauge transformation

by observing that ‘1;(560)\)> and its transformed version (493) have the same

projection on a given physical state:

<¢physwj> = <¢phy8‘eXP(_fp) ¢> . (494)
H H

This is trivial but conceptually important. It shows that it is justified to call
exp(—£p) a gauge transformation and in particular it allows to interpret the
failure of physical states to be elements of H’ in terms of gauge theory. Namely,
the integral over ¥ in (486) sums over all gauge equivalent states (493) for all
values of . Clearly, a physically meaningful scalar product on physical states
needs to restrict integration to a limited number of gauge equivalent states,
i.e. to fir a gauge. This is precisely what is accomplished by means of BRST
cohomology.
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Before going into that we first note for completeness that a similar reasoning
applies to transformations generated by 0y

Oy H —H
) = =00 - (495)

Since the original Schrédinger equation makes no reference to A, one requires
that physical states be independent of this parameter:

8(>\) |¢phys> =0
& oxp(—€0(x) [phys) = [Bpnys) - (496)

2.118 (Applying BRST formalism to Schrédinger dynamics in constrained form)
The idea of BRST gauge fixing is to employ the cohomology of a nilpotent op-

erator which is closely related to the gauge generators p and 9. In ordinary

bosonic quantum mechanics such an operator is not available. Therefore one

again enlarges the space of states under consideration to a space IC, which con-

tains several copies of the original state space

K = HeH & --aoH (497)

in such a way, that it can also carry four ghost and anti-ghost creation and
annihilation operators

C,P,C,P:K—K, (498)

which are nilpotent and satisfy relations (462) and (463) from 2.115 (p.118).
These imply in particular that the inner product (-|-),- on K cannot be positive
definite: Due to the nilpotency and (anti-)selfadjointness of the ghost operators
there are 0-norm states

(XDlXP) e o (9| X%¢)
= 0, xXel{c PC P}. (499)

Furthermore, letting |¢) , [1/) € K be two such 0-norm states (¢|¢) . = (V|V) =
0, one finds that the norm squares of |¢) & |¢) and cannot both be positive

W)y £10) [k = (W) + (Wld) - (500)
But there is an operator
n:K—=K (501)
on K such that
(¢lnd)c =0, Ve K. (502)
This hermitian metric operator will play a central role below.

From the ghost operators one can also construct an operator counting total ghost
number, Ng, and the associated involutive grading operator (—=1)Ne. There
is some freedom in the definition of Ng, but of importance for the following
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constructions is only that all ghost operators are odd graded with respect to
(~1)%s:
{(—1)N9,X} = 0, vxe{c, P CP). (503)
Next introduce the BRST-operator
Q: K=K (504)

which incorporates both gauge generators p, d() multiplied by ghost operators
in order to achieve nilpotency:

Q = Cp+Pdy- (505)
Clearly one has
Q*=0
Q' =q
{(—1)N97Q} =0. (506)

_ This gives rise to the following formal argument of central importance: Let
A : K — K be any operator that commutes with Q, then

{Q,A] -0
= Tig (A(—l)ng) “ = "Tryq) (A(—1)Ng) (507)

reduces to the trace over states that are annihilated by Q but not in the image

of Q. (This is because of the factor (—1)9 which leads to a cancellation of
contributions from summing over pairs of states |¢), Q|¢) # 0 in the trace. See
2.28 (p.41).) The above expression is exactly the gauge fixed inner product that
is needed to get rid of the infinities arising from summing over gauge equivalent
states. But it is formal in that for the cancellation to occur the trace itself, which
involves an infinite sum, must converge. This will in general not be the case for
some operator A, and hence the whole problem of finding a gauge fixed inner
product reduces to finding proper regularizations of the above formal expression.
Hence one needs a regularization operator R which commutes with Q, is the
identity on H.(Q) and has eigenvalues tending to zero such that the following
expression, which shall be called the physical trace, converges to a finite value:

Trphys(A) = Tr,c((q)NgRA) < . (508)
A convenient way to find such a regularization operator Ris by means of another
operator, the so-called gauge-fizring fermion p, via

R o= exp(—{Q.7)) . (500)

Such an R automatically commutes with Q. One way to ensure that it acts as
the identity on H.(Q) and has eigenvalues tending to zero is to choose for p the
adjoint of Q with respect to some positive definite inner product.
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Assume a suitable p has been found. The physical trace then is
Trpn m = Tic [e_{Q’ﬁ}/l (—1)&’} . (510)

This expression is in general non-trivial to evaluate. However, for certain ob-
servables A it may occur that the right hand side of (510) reduces simply to the
ordinary trace on K:

2.119 (Gauge fixed expectation values) One may reverse the reasoning
and regard the physical trace as an object that tells us which conditions one has
to impose on an observable so that its trace gives a meaningful physical result.

For instance, if A’ satisfies

QA" =0
pA" =0
A(—1)Ne = A/, (511)

then clearly the physical trace is just the ordinary trace

Tron [A’} = Tig [A’} , (512)
since

e QAL ()N = 4. (513)

Usually one wants to evaluate the expectation value of an observable A with
respect to some state |¢). If this state is such that

Ql6) =0=plo)
QA¢) =0=pAls) .

then clearly
= Trpn [A19) (6] = Trc (A1) (]) = (9l A0) . (514)

This is a useful result. It tells us that when a state |¢) satisfies the dynamical
constraint Q|¢) = 0 as well as a gauge constraint p|¢) = 0, then the gauge
fixed physical inner product reduces just to the ordinary inner product.

To illustrate this consider the following example, which actually completely
solves the problem of gauge fixing for the setup considered in this section with
gauge generator p given by (489):

Example 2.120 As gauge fixing fermion Chooose the adjoint of Q with respect
to the inner product induced by 7 = 7(®Der*" | that is

po= QM
= QA (515)

Note that

{Q.Q"} = (Q+Qi)’ (516)
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and that the operator in brackets on the right is self-adjoint with respect to
QRIS
T R
(@+Q") = (Q+Q"). (517)

It follows that this operator has real eigenvalues so that its square has non-
negative real eigenvalues and hence exp(— {Q, QTﬁ}) qualifies as a regulator
term. The most general state |¢) which satisfies both the dynamical and the
gauge constraint is obviously

6) = 61]0g) +e 7O, |0g) (518)

where |0g) := |77 =0,C= 0> is the ghost vacuum and where ¢; are gauge
invariant elements of H'*:

pPoi = 0= 0 - (519)

Since 79 swaps the ghost vacuum with the completely filled ghost sector the
above state is a physical state in the non-ghost sector and a physical state times
e~ in the ghost sector. Its gauge fixed norm square may now be computed
to be (assume ¢ = ¢ for simplicity)

Trpn [19) (6] = (9l6)c
= 2(0g| e ¢1iign |0g)
= 2(0l10g)c (8117 61)

— 20051100)x [ [ (onlon)y da®ar
R R

= 47 (0g| 7 |0g) (#1|P1)4 - (520)

Hence this reproduces, up to a constant factor, the ordinary scalar product
(¢1]¢1)5, on H as usually defined.

Because the result must not depend on the regularization, one may choose
other regulators R. The popular standard gauge firing fermion may be recovered
as follows:

2.121 (The standard gauge fixing fermion) Consider the hermitian met-
ric operator

io= f@e " (521)
and the adjoint of Q with respect to (:|f)-):
Qi = i7'Qj
6Aw0 (—Pp + 58(,\)) 67>\w0
= —Pp+Chn) +Pr—Ca®. (522)
—_—
(a) (b)
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The term (b) is the so-called standard gauge fixing fermion. The anticommuta-
tor in (509) is:

{Q.Q""} = —p*-8%+Ap+2°0n —CC+PP. (523)
(a) (b)

Here, again, (b) denotes the term obtained usually from the standard gauge
fixing fermion. The term (a) is obviously zero on physical states and has positive
eigenvalues. Adapting a discussion in [228] the eigenvalues of the term (b) may
be found as follows: First regard Ap + xoa( ») and rewrite it in terms of some
suitable ladder operators. For that purpose introduce the notation

by = p+z°
l_)Al = 7p+zo
by = Opy+A
by = —0n + A (524)

(Here the bar on f)i is pure notation and does not refer to any operation on lA)Z)
One checks that

[bi05] = 20 (525)
and that
0 Lz o
p+a%dny = 5 (bibe—bibe)
1/ - 1 /- - 1/ - 1/ -
= S (bi=b) 5 (batb)+5 (b)) 5 (=)
(526)
The last line motivates the definitions
- 1/ -
i = g (-ta)
1/~ .
i = g (bt )
N 1/ -
a = g (b1 + bz)
1 /2
= g (b2 —bl) . (527)
These operators satisfy
lai,a;] = 6 (528)
and one finally has
Ap + 3308(,\) = &1d1 + fLng . (529)

This shows that Ap + xoﬁ(k) has eigenvalues > 0. A similar reformulation

applies for the remaining ghost term:
o 1 1 . 1 N

—-CC+PP = —(C+P)—=(C+P)+—=(-C+P) —=(C+P).
SPP = L (CHP) o (-CHP)+ o (04 P) I (C+P)

(530)
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With the definition

1 _
Ds = ﬁ (C + P)
_ 1 _
Dl - ﬁ (—C + P)
1 _
D2 - ﬁ (—C + P)
_ 1 -
Dy = % (C+P) (531)
one has
{D:,D1} =1
{DQ,TDQ} = -1, (532)

and hence the eigenvalues of (530) are 0,+1. In summary, this shows that
the standard gauge fixing fermion alone is an admissible gauge fixing fermion.
Setting

ps = Pp—Ca° (533)

one can again find the most general state annihilated by Q and ps. It consists
of a physical state in the ghost vacuum and of a non-physical state supported
at 2% = 0 = X in the filled ghost sector.

In the following sections we want to apply this formalism to quantum me-
chanical systems which contain bosonic and fermionic degrees of freedom and
thus already come equipped with a graded Hilbert space. The key observa-
tion is that in such a case the requirements (497) and (498) may already be
satisfied even without extending the existing Hilbert space by ghost degrees of
freedom. That is, it may happen that the states of the system naturally live in
a graded Krein space of states which does by itself support operators that fulfill
the requirements of being “ghost” operators. One may regard all the “ghost”
terminology as being due to the historical development and note that what we
really only need here in order to do gauge fixing is a suitably regulated alternat-
ing trace (510). The following sections §2.3.4 (p.134) and §2.3.5 (p.140) as well
as appendix §E (p.330) provide some details as to how this may be accomplished
in the case of supersymmetric quantum mechanics.

The essential idea, however, is already captured in the following simple ex-
ample:

Example 2.122 Consider supersymmetric quantum mechanics (or Dirac spinors)
on flat 1+1 dimensional Minkowski spacetime as in 2.83 (p.81).

With the notation of 2.2 (p.16). the spacetime Clifford algebra is given by

{r=.4t} = _znab::_2[ ;} ?}ab, (534)

where the Clifford generators 42 are anti-hermitian (see (50), p. 22):

(32) = =57 (535)
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According to B.18 (p.308) there is the chirality operator

¥- = 425t (536)
which satisfies
¥ =1
7'=-3 (537)
and anticommutes with all Clifford generators:
{7-9%} = o. (538)

The projectors on its eigenspaces are (c¢f- B.19 (p.308))
71

=2 (144 (539)

and they satisfy

Wbl =0
(A’i)T — i (540)

It follows that each Clifford generator swaps the eigenspaces of 7_:

A% hly = hi A (541)

Now to the dynamics: The free, massless Dirac operator in 141 dimensions
is
D = 3%0,+45% 0. (542)
It is self-adjoint,
D' =D, (543)
and maps between the two eigenspaces of 7_:
Dhly = h’.D
= D=h'Di, + i Dh". (544)

Hence a candidate for a BRST operator is one of its nilpotent components, for
instance:

Q := A.DI,, (545)
which, by the above relations, does satisfy

Q*=0
Q'=Qq, (546)
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as it should. This way the —1 eigenspace of ¥_ now plays the role of the “ghost”
sector.

Next we need a hermitian metric operator. Our inner product is the Hodge
inner product (:|-) (38) on the exterior bundle over spacetime (which coincides
with configuration space here). It is indefinite due to the indefiniteness of the
Minkowski metric 7. Since &%1 swaps the sign of states containing the offend-
ing temporal fermions, the expression (1| ’yo_’yi |1} is positive definite, and so
our standard hermitian metric operator is

A0 = 3940, (547)

This operator may be multiplied by any positive function and still yield a scalar
product. One choice among many that will produce a finite physical trace is

A= @) [0 (548)

So now a co-BRST operator may be defined as the 7-adjoint of Q, which gives

Qv = 7'Qi
= @R (<5200 + 4L 00) B_el)” (549)
Because &%3 anticommutes with 7_, the co-BRST operator maps the “ghost”
sector (j— = —1) into the ghost vacuum, as it should be.
Now a physical and gauge fixed state |¢) is defined by demanding
Qly) = QM [¢) = 0. (550)

To find the general solution to these two equations choose any solution |¢) of
the Dirac equation D |¢) = 0 residing in the y_ = +1 sector:

Di¢) =0
Wy lé) =l9) . (551)
Now, obviously, a state |¢)) which satisfies (550) is
1 042
v = 75 (1950 0) (552)

By construction, this is a solution to the Dirac equation in the “ordinary” sector
and a solution times the hermitian metric operator in the “ghost” sector:
M) = —=6)
V2
1

\ﬁe*@"%ﬁ ) . (553)

I’ )

~oN\T ~
Next it is essential that due to relation (h;) = h’_ the ordinary and the ghost

sector both contain only 0-norm states:

(8l0)

ol o)
Sl 5)

I
N~

Il
o

(554)
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and similarly

(324513245 ¢) = 0. (555)

(In passing it may be noted that this corresponds to the fact that ghosts are
subject to Berezin integration: A ghost creator sandwiched between the ghost
vacuum gives a contribution, but the ghost vacuum alone has zero norm.)

It follows that in the product (¢]1) only the cross-terms contribute, so that

W) = (dle”@D73°39 ) . (556)

We hence recover the positive definite scalar product <~|&9’y$> regularized by
_(ID)Z
e .
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2.3.4 BRST-cohomology of operators of Dirac type

Introduction. In the present supersymmetric setting the gauge generator is a
Dirac operator D (see 2.48 (p.55)). The understanding of its gauge equivalence
classes Ker (D) /Im(D) is facilitated by the graded nature of D, which allows
it to be decomposed as the sum of two nilpotent operators that automatically
serve the purpose of BRST-operators on pseudo-Riemannian manifolds.

Literature. The following constructions is a little different from other meth-
ods, in that it does not introduce extra ghost degrees of freedom, but models
these on the already existing fermionic ones (which is possible due to a certain
generic redundancy). Hence there is no specific literature to refer to, except for
that on BRST theory in general. But there is one rather similar construction
in a different but closely related context:

By its emphasis on Dirac operators, SQM has deep connections with non-
commutative geometry [262][55] (this is the general theme of [101] [102]). Just
like SQM, noncommutative geometry was and essentially is restricted to Rie-
mannian geometry. But now a generalization of noncommutative geometry to
semi-Riemannian geometry was rather recently proposed in [248]. Remarkably,
this generalization is based on essentially the same principle that is tried to be
used here to generalize SQM from Riemannian to semi-Riemannian manifolds,
namely one based on Krein spaces and scalar products derived therefrom.

Recall that on Riemannian manifolds we have the following central notion:

2.123 (Operators of Dirac type induced by involutions.) (c¢f. [109],54.2)
The restriction of a Dirac operator D acting on a bundle B

D:B—-B
to a subspace A C B of B
Dy: A—B

is called an operator of Dirac type. Important restrictions arise from eigenspaces
of involutive linear mappings

b, 2=1,

with respect to which D is an odd operator

{D,:}=0.
These induce the decomposition
D = D;,+D_,
= D%(l-f—b)-i—D%(l—L), (557)

where

Dy, :{l¢) € Bl|¢) = £1]|¢9)} — {[$) € Ble|g) = F1[h)}

are called graded operators of Dirac type.
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e Riemannian case.

In a Riemannian setting one usually requires the involution, ¢, which in-
duces the decomposition, to be self-adjoint

=0, (558)
so that
(DiL)T = D:Fb
and the corresponding Laplacian reads in terms of D
D’ = D, D_, +D_D,
= {D+u Dﬂ}

{Diu (DiL)T}

= (Dﬂ + (DiL)T)2 :

e Pseudo-Riemannian case. In the Pseudo-Riemannian case the operator
2

(Dib + (DiL)T) will not enjoy the important positivity property of a

Riemannian Laplace operator, since the inner product (-|-) with respect

to which the adjoint ()T is taken is not positive definite. In order to
preserve as much of the Riemannian theory as possible one can instead
define a positive definite inner product (-[-), := (-[)-) and consider the

adjoint (~)T’7 with respect to this scalar product. This means that one
needs 7j-self-adjoint involutions

=y (559)
instead of (558). Note that, since
Aln ==t Ali,
this is in particular fullfilled if
d =0, 1,7 =0

or
d ==, {1,7}=0.

The pseudo-Riemannian substitute for a positive Laplace operator is then

the positive operator

{D:I:u (D:i:L)Tﬁ} .

As shall be shown below, the naturally motivated search for a positive analog
of the Laplace operator in the pseudo-Riemannian setting automatically yields
all the ingredients of BRST cohomology theory.

The following argument establishes the fact that in the presence of a certain
symmetry all the information about the kernel of D is contained in the kernel
of its graded nilpotent compotents D,. This observation is the key to using
D_, as BRST operators.
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Let D by any Dirac operator that can be written as the sum of two graded
nilpotent operators D4.. Assume the presence of an involution ¢/ which relates

Di via
(W) =1
D = D,+D_
= D+ + L,D+L/ s
which implies that
[,D], = 0,

(where the last line is supposed to say that either the commutator or the anti-

commutator vanishes).

Now consider the following argument: Since

[D,/], =0,
the kernel of D is the direct sum of spaces of eigenstates of +/:37
Ker (D) = Ker(D), & Ker(D)_,
where
Ker(D), = {lgx) € Ker(D)|{' o) = +|65)} -

But on eigenstates of ' the kernels of D, and D_, coincide,

Dy [¢p+) =04 D_|¢s) =0,

since
D [¢1) 0
& Dy lpr) = 0
D V|ps) = 0
< D_ o) 0.
Hence:

D|[6) =0 Dlés) = 0 & Di |ps) =04 D_ o) = 0.

(560)

(562)

(563)

(564)

Tt follows that the space Ker (D) /Im(D) of gauge equivalence classes of D
is isomorphic to the cohomologies of its two graded and nilpotent components

Ker (D) /Im(D) ~ H.(D4,) ~H.(D_,) . (565)
37This is trivial when [D,:/] = 0, since then D and ¢/ are simultaneously diagonalizable.
But when {D,:'} = 0 one still has
Dlg) = 0
= SAFDl) = 0
= D%(I:I:L') ®) = 0
& Dlpr) = 0. (561)
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Example 2.125 The following gives two examples of this constructions. The
first is for a Riemannian manifold (and reproduces well known results), the
second for a pseudo-Riemannian manifold.

1. The standard example is the deRahm cohomology, where
D = d+df
= d+(-1)"3d7, (566)

(¢f. (1228), p. 308) on a compact Riemannian manifold without boundary.
In this special case the cohomology of D is even equal to its kernel:

Ker (d + dT) /Im(d + dT) = Ker (d + dT) )

But this kernel is just the space of harmonic forms, i.e. the cohomology
of d and df:
Ker (d + dT) ~H.(d) ~ H.(d") ,
so that
Ker (d +d') /Im(d +d") ~ H.(d) ~ H.(d") .

2. Now consider the standard exterior Dirac operator D = d +d' on an odd
dimensional pseudo-Riemannian manifold. One has (see §B (p.297))

-7} = 0
[Dv ’77] =0
(D,5:} = 0. (567)
Hence one can set
L= Y
o=yl (568)
The Dirac operator is decomposed into the nilpotent components
1 _ 1 _
D = D§(1+W+)+D§(1—W+) . (569)

Since 4_ commutes with D one can assume without restriction of gener-
ality that |¢) is an eigenstate of ¢/, [¢) = % (1£5_)|¢). But then

D%(l—i—*ﬁ)l@ = iD%(Hm)i\cb)
= 7D (-39, (570)
so that
Dlg) = 0
&DL(1+4)l6) = 0

&DL(1-7)1) = 0. (571)
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Without loss of generality assume [D,¢] = 0 in the following. Consider
an element |¢1) in the kernel of D of the form

lp+) = |lax) + D |By) .
It can be rewritten as
lp+) = |ax)+ (D4 +D-)|[Bs)
= |og)+Dy|Bs) + /Dy [B)
= Jax) + (1 £)Dy|By) .

So one finds a one-to-one relationship between these elements and the
elements in the cohomology of D :

lat) + Dy [B) -

Hence a graded component D, of D, as in the above theorem, can be used
in place of D itself to identify gauge equivalence classes of physical states. But
since it is also nilpotent and (essentially) self-adjoint, Dy, qualifies as a BRST
operator according to equations (455)-(457), p. 116.

All that needs to be added in order to get a full BRST operator of the form
(453) from Dy is a term of the form CO(y):

2.126 (BRST operator from graded nilpotent components of D) Given
involutions v, ' satisfying

{t,/} = 0
/D ~ D/ (572)
the operator
1 _
Q = D§(1+L)+C8(>\) (573)
will be a BRST operator for the SQM gauge theory with gauge generator D if
1 _
{D2(1+L),'P} = 0, (574)
because then
Q> = 0. (575)

2.127 (Literature) Some comments will relate the BRST method presented
in this section with the relevant literature:

Marnelius has worked extensively on the BRST formalism, see [21] [187] [186]
[184] [183] [182] [181] [185].

One of the techniques applied in these papers (cf. [187], eq. (2.2)) is to
decompose the BRST operator Q as the sum of two mutually adjoint nilpotent
operators

Q = 6+4F
& =0
{56}y = o. (576)
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It is noteworthy that such a decomposition is very natural with respect to the
graded Dirac operators considered here. According to 2.36 (p.46) every such
Dirac operator D in an (N = 2) theory can be written as

D=d+d'.

Now, if a graded, nilpotent component

1
1
2

(1—QD%U+0

of such a Dirac operator is used as a BRST operator, with involution ¢

L2

o
{D, ¢}

1
—t

0,

as discussed in (572), then it is natural to write

Q - %Q—QD%O+Q
_ %Q—Q@+dU%Q+Q
= J0-0dyat)+ 50—
= 0407, (577)

where

automatically satisfies conditions (576).

With respect to this § one could now discuss, following [187], unitary trans-
formations U = e of the type (213) in 2.42 (p.50):

5 — U'U.
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2.3.5 Gauge fixed expectation values

Introduction. In order for integration to be well defined, the inner products
considered so far (e.g. (-[-),(|); ) were all defined on square integrable sections
of the exterior bundle. But the physical states that are ultimately of interest,
i.e. the solutions |¢) to D|¢) = 0 will in general not belong to this restricted
function space, since they will not vanish along the ‘timelike’ direction. Hence
it is important to define and construct a physically sensible method that yields
a finite trace over projectors on physical states and thus defines a well defined

physical scalar product <~\->phys-

2.128 (Physical gauge fixed expectation value) Every tuple (},¢) of a her-
mitian metric operator f) (which defines the fixed gauge by way of 2.112 (p.117)
and 2.113 (p.118)) and an involution ¢ (with respect to which Q is odd graded)
induces a notion of expectation value <LA>7A] of a gauge invariant operator

A, [Q,A]=0
defined by

(LA), = Tr(e{Q’QTﬁ}LA>S. (578)

It follows from 2.28 (p.41) that this is equal to the trace over ‘physical states’
in the cohomology of Q, represented by Q-harmonic states with respect to the
hermitian metric operator 7:

(1LA), = S (olAg) . (579)
{Q.Q"}|¢)=0

The expectation value of an operator should be independent of the gauge 7
it is evaluated in. Indeed:

Theorem: The gauge fized expectation value of gauge invariant operators is
independent of the fized gauge, i.e.

(L), = (uA)

1

(580)

M2
for all admissible v, A, and 1 .
Proof: The proof is essentially based on the argument that

QY =0= (¢ +Q¢'[Y) = (oly)+ <¢’|8}£> = {9l¥) , (581)

=0

(LA), = > (elAg)

{Q.Q" }e)=0

= Y. @+ QA (v + Q)
{Q7Q‘\ﬁ2 }|¢):0
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= 3> (WleA) - <w|LA Q<w+Qw')> - <Q(¢+Q¢’)ILA1/)>
—_———— —_————

{Q.Q" }jy)=0 -0 =0
= Z (YeA)

{Q.Q" }y)=0
= <LA>172

Note: By 2.28 (p.41) one can equivalently write

(A), = ﬂ(P(QZO) LA P(Qfﬁzo)) (583)

where P(.) are projectors on the subspaces indicated by their arguments. Also
note that P(q—g) can essentially be expressed by the usual action functional
while P (Qti—0) Can be expressed by the Fadeev-Popov ghost action.

Now it is straightforward to define a gauge fixed scalar product on physical
states. By 2.80 (p.78) a conserved local probability density is given by

<¢|py0 73— >10C :

This implies that a physical scalar product of two states |¢), |¢) is obtained by
taking the gauged fixed trace over the projector

6) (14245948
With the gauge being fixed by the standard hermitian metric operator (cf. §2.3.1
(p-107))
A(o) Ax©

>

~ ~(A A 0
_ —7(173 (M4 (+)e,\x

this leads to the following definition:

2.129 (Gauge fixed scalar product) The gauge fixed physical scalar pro-
duct

<¢|’(/}>phys
is given by
Gy = Tr(Plazo 19 (617 Pgri_y)) - (584)
2.130 (Effective gauge condition) Recall that (see (477), p. 121 and

Q" = 77'Qj
= 71 (Cp+Pdw)) 0
= e_)‘XOﬁ(O) (Cp +Pdy)) ﬁ(o)e/\Xo
= X’ (Pp + éﬁ(k)) X’
= (Pp+Coy)) +PA[p, X°] +CX°
= 7©Q)H? + P [p, x°] +CX°. (585)

(582)
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Hence if |¢) in (584) is physical, Q |¢) = 0, the only remaining gauge condition
is

(PA[p. X°] +CX%) ) = o0, (586)

where the operator on the left hand side is essentially the standard ‘gauge fixing
fermion’, see point 475 (p.120) of 2.115 (p.118).

Hence we have the following general result:

2.131 (Physical scalar product) The gauge fixed scalar product over phys-
ical states is computed by integrating (¢[(*)y)), over the 2 = 0 hypersurface.
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3 Supersymmetric fields and strings in Q-representation

3.1 Supersymmetric scalar and Dirac fields

Outline. The free scalar field with spatially periodic boundary conditions may
be quantized in the Schrédinger representation®® (cf. e.g. [169][170]) using
normal coordinates. In this representation the action describes point particle
mechanics in infinite dimensional configuration space M (") The time evo-
lution is generated by a Hamiltonian which is a generalized Laplace operator
on M(©onf) (¢f. 2.48 (p.55)). Hence this representation of the free bosonic field
theory lends itself to a supersymmetric extension following the generalized Dirac
square-root process, discussed in §2.2.1 (p.55), and, in particular, the Witten
model of supersymmetric quantum mechanics (¢f. 2.2.2 (p.61)). Such an exten-
sion amounts to extending the Hilbert space of states, Lo (M(Conf)), to a super
Hilbert space T'(A(M©D)) (cf. [233] [160]) of square integrable section of the
exterior bundle of M (conf),

Most of the conceptual features of the above scheme carry over to spin-2 fields,
ie. gravity (see §4.3.1 (p.193) and 4.24 (p.203), 4.25 (p.205) in particular).
The main differences being that the latter has constrained dynamics instead of
ordinary time evolution and that instead of a Hilbert space of states there is
merely a Krein space which, in order to be promoted to a proper Hilbert space,
requires a notion of gauge fixing (cf. §2.3 (p.106)).

The action of the free complex scalar field of mass m is

S = % / (1% 020" 0pp — me*$) d'x. (587)
M

Consider the locally Minkowkian spacetime
M=Y®R,

where

Y =T°=R*%°
is flat Euclidean space with periodic boundary conditions, and IR is the time
axis. On X the Fourier modes

Bu(z) = Ne¥™i® n=(ni,ng,n3) € B (588)

(with N the normalization constant) constitute a complete set of orthonormal
modes into which an arbitrary complex field ¢ may be expanded as

=Y (b"'(t)+ib™>(t)) Bu() (589)
nc#Z3

with real, time dependent amplitudes ™" (¢t). Inserting this ansatz into the
above action and integrating over 3 yields the (“dimensionally reduced”) action:

s = [ra
R

38 Also known as the Q-representation or It6-Segal-Wiener or real wave representation. See
[11] for a rigorous treatment and [119] for an elementary introduction.
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-

nczZ3
re{1,2}

( b'““ )2 - % (47%|n|* + m?) (b””(t))2> dt . (590)

The canonical momenta are

oL
abnm
b (591)

Pnyr =

and hence the Hamiltonian reads

H o= % (5007 45 @nnP +m?) @00 ) . (592

ncZ3
re{1,2}

This is the Hamiltonian of a mechanical system with countable degrees of free-
dom.

The configuration space M () of this system is coordinatized by the ampli-
tudes by, . One may view H as the Hamiltonian of a point particle propagating
on flat Euclidean M () Canonical quantization of this system is straightfor-
ward: Denote the trivial metric on M (o) by

Gy = 2diag(l,1,...)
& G %diag(l,l,...) : (593)
The quantum Hamiltonian then reads
H= —hQG("’T)("I’T/)abn,rﬁbn',w +V, (594)

where the potential is

v = Y %(4772|n|2+m2) (52 . (595)

ncz3
re{1,2}

As usual, this can be regarded as describing a (countable infinite) collection of
uncoupled harmonic oscillators with

Wnri=wy = +/4m|n|?2 +m?

Enr=E, = hw,
1
B =B = By, (596)

where wy, , is the frequency, E, , the energy quantum and E,(PZ is the ground

state energy of the oscillator associated with the field mode indexed by (n,r).
Of course, the total ground state energy

1
E© = §ZE,L (597)

n,r

of H diverges. This is remedied by extending the system supersymmetrically,
as will be done now: Let us first neglect the generators of spatial translations
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and concentrate on finding a “square root” of the time translation generator,
the Hamiltonian. Since H has the form of a generalized Laplace operator on
Meonf) (¢f. definition 2.48 (p.55)) one may look for generalized Dirac operators
D associated with it. H has standard form, so that one is led to the Witten-
Dirac operator (c¢f. definition 2.2.2 (p.61)). Its existence is guaranteed if one
can (locally) find a superpotential W = W (b™") satisfying

G Gy W) (B oy W) =V (598)

In the present simple case W is globally defined by (¢f. 2.63 (p.61)):

1

W = E 5\/47r2\n|2+m2 o™)?
neZ3
re{l1,2}

. %wn (B2 (599)
nczZ3
re{1,2}
Hence, formally following [275] [274] [53] (cf. §2.2.1 (p.55)), the system may be
rendered supersymmetric by replacing the bosonic configuration space M (¢onf)
by the associated superspace

A(M(conf)> ’

i.e. the exterior bundle (the bundle of differential forms) over M) The
bosonic degrees of freedom, namely the mode amplitudes ™" that act as co-
ordinates on M) are then accompanied by fermionic degrees of freedom
represented by the Grassmannian differential forms db™" over M) More
precisely, after quantization one has the bosonic multiplication and differentia-
tion operators b™", Oyn.r satisfying

[ab,,,m bn} = om'sr

as well as the fermionic operators éTT’S, ¢r s that create and annihilate differential
forms by means of the outer product (wedge product) and the inner product
(contraction), and which satisfy

’ ’
~ AT’IL ,T _ n/ T/
{cnmc =94, 0, .

All other supercommutators between these operators vanish. (See §2.1.1 (p.15)
for conventions and notations with respect to differential geometry in terms of
exterior algebra. In particular see the brief introduction 2.2 (p.16).)

One can now construct the two nilpotent supercharges

Q. T(A(Mmem)) - (A (M) (600)

(T'(B) denotes the space of square integrable sections of the bundle B) given by
the deformed exterior derivatives

Q: = e_W/}i hdM(conf) eW/h
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= hdM(conf) + [dM(conf) , W]

n,r aw
_
= ¢ (h&bm + 8bn7r>

Q2 = eW/h thM(conf) B_W/h
= thM(conf) + [dM(conm, —W]

— (h@bn,r - ;)W> , (601)

as well their anticommutator

H = {Qth}

n,r !t 8W 8W n,r r ot 82W
= 77‘12 d dT {AT oanT } A {AT Toan ,r] _uw
{d i qete aoer o S T G
n,r)(n’,r’ ATTHT am, 1
= 7h2G( SRl )ab"v"'abn’,r/ +V+ Zhwn (2(3Jr - 2>

A~ n,r 1
= H+) E, (éT Cnr — 2) , (602)

which defines the supersymmetric extension of H to A(M(Conf)). (See §2.2
(p-54), §2.2.1 (p.55) for details on this method of making supersymmetric ex-
tensions on the level of quantum operators.) By construction, the so defined
Hamiltonian operator H is supersymmetric:

[HQ} —0.

This has been achieved by adding to the original bosonic Hamiltonian H the
term

n,r
. 1
= Y E. Ny, =Y 55 - (603)
n,r n,r
N—_——
=E(©)

This term describes a (countable infinite) collection of uncoupled systems that
are, in the context of supersymmetric quantum mechanics, sometimes called
“Fermi oscillators” (e.g. [146]). The number operator Nn’r has eigenvalue 1 on
states that are proportional to the Grassmann element db™", and on all other
states it has eigenvalue 0. Algebraically the new term H; is hence the exact
Grassmannian analog of the bosonic operator H and, most notably, it contains
a diverging sum that exactly cancels that of H , so that the ground state energy
of H vanishes3®

(tolHhio) = 0.

39We purposefully refrain here from what might seem most natural at this point, namely
introducing bosonic creation and annihilation operators

(- o)

dTn,r
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Here
o) = |0)y, @ [0)¢

is given by the bosonic vacuum defined by the oscillator ground state wave
functions

(0" Heo),, = H(j)iexp<—wn(b”’r)2/2) (604)

n
n,r

and by the fermionic vacuum defined by the relation
¢""0); =0, Vn,r. (605)

Now that the original system, the free scalar field, has been successfully
turned supersymmetric at the level of its quantum mechanical operator descrip-
tion (this way of introducing supersymmetry is what is called the “Hamiltonian
route” on p. 9 of the introduction) we can reobtain the supersymmetric action
functional that is associated with the new supersymmetric system by taking
the (pseudo-)classical limit of the new Hamiltonian H. This gives the classical
Hamiltonian density H, from which the Lagrangian density £ is obtained by
taking the Legendre transform’. In order to find the usual form of the action,
the mode decomposition has to be reversed. In the present simple example this
(straightforward but not very illuminating) procedure can be avoided by recog-
nizing the fermionic Hamiltonian E[f as the Hamiltonian of the free Dirac spinor
field: The free Dirac particle is described by a four-component Dirac spinor field
1 with the following action (e.g. [119]§4,§10.3):

Sp = /LDdt

Y (v"i0, —m)1p d°x dt

Pt ('yofy” 10, — 'yom) ¥ d3x dt

A— B —
M M~

_ 1

- 1
&n r = wb™" + —0 n,r)
’ V2 (f w "

Vo
With ! ’ ’ ’
[an,ral™" ] =on'or .

Such a notation is very natural in the simple case considered in this example, but it becomes
clumsy in more general cases. On the other hand, the geometrically motivated representation
that goes into (601) is generally of good use and will be used throughout.

40Tn fact, from 2.67 (p.65), we already know that the action, in the mode basis used above,
looks formally like that of the D =1, N = 2 supersymmetric sigma model:

1 . .
L = EG(n’T)(n/’T/)bn’rbn/’T/ —+ iG(nm)(n/m/)En’TDCn/’T,

_%G(n,’r)(n/;ﬂ) (abny'r‘W) (abn/,r/ W) _ E’ﬂ,f‘cn,77‘/ (vb"wabn/)ﬂ W)

. 2 1
Z (b77) + 2ie i, — SV —wndTen (606)

nez3
re{1,2}
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- / / (1 + vt (1057 i0; = +°m) v) dx dt. (607)
R X

The canonical momentum associated with 1 (z) is

_ 5 — it (z
pw(x)—(w(x)— Pi(z) .

This gives the Hamiltonian

Hp = il d*x — Lp
!
= [ ot (iry0, o) v (608)
P

The usual mode decomposition of 1) on ¥ = T3

Yat) = Y 4/Eﬂ(cm.(t)u"vre*m"'z+d*”””(t)vn,7.ei2”“) (609)

nczZ3
re{1,2}

with constant basis spinors*!

’L/A)(SU) — Z /Eﬁ (én’run,re—ﬂﬂ'nﬁ: _i_JTn,rvn’rei%mw) , (610)

nezZ3
re{1,2}

u™", vy r, leads to the quantum field operator

and the following nonvanishing anticommutation relations between the mode
creators and annihilators:

{enet '} = oy
{dupod™ '} = arsr (611)
It follows that the Hamilton operator becomes
iy = Y B (e = dypdt™)

ncZ3
re{1,2}

- ¥ B (eT"”“ém +divrd,, — 1) . (612)
nezZ3

re{1,2}

This is evidently the sum of two copies of H; defined in (603). Hence the
supersymmetric action that we are looking for contains two complex scalar fields
and one Dirac spinor field:

1

Sy = 3 [ (610,61~ mion +0"630,62 — mbien + 6 (110, ~m)¥) d'a

M
(613)

41 The position of the mode indices n, r is here chosen so as to reproduce the index convention
used above.
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This coincides with the result obtained by the usual superfield formalism. See for
instance [131], where it is shown that one complex scalar field is the superpartner
to one Weyl spinor field.

The above derivation of the supersymmetric action shows physically, why
the ground state energy of the supersymmetrically extended system vanishes:
The operator ¢l creates a Dirac particle of positive energy, ¢ annihilates one.
On the other hand, d creates a Dirac particle in a negative energy state and df
annihilates it. The physical vacuum |0) (605) with

¢TI0y =d™[0) =0, Vn,r

is therefore filled with negative energy states. The diverging negative energy
of this physical fermionic vacuum cancels exactly with the positive diverging
ground state energy of the bosonic scalar fields.

Next we consider the full supersymmetry algebra including spatial transla-
tion generators.



3 SUPERSYMMETRIC FIELDS AND STRINGS IN Q-REPRESENTATION 150

3.2 Scalar field and superpartner in D =1+1
Let spacetime be given by

M:=R@Y:=R®S', (614)
with coordinates
(2% 2') = (ct,z) e R®[0,L] . (615)
The action of a free and massles complex scalar field propagating on M is
1
S=3 / N0, Oy d*x . (616)
M

The field ¢ may be expanded as
G(t,x) = > 2"(t)Nekre

nelN
& ¢ (ta) = Z(t)Ne o, (617)
nelN
where
kn = s (618)

L

is the wave vector along the single space-like direction and where 2" and z"
are complex coordinates on the infinite dimensional configuration space of the
system.

After inserting this expansion into (616) one finds the following Lagrangian:

11 .5 1 _
_ ab * _ =N .n 2 _7n n
L—/n Db i ds = 3 <2C2z (1)2"(1) — 5#2 2(1) 2 (t)) (619)
R nelN
The canonical momenta are
_ i
Par = am
_ L
o 2¢2
1.,
The energy-momentum tensor
6L oL
Tw = (040) —=— + (0,0") —— — nwL
b ( ¢)55'b¢+( ¢)53b¢* Nab
1 1
= 50u0"0p6 + 50a000" — "L (621)
has the components
1 .,. 1 .
Too = @Qﬁ ¢+ 53@ 019

1 . 1
Ty = % (019) o™ + % (0190%) 9. (622)
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Integrating this over space gives the Hamiltonian and the momentum functions:

HO =H = /TOO dx
)

11 N .p 1 2 -n n
= ;(2022 z —|—2kznz (t) = (t))

1 _
= Z <2C2pznpzn + gkaZ"(t) z”(t))

n

H1 =P = /Tlo dx
D)
= Zzik (z”én — z”z”)
2"
= ) chy (2"pan — Zpan) (623)

n
Canonical quantization by the rule

pzn — ﬁzn = _ihazn
Pz — ﬁgﬁ = 72‘56577 (624)

yields the operators
N 1 _
H — H= % (_202h282”65" + iki Z"z”)

P — P=Y" chky ("0 — 2" 0:n) . (625)
n€lN

From this purely bosonic system one finds the metric G™™ and superpotential
W on configuration space

G 202671771
k" nzn
W= ) 502"z (626)
nelN
so that
H = —R:G"0,00:m + G"™ (8.0 W) (0,m W)
P = G ((0aW)0n — (0.W) ) (627)

The main point of this derivation is that H and P are indeed of the form
required to apply the results of 2.68 (p.66). Comparison with (294) shows
that the supersymmetric extension of this system is described by the following
extended Hamiltonian and momentum operators:

H = (—20%2@:" Oen + %kii”z + ek (€76, +ete, ) - hckn>
nelN
P = ¢ Z (hkn (2" 0yn — 2"0yn) + hiky, (@Tnén _ éfﬁéﬁ)) _ (628)

nelN
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Here we have shifted the index on the fermionic annihilators by means of

"= G

¢

3
@Q

3

3
o
3

(629)
The following constituents of these operators: can be identified:
e total bosonic “kinetic” energy: —2c¢2h*0,n Ozn

e total bosonic “potential” energy: %k%zﬁz"

“renormalized fermionic energy”: hck, (éT"én + éméﬁ)
e fermionic ground state energy: —hcky,

e total bosonic momentum: ik, (2"0,n — Z"0,n)
e total fermionic momentum: hk, <6T"én — 6Tﬁéﬁ>

The negative fermionic ground state energy again exactly cancels the positive
bosonic ground state energy.
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3.3 The NSR superstring

Outline. The Polyakov action with non-trivial background fields is treated
in Hamiltonian formalism (following [122]) which brings out the close formal
relation to canonical gravity and provides a particularly convenient means to
introduce worldsheet supersymmetry. The system is then canonically quantized
in the mode amplitude Schrédinger representation. It is shown that the 0-mode
of the supercurrent in this representation is a linear combination of deformed
exterior derivatives on configuration space (and in fact precisely of the form of
the supersymmetry generators discussed in 2.68 (p.66) and §3.2 (p.150)). All
other modes can be seen to be formally “hidden supercharges” in the terminol-
ogy of §2.2.7 (p.90). Formal relations between the canonical treatment of the
Polyakov action and quantum gravity and in particular quantum cosmology are
discussed.

Introduction. Formally the first quantized superstring is equivalent to 141
dimensional quantum supergravity coupled to supermatter. This fact gives rise
to many useful analogies to our treatment of quantum supergravity in §4 (p.181).
In particular, the center-of-mass motion of the (super-)string corresponds for-
mally to the dynamics of the homogeneous modes of (super-) quantum gravity
(¢f. §4.3.2 (p.230)), i.e. to quantum cosmology. Hence looking at string the-
ory as a quantum supergravity theory in 1+1 dimensions is a particular fruitful
point of view with respect to understanding quantum cosmology. Among other
things, the preference of normal mode decomposition over functional formu-
lations that is common practice in analysing the Polyakov action also proves
worthwhile in quantum supergravity, where it is however less commonly used
(see §4.2 (p.187)).

Literature Standard textbooks on string theory are [115] and [223]. Several
useful introductory lecture notes are also available, for instance [122] (valu-
able details on Hamiltonian and BRST formalism), [37] (emphasis on light-cone
gauge), [250] (brief outline including D-branes but skipping conformal field the-
ory), [154] (detailed exposition of perturbative string theory), [157] and [158]
(concise presentation of the bosonic string and conformal field theory).

The starting point of string theory is the generalization of the usual action
that describes a relativistic (0O-dimensional) point particle (see §A (p.293), eq.
(1158), p. 294) to one describing a relativistic 1-dimensional “line-particle”, the
string.

3.1 (The Polyakov action) Let M = R®X with X = S* and let the metric
on M be

ds? = gopdo® @ do”

d=7reR

ol =0 €0,27]. (630)
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With M the world-sheet the bosonic Polyakov action for a string moving in a
gravitational and RR-form background is given by ([223], eq. (3.7.6))

/d’rdoE:/dTL

T
= 5 [drir Vi (oG B A XX (631

S

3.2 (Planck length, String tension, and Regge slope)

A (632)

2ol

Vol = 1 (633)

In order to quantize this action we apply standard Hamiltonian formalism,
following [122] (also see [159]):

3.3 (Hamiltonian treatment of the bosonic string) The canonical dy-
namical coordinates are the X*. Their canonical momenta are

oL
P, = .
oXH
= —TVg(9"*Gu +€"*Byy) 0. X", (634)
so that42

. 1 1 1
X = —(———P,— (™ — X" .
G goo( T/ <g G+ \/gB,W) ) (636)

(In conformal gauge, where g5 = €%1ag, this gives GWXV = %Pu - B, X".)
To evaluate the Hamiltonian

H = / do (PHX“ —c) : (637)

one makes the usual ADM decomposition (see §4.1 (p.181) for details) of the
world-sheet metric in lapse and shift functions and “spatial” parts. For any
d-dimensional manifold with spatial coordinates x* and temporal coordinate t
the ADM form of the metric is

ds* = —N?dt®dt+ (da’ + N'dt) @ (dz? + N7dt) g; . (638)

42Here €g;, is the antisymmetric tensor, so that in particular €01 = —€10 = 1/y/g (cf. [223],
p. 105). This is because the RR-term comes from the integration of the potential B over the

worldsheet:
/ B

1
5/BWdX“AdX”

1
- 5/BWaaxmbx”daaAdab

/ dodr By, 0, X"y XY . (635)
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Due to the special Weyl invariance of the Polyakov action it turns out to be
convenient to multiply the lapse by the “spatial” volume element

N — /gN (639)

(this may be compared with the treatment of the general p-brane in 3.21 (p.176))
so that one sets

ds* = —N?jdr ®dr+ (dz' + N'dt) ® (da’ + N7dt) g;;  (640)

Here g;; is the spatial metric whose only component is gi; and whose deter-
minant is also § = gy1. The components of the world-sheet metric in ADM
parameterization now read

- 2
goo = —N?j+ (Nl) g11
gn = N'gn
g1 = i1 (641)
The determinant is
det(g) = —N2G% (642)
and the elements of the inverse metric tensor are
1
oo _
g - N2§
901 _ N'
N2g
2
1 Nt
gt = —- ( 2)~ : (643)
g11 NZ2g

Using these expressions one finds for the Hamiltonian density H

PX"—L

15 ¢ T T . T .
= SPX"+ 5Veg XX 4 SV XX 4 5 By XPX

= 1P 1 ( 1 P”—901X'”—1B“VX’”>+
V9

2790\ Ty

T 01 v/ 1 1 01 v/ 1 /

= Xt —(——p, —¢""X! — —B,, X"
+2\/§g goo T\/§ 1 g “w \/g N +

T 1

T 11y !
- XX 4 =By —— ([~
M A A v

_ 1 P P ﬁp X/H‘i_z _(901)2 + 11 XIX/M+
T argo gt goo r 5 V9 g0 9 p
1 T 1
Py B", X" — — B, B, X" X"
9°V9g 29"g

T

. 1. . T L T . T S
P, X" — <2PMX” — Vg XX = S /ag" XX, — S B XX )

1
PH_ gOlX/;J, o 7BMVX/V X/m
v

1 v K K
= NG (P4 TBuX'™) (P, + TByuX'™) + SNX"X] + N'PX"

= NH, +N'H;.
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‘H is the Hamiltonian generator of 7 translations and H; is the generator of
o-translations:

HL = % (;G’“’ (P, +iTB,,X"") (P, +iTB,, X"") + TX’“X”’) G
Hy = P,X"". (645)
The total Hamiltonian is
H = /da (NHL+ N'Hy) . (646)
=

In 1+1 dimensions it is very natural to consider “light cone” coordinates o
0%+ o', Accordingly one defines

Hy = H, t+tH:

]' v ]' K K
= G <\/T (Py+ TBuX"") + VTG . X’ > (

L
VT

where in the last line we have introduced a convenient factorization which ex-
presses H4 as the square

He=G"PusPus (648)
of some sort of generalized momentum
€
VT

Note that in this form the Hamiltonian constraint of the relativistic string in
gravitational and RR-field background is an obvious generalization of the Hamil-
tonian constraint of the relativistic point particle in gravitational and electro-
magnetic backgrounds (¢f. §A (p.293), in particular equation (1159)).

Pt P, + VT (B £ Gpue) X' (649)

With the bosonic Hamiltonian of the theory identified, we can now consider
supersymmetric extensions, i.e. the superstring. As is demonstrated in [122],
§14.2.1, this is readily done (following the “Hamiltonian route”, ¢f. p. 9 ff.) by
the “square-root” method:

3.4 (Supersymmetric extension) Since the light-cone Hamiltonian Hy is
a square of momentum-like expressions, P+, its supersymmetric square root is
necessarily a Dirac-operator like expression®® in terms of the Pu+. Hence one
defines a fermionic pendant to the dynamical field X*, namely the field

Ph, Ae{+ -}

which is a real (Majorana) worldsheet spinor, carrying a spinor index A (which
we conveniently let take values not in {1,2} but, equivalently, in {+,—}). It
must satisfy the canonical super Poisson bracket algebra (see the remark at the
end of 3.5 (p.157) with respect to the use of 45 on the right hand side)

{4 (0),¥5(0")}py = iG*5apd(0,0”) . (650)

43Note, though, that we are still discussing the classical mechanics of the string here.

(Py + TBI/;QX/K) :t \/TGUKX/K> )

(647)
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(Here we deviate from the conventions used in [122], which has a factor of 47 on
the right hand side.) We can switch to a more convenient basis by introducing
the vielbein E*, on spacetime

EuaEVbnab = QW

and defining the orthonormal fields 4 (o) so that

Tﬂi(U) = E“awi((j) ’ (651)
which gives the bracket (cf. [75], eq. 3.9)
{va(0), ¥p(0") }py = 0™0apd(0,0"). (652)

Contracting the “Clifford generator” * with the generalized momentum gives
the desired Dirac-like square root Sy of the light-cone Hamiltonian:

Sy = wipui~ (653)

As always, this leads to a supersymmetric extension of the original bosonic
Hamiltonian by further fermionic terms:

{8£(0),82(0)}pp = {¥hPus(0),¥LPus(0") } 1y
= {¢i(o),vL (0)}PB Px(0) Pus(c') + (terms containing ¢ )
= id§(0,0")H+(0o) + (terms containing ¢4 ). (654)

The supersymmetric Hamiltonian then reads
H= /da (NH. + NYHS + x§'Sa) - (655)

Here x¢ is the fermionic Lagrange multiplier associated with the supersymmetry.
The superscript ® indicates the supersymmetric extensions of the original bosonic
expressions. Since we will be concerned only with these supersymmetric objects,
these superscripts will be suppressed in the following.

3.5 (NSR string as D = 2 supergravity) We have, following [122], ob-
tained the constraints of the worldsheet supersymmetric extension of the bosonic
string, called the Neveu-Schwarz-Ramond (NSR) model, by working in Hamil-
tonian formalism. For flat target space, G, = 7., and vanishing 2-form field,
B,, = 0, the Lagrangian density corresponding to this model has been found
in [86] to be

T _ 1-
L=-3 / do? e (gaﬂaaX“agX” — Py Dath — 2Xay Y P (%X” + Qw”m» (656)

Here x, is the superpartner of the worldsheet vielbein and v* = e®,v%, where
~v* are the flat worldsheet Clifford generators. This action is formally that of
D = 2 supergravity coupled to supermatter. In two dimensions the gravitational
supermultiplet is non-dynamical and acts as Lagrange multipliers only.
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Another specialty of supergravity in two dimensions is that the action only
contains ordinary, as opposed to covariant, derivatives of the fermionic fields,
because the terms involving the connection coefficients vanish identically. This
has a remarkable consequence: For canonical supergravity in D > 2 the 0-
component of the spin connection always serves as the Langrange multiplier
for the Lorentz constraints, which enforce invariance of physical states under
Lorentz transformations of the vielbein field (¢f. §4.2 (p.187)). Such a constraint
does not appear in D = 2. This in particular implies that in D = 2 physical
states may have odd fermion number, something that is forbidden by Lorentz
invariance in D > 2. Tt also justifies our definition (650) of the canonical Poisson
bracket of the fermionic fields, which involves a term 645, where A, B are the
world-sheet spinor indices. Such a non-Lorentz-invariant notation implies that
a Lorentz frame has been fixed.

3.6 (Remark on string theory and worldsheet quantum gravity) The
formal equivalence of the free first quantized superstring with quantum super-
gravity on the worldsheet (minimally coupled to certain forms of supermat-
ter) gives rise to a host of parallels between the present discussion and that of
N =1, D = 4 canonical supergravity in §4 (p.181). For instance, we there find it
particularly convenient to make a mode expansion of all fields on spacetime (see
§4.3 (p.192)), completely analogous to the mode expansion common in string
theory (cf. 3.7 (p.158)). In both cases we find that in the mode amplitude basis
the supersymmetry generators have the form of deformed exterior derivatives
on configuration space.

With respect to understanding (supersymmetric or ordinary) quantum cos-
mology it is furthermore interesting to note the following: As is discussed in
§4.3.2 (p.230), quantum cosmology is obtained from full quantum gravity by
restricting attention to a certain subset of all the modes of the fields, namely
to such modes which are constant over the spatial hyperslice 3 (with respect to
some frame, see 4.45 (p.231) for details). This means that the analog of cosmol-
ogy in the theory of the free first-quantized string is precisely the center-of-mass
motion of the string. Or, to put it the other way round, quantum cosmology is
the study of the “center-of-mass” motion of the spacetime “brane” in the gravi-
tational configuration space (Wheeler’s superspace). (A similar observation has
been made in [5], p. 14.)

Note that these formal analogies of string theory with quantum gravity are
quite distinct from the usual applications that string theory, when regarded as
a theory of elementary strings propagating in spacetime, has to the study of
quantum gravity . It is quite remarkable that consistent superstring theory de-
scribes quantum supergravity both on the string’s worldsheet and on the string’s
target spacetime.

3.7 (Mode expansion of the fields) In order to yield a countably infinite
dimensional configuration space all fields are now expanded with respect to the
standard basis of Fourier modes on the string:

The bosonic fields and their momenta are

XH(r,0) = 7; (Xg + Z (Zﬁ(T) e+ Z1(7) e_”w)>

n=1
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Bu(r,0) = \/\/; (P 0u (1) + D Pz (1) €7 + Pp(7) e”“’)) (657)

Here Z/ and Z# are mutually complex adjoints

ZI = Cl + iDV
ZH = Cl —iDV (658)

where C¥, D¥ € IR are real in order for the fields to be real.

There are two different spin structures one can put on the circle. Accordingly
the fermionic fields are either periodic /(o0 =0) = 9/}(c =27) (“Ramond
sector”), or antiperiodic ¢ (0 = 0) = —9’} (o = 2m) (“Neveu-Schwarz sector”).
The periodic fields are expanded as usual

1 o0
E(r,0) = — (1) M 4 () e ) 659
W) = e 3 (W me), (o

while the antiperiodic fields have only half-integral mode numbers

yeen

1 e} . .
;L ur iro *UT —iroc
Lro) = —= Y (K1) +c"(r)e™™™) (660)
V2T =13

and in particular no constant component. Here, again, to ensure reality of the
fields, c+ and ¢ are complex conjugates of each other.
Expanding the Lagrange multipliers into Fourier modes along the string

1 .
Y (r,0) =Y™(7) ﬁe“w Ve {N,N" xq'} (661)
s

and varying the action with respect to the coefficient functions Y"(7) gives the
Fourier modes of the constraints of the system:

=
B
—
2
i

1 .
/HJ_(T7 o) e do =0
2m

1
21

ﬂ

e do =0

HL (1) = / Hi(r,0)

&

e do=0 (R)

™

Samy(t) = /SA(TJ)
Samy(r) = /SA(T7O')

-5

€™ do=0 (NS). (662)

ﬁ

21

3.8 (Quantization) The canonical Poisson brackets at equal T are

[X'M(T,O'),PV(T70'/)}PB = 555(0’,0”)
{wi(T,O‘),w%(T,O’/)}PB = in®5sp6(0,0) . (663)

Upon quantization in the Schrédinger representation the bosonic fields become
functional multiplication operators X*#(o) and their momenta become functional
differentiation operators

N . )
PM(0> = —Zma
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satisfying
(X4 (o), Bule)] = ig6(0,0") (664)

Analogously the fermionic fields are promoted to functional Clifford algebra
generators 1’ (), satisfying

{#40@). 05"} = " dand(,0) . (665)

The mode expansions of the quantum operators are

XNJ'_Z( AL 1no_|_Zu —zna))

>

=

S

I
/\

Pu(o) = (P Z( ne"? + Py ))
(o) = f i (ereme elime=ne) . (w)
o) = \/j i <Aur iro | glpr 717"0') . (NS). (666)

[N

The converse relations expressing the mode amplitudes in terms of the contin-
uum fields are (n > 0 throughout)

X4 = \/\/z/da X*(o)

>

op = ﬁ/dap (667)
= \/T/da X“(J)ie”"”
v 2T
2;; — \/T/d X}L +ino
: 7 K4(0)
. 1 . 1 .
Pn=— | do P, —_etine
2t ﬁ/ o Ful0) e
R 1 A 1 .
Psw = — | do P, ——e 7 668
2t = [ do Pule) = (665)
O et = 712? / do (o) (669)

1 . .
AU — d 2 —1no
el \/ﬂ / oPh(o)e
e = —1% / do P (o) €™ . (670)
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This gives the following supercommutators for the mode amplitude operators:

[Xg, Pg‘} = st (671)

[Z;;, PZ%} = jongn

[ég,f?@n ] = iongn (672)
{e;%éffo,eguégo} — GMap (673)
{erdm} = cmammoa. (674)

It follows in particular that the bosonic momentum mode operators can be
represented as

st = —Zazﬁ
Py = —idgn. (675)

A discussion of a natural representation of the fermionic mode amplitude oper-
ators is postponed until the special structure of the supersymmetry generator
in Schrodinger representation is given in 3.14 (p.166).

3.9 (Lowest-order perturbation in background-field coupling) When
the coupling of the string to the background fields is expanded in terms of
derivatives of the background fields, higher order terms are negligible as long
as the “radius of curvature”, R, of these fields, the scale over which they vary
appreciably, is small as compared to the intrinsic length I = v/a' of the string

Vao!
R

(¢f. [223], pp. 109-110). Consider the dependence of the background fields on
the coordinate fields of the string:

<1

G (X% G, (Xg + 3" (Z5(r) e + Zi(7) e"“’)) .

n=1

The center-of-mass coordinates X are not subject to an oscillator potential and
take on large values as the string propagates. On the other hand, the oscillator
amplitudes Z%, Z% are confined in oscillator potentials and are generally much
smaller. In fact, the linear extension of the fundamental string, and hence the
scale of its oscillation amplitudes, is of the order of the Planck length v/a/. But
for the very concept of a purely massless background field in string theory to
make any sense at all, these must not vary appreciably over distances comparable
to the Planck length. It follows that by expanding the background fields around
the center-of-mass position of the string

Guw(X™(1,0)) = Gu(Xg(1))+-- (676)
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the first term, G, (X§) is a very good approximation to G, (X"). The same
holds for B, .

In the following we now make use of this fact by inserting the mode expan-
sion of the fields in all expressions, like the action and the constraints, and then
replacing all occurrences of G, (X" (7,0)), Bu, (X"(1,0)) by G, (X (7)) and
B, (X§(T)), respectively. This will be the lowest order approximation of the
quantum theory to the background-field coupling of the string.

When the background metric is flat Minkowski spacetime it makes sense to
think of the X* fields, as well as of their mode amplitudes X/, Z¥, ZF as coordi-
nate fields. However, the introduction of non-trivial gravitational backgrounds
reveals that the zero mode X*#, which describes the center-of-mass of the string,
is not on an equal footing with the Z#, Z#. The latter are, in the lowest or-
der approximation discussed above, rather infinitesimal quantities that describe
displacements of the string from it’s center-of-mass position, which are, due to
the smallness of the string, insensitive to spacetime curvature. This shows that,
in lowest order perturbation theory, one should think of the Z#, Z* as being
tangent vectors living in T' P (MST), the tangent space to the spacetime man-
ifold (MST, Guu) at the string’s center-of-mass point X/'. In this sense, when
the background is not Minkowski space, one must think of the Greek index of
X{' as being the index of a coordinate function, not that of a vector, while the
indices carried by Z¥, Z* indicate proper vector quantities.

3.10 (The constraint modes in lowest order in the background interaction)

When the lowest order of (676) is inserted into (662), (647) one finds the fol-
lowing expressions:

1 > _ _
Heg = 5G" <PH0P,,O +2) " (Pgr = nBuZy £ inGunZyy) (Pzy + nBun 25 F mGwzg)>
n=1
(677)
2% 1 = K 7K
Hio) = G"|5PwPu+ > (Pzn — nBuxZf) (Pzy + nBunZ5) | +
n=1
+> n*ZEZY G
n=1
1 _ = _
Hignsyy = GW <2mPﬂ0By,{Z§1 + Y (PZZ@ - nBMan,m)) (Pzv + nBVKZ2)> +
n=m-+1
271k 4%
+ Y NPzl 70
n=m+1
1 > _
Hime-y = G"™ <_2mPMOBMZ,;g + > (Pz —nB,.Z5) (Pz(unim) +nBWZ§n_m))> n
n=m-+1

+ i nQZ,’fZV G

(n—|ml)
n=|m|+1

(678)
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3.11 (Classical equations of motion in lowest order in background interaction)

Varying the Lagrange multipliers N, N' has lead to the above constraints gov-
erning the strings’s dynamics. After these have been found the string may be
classically evolved along the 7 coordinate with the Lagrange multipliers specified
freely. It is most convenient to choose the gauge defined by

N(r,0)=1
N(r,0)=0.

It follows that the Hamiltonian which generates the 7-evolution is
H=H_,q-

From this Hamiltonian one obtains the following classical equations of motion:

Xt =GP

Zn = G (PZz - anzg)

2t = G"™ (Pgy +nB,,2L)

. 1 > _

Py = —(3,G") <2PNOP,,0 + Z (PZZ — nB,mZS) (PZ; + nB,meL)> _
n=1

o0
= 0278 (9,G) +
n=1

+6™ S n ((8,,B,m) 75 (Pyy + 1By ZE) — (0,Bus) 25 (PZZ - nBMZfL>)

n=1
1. . L. > _
= —(9,G") <2XM)X,,0 +> ZWZW> = 0?2475 (0,G ) +
n=1 n=1
G S0 (0pBue) Z5: Lo = (0B us) Zim)
n=1

o0

= (9,Gw) (;xx as (2621 - nQZ::Zz)> + (0,By) Y n (2621 - 212%)
n=1

— n=1
1. . i _ i _
= (9,Gw) <2X5;X5 +) (z;;z; - nQZ;;zg)> +(0pBuw) > _md: (Z12Y)
n=1 n=1
Pz = nG" By« (Pzy +nBuiZp) —n*Z4G o
= B2t —n2Z%Gn
Pz = nG"B,, (PZ;,I - nB,,AZ;\L) — 122" Gl

. .
= nBu.Zh —n°Z,Gyy .

(The right hand side of some equations contains terms with ordinary (non-
covariant) derivatives, that do not transform as vectors. That should be because
the respective left hand side are not vectors, either, as has been discussed above.
The free index is instead that of a coordinate field.)
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One finds the following second derivative of the center-of-mass position:

X} = GMP,y+G¥Py
e 1 oy
= (0.G™) G, XEX§ + §GAP (0,G ) XE XY +

—— I, A XFXV
=-T, Xy Xy

+G (8, i (2625 - n*2223) + G (9, B) i (2:22)

(680)

The first term, which is independent of the internal oscillations of the string, is
the usual interaction of a relativistic point with the gravitational field. If all the
ZP, ZF are set to zero, so that the string collapses to a point, then then above
equation simply describes the usual geodesic motion of a point in spacetime (cf.
(1156), p. 294).

3.12 (Translation between Schrédinger- and Fock representation) In
the literature one mostly finds a Heisenberg picture and Fock representation
quantization of the string oscillations. These are obtained by writing the clas-
sical solutions to the string’s equations of motion (in conformal gauge and for
Minkowski target space G, = 1u.,) as

X“(T, o)

1 1.
_ Ly N —inT 7.na M —inT —ino
= z +727er T+ — Z( —l—noze e )

Z (( int &lineJrin'r) eino + (&Zefirm‘ o

OA[linGer'T) 671n0>

- uip T Zi((dzv)f&ﬁn(ﬂ)emw(&wwaﬁn(ﬂ)e*ma). (681)

27T 47rTn n

(This oscillator expansion follows [154], p. 19, and can be obtained from [115],
p. 66, by changing integration bounds from [0,7] to [0,27]). The canonical
momentum in this representation is thus

PH(7,0) = T, X¥(,0)
- %ﬁu + 7= Z ((6‘52(7) + &’in(r)> eino 4 (&Z(T) + &lin(7.>> e—ma) '
(682)

Comparison of (681) and (682) with (657) gives the following relations between
the Schrédinger and the Fock representation (n > 1 throughout):
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Schrodinger Fock ‘
M — m 1 ~p
)A(o = varT (Il + 2P T)
Pt = pH
1 OA \/271'Tp 1
1 pr — Ko sl A
V2© 0 Y = Q0 = VaarP
s - i (qn_Gn
Zn - Van an An
g7 . ~
_ 1 3 21 AR
n - ﬁﬁ Qp —a_py
5 _ 1 (A A
Z;Ln - ﬁ Oéﬁ + a*TL
A _ 1 2 A
me - V2 an, + a_p
1 a . o _ A
7\ P2, — mzk = ak
1 . _ A
7 Pz, +inZh = o,
1 > Su _ s
7 Py, —inZh = o,
1 (H . _ 2H (683)
ﬁ Zyn + ZnZn - a_p
ZE Py, | = iGMopm - k. ar, | = nG*"onm
S, A . G &Y - 2%
28, Py | = iG*ou, an, 0y | = nGonm
A r_ Zn (AH)T - aM
n - n an t - afn
N T . A 2 Y
(PZﬁi) — PZ,L ay, = a_,
0 A A
Let W :=— Y nZkZ"G,,, then:
n=1
1 W p_ -w A
V2 € Zyn e ay,
1 W p w _ A M
ﬁ € qun € - a—n
1 W P -W _ AH
7€ Py, e = o,
1 -W p_ w — s
V2 € Zun € — -n

(The oscillator definitions should be compared to those of the super-oscillator
in 2.63 (p.61)).

3.13 (State spaces in Schrédinger and Fock representation) The choice
of the Schrodinger representation makes manifest a subtlety in the definition of
the space of states for the quantized string. Consider a usual Hilbert space for
systems in Schrédinger representation, say L?(M), the space of complex valued
square interable functions over configuration space M (") with the usual scalar
product. The first thing to note is that this space, by construction, is a Hilbert
space, not a Krein space, since its inner product is positive definite. This is in
contrast to the Fock space used in the string theory literature. This Fock space
is constructed by defining oscillator vacua |p,0) by the relations

Py [p,0) = p*
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&b lp,0) =0, n>1, (684)

from which all states are obtained by acting with the creation operators &",, n >
1. The obvious inner product on this space is indefinite due to the Lorentzian
signature of the commutator [&#, 4", ] = nG*. From this indefiniteness and
the resulting existence of null-norm states follows the essential existence of gauge
degrees of freedom in the string’s spectrum.

It is clear that the above Fock space cannot coincide with the Hilbert space
L? (M(Conf)). In particular, the vacuum states |p,0) cannot be elements of

L? (M(CO“f)), because they cannot be square integrable with respect to Z°, Z9:

ay [p,0) =0
& (77001523 - inZﬁ) p,0) =0
< |p,0) x emmonZnZy _ otnZy 7, (685)

This problem has, for example, been noted in [26], in the context of 141 di-
mensional general relativity. One obvious way out might be to demand that the
vacuum be annihilated by &° ,, n > 1 instead. This leads to a square integrable
vacuum. However, this vacuum has the serious defect that it is obviously no
longer Lorentz invariant.

The above problem, in another guise, is precisely that encountered in the
path integral quantization of the string, where the path integral over X° has
a wrong-sign gaussian weight. According to [223], p. 34 and pp. 82-83, this
should be remedied by a contour deformation so that X© is integrated over the
imaginary axis instead of over the real axis of the complex plane.

We will adopt this technique to define a Schrodinger-representation space
of states L% (M) which is obtained from the usual L?(M 1)) by de-
manding that the integral in the scalar product, which thus becomes a mere
inner product, be over imaginary X°-values. This space then coincides, by
construction, with the traditional Fock space of states defined above.

We can now give the quantum version of the supersymmetry generator of
the NSR string in Schrédinger representation.

3.14 (The supersymmetry generators in Schriodinger representation)
We want to find the quantum version of the expression (653) for the generator
of world-sheet supersymmetry transformations. First consider the special case
that all background fields vanish so that

Guw=0w, Bu=0

in the following. Then one has

S0 = / do PP,

n=1

v ((Cio ) Ko+ Y (A (P Fin Zy) + ™ (P £ i Z;m))>

(686)
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In terms of oscillators this reads

1 LO * 0 LT 2
J+(0) — E <<Cl H ) 40 + Z (Cﬂrlaun JranéM n))

1 * un A
J,(o) = E (( 10 +c /0) uo + Z ’_ Ollu n+ e O‘;m)) (687)

n=1

Quantization is straightforward since no operator ordering ambiguity is encoun-
tered:

Juw = \/;T<( ) (g + 3 (8 (i i ) 2 (iazﬁimzmm

N \/;T <( +elt?) oy + Z (& (07 £ Zyn) + ™ (02 nZ;m))> . (688)

In order to make manifest the special nature of this operator in Schrédinger rep-
resentation we define complex coordinates on configuration space: First, space-
time indices p and mode indices n are united in a single multi-index ¢:

(un) — i =i(p,n) . (689)

This allows to introduce the following modified notation:

VA
Zr A
Pzun — B
Pze — B
Ozp — O
Ogun — O
Gt
gt
cﬂ_’m = cf
chm (690)

There is a natural involution () on these operators defined by

(@) =a

(xg) =z T e {X,P,c,c*,f(,f’,é,éT} . (691)
The metric tensor on this manifold is defined to be

Gzzonf) Gz(jconf) = {éla é“ }
{éw’ CJ} — G M) grli) m(3)
GZionf) = éz’ éT] } =0

Gii _ {cc“ } —0. (692)

(conf)
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We furthermore define the superpotential

w o= —inZﬁZw
n=1

= w277, (693)

where w;5 = n(i)G cons)ij (cf 2.63 (p.61)).

ij
The zero modes of the fermions, which we will denote by

o= 0 el (694)
are special in that they generate two anticommuting copies of a Clifford algebra

{F“F”} = G"6,y .

Any two such copies are isomorphic to the canonical creator/annihilator algebra
via
éM -

(0 + i)

et =

Sl =Sl

(fi — ) : (695)
so that

{e" e} = 0

{etv ey = 0

1

2

{er et} = -G, (696)

This allows us to identify, say, éio = é* and éﬂ_“o = ¢tr. Because of TV =
%i (¢t — ¢#) this then implies the identification M0 = _jer and ef0 = jetn,
We then make contact with the notation of 2.2 (p.16) by means of the relations
A = e e =vary
A= et -t = —ivart . (697)

With this notation the supersymmetry generators now read

T = oo (5 @4 &) x4 ¢ 0= (0W) + 0+ @) )
J_ = \;TZT (&5 (et — &) Oxp + ¢ (0 + (W) + & (05 — (&-W))) :

(698)

One recognizes the center-of-mass components as the two exterior derivative
operators over (Minkowski) spacetime

dg = &™oxp

df = -y (699)
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and the other components as the holomorphic and antiholomorphic exterior
derivatives over the oscillator configuration space

d’t = &y,
de — éﬁ&z
dTJ—i— — _égaz
d’/- = —¢éo, (700)
or rather their deformations by the superpotential W
dWJ-‘r — e—WdJ+eW
dWJf _ €7WdJ7€W
dTWJ+ — er’[J+6*W
dW/- = Wdil—e W, (701)

This finally allows us to write

« —1 1 _ _
J+(0) = ﬁ <\/§ (do +d$) + (ClWJ —dtw7 ))

i N _df W+ _ gtwi+
Jo = (ﬁ (d0-af)+(a d )).

(702)

The fermionic center-of-mass modes are seen to give rise to the two exterior
Dirac operators over spacetime. This expression has an obvious generalization
to curved spacetime, i.e. to non-trivial gravitational background, by inserting
the well known terms involving the Levi-Civita connection. From the result-
ing operator one may read off the associated functional supercharge, see 3.16
(p.170).

The non-zero modes of the supersymmetry generator is found to be (m > 0
in the following)

j:l:(+m) = \/_§Z ((6104‘@1”0) aZT’jL _i_é‘l'p,maxg) +
v 2 (éi(nim) (625 + "Zm> +eln (82” ¥ nZu(n—m))>
V2T n=m-+1 (n—m)
(703)
Tecm = \/; ((éio + 61“0) Dgr + é“max(,;) +
—1 > . o tpu(n—m) . R
+ﬁ Zﬂ (Ciﬂ (aZ(“n_m) + nZ/J«(nfm)) + e (az,% T ”Z;m>) )
(704)

These may be obtained from the zero mode by means of the generalized
number operators

Ny = Y elrlmrman 4 atntm) () 4 ¢ff)

n=1
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Ny = Y émmmen g (@0 4 &0y entm) (705)
n=m-+1

3.15 (Literature) The fact that the supersymmetry generators of the su-
perstring can naturally be identified with Dirac operators has been particularly
emphasized in [102], §7.

3.16 (NSR String in gravitational background via the Hamiltonian route)
The zero mode component of (702), being the exterior Dirac operator over space-

time, is immediately generalized to a non-trivial gravitational background by
replacing the ordinary derivative d,, by the covariant derivative on the exterior
bundle

O — Vi
= O —w, %86,
= Oy +wuat &, (706)

where w,,“; is the spin connection and ol = e“uéw. (All this is discussed in
detail in 2.2 (p.16), see also the appendix, e.g. B.11 (p.301).) Re-expressing
the covariant derivative in terms of the Clifford generators gives (where it is
essential that w,ap = —Wypa)

1@ 1 ia a fa
weapt & = 7 Wnab (7171 —V‘ivb_) : (707)
All this applies to the zero modes of the fermionic fields, not to the oscilla-
tors. But from the knowledge of the zero modes alone we obtain the associated

functional operator. It must read (using (649) and (653))
y 1 a a
Sy = 1/’1 (P;L:t - Ziw,uab (¢+7/13_ — w_wi)) . (708)

This result agrees with that reported in [75], which has been obtained by La-
grangian methods. (Note, when comparing with this reference, that there 14
carries an additional phase factor 7).

By again inserting the mode expansion of the fields into this expression and inte-
grating over the string one finds the expression of the supersymmetry generators
for arbitrary gravitational background in the mode representation.
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3.4 The supermembrane

3.17 (Topology, metric and ADM split) We assume, as usual, that the
brane has spatial topology X, where ¥ is p-dimensional, and a (p+1)-dimensional
world-volume

MP) —R® Y.

The coordinates z* range over the worldvolume, while coordinates z* parame-
terize the spatial hypeslice X. According to the common ADM prescription, the
metric g, on M (brane) jg oplit into a lapse function N, a shift vector N and a
spatial metric g;; on X (see for instance [195], §21.4):

{900 9oj ] _ [ NyN¥ —N? N; }

I gio 9ij | N; Gij
00 40j 1 [ -1 Ni
T O : g A
g - |: gzO gzj :| N2 |: Nt N2§zg _ Nsz :| (709)

The determinant of the metric is

N (710)
where we use the convenient shorthand

g = det(g.). (711)

It is understood that spatial indices, like those carried by the shift vector, are
raised and lowered by means of the spatial metric tensor

N* = GN;. (712)

The wunit timelike normal vector n = n*0, is defined by the requirement
that it be orthogonal to all tangent vectors of %

n-0; =0, i>0
and that it be of unit timelike length
n-n=-—1.
The first requirement is obviously satisfied for
— v 0
Ny = gun’ X 5# ,

and using (709) one finds

n, = N(SB
17 —
= N[N}]. (713)

Next we need to introduce Lorentz frames and hence a vielbein field:

eauebunab = Guv
e’ el g = b (714)
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(Using the vielbein one can alternatively characterize n by its orthogonality to
all e® = e%;dz" in the sense that:

nee®; = 0.) (715)
The ADM split furthermore requires to identify the object
sa

et =e"—, (716)

which is a p-covector on X and a Lorentz p+ 1-vector. As with all spatial indices,
those of €%; are raised and lowered with the spatial metric

e =gle;. (717)

It is often useful to have the following expressions for the Lorentz vector com-
ponents of the unit timelike normal vector:

a o a n
n = eﬂn
= i(—ea +e"N")
N o
ng = e'ny

Ne,'. (718)

Using these one shows that every world-covector may be split into tangential
and normal Lorentz vectors as follows
Vo = eql'v,
= —ng (nfv,) +é. v; . (719)
——
—u,
This is essential in order to understand the superalgebra in the ADM split. Let

P, be the generators of translations/reparameterizations and @ 4 the generators
of supersymmetry transformations. Because of (719) one has

{QA7 QB} = ’Y.ZBPG,
= —%snaPL +7%56. PF;. (720)
In the case of reparametrization invariant systems P, is the Hamiltonian con-
straint which generates reparametrizations normal to the spatial hypersurfaces
3., while P; are the generators of reparametrizations tangential to X. Compare

this with the canonical generator algebra of N = 1, D = 4 supergravity given in
(803), p. 191 of 4.11 (p.189).

3.18 (Bosonic worldvolume action of the brane) The action of the free
brane is, in generalization of the action for the free relativistic particle as well
as the Nambo-Goto action of the free string, proportional to the proper world-
volume of the brane:

S(p)NG = 7Tp / dvol
Mgbranc)

= -T, / N ek (721)

M :E)brane)
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and hence the Lagrangian density reads

Loywne = —Tp/g- (722)

(Here T}, is the tension of the p-brane which has units of massP*'.) One may
use the action in this form and proceed by canonical techniques. (For instance
[205] take this form of the action as the starting point for the supermembrane
in light-cone gauge. In [244] a covariant treatment of the bosonic theory is
developed.) However, as with the relativistic point and the string, it is often
desirable to use a form of the action which is quadratic in the propagating fields,
i.e. to use the Polyakov action* (this is the approach used in [255])

T
Lop = —5 V(00X X - 7). (723)

Here X© are the target space coordinate fields (« is a target space index) and
we assume the target space metric to be constant (independent of the X¢) for
the moment. It is convenient to abbreviate

XY, = X-Y. (724)
The quantity
hy = 0uX-0,X (725)

is called the induced metric. We have included a yet to be determined constant
A, which formally plays the role of a cosmological constant on the brane. This
constant is essential in order for Lnyg and Lp to be really equivalent. Namely,
assume that the metric on the brane is the induced metric, g, = h,,, then it
follows that

T
(G = hyw) = (ﬁp = *5\/§(p+ 1-— A)> . (726)
Hence we have to set
A=p—-1, (727)

because then the right hand side of the above equation is equal to the Nambu-
Goto action Lng. To check that this is consistent, compute the variation of the
Polyakov action with respect to the metric:

1 dLne T 1
0L = 5 (b g ()

_;@ (hW— %g,w (hg—p+1)) . (728)

Which implies that indeed both tensors are equal. (In the case of the string,
d = 1, they only need to be equal up to conformal rescaling, since then the term
—p+ 1 in the second line vanishes.) Therefore we have

A=p—-1=L~L, (729)

44The terms “Nambu-Goto action” and “Polyakov action” are often understood to refer to
the string, exclusively. In the following we will however use these terms for the generalization
to any number of brane dimensions D.
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“ b2

where the “ ~” means “equal when using the equations of motion”, i.e. “equal
on shell”. We are led to refine our definition of the Polyakov action of the brane
as

T
Lr = —5V3(@"9.X-9,X+2-D). (730)

It is immediate that for p = 1 this coincides with the Polyakov action of the
string (¢f. 3.1 (p.153), eq. (631)), while for D = 2 this is the Polyakov action
of the membrane as given in [255], eq. (8). Also, for p = 0 the above correctly
reproduces the action of the relativistic point particle with mass T' = m (cf.
§A (p.293)). This becomes obvious from inspection of the Hamiltonian of the
Polyakov action, which is obtained below.

3.19 (Dimensional reduction of branes) From the Nambu-Goto action
(721) of the bosonic brane it is obvious that any p-brane may be obtained from
the respective p + 1-brane by a special kind of dimensional reduction:

Suppose that the volume density /=g, = \/—gp(2?,...,2P) of the brane

factors, in some suitable coordinates, as

A/ —gp(a®, ... aP) = \/—gp,l(xo,...7x1’*1)\/7(x). (731)

This means that the extension of the brane along its P coordinate is inde-
pendent of all other coordinates (and in particular independent of the timelike
coordinate). Hence the topology of the brane must factor as

M(brane) _ M(brane) ®G,

D p—1

where G is the line segment or the circle S*. The linear volume of the brane
along z?, to be denoted by R, is then

R, — / (@) da? (732)

and the Nambu-Goto may be rewritten as

Swne = T / vV =9p—1 /7 dw da”

MPTEI G
— _RT, / Nt 25 (733)
Mprane)
This is the Nambu-Goto action of a p — 1-brane with tension

T, = R)T,. (734)

An important example is the so-called double dimensional reduction where
the the target space of the brane, spacetime, is compactified on a circle and the
brane wraps around that circle. In this case R, is the radius of the compact
dimension and the p — 1-brane tension is hence related to the compactification
scale of spacetime.
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See for instance [272], in particular §7.1, for a general brief discussion of
the relation between various p-branes and their tension. Also see [76] for a
discussion of double dimensional reduction in the context of supermembranes
and superstrings.

3.20 (Canonical formalism from the Nambu-Goto action) The Nambu-
Goto Lagrangian may be written explicitly as

L - -Ty=g

—1 ’ot ’
= T\/ (g#ou1~~upamXaoaﬂlqu "'aupx%) (gﬂoﬂl‘..ﬂpaﬁt’lXaoau’le "'au;,Xap> :

(p+1)!
(735)
Therefore its canonical momenta are
1 1 5 SO fp @o ai ap | (romt o m;
o = T\/Tg 1) \sx. € Oua X0 X522 0, X (6 ? Oy Xag Oy Xay - -%X%)
1 J « e} [e% —poph el
== Tﬁ (6)(& 30X DalX oo apX p> (EMOHI “Pa%XaOa#/le e 8#;Xap)
1
- Tﬁ (81XO¢1 T aanp) (gpomu.#pﬁltoX@amXal T aHpXO‘p) ’ (736)

so that the respective Hamiltonian density vanishes identically:

H = P,X*-L

1
= T—_g (Do XX -0, X ) ("M 8y X0y Xay ++ Oy Xa, ) TV =9
=9

- 0. (737)

This vanishing is familiar from the Nambu-Goto action of the relativistic point
particle. The reason is that the dynamics is fully determined by constraints
which restrict the brane’s motion to a hypersurface in phase space. The points
of this hypersurface satisfy the equation®®

P-P = -T?j. (739)

45This can be derived as follows:

1
P.P = TQE (01X .. 9,XP) (gunulmupawxaamXal ...auanp)

’ ’ ’ ’
(ouxeic oy ) (@600, X0, Xy 0y X )

1
- TQH (01X -+ 9pXP) (Eomn'upam Xay '6MPXD‘P)

=9

’ ’ ’ ’
00X (01700, X7 ) (@400, X200, X,y -0, Xy, ) +

=9

1 .
+T2m (D1 X1+ 9 XOP) (€411 9y Xy -+ Oy Xy )
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For the point particle, p = 0, this is, with g = 1, the usual relation
P.P=-T?=-m?, (740)

while for p = 1, where g = 0; X - 0; X, this is the Hamiltonian constraint of the
string (cf. (645))

P-P+T?0,X-0,X = 0. (741)
For p > 1 there are further constraints, expressed by the identities

P-0;X = 0, 1<i<p, (742)
which are due to the fact that

8;: X (9, X ,..aanp) (guoul--»upaﬂoXaamxal ...3%)(%) = 0, 1<i<p,
(743)

because of the antisymmetry of the right factor and the double occurrence of 0;
in the left factor.

These constraints are related to the generators of diffeomorphism perpendicular
and parallel to X. This becomes obvious in the Hamiltonian formulation of the
Polyakov form of the brane’s action in 3.21 (p.176).

3.21 (Hamiltonian of the Polyakov action) The canonical momenta are

P = -Tgg"0,X
= —Tg¢"° X —T\/g9" ;X
. 1 gO'L'
X = ——— _pP-2_9.X. 744
< T./g9% g90 (744)

(Here, as in our treatment of the string, a dot indicates the derivative with
respect to 2°, i.e. X = 9pX.)

The Hamiltonian density is

H = X-P-L

. . oo 1 . . . 1 .. 1
= T\/—g(—gOOX-X—g(“X~0iX+2g00X~X+gOlX-8iX—|—29”81»X-8jX—2A>

T L. y
= VA (g X X4 gPax ;X A)

; 2
T 00 1 goZ Iy
= V9 (—g (T\/ggoo P+ g %X ) +979,X-0;X — A

aiXa (81Xa,1 o aan;J) (gﬂéf"l“'”;va%){aawlxa/l <0 Xa;)

(743)

- _1% (738)
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07

T2 N ' 00 T ¢%

ST BT

Vo T?

VT (i 2 =
~Y2 (N9 X) —N\/§A>

1/1 1 y ,
= N-|=—=P-P+T\gg" 0, X -0;X —T/gA N' (P-0;X) .
In the last lines the special form of the ADM metric (709) has been inserted.

From looking at this expression it seems reasonable to also consider a trans-
formed lapse function

N = —/N (746)

(and in fact this is what was used in the treatment of the string in 3.3 (p.154),
eq. (639)). In terms of this the Hamiltonian density reads:

11 y _
H o= N (TP-P+T§§” 0, X - 0;X —T§A> + N (P-0;X) . (T47)

At this point one can again use the equations of motion to set
X -0, X ~ G (748)
so that
770, X-9,X ~ p, (749)
where, as above, “~” denotes on-shell equality. This finally leads to the simple
form
1

~ 1 .
H ~ N2<TP-P+T§>+N‘ (P-0;X) . (750)

Since g;; is an induced metric tensor, its determinant can, for p > 2, be
expressed in terms of Nambu brackets {X#1, X#2 ... XHi} of the embedding
coordinates. These are defined in 3.24 (p.179). In terms of these brackets the
determinant of the spatial metric reads

1
g - H{Xlule/mv'"7Xup}{X#1’XH2""’XILp}' (751)

This allows to express the Hamiltonian of the brane as

1

2\T

( Nlpopy % (N9, X)" + Q%Ni P-9;X + N/33" 0;X - 9; X —

1 ) 1 -
( p.p-YI (¢ 0, X)* —2=-9_P.0,X + /59" 0, X - 9,X — \/§A>

(745)

N 1 1 11 2 L 7
H o~ N(P-P—&—p!T{X‘ ,X“,...,X‘P}{XM,XM,...,XM})—|—N (P-9,X) .

Of special importance in this context is the case p = 2, since then the Nambu
bracket can be approximated by an ordinary matrix commutator. This is how
matrix mechanics appears in the theory of the 2-brane (see [255] [254] [205] [32]
for reviews).

(752)
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3.22 (The ADM Hamiltonian of the point, the string, and the membrane)
The Hamiltonian we have obtained is quite general. It applies to all p-brane
dimensions p > 0. The first few values of p, which are of special importance,
are summarized in the following table:

P A=p-1 H
N =0
140 -1 X = 0 Ni(zP-P+T) T=m
g — 1
141 0 g = gn Ni(#P-P+TX'  X') T 1
gll = 1/gll + NUP.X' 2ma’
. Ni(AP P+ L {x* X"} (X0, Xs})
— lfxa xP 2 \T 2 J arAp
1+2 1 g=3 {X* X} {Xa, X} | | NP 0,x)

(753)

1. The first line, p = 0, is the relativistic point. Comparison with §A (p.293),

e.g. eq. (1154), shows that here T is the mass of the point(-particle),
T =m.

2. The second line, p = 1, gives the Hamiltonian of the relativistic string (cf.
(644), p. 155) and T is, as usual, the string tension 7' = 1/27¢/.

3. The third line, p = 2, is the membrane, or 2-brane with the determinant

of the spatial metric expressed in terms of the Nambu bracket (¢f. 3.24
(p-179)).

3.23 (Comparison with the literature) In [255], eq. (11), the action of
the membrane is given in the gauge

4

90i =0, goo=——759
1%

(this are three gauge choices, obtainable by using transformations in the three
coordinates). In the presently used ADM formulation this means that

. 2 2
Ni=0, N=235 N=2.
9 V\/§7 v

In this gauge the canonical momentum (744) reads

P:EX
N
and we find
L = P-X—-H
T N/T
= - _— = = X X T~
N 2 <N2 * g)
T1 .
- ~(X-X—NQQ)

2
v (. o 4
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which is the form of the action given in [255].

3.24 (Nambu Brackets) Let {X“(z#)} be functions of p coordinates z#, u =
1...p, where p > 2. Let 143 be any constant matrix (i.e. independent of the
x#) and set X,, := 1, X". (The notation insinuates that the X* are target
space coordinate fields, but that is not essential for the definition of the Nambu

bracket.)
The Nambu bracket of order p is defined by
{XR, X2 XY= @R (00, XY (00 XP2) -+ (D XHP)

= Pl (010, X") (Bag X#2) -+ (D0 X**) ,  (755)
where the last line expresses that here € is the completely antisymmetric symbol.

The essential property of the Nambu bracket is the following relation to the
determinant of the “induced metric”:

{Xﬂ‘l,X'uQv"WXp‘p}{X,quuzy"'aXup} = p' detOhﬁ [(8(XXM) (85XH)] .
(756)

The proof is immediate due to the standard expression for the determinant of

any matrix h
y OCB _ —oogap
det(hag) =€ h1a1 h2o<2 to hdocp )

which implies that

(oS Ne TN

€ “aph'ﬁloqhﬁzaz e hﬁdap = €8182--Bp det(h’aﬁ) .

3.25 (Worldvolume supersymmetry)

0o _ 0 1
T 210
.01
T 100
s 1 0
3.26 (The super-2-brane in unit gauge)
N 1 0
Gij = { 01 } (758)
¥
(709)
—(N)?+ (N1)? + (N2)> N1 Ny
Juv = Ny 1 0
No 0 1
1 -1 Ny Ny
gl“’ — (N)Q Nl (N)2 — (N1>2 N1N2 (759)
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[N N N,
0 1 0
0 0 1

[1/N —N,/N —N/N

0 1 0

(760)
0 0 1

N N "
(N)? — (N1)? NN, (761)
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4 Quantum Supergravity and Quantum Cosmol-
ogy

Outline. This section first briefly reviews some aspects of ordinary canoni-
cal quantum gravity (§4.1 (p.181)) and of canonical quantum supergravity (§4.2
(p-187)). The main content, in §4.3 (p.192), is then the reformulation of parts of
canonical quantum supergravity using a basis of modes to parameterise physical
fields. It is found that the supersymmetry generators in this formulation have
the form of deformed exterior derivatives on configuration space. Supersymmet-
ric cosmological models are discussed in the context of solving the 0-mode of
the supersymmetry constraints (§4.3.2 (p.230) and §4.3.3 (p.240)). The mode
representation also seems to point a way to treat higher dimensional and higher-
N-extended supergravity theories. Tentative steps in this direction are finally
sketched in §4.3.4 (p.250).

4.1 Ordinary canonical quantum gravity

Introduction. The method of canonical quantum gravity is to take the Einstein-
Hilbert action as is and look for a way to consistently quantize it. Canonical
quantum gravity is a demanding field and we naturally cannot go into much
detail here (the reader is instead referred to the valuable review [42]), but some
basic ideas and notation will be introduced with an eye on laying a modest
conceptual and notational foundation for the supersymmetric theory to be dis-
cussed in the following section §4.2 (p.187). Under the same token quantum
cosmology is only very roughly introduced, with an emphasis on open techni-
cal and interpretational questions. Details are postponed until supersymmetric
quantum cosmology is discussed in §4.3.2 (p.230) and §4.3.3 (p.240).

First we state some conventions that are used throughout:

4.1 (Conventions) Four dimensional spacetime is assumed to be a globally
hyperbolic Lorentzian manifold

M=R®X (762)

with compact spatial hyperslices ¥ and the time “axis” IR. The metric tensor
g on M is taken to have signature (— + ++).

At least as soon as supergravity in the functional representation enters the
picture, vector and spinor index conventions become essential. The following
are the index conventions used here:

e )\ u,v: Lower-case Greek letters from the middle of the alphabet are
“world” indices with respect to a coordinate patch on M which take the
values {0, 1,2, 3}.

e i, j, k: Lower-case Latin letters from the middle of the alphabet are “world”
indices, with respect to a coordinate patch on 3, that range in {1, 2, 3}.

e a,b,c: Lower-case Latin letters from the beginning of the alphabet are
Lorentz-vector indices in the range {0, 1,2, 3}.
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e A B,C: Upper-case Latin indices from the beginning of the alphabet
are 2-component Weyl-spinor indices in the range {1,2}. They trans-
form under the (1/2,0) representation of the Lorentz group. A prime
(A’, B’,C") indicates transformation in the (0,1/2) representation. (For
more on spinor conventions see §G.1 (p.342).)

e (I)(m)(n): Lower case Latin letters from the middle of the alphabet which
are written in parentheses label modes of the graviton and the gravitino

fields. They range over the natural numbers IN. (These modes are intro-
duced in 4.15 (p.194).)

e o, 3,7v: Lower-case Greek letters from the beginning of the alphabet in-
dicate components with respect to a certain (generally non-holonomic)
coframe basis on T*(X) with range {1,2,3}. (See 4.43 (p.227) for details.)

We very briefly review some fundamental aspects of ordinary canonical quan-
tum gravity. Selected aspects are discussed in more detail in the sections §4.2
(p-187) and §4.3 (p.192) on supersymmetric quantum gravity.

4.2 (Literature) Standard references for the classical aspects (e.g. the clas-
sical Hamiltonian ADM formulation) are [269] and [195]. A useful elementary
introduction to canonical quantization of gravity with emphasis on quantum
cosmology is [273]. A general review of the field of quantum gravity is given in
[42]. We will mostly follow the notation and conventions used in [83].

4.3 (Hamiltonian form of general relativity) The Einstein-Hilbert ac-
tion for the metric tensor field g,, on M is

_ i 4 4
S = 2,-;2/\@ Rd'z, (763)
by

where ¢ is the determinant of the metric and *R its scalar curvature. The
constant factor is determined by

K? =81 (764)

where units have been chosen such that the speed of light and Newton’s constant
are c = G = 1. For a canonical Hamiltonian treatment of this field theory one
has to consider a space-time split and decompose the action into an integral
over spatial coordinates and one over the temporal coordinate. One therefore
writes the metric as

ds® = gda* @ dz” = —N?dt®dt+ hy (da' + N'dt) ® (da? + N'dt) |
(765)
where t it the coordinate time function along the factor IR in (762) and {xi}ie{l 2.3}
is the set of spatial coordinates on ¥. h;; is the metric tensor on space %. N is
called the lapse and N* the shift function.
The Hamiltonian density turns out to be

H = NH,+NH;, (766)
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where the Hamiltonian constraint H and the diffeomorphism constraints H; are
given by

Hl = Gijklﬂ'ij’lrkl*\/ﬁgR

H = —2mM,. (767)
Here

i 1 i i

= ﬁ\/ﬁ(KijhJ) (768)

is the canonical momentum associated with g;;. (K% is the extrinsic curvature
tensor on ¥ and 3R the spatial scalar curvature. The index |k denotes a covariant
spatial derivative.) The configuration space metric Gy, known as the DeWitt
metric, is given by

42
Vh
Variation of the action with respect to the Lagrange multipliers N, N* gives the

dynamical equations of the theory, which in this case are the Hamiltonian and
the diffeomorphism constraints,

Gijrl (hirhji + hithji — hijhi) (769)

H, = 0
H, = 0, (770)

which express the invariance of any physical configuration under time and spatial
coordinate reparameterizations, respectively.

4.4 (Canonical quantization in metric formalism) Canonical quantiza-
tion of the theory proceeds in the functional Schrodinger representation by sub-
stituting functional multiplication and functional derivation operators for g;;
and 7% respectively:

() — 79 = —§ _9
e h59ij(1‘)
0 . i o
[(sgij(x),gm(x)] =d(z,y) 01,67 . (771)

The quantum version of the classical Hamiltonian constraint is the Wheeler-
DeWitt equation

Hi(z)|p) =0
S R Y o v
& (Gmkl( ) 590 (@) S (@) Vh R+O(h)) |9) =0, Ve X(772)

(where |¢) is a functional of g;;, a kinematical state of the theory), which is anal-
ogous to a Klein-Gordon equation. The quantum diffeomorphism constraints

Hi(z)|¢) = 0, VzeX (773)
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can be shown to express the invariance of |¢) under spatial coordinate transfor-
mations*®. The restriction of configuration space to all diffeomorphism invariant
states is called superspace (no relation to supersymmetry).

The Wheeler-DeWitt equation can be regarded as describing point particle
propagation of the “universe point” in superspace. This will be made more
precise in §4.3 (p.192). It is interesting to note the following:

4.5 (Scale factor dependence of the potential in superspace) The po-
tential term

vV = VR (775)

in the Hamiltonian constraint (772) vanishes as the volume of the spatial hy-
persclice goes to zero:

When the spatial metric h;; is conformally rescaled by h;; — Qh;;, with  a
constant factor, one has:

hi; = 0O(Q)
Y = o(Q™)
Vi = O(QD/2)
Sk = O(hoh.)
= 0(1)
3Rijkl = O(8F+ )
= 0(1)
Rij = O(CRy"k)
= 0
3R _ (h”?’RZ])
= 0Q™)
VhiR = O(QD/2‘1>. (776)

46Under a coordinate transformation generated by the vector field v the spatial metric
transforms as

0gij(x) = €eLygij(x)
= ED(l’U])(:D) .

According to the chain rule, a functional |9 [gs;]) of g;; thus transforms as

5/\/§(D(ﬂj)($)) ﬁ ) d*z
5

= E/ﬁ(Divj(z))%W)) A’z
>

S |v)

= —€ v (T 76 32?
- / V3% @) Di S ) . (774)
P

Hence when the diffeomorphism constraint is satisfied this expression vanishes for arbitrary v
and |1)) is invariant under a change of spatial coordinates.
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Therefore, in dimensions D > 2, with vanishing spatial volume of the universe
the superspace potential also vanishes:

Vo= Vi(a-PR)=0(2P72) (o) - 0(e7Y) = 0(P?) - o(aw-2/2)

220 (777)

(¢f. [163]). As discussed in detail in [257],8E, this means that the dynamics in
configuration space is approximately free in the neighborhood of cosmological
singularities.

This is interesting with regard to the fact, that, according to §2.2.4 (p.78),
2.79 (p.78), 2.80 (p.78), and 2.81 (p.79) (also [203]), a conserved probability
current in quantum cosmology exists only if the superspace potential is inde-
pendent of the time parameter in superspace, which is exactly the scale factor of
the universe. See the discussion of the Kantowski-Sachs model (5.4 (p.259) and
5.5 (p.260)) for an example and further discussion (also compare the figures 4
(p.262), 6 (p.264), and 7 (p.265)). It is interesting to note that in higher dimen-
sional supergravity (cf. §4.3.4 (p.250)) there are highly non-trivial cosmological
models (¢f. §5.2 (p.266)), exhibiting, in particular, chaotic Mixmaster-type be-
havior (¢f. 5.14 (p.276) and figures 8 (p.278) and 9 (p.279)), which feature no
potential term, as above, but where the kinetic contributions of the 3-form field
constitute effective potentials in superspace. These kinetic terms do depend on
the scale factor (¢f. (1104),p. 272), but since theorem 2.79 (p.78) demands
only that potential terms be scale factor independent, a conserved probability
current is in this case exactly defined over the whole of configuration space (a
slice through such a current is displayed in figure 10 (p.283)).

4.6 (Quantum cosmology) The basic idea of quantum cosmology is to at-
tack the formidable set of constraints (772) of the full theory of quantum gravity
by making some radically simplifying approximations. The hope is that thereby
at least a minimal set of general characteristics of the space of solutions is
preserved, which may give physical insight. More details on some aspects of
quantum cosmology will be given in §4.3.2 (p.230) and §4.3.3 (p.240) below.

4.7 (Literature) General introductions to quantum cosmology are [54] [273].
Further texts with relevance to the homogeneous (and supersymmetric) cosmo-
logical models that are ultimately of interest here (see §5.2 (p.266)) are [137]
[41] [46] [197] [13] [114] [43] [173] [174] [150] [151] [230] [148]. A mathematically
founded argument that, despite their huge simplification, mini-superspace mod-
els are apparently a good approximation to the true dynamics of the cosmos, is
given in [241].

4.8 (Conceptual questions of quantum cosmology) The conceptual is-
sues of quantum cosmology, which are still more or less unsettled today*”, all

47This is emphasized in a particularly pointed way by Woodard in [277]:

It hardly needs to be stated that the reliable extraction of any testable pre-
diction from this murky subject would go a long way towards improving our
understanding of it. [...] Even points as basic as the probabilistic interpreta-
tion of the wave functional and how to compute inner products were held to be
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arise, in one way or another, from the question of how to make physical sense
of the state vectors in the theory, i.e. of the ‘wave function of the universe’.
This gives rise to the following chain of problems:

1. Physical interpretation of the ‘wave function of the universe’.
2. Boundary conditions of the wave function.

Probability interpretation.

- W

Conserved currents.

5. Scalar product.

6. Measure on configuration space.
7. Gauge fizing.

It is noteworthy that the more technical of these problems are those that arise in
any quantum theory of constrained, relativistic, single-particle mechanics. The
traditional way to avoid problems of such sort is to instead switch to many-
particle theory, an option that would, however, rather worsen the conceptual
difficulties in the case of cosmology (but there are attempts to do so, e.g. [249]).
It is on the technical issues that the formalism of supersymmetry is most likely
to yield helpful results. However, better insight into formal aspects might in-
evitably make some answers to the more philosophical questions of quantum
cosmology look more convincing than others.

One of the purposes of the present work (§2 (p.14)) is to see if from supersym-
metric quantum mechanics, applied to constrained relativistic systems, some
tentative hints on above problems 3-7 (p.186) can be deduced.

A general fact about the quantization of systems with constraints, which is
of some importance, is the following:

4.9 (Quantization and conformal transformations.) Without further con-
ditions imposed, naive quantization of a Hamiltonian H (z, p) by the ‘correspon-
dence rule’ p — —ihd is ambiguous. As is discussed in §2 (p.14), (¢f. 2.2.2
(p-61)) the condition of supersymmetry is sufficient to fix the operator ordering,
so that to a Hamiltonian function H(z,p) corresponds to a more or less unique
supersymmetric Hamiltonian operator. But constrained dynamics introduces a
further ambiguity that spoils this desirable uniqueness:

The classical Hamiltonian constraint
!
H=g¢""pup, +U =0
is obviously not affected by a non-zero conformal transformation

H(z,p) — ™) H(z,p) .

unclear.

The author goes on to construct well defined inner products in quantum cosmology by means
of projectors on gauge fixed states and Fadeev-Popov determinants. An adaption of this
approach within BRST formalism is discussed in §2.3.2 (p.115) and applied to supersymmetric
systems in §2.3.4 (p.134).
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Even if one can associate a unique quantum operator with H(z,p), this will in
general differ by terms of order A from that associated with e™*) H (z,p)*®

Hence, even with a well defined quantization rule, quantum constraint op-
erators cannot be uniquely associated to classical constraints. To fix a unique
quantum constraint operator a further condition has to be imposed.

This problem, and its implication for quantum cosmology, is addressed in
[118]. There a family of allowed quantum constraint operators is constructed,
parameterized by a parameter £&. The author concludes:

Particular values of £ may be preferred if there exist additional sym-
metries, such as conformal invariance or supersymmetry.

The author then opts for imposing the condition that the quantum constraint be
invariant under conformal rescaling. It should be noted that this is a decision
about which model to choose for describing physics, an issue that cannot be
resolved within any model without further assumptions.

As shown in ?? (p.??), conformal invariance of the quantum constraint is
incompatible with supersymmetric quantization.

4.2 Canonical quantum supergravity in the functional Schrodinger
representation

Outline. Elements of canonical quantum supergravity as developed in [80]
and §3 of [83] are reviewed, mainly in order to introduce the notation that will
be needed in §4.3 (p.192).

4.10 (Basic definition and conventions) As in ordinary Hamiltonian for-
mulations of canonical gravity (cf. [195]§21, [269]) spacetime is represented by
a globally hyperbolic Lorentzian manifold

M=YXR,
with spatial Cauchy surfaces ¥ and IR being the time axis. The action § =

| £ d*z of the physical fields propagating on M is accordingly rewritten as
M

S

Il I
— —
\ h

~ S

QL 8

w

53

&

R ¥
= /(ZT—H) dt, (778)
R
where
H = /H >z
)

48Unless, of course, the conformal transformation is itself a quantum effect, e.g. e = ew/",
in which case the terms will be of order 1. Such quantum transformation may give rise to

additional potential terms, ¢f. theorem ?7? (p.?7).
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is the Hamiltonian of the theory. In the case of N = 1, D = 4 supergravity
the physical field content of the theory is the Lorentz vector valued 1-form
e’ = e%,dz", known from ordinary gravity, as well as the Weyl-spinor valued
form ¢4 = ¢4, dx# and its adjoint 1) = ), dz*. These represent the graviton
(vielbein) and the gravitino field, respectively. The Lorentz-vector and Weyl-
spinor indices are defined with respect to a fixed but arbitrary Lorentz frame
bundle over M (the “spin-frame”) equipped with the flat Lorentzian metric

n = (Uab)a,be{o’l,z,g} = diag(—1,1,1,1)
=n 1 = (n“b) . (779)
The vielbein tensor e®, defines the metric tensor g, via
nabeauebl/ = eaueall
= YGuv
& ghre” eb, = % e
n€ v JZ
= . (780)
The determinant is
g = det(guw) - (781)

These objects are again split into spatial and temporal parts: The spatial metric
on ¥ is given by

hij = e% €aj, 1,] € {]., 2,3} . (782)

The embedding of the spatial hyperslice in M is characterized by a unit timelike
normal vector n,

nen® = —1, (783)
which satisfies
e’y = Nn%+ Nie?,, (784)
and which is orthogonal to all spatial elements of the vielbein
nqe®;, = 0, i€{1,2,3}. (785)

Spinor and vector indices are related by the Pauli matrices (“Infeld-van der
Waerden translation symbols”). Following [83], we specifically set:

N L CH I B

so that for instance
e, = e“uaaAA/ . (787)

(A summary of the 2-component spinor conventions used, as well as some useful
relations, can be found in appendix §G.1 (p.342).)
A connection form

w = w,dz"
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on the Lorentz frame bundle gives rise to a covariant derivative

D, = 0,+w, (788)
acting, for instance, as
D = 9" +w, 0’
Dbt = 9" +w, A YT (789)

The projection of the covariant derivative D onto the spatial hyperslice is de-
noted by 3D and the torsion free part of this projection by 3°D.

4.11 (Hamiltonian formalism) The action of D = 4, N = 1 supergravity
is (e.g. [44] eq. (II1.2.18Db))

S = /Cdm4
M
= 8% (*R + 4% A v57,D¥ A e?) | (790)
M
where
v [ ;{ } . (791)

In Hamiltonian formalism this is rewritten as (cf. [221])

S = / (27 — NH, — N'H; — {84 + 4 Sar + M“bjab) , (792)
M

where H,, are the usual Hamiltonian and diffeomorphism generators of ordi-
nary gravity, S, S are the supersymmetry generators and J,, the generators
of Lorentz rotations of the spin frame. N, 1), 9, M are Lagrange multipliers.
(See also §2.3.2 (p.115).)

4.12 (Quantization) By canonical quantization, as described in [80], the
spatial components of the vielbein and the gravitino fields are promoted to
functional (bosonic and fermionic) multiplication operators

e’i(x) — é%(x)

i) - i) (793)
Together with the functional differentiation operators
; 0
A d —
€% a (‘T) . e, (a,:)
A . )
AN x) = (794)

opAi(x)’
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these satisfy the canonical superalgebra

[e%i(@), e* (y)] = & 6] d(a.y)
[éaZ y] =0
G v (y)] = 0
e w# Jy)} = 350 d(x.y)
Friainm) - o
{0#a'(@ w# W} = o, (795)

all other commutators vanishing.

With the canonical cqordinates €%, @/}Ai are associated canonical momentum
operators p,‘(x) and @Ali(m), respectively, which are found to be given by (cf.
83] (3.3.2))%

(@) = DA () 4 () | (796)
and ([83](3.3.3))
pan'(x) = —ih ((Wf,i(z) + %Eiij;Aj(x> "ZA;C ($)>
o a) = (G - fee @) D @) - o)

Here the coefficients DAA/jk(x) are given by

’ ]_ ’ ’
DAA jk = —QiEGAB keBB/jnBA . (798)

This matrix has an inverse:

CAA/ij(SL’) = GijkeAA/k(a?>
Can"DAB 5 =65, 51 . (799)
In terms of these operators the quantum version of the primed supersymmetry
generator reads:

2

Sa(z) = %wi(:ﬂ)mAA,i(x)+eijkeAA,Z-3SDj¢Ak(x). (800)

It turns out that in the expression 4;(x) paa () the terms trilinear in 7) and
1 cancel (cf. 4.29 (p.210) below), so that

~ 2 ~ (5
SA/ ($) = %wAl({ﬂ) hm

49This definition of 1ZA i(x) differs from that given in [80][83] by a factor of i. We here do

not include this factor in the definition of z[JA i(x) but instead write it out explicitly. This
way some of our formulas, which relate the supersymmetry generators to exterior derivatives
on configuration space, obtain a more natural form.

+ ek 400 Djep () . (801)
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Schematically one has simply:
“« g 0 9
S=y—+Dy”.
de

Knowledge of this single generator is sufficient to determine all other generators
(except for the Lorentz generators): The unprimed supersymmetry generator is
the adjoint of this operator with respect to a suitable inner product

A - 1
Sa = () (802)
and the Hamiltonian and diffeomorphism constraints are defined (cf. [83] pp.
106) by
~ a 52 ~
{8a@.80w)} = ~Fo@y) Haw(a) | (03)
where ([83](3.2.46))
7:(,4,4/(30) = —naaHi(x)+ eAA/i'HZ'(.%‘) . (804)

Note that there is no factor ordering ambiguity in (801). Hence, determination
of the inner product also uniquely determines the factor ordering of (802) and
that of the Hamiltonian and diffeomorphism generators (803).
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4.3 Canonical quantum supergravity in the mode ampli-
tude Schrodinger representation

Introduction In the following it is demonstrated how full-fledged canonically
quantized supergravity can be reformulated as covariant supersymmetric quan-
tum mechanics in infinite dimensional configuration space. The supersymmetry
generators are shown to be deformed exterior derivatives on configuration space.

Our method is based on the usual Schrédinger representation of canonical
supergravity (§4.2 (p.187)), but formulated in some set of ‘normal coordinates’,
i.e. using a complete set of spatial modes into which the vielbein and the
gravitino fields are expanded. The action in this representation describes con-
strained point mechanics in infinite dimensional configuration space, which is
coordinatized by the field mode amplitudes. It is shown that local spacetime
supersymmetry translates into the existence of Witten-Dirac square roots of the
Hamiltonian generator(s). The approach is well suited for studying truncated
models of supergravity.
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4.3.1 From functional to mode representation

Outline. The following sketches the program of formulating d = 4, N =1
canonical quantum supergravity (in the metric formalism as developed in [80])
in the usual Schrodinger representation but using normal mode field operators
instead of pointwise field operators. This way, as in the above example 3.1
(p-143), the constraints formally resemble those of a countable infinite dimen-
sional quantum mechanical system. In particular, the supersymmetry genera-
tors of quantum supergravity are shown to be deformed exterior derivatives on
configuration space.

First recall the basis of all spacetime supersymmetry, the graded extension
of the Poincaré algebra, known as the super-Poincaré algebra (e.g. [146]):

4.13 (Super-Poincaré algebra) The (extended) d = 4 super-Poincaré al-
gebra (describing ‘spacetime supersymmetry’) is generated by the usual (even
graded) Poincaré generators P,,, J (which respectively generate translations
and rotations as usual) together with N pairs of spinorial odd graded (super-)generators

SO 8. ie{1,... N}
{Pu,j“b,sﬁf), ‘ﬁf?} . (805)

The (super-)commutators between these generators are the usual Poincaré al-
gebra brackets together with the further relations (e.g. [271]):

{Sz(c\i)as(j/)} = o9 (@) aar P
[jab’ SA} — _O_abABSB
[j&b) de} _ (naCde _ nbcyad + nbdjac _ nadjbc) . (806)

For d = 4, the supercharges transform among each other in the automorphism
group U(N). This transformation is generated by operators 7' which are rep-
resented on the supercharges as the matrices ¢ = (t“j)ij (e.g. [252]):

[7—17 Tm] — flmnr]—n
[Tl, 3“’)} = fi80) (807)
Here f!™,, are the structure constants of the automorphism group U(V).

Furthermore, for N > 1 one has ‘central charges’ Z% = —Z9% in the algebra,
which satisfy:

I:TA, Z’LJ] —_ tAikzkj + tAjkzik
{S,(Ai)7 Sg)} = eapZ?
{Sﬁf? ; ng)} = eapZY. (808)

When the super Poincaré algebra is gauged, one obtains the generator alge-
bra of supergravity:
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Theorem 4.14 (Generator algebra of canonical supergravity) Gauging
the super-Poincaré algebra leads to supergravity. It has been shown by Teitel-
boim ([256]) that the non-vanishing classical Dirac brackets®® of the generator
algebra of d =4, N =1 canonical supergravity read:

{Sa(x),Sa(z")} = (5(33 2') 0% 44 Po(T)

[Sa(), Pala’)] = (m»w’)EAabc( ) T (x)
[Sa(),T@")] = —b(z,2") 04" Sp(z)
/ 1 cd rTA
Pule). Pola)] = o(aa’ (2 ei(a) ) + () 40
[Pe(x), 7)) = o) (8."P(x) — 6."P"(x))
[jab(aj),jal(z/)] _ ( aCde(x anJad(l,)+nbdjac(x) 7T]adjbc(l’)) ,
(809)

where H, 3, and ) are objects measuring curvature of spacetime (see [256] for
details). As remarked in [121] and stressed in [81], pp. 96, these relations in
general only hold up to terms proportional to the Lorentz generators. However,
the supercommutators

{Sa(x),Sp(y)} =
{SA’(x)aSB’(y)} =0 (810)

vanish exactly (i.e. “off shell”) and P, may be (re)defined (by using freedom
encoded in the Lagrange multipliers, see [81], pp. 96) as the right hand side of

{8a(x),Sa(a")} = 6(x,2") 0" aaPalz) . (811)
These are the essential relations for the following development.

The above algebra is stated with respect to a basis of Dirac-0 (generalized)
functions. One may switch to another basis of more well behaved functions by
introducing modes:

4.15 (Bosonic and fermionic modes) On the compact and unbounded spa-
tial hyperslice ¥, assumed to be completely covered (possibly up to a set of mea-
sure zero) by a fixed but arbitrary coordinate patch {J:Z}Z c{1,2,3) AN scalar,
spin-2 and spin-3/2 fields may be expressed (with respect to the coordinates
{xl}) in terms of the following mode functions:

e Scalar modes:

C(n):Z — R
c'™:.x - R, neNlN (812)

50 All brackets between classical quantities, i.e. those that carry no operator “hats” are
supposed to be Dirac brackets here, i.e. modified classical Poisson brackets. For more details,
with which we need not be concerned here, see [221] and [80], [83]. We write {-,-} for the
Dirac bracket involving two Grassmann-odd quantities and write [-, -] otherwise, adapting the
quantum mechanical anticommutator and commutator notation.
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o Spin-2 modes:
B(n)ai Y —- R
B™,j:2 — R, neN, aec{0,1,2,3},qic{l,2,3} (813)
e Spin-3/2 modes;:
F(n)Ai Y - C
F'Mioy — @€ nelN, Ae{l,2},ie{1,2,3} (814)
These functions shall be complete and orthonormal in the following sense:

1. Completeness:

By ®i(x) B™yi(y) = 676! 6(x,y)
Foyti(a) F'MWi(y) = 64687 8(z,y)
Ciny(x) C"™M(y) = §(z,y) (815)

2. Orthonormality:

)
/B< )2i(z) B (2) dPx = o
>
/ Foyi(a) F' (@) e = o (316)
>

Mode indices are set in parentheses (n) to distinguish them from spacetime
indices a, A, i. A summation of all indices which are repeated upstairs and
downstairs is implicit here and in the following (unless a different summation is
indicated explicitly).

The primed functions will be called dual modes. For the following devel-
opment the exact nature of the above modes is irrelevant, nothing else will be
assumed about them than the orthonormality relations (815) (816) given above.

One further assumption will be very helpful: Let the scalar modes C, C’ be
chosen in such a way that their set of zeros has vanishing measure:

p({z €2|Cuy(2)=0}) = 0
u({x€E|C”(")(x):0}) - 0, VneNN. (817)

This is a natural requirement. For instance on ¥ = T2 the usual plane wave
Fourier modes obviously satisfy it.

This way some important quantities to be introduced below will be invertible,
since division by the scalar modes will be allowed under an integral. For this
purpose define the following expression:

- R -



4 QUANTUM SUPERGRAVITY AND QUANTUM COSMOLOGY 196

We furthermore assume, for later convenience only, that the scalar 0-mode is
the constant mode:

Cloy (@) = C"O(a) = 1/VV, (819)
where

V= / >z (820)

P

is a normalization factor.

Now the field content of D = 4, N = 1 supergravity can be expanded with
respect to the above mode basis:

4.16 (Field content of D =4, N =1 supergravity in the mode basis)
The spatial vielbein e?;(t, ) and gravitino fields ¢4;(¢, ) may be expanded as

e’i(t,x) = b(")(t)BEln)i(x)
PAite) = fO) Fyi(x) (821)

with coordinate-time dependent real amplitudes 5™ (t) and f(™)(t). One also
needs a mode decomposition of the Lagrange multipliers N* (¢, z) and 1% (t, z):

Ni(t,x) = NOE) Cpy ()
l/on(t,x) = w(n)AO(t)C(n)(x>
PV o(t,x) = A1) Oy () - (822)

Due to relations (815) and (816), these expansions may be inverted to yield, for
instance:

b (t)y = | B'™,(x)e%(t,x) dx
/
e = / FO) () A (4 7) B (823)
b))

The gauged super Poincaré algebra 4.14 (p.194) can then be reformulated in
the normal mode basis. Of importance here are merely the relations (810) and
(811):

4.17 (Generator algebra in normal mode representation) Recall (see

(792), p. 189) the part of the supergravity Hamiltonian associated with the
translational and supersymmetry generators:

/No(t, ) Ho(tx) 4+ Nt x) Hlt,x) + 2o (t, 2) Sa(t, z) — 0 o(t, ) Sar(t, ) da (824)
b
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Varying the Lagrange multipliers N°, N?, ¢4, and 1/_)‘4/1' at every point of X
separately gives the usual pointwise constraints of supergravity

Ho(t,x) 0
) = 0
) 0

0

t
Hi(t,
(t

8 8 8

Sa
Sar (t,x) =

)

, VteR, z€X. (825)

This may be reexpressed in the mode basis by expanding the Lagrange multi-
pliers as in (822):

/No(u ) Ho(t,x) 4+ Nt a) H(t, z) + po(t, 2) Sa(t, z) — 92 o(t, ) Sar(t, 2) dx
b
_ N0 / Comy(@) Ho (t,7) dPx
h
+N™(t) Ciny(z) Hi(t,z) d*x
/

+p™MA4 (1) / Cny (@) Salt,x) dx

b

—1/7(">A/0(t)/C(n)(x)SA/(t, z) dz. (826)
b

In this representation the independent degrees of freedom in the Lagrange multi-
pliers are the amplitudes N q)(MA (WA Varying these for each n € IN
separately gives the mode representation version of the constraints:

0
) 0
) = 0
) 0, VteR,nelN, (827)

where®!

2
H(n)z = /C(n)(l’) Hi(t,x) d3l’
by

51The integrals over spinor and vector quantities are here defined componentwise with re-
spect to the fixed but arbitrary coordinate chart on . These integrals have no coordinate-
invariant meaning, and they need not have. The whole mode decomposition relies on fixing
an arbitrary coordinate system in which to formulate the theory. This is inevitable and ul-
timately simply amounts to a choice of parameterization of configuration space. Choosing
different coordinates with different mode functions gives rise to another parameterization of
configuration space, which is just as acceptable. This does not affect the physics, since the
diffeomorphism constraints will ensure that any physical state is independent of the coordi-
nates chosen. Note that also the functional representation must fix a coordinate system on X
in order to define the pointwise field e%;(z), etc.
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S(n)A = /C SA t IE) A3z

S(n)A’ = /C x)Sa(t, ) d3x (828)

are the mode versions of the constraints. From (810), (811) one finds the fol-
lowing Dirac bracket algebra among these quantities:

{Seas S} = / / Cloy () oy (&) 1S4 (), S ()} PP’ = 0
=0

{Smar Semp} = //C(n) 2) Cny (@) {Sa(2), S (')} dwd’a’ =0

=0

{Stma: Semyp} = //C Cimy (2') {Sa(x), S (2)} d*xd®t’ = K(ym)" 0" ap Hipya
=0 g 41 §@,2" ) Hao(z)
[Stmyar Himya] - = //C (') [Sa(@), Ho(a)| dPwd’a’ ~ 0
~—_———
~0
[Seyar, Homy] = / / Cmy (@) Cromy (') [S s (), Ho(2')] Pz dPa’ ~ 0, (829)
~—_——
~0
where “~” stands for “up to terms proportional to the Lorentz constraints”.

To summarize, the only non-vanishing (up to Lorentz generators) bracket is the
central supersymmetry anticommutator:

{Sma:Sems}t = Ky o ap Hpa (830)
Here the constants K are defined by
Kmym® = / Clny (@) Clomy () C"P () da. (831)
b

The system may now conveniently be quantized in the mode basis:

4.18 (Canonical quantization in the mode basis) In the functional (point-
wise) representation the classical graviton and gravitino fields become functional
multiplication and differentiation operators, respectively ([80][83]):

e’i(t,x) — é%(x)

Fitr) — Fila)=
Ph(tr) - Pi(2)

) N 1)
PRt r) — Pi'()

T oA ()

Here the fermionic operators are of Grassmann type so that

ei)] = s

(832)

{(wi(@vwlﬂ(y)} = 650 8(z,y) , (833)
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with all other supercommutators vanishing. After expansion into modes one
has

e"i(x) = B "i(x) ()
5 .
— B/(n)azb#
de®;(x) (n)
PAi(x) = Fytia) f
s -
= P/l 4
50 (a) i .

or conversely

b / B'™ i(z)e%(x) d*x
b

b By *i(x) 90 >z

(n) (n) @ 5eai($)
3

f(n) _ /F/(n)Az(x) ’(ﬁAZ(CU) d3l'
b

o ) .
2

By construction (see egs. (815) and (816) in 4.15 (p.194)) the following super-
commutator algebra holds for the mode amplitude operators b, f:

= 0

= 0

o, (836)
all other commutators vanishing.

4.19 (Literature) A mode decomposition for the gravitino field in canonical
supergravity was also considered in [43]. In contrast to the construction dis-

cussed above, the authors there choose a set of spinor modes pl(-m)(:zc)7 LM (1)
which are dependent on the bosonic vielbein field e®,, (eq. (5.2)(5.3) of [43]):

M) = pi™ [z,e ]
pM () = M [z,e]. (837)

This might raise some subtle questions when it comes to quantizing the theory
in this representation, because in the quantum theory the vielbein field no longer
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has a fixed value. For instance, in equation (5.ag) of [43],

V(@)= rmpt™ (@) + Y buei 8 (@) (838)

m

which, with the functional dependencies of the field modes and the modified
Pauli matrix & (¢f. eq. (5.aac) of that paper) explicitly stated, reads

Y(@) =Y rnp™ [ e (@) + Y buds [z, (2)] B [z,€ ()]

it is not obvious which value of the vielbein field e'. is referred to. The r,, and
rpr are Grassmann numbers (cf. eq. (4.26)(4.27)), but it seems they cannot be

both linearly independent and independent of the vielbein field themselves. For
suppose they are independent of the vielbein field, so that { 55_. , r.} = 0, then
because of the requirement that ; itself is independent of the vielbein (which
follows from [80] eqs. (2.34),(3.3)) one has

)| =0

= zm:rm [p§m> [z, e (2)], 56;6(96/)} + %:bM |:5'i [z,e.(2)] B (z) [z, e .(2)], xrolie 0,

which says that the Grassmann numbers r are linearly dependent. The only
way out is to make the Grassmann numbers r functionals of the vielbein, too.
It might not be obvious how this then is supposed to be quantized.

Such potential problems are avoided when working with a fixed set of modes
as described above. Of course, one thereby loses the useful property that the
fermionic modes are eigenmodes of the Dirac operator with respect to the con-
nection induced by the vielbein field. But we do not need this property for the
present purpose.

Before looking for a representation of the mode amplitude operators (835)
first consider the form of the primed supersymmetry constraint operator in the
mode basis:

4.20 (Primed supersymmetry generator in the mode representation)

As shown in [80], using the functional representation é%;, %, the following op-
- J

erator is obtained for the primed supersymmetry generator:

Sw@) = P ) i+ e (@) oun (D . (@)] ()
AT = D) i\T (5éAA/¢(.%') € € i\T)0qAaAr i T, e . (T k\T
2
(1384) —h%dAi(x) UaAA/(%‘I’(S(x) + ke (x) opan (Dj [, € .(2)] z/AJA;c(x)) )

(840)

(In the last line use has been made of properties of the o-matrices. These are
summarized in the appendix, §G.1 (p.342)).

For clarity, we have here explicitly stated function dependencies on the coor-
dinates x and functional dependencies on the vielbein field e%;(x). In general
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these explicit dependencies will be suppressed.
The above expression may be inserted into (828) to obtain the respective oper-
ators in the normal mode operator basis. One finds:

i o ) N
Spyar = f® (E(n)A/(p)(Q) hb(q)+U(n)A,(p)(b)), (841)

where E(n)A/(p)(q) are constants:
1 i
Emap'? = —5# / Cln Fipy " i0" 4w B'Do" &’ (842)
D)
and Unyarp) = Umyar (p) (b(‘)) are function of the bosonic amplitude operators
b,
Unyarp) (b(')> = /C(n)eijki)(q)B(q)aanAA/ D; (b(')) F(p)Ak Bz .
)
(843)

This is the result of the following straightforward calculation:

828 =
(n) A’ 428 /C(n)(ﬂf)SA'(x) &’z
P

(840) he? -
= /C(n)(l‘) <—2 o AA,wAi(J))
5

+ 9%, (2) o (Dj 2,6 .(2)] W‘m@)) &z

5éai(ZL’)
®9 [ MR sy A e gl i O i) ko, DO FoA ) g8
= ) \ = FP w0 aa BT s 4+ FU e Bg) tioaan j(b ) ) k) dx
>
= f® Le [ ConFoptio®anB@, dPo A
2 () (p) i a ob(@)
>

=B ar(p)

_|_f(P) /C(n)éijki)(q)B(q)aia'aAA’ Dj (b()> F(P)Ak d3x
P

=U(nyar (b))
R 0 .
= f® <E(n) A,(p)@hm +Umyar(p) (b( >)> , (844)

It is sometimes convenient to make an integration by parts in the definition
of the U(TL)A’(p):

U (8) = / Clnye ™ 6 Bg)*sanne D (W) Fpy i d*
2

N /C(n)eij’“é@B(qﬁUaAA’ (6450; +w;"p) Fip"r d’x

by

- / FipBr (6450 —w;*B) C(n)EijkB(q)B(q)aiJaAA’ dx
h
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B _/F<p)Ak (67405 — w;” ) D' Bg) “s0apar d’a.
5
(845)
(In the last line we have merely renamed spinor indices A « B.)

4.21 (Invertability of the E(,)4:) With respect to finding a natural rep-
resentation for the mode amplitude operators, it is essential to note that the
matrix

Epya = (E(n)A’(p)(q))pyqem (846)

has a right inverse
EnA/ = (ETLAI (Q))
(n) @) N
~ B/ ! ’ ’
Emya) VB ") =85 0% (847)

given by (see (818) for the definition of [1/C(,)(z)]):

~ , 2 1 , .
Em* '@ =5 / [] By i(z) 0,2 F'@ 4 (z) dPx (848)

K2 Cimy(x
J LCm(@)
(this holds due to relation (1382) in §G (p.342): 0,28 0% 440 = —68 68), but
no left inverse (since the converse relation (1381), namely 0 AN G 4 a = —0ab,

is not applicable here, because the index A’ is fixed in (847)). In order to get
the analog of a left inverse one has to sum over the A" index:

I A’ r r
Emy* ) PEma™ = 6. (849)

4.22 (Remark.) However, when a certain Lorentz gauge is chosen, the coeffi-
cient matrices E, E may be fully invertible (for fixed A’) in a certain sense: One
can then extract the object they are contracted with by a combination of linear
transformations and complex conjugations. This is detailed in the appendix §D,
point ?? (p.??), but won’t be needed for the following constructions.

4.23 (Mode representation vs. functional representation) While ulti-

mately it is just a question of representation whether one uses the pointwise
form (840) of the supersymmetry generator or the mode-basis version (841), it
may be noted that a crucial advantage of the latter is that it allows a fac-
torization of the fermionic operators f (P) from the purely bosonic operator
(E(n)A,(p)(‘I) hl}?’;) + Unyar(p) (I;)) A similar factorization is not possible in
the functional representation (840), since the second term, €7%¢%;0, 4 A/DjzﬁA ks
is, in a sense, non-local, due to the derivative D;. Attempting to separate the
fermionic functional multiplication from the derivative by transforming to the
mode basis, then taking the derivative and transforming back to the functional
basis, leads to the following expression:

i a . 834
€956, (1) Taan Dy ()

f® ket (2) 0qan DR i(x)
p

835 5 , o
(:) /wAi(x/) F/(p)Az(x/) B | edke (2) U@AA'DJ'F(A)I‘(Z’) '
o

(850)
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This term is not proportional to @/AJAi(x) at point z, but instead it contains
contributions &Ai(z’ ) from all points ' € ¥ on the entire spatial manifold
Y. This nonlocality is the reason why the functional representation, which
is inherently local, cannot easily capture the more simple form (841) of the
supersymmetry generator. It is shown below that the latter form allows to
identify the supersymmetry generators with deformed exterior derivatives.

4.24 (Representation of the mode amplitude operators) We can now

make contact with the differential geometry on M) See §2.1.1 (p.15) for
details on differential geometry and its relation to supersymmetry, and see in
particular the brief introduction 2.2 (p.16). The following construction closely
parallels that of §3.1 (p.143).
The form of the primed supersymmetry generator (841) suggests that it is nat-
urally represented as an exterior derivative (see (86), p. 27 for the general defi-
nition and (1214), p. 305 for the representation that applies here, as discussed
in B.13 (p.304)). This can be made more precise as follows:

Let M (o) be the bosonic configuration space, i.e. the space of all vielbein fields
on Y. By the above mode decomposition, this space is fully coordinatized by the
amplitudes b, n € IN, so M) ig a manifold of countable infinite dimension.
Each of the matrices E(m) 4 defines a change of coordinates on M) from

{b(p)} to some set § X @4 by the linear coordinate transformation
peN (n) geIN

@A _ A
X" = Ew) () Db®) (851)

Since the E(H)A/ (»? are in general complex, this implies that the {X((Z;A/} N
€

are complex coordinates on M (conf) (This is ultimately due to the fact that
the gravitino spin is represented on a complex vector space, because it are thg
complex components of the Pauli matrices and of the spinor modes that make E
complex.) According to (849) the original coordinates are reobtained by taking
linear combinations of the A’ = 1 and the A’ = 2 coordinates:
_ (94

b = XGy Emag™ s (852)
(where a sum over A’ is implicit, as always for indices appearing upstairs and
downstairs).
With this interpretation it is easy to see that the operators E(n)A/(p)(Q)b?;) are

partial derivative operators on M (™) with respect to the coordinates X ((Z; A

In other words, they span the tangent bundle T(M(Conf)):

A Em A (s
XY = By () 0
8 ~
— = F NI
% (Q)A/ (")A (q) (p)
3X(n)
a A( ,)B/ A# — B’ N~
- X(g) = E(n)A’(q) (p) b(p)’ E(n) (p’)(q )b(P )

A~ (q)A’ I
0X )
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o ~ B/ ’ A# Aot
= Emya(q (p)E(n) (p,)(q ) |:b(p)7 pp )}
—_——

=5’
~ B/ /
= Ewa@PEm® »'?

57 o8 . (853)

(The X, ((;%A/ are complex coordinates on M (") and the 9/0X ((Z;A/ their partial
derivatives. Due to lack of time (c¢f. item (3) in 6.2 (p.291)) it is not discussed
here what the complex structure on T(./\/l(conf)) is and how these coordinates
can be separated into holomorphic and antiholomorphic coordinates (cf. [50]
and [52]§14). In fact, M) should be a Kihler manifold, as discussed in 4.27
(p-208), 4.28 (p.210), and 4.29 (p.210) below.)

For definiteness, fix one of the coordinate systems on M , which are in-
duced by the matrices E(n)A/, say that associated with E(nzo)Alzl, and denote
the respective coordinates by X (™ and the multiplication operators by these
coordinate functions by X ).

conf)

n L [ 1 n m
XM = B!y M)
XMW = Byt ™M (854)
Then, obviously,
Oxm = E(o)y(n)(m)l;fm), (855)
so that
T By ™8, = " 0x0m - (856)

Comparison with the discussion in B.13 (p.304) shows that, because of the
relation

{axw, f(m)] — B ® [5@)7 f(m)}
—
=0 (857)

the expression f (")8X<n) is an exterior derivative on M (") This implies that
the fermionic amplitude multiplication operators f(”) can be identified with
operators of exterior multiplication with differential forms, i.e. as spanning
a basis of the cotangent bundle T* (M(Conf)) of configuration space (see 2.2
(p.16)). The notation of §2.1.1 (p.15), introduced in 2.2 (p.16), is hence obtained
by identifying (cf. equation (12), p. 18):

FAR (O (858)

Because of the anticommutation relations (¢f. (19), p. 19)
this implies the further identification (cf. (17), (18), p. 19)

oy = Il (859)
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(Note here the position of the index on ¢, ¢f. 4.27 (p.208)).
The above exterior derivative now reads

dM(conf)’l = f(n)ax(n>
= oy, (860)

The index 1 here is to distinguish this exterior derivative from that obtained by
choosing A’ = 2 instead of A’ =1 in (854).

The kinematical space of states of canonical D = 4, N = 1 quantum super-
gravity on M = ¥ ® IR can now be identified with that of (square integrable)
sections of the exterior bundle A(M(Conf)) over configuration space. This space
is usually denoted by T'(A(M(©D)). Identification of a metric on M (o) in-
duces the natural (Hodge) inner product (¢f. (38), p. 21) on this space, which
turns the kinematical space of states into a super Krein space®? K:

K = F(A(M(Conf))> (861)

(¢f. [233][119]). This will be discussed in more detail in 4.27 (p.208) and 4.31
(p.213).

After these considerations it is clear that the primed supersymmetry gener-
ator may be identified with a deformed exterior derivative on M (conD);

4.25 (Supersymmetgy generator as a deformed exterior derivative) Con-
sider first the 0-mode, S(g)1/ of the A’ =1 component of the barred supersym-
metry constraint Sy/. According to (844) and (854), (855), (856), (858) it reads:

+(m) L t(m)
S(O)l/ = CT hax(m) + CT ‘/Y(O)(m) ) (862)

where V/q),,, are some function on configuration space. From the supersymmetry
algebra (829) it follows that

= 2
(Soyr)” =0
L+ (m) Lt (m) 2
= (C-r h@;((m + C]L WO)(m)) =0
Jt(m) 4 (n)
= (8X(m)V(0)(n)> C]L C]L =0
& Ixiom Vioymy) =0, (863)

which means, according to the Poincaré lemma (c¢f. 2.45 (p.51)), that locally
Vioym)y = Oxem Wiy, (864)

52The manifold Al (M(Conf)) may be regarded as the superspace M (") (co|oo) over

bosonic base space M) (¢f. e.g. [229], [57] §11.9.1) and elements in F(A (M(Conf))) are
superfields on this space (e.g. [57], §11.9.1). Hence we are dealing here, with “super-super-
space”, where the first “super” refers to supersymmetry and the Grassmannian coordinates
dX™, while the second “super” is in the cosmological sense of Wheeler, it refers to “the
configuration space of space”, which has bosonic coordinates X™. Wohile the term “super-
super-space” is perfectly in agreement with currently accepted conventions on terminology,
for obvious reasons we prefer to address this space as Al (M(CO“f)), the form bundle over

the gravitational configuration space, i.e. the form bundle over the configuration space of the
vielbein field.
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for some function W(gy on Meond) - GSince

L+(m)
dM(conf) 1 = T ;((nz) (865)

is the exterior derivative on configuration space (cf. §2.1.1 (p.15), (1214)), the
supercharge S(g)1» may be rewritten as

_ 1 (m)
Sy = hdpgeonn 3 + ¢f (Om) W)
e WO M hd yycont) VO (866)

i.e. as the exterior derivative on configuration space deformed according to the
Witten model of supersymmetric quantum mechanics (¢f. §2.2.1 (p.55) and in
particular 2.2.2 (p.61)). The function W is known as a superpotential.

The form of the other modes of the primed supersymmetry constraint is
most conveniently discussed after having first introduced a set of generalized
number operators:

4.26 (Generalized number operators) Consider the set N(n)(m) of oper-
ators defined by

Neym) = /C<n [C(m( )} (@ )wi(x) P

1 (p) i\ A
= Cin(z R A () FI9D 44 (2) ey dPa
Z/ o ){C(m)(m)} (i) F'D 47(2) &g

A+ (P) A
= Nuymm' e &g, (867)

where the constant matrices N(,)() are defined by the integrals®?
Ny ) () / Cmy ( [C( @ )] Fpy™i(w) F'9 4% () d*z. (868)

These will be called generalized number operators, since for n = m one recovers
the ordinary number operator on A(M(Conf)):

& +(P)
Noo = & ey
= N. (869)
The matrices (N(n)(m))p g are invertible, because, for all functions K 4*(x), one
has
Nny(m)» N(77L)(n>,/c(n)(=’17) pAi(x) Ka'(z) d*x = /C(n)(l’) () Ka'(z) dPx,

P P

53For m # 0 the term 1/C(m) will have poles and the integrals may have to be evaluated
as principal value integrals around the poles to be well defined. Note that for the following
constructions (see (876)) what is essential are really only the N(,)(oy, where no poles occur.
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but also

Niny(my» N(m)(n)a/c(n)(x) bAi(x) Kao'(2) dPx
b

RION 9at®, 4 - i
Nenymyn) @ e(q), {Nm)(m)(r)( e e, of H / Clay () Finy™i(2) Ka' () d*

= Noymm " Namymy)® /C<n> ) Fyti(x) Ka'(x) dx. (871)
Therefore
Ny Nemymy® = 8, (872)
and hence

-1
Newym) = (Nmy(m))

These number operators relate the exterior derivatives associated with the
supersymmetry generators among each other. The “non-deformed” part of the
primed supersymmetry generator is

(873)

~ 5
S(n)A’ = /C x)a AAT TN dea(z) dx+ -

A1 (P)
= C E(n)A/(p)(q)b(q) + e (874)

Taking the commutator with N(m)(n) yields

. ) é
_ n|.2B Aoy sa 3. 3.0
|:N(m) S(n)A’:| - //C(m |:C(n)( ):| C(n)(x) {1# ](.’L‘) 5ij(x)7'(/) l('/lj) 0 AA Seai(x’) d’z d°z’ +
—b(@,a )4 (x)
N 1)
= [ @ ) s (575)
)

i.e. the first term of the constraint S(,)a (¢f. (828)) plus terms related to the
superpotential. Hence, except for the part coming from the superpotential, the
supersymmetry generators in the mode representation are related by the adjoint
action of these generalized number operators:
S = [Ny, hid @
(1 = { (n)(0): M<°°“f>,1} & Umre)

_ éT(P)

)
N0y ? hxa + & Utnyv )
= e Wm/h (éf(p) (n)(0)(p h@)@) Wi /h

= e Wm/hp [N(n)(o), dM(conf)7lj| e/t (876)
Here the superpotentials W, are defined by the last line above, i.e.

Ny 0xr Wiy = Utmyi(q) - (877)
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They exist locally, again according to the Poincaré lemma, since the N, () are
invertible.

The primed supersymmetry generator 5’(”) 4 and the kinematical space of
states K have been identified in their mode basis representation. According to
the remarks following equation (801), page 190, the unprimed supersymmetry
generator as well as the Hamiltonian and diffeomorphism generators are conve-
niently obtained from the primed supersymmetry generator and the knowledge
of the inner product on /. This inner product in turn is determined by identi-
fying a metric on M (™) which is the content of the following paragraphs:

4.27 (Metric on configuration space) The classical Dirac bracket between
YA, and Y4, is (cf. [83] (3.2.32)):

{#%@).07@) = —DWij@) d.a) (878)
where the coefficients D are defined by
DAY (z) = —2ih V2P (z) eppni(z) nP (2) . (879)

In [80][83] the quantum version of (878) is taken to be
{04@), 5% @)} = in (- 45(@) 3(w,a)) - (830)

Here we will instead follow another convention according to which there is no
factor of & in the quantum anticommutator of the fermionic degrees of freedom
and we will have an explicit factor of A when needed. With this convention the
geometric interpretation of some expressions becomes more natural (e.g. see
4.29 (p.210) below). Hence the definition of the above anticommutator is here
taken to be:

{@@Ai(m),qZA’ j(x')} = —iD* (z) 6(z,2") . (881)

From the analogous relation, (19), p. 19, of the fermionic operators on the

exterior bundle .

one expects DAA/ij (z) to play the role of the inverse metric on configuration
space in the pointwise basis. This is confirmed by transforming it to the mode
basis: In the functional representation one obtains from (880) the relation (cf.
[83](3.3.2)):

— At . ’ (5
A i(x) = —iDA4 ji(x)W. (882)

The operators ﬁAi and &A/i are furthermore mutual adjoints with respect to

the inner product (-|-) on K. The adjoint of an operator A with respect to (-|-)
will be denoted by Af. Hence one has

(@) = @ (583)
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as well as

. 1
= Foyti(e) (f(”))
, ~ 1
= i) (f7) (884)
and of course
N\ T
(e )) — o, (885)
This gives in terms of the mode basis:
— 7 ’ 5
A S AA
) — D ) 2
9 ) = DM i) s
834 5 i\ _ L paa my iy O
&0 Foyti(e) (f( )) = —iDM i () ' 47 (x) afm
858) = 4/ ROMN . / m) i
T R il@) (CT ) = =D ji(2) F'™ 47 (2) &
T _ . , .
(%i?) (61(")) _ fi/F/(n)A/z(l’) DAA ]z(x) Fl(m)AJ((L') B e
)
=Gnm
&S M=G""e,,. (886)
Here G™™ is defined by
G" = / F/(n)A/i(JC) DAAIjZ‘ (1‘) F/(m)Aj (1‘) dgl’ . (887)
D)
Its inverse is the metric tensor

b

As expected, when DAA, 7 is projected onto the normal modes it yields the
respective metric tensor on configuration space. Note that (886) is the direct
analog of (882).

It is remarkable that G,,, is a linear function of the configuration space
coordinates:

Gnm = *i/F(mAj(l’) Can' (@) Fony ™ i(z) d*x
>

’

i/F(n)Aj(x) 0% ani(@) Fuy ™ i(2) ek d

b
= i R (@) €940 i o) Fay o) By (o) ' 0
b

:=Gpnm

= 0P G- (889)
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4.28 (Hermiticity of the metric on configuration space) The metric ten-
s0r Gpm 18 a hermitian matriz:

(Gom)™ = Gun. (890)
Proof: Recall that
CAA’ij (.Z‘) _ —€ijk€AA/k(l‘)

—eket o, AN (891)
Therefore

F(n) -C- F(*m) = (F(n)Aj((ZZ) CAA/ji(:E) F(*m)A 1(117))

(m)i

= eijkeak (F(n)j Oq Fr )
— €ijkeakF(m)i Oa F(*n)j
= *eijkeakF(m)j 0a Fiy;

and hence

(Gnm)* = —i/F(n) -C- F(m) d3.'L‘
pM

= Gun. (893)

4.29 (Covariant derivative on configuration space) The canonical mo-
mentum operator of supergravity can be interpreted as a covariant derivative
operator on configuration space. It turns out that the respective affine connec-
tion is the Levi-Civita connection associated with the metric (888).

To see this, consider first the the functional representation of the canonical
momentum, it reads ([83](3.3.3)):

_ 5 i .
paa’(r) = —ih (56‘4‘4,2(.%') + iémkd)Aj(x) ¢A;€ ($)>
o ai) = it (s e ) by ) (590

(Recall that our convention differs from that in [83], as discussed in 4.27 (p.208)

(see (882)), in that our 1ZA/Z- does not carry a factor of ii. Therefore we here
have an explicit factor of i which can be factored out.)

In the primed supersymmetry generator p,’ appears in the combination

(@) pani@) = Y FM(@) pani(@) . (895)
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Hence consider the zero mode of F(;*;(z) paa’(x) (and divide by —ih for con-
venience):

_Lih/c’(o)(x) Foyti(z) paar(z) dx
S
1 .
= _Th/F(Z) i(x)paar(x) d°x
)
1 A a 3
= Tm/F(l) Z(LL')O' AA'Da (.’E) d’x
)
= /F(I)Az(l') o anr (56‘15(1') - %Ewk GaBB’ &Bj(x) wk,(z)> d’x
)

N Z .. 4 * ~ (n)/\ m
= / F(Z)Ai O'aAA/ B/(m)azbzﬁn) — §€UkF(l)Ai OaAA/ o‘aBB F(n)BjF(m)B'k CJr C( ) ds.’lﬁ
%

=—65 62
9 i ijk o A X 3. At (m)
= aXA/(l) —5 € F(l) iF(n)AjF(m)A’kd xr C C
5
0 A1 (1) (o
= axAa0 Taomm eetm) (896)

In the last line the coefficients I' 4/(;)(m)(n) have been introduced, defined by:

FA’(l)(m)(n) = 5 /6 ij(l)Ai F(n)AjF(m)A’k d31’. (897)
%

As the notation suggests, I' 4/(;)(m)n) can be identified with an affine connec-
tion on (M(Conf), Gmn), as will be detailed below. Following B.11 (p.301), eq.
(1199), we call (896) the covariant derivative operator, denoted by

~ 0 A4 (M) A (m
vA’(l) = W - FA’(I)(m)(n) CT C( ) . (898)
Note that the expression
EY Y Fayay = € Fypi Fnya
B E oy a5 Flny b (899)

is symmetric with respect to (1) « (n), since both € k and €48 are completely
antisymmetric. It follows that " 4/(;)(m)(n) 1S sSymmetric in its first and last mode
indices:

Camemm = Tamyma) - (900)

This is of course mandatory if T' is supposed to be the Levi-Civita connection
on (M(Conf),Gmn).
One immediate consequence of this symmetry is that the I'-term vanishes in the
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expression for the primed supersymmetry generator due to the antisymmetry
éf(”)éf(l) _ _éf(l)éf(”).

; L4 (D) A
/1/) ) paai(z) Pz = &t /F(Z)Ai(x) paar’(z) dx

P
= Vg
= éT(l)% — éT(l)FA/(l)(m)(n) et a0m)
=0
= ¥ aXi'U) . (901)

This is simply the usual formula (1214), p. 305, for the exterior derivative
expressed in a coordinate basis (¢f. B.13 (p.304)). In the context of canonical
supergravity the vanishing of the second term in (901) has first been noticed in
[80](see eqs.(4.5)-(4.6), or [83], egs. (3.4.5)-(3.4.6)).

4.30 (The Levi-Civita connection on M) One finds

1 0
Lawem) = 5 gxamGmn- (902)
Proof:
1o}
aXA/(l) Gmn
0
= E(O)A’(l)(p)men
(888) . 0 y v B
= —iBown” 55 / Fin P () Cpp? (2) Fiy i)
>
(891) 9 ijk a « B
= ZE<0>A'(Z>(p)m/F<n)Bj(x) €7 e aapp Fopy® i(2)
(821) . B’ a
= ’LE(O)A’() ETA0) /F . 63 OuBB' F(m) Z(JT) B(q) k(.’l?) b(q)
= O)A’ (p)/F( ] EJ OauBB’' F(m) 1(1‘) B(p)“k(a:) dS.T
(842)

i//F(n)Bj(w) ¢ oapp F(*Tn)B,i(x) Foy*i(a') 0® anr B'Py(2)) By i) d*x d*a

(815)

="§wx,x") 62 8¢
B i/Fw)Bj(%“) € 9a0 0" any Flypi(@) Fiyi(a') dx
: e
= Z/ UkF(l) z( ,) F(n)AJ((E) F(tn)A’k(x) dsl‘ (903)
P

The configuration space of canonical supergravity should hence be a Kéhler
manifold (¢f. [52]§14). See point (3) in 6.2 (p.291).
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Now that the metric on M) is identified, one can define the Hodge
star operator * on I'(M (")) with respect to that metric, and by means of
this operator the usual inner product on the exterior bundle over configuration
space (see equation (1195) in B.10 (p.300)): Let

L (ma) 4 (m2)
|f> = Z f(’HLl)(WLQ)"'CT ' CT ’ |0>
0<mi<ma<---
. +(m1) .+ (m2)
l9) = Z G )(ma)-€ T ]0) (904)
0<mi<mo<---

be two kinematical quantum supergravity states in F(A(M(Conf))), then

oo = / * Axg
M (conf)

VIGE 3T Fonn ey ax® ax @ (905)

0<mi<mao<---

M (conf)

(Here we have trivially extended the inner product discussed in B.10 (p.300)
to complex coefficient functions.) The inner product given in [80][83] coincides
with the above inner product except for the weight \/@ . This is shown in the
following paragraph.

4.31 (Inner product on the space of states) The inner product defined
in [83](3.3.4) (following [95], §2.4) reads (due to our different convention (881)
we here omit factors of % that appear in [83])

_ _ o 1\ ! . . _

(f,9)p = /fg exp z/z/)Ai(a:) Caa(z") Y ;(2)) d®a’ Hdet(iC) (x)de .(z)dy (x)dp.(z) .

> x

(906)

Recall that

PYi(x) = —iDA % (907)
and

Caa DA ;. = 6561 (908)
The exponent may therefore be rewritten as

i/¢Ai($/) Can(@) 9 j(a') da' = —/¢Ai($/) i) d
5

b

_ *CTnCm/F(n)Ai(I/) F/(m)Ai(x/) d3o:'
by

= —c"¢,. (909)



4 QUANTUM SUPERGRAVITY AND QUANTUM COSMOLOGY 214

Due to the change of variables formula for anticommuting variables (B.24
(p-316)), the integration measure can be reexpressed as

—1

1;[ det <1C’> de’ (x) dy () dip . (z)

[ de (@) dv (@) v ()

= De (z)Dy . (z) DY# (z) .
(910)
(The last line simply restates pointwise variation as functional variation.) The
integration over all 1»4;(z) and ¥% (z) is equal to integration over all ¢*" and

¢n, because the fermionic Jacobeans mutually cancel. To (formally) see this
explicitly introduce multi-indices:

: elaie) . — ol
i) = P =gt
VRN @) = gl = (911)

The transformations (834), (835) then symbolically read:

4]
-
—~

8
~

Il

61 _ Bnlbn
et = B
'I/JI _ anfn
p* = FfE (912)
and
pr = B/nIeI
v¥ = B,le?
fn _ F’nIQZJI
o= RSyl (913)

Hence formally one has (again by B.24 (p.316))
Dy .(z) DY# () = Hdwdﬁ
— Hd F I *n F/nLJCm)

= det(F’” det (F, Hdc*”dcm

—det(F'm  Fyy T)=det(s7,)=1

= H dc™deyy, . (914)

With these transformations the inner product becomes (and this agrees with
eq. (4.31) on p. 53 of [95], as it should):

(f,9) /fgexp —c*cy) Hdc*"dcmDe (x) . (915)



4 QUANTUM SUPERGRAVITY AND QUANTUM COSMOLOGY 215

According to B.26 (p.317), the fermionic integration amounts to contracting the
indices of f and g. Let

f = fml,mg,...,MPC*mlc*M2 e C*mp
g = gnhnz,m’nqc*ruc*nz et
then
£ _*n *n _ fml,mz,...,mpgml’m2 """ mp ifp =q
/fgexp( cep) Hdc dey, { ; ol
n,m
(916)

where indices are raised with the inverse metric G™™ on configuration space (cf.
4.27 (p.208), (886)). It follows that (915) can be equivalently written as

(floyp = * (f Axg) De(x)
M (conf)
— «(f Axg) J] mav™ . (917)
M (eont) n€N

In the last line the functional measure has been replaced by a measure on the

space of amplitudes b", following the discussion in [83], eq. (4.2.8b). The

constant normalization factor u depends on the exact choice of modes B(,)“;.
Comparing the above expression with that for the Hodge inner product on

M(conf):
o) = [ Fasg

M (conf)
= 1 2
= / VNG fmymsg™ ™ T db™, (918)
M (conf) nelN

shows that the integrands differ by the factor \/@ /. While g is a constant that
may be reabsorbed in the normalization, the metric G on configuration space
of course depends on the coordinates b and cannot be “defined away”. Its
presence guarantees that the inner product is indeed invariant under a change
of coordinates on configuration space and should therefore be included (as it
actually is in [83], egs. (2.7.40) and (2.7.41)) in order for the inner product to
be well defined.

One important consequence of using the inner product (-|-) instead of (-|-)
is that operator adjoints may differ by a term of order h.

We can now define the unprimed supersymmetry generator as the adjoint of
the primed supersymmetry generator with respect to the invariant inner product
(-]}, following (802), p.191. The Hamiltonian and diffeomorphism generators
are then obtained by means of the relation (803).

4.32 (Unprimed supersymmetry generator in the mode representation)
According to (802), p. 191 we have for the unprimed supersymmetry generators
in the mode basis

Sma 1= (é‘*(n)A,)T. (919)
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Inserting (841) one finds

Sma = (éT(p)Em)A'(p)(q) nb,, + U<n>A’<P>(5)>

R T R
e @ (70 4 sy :
By am) (hb(rn) &P+ &P U a(p) (b) : (920)

This is the mode representation of the unprimed supersymmetry constraint
given in [83], eq. (3.4.10), except for a term of order . One may proceed

with this expression analogously to the discussion of g(n)A/ in 4.25 (p.205). Tt is
more illuminating, however, to directly apply the adjoint operation to the result
of that paragraph, namely the representation of S (n)ar as a deformed exterior
derivative on M(<of) (876):

. T
Sy = (B*Wm)/ﬁh [N(n)(o),d/vl(conﬂ,l} 6W<n)/ﬁ>

_ Winlhy [dTM@nf)’l’ N (0)} Wi /h | (921)

where df Meont) 1 is the exterior coderivative on M(on) agsociated with d M(eonf) 1
(c¢f. (93), p.27). For n = 0 this yields simply (since N(o)(o) = N)

S(O)l = eW(%)/hthM(conf)716_W(*0)/h . (922)

The mere identification of the supersymmetry generators with deformed ex-
terior derivatives and coderivatives on configuration space allows to draw some
conclusions about the space of physical states. In particular, the following well
known result can be easily rederived:

Theorem 4.33 (Fermion number of physical states) FEvery solution |¢) to
the full set of constraints of canonically quantized D = 4, N = 1 supergravity

Sa(z)|d) =Sa(z)]d) =T |¢) =0, YoeX, A A €{1,2},a,be{0,1,2,3}
(923)

has infinite fermion number as measured by the fermion number operator
N = "

- s
_ E/ W) gy (924)

Literature. In [82] it was first argued that there are no states of finite but
non-zero fermion number. [214] then noted that the same argument should also
apply to O-fermion states. Finally in [43] a proof was presented that every so-
lution to the constraints must have infinite fermion number. Formal solutions
with exactly this property were then given in [68] (see below).

The proof of theorem 4.33 in the present context relies on the fact that the su-
persymmetry generators are deformed exterior derivatives when expanded into
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modes, and that therefore the extended Poincaré lemma applies:

Proof of theorem 4.33 (p.216): The pointwise supersymmetry constraints in
(923) are equivalent to the mode basis constraints

Seyald) =Smyarld) = 0, YneN,A A €{1,2}. (925)

The §(n) A are deformed exterior derivatives. They anticommute and increase
the fermion number by one:

{S(H)A’v S'(m)B’} =0

{N,é(n) A,} = Smyar- (926)

Any state |¢) which is annihilated by all the constraints is in particular closed

with respect to all the S (n)ar- Therefore it follows from the generalized Poincaré
lemma 2.45 (p.51) that |¢) is

e cither locally exact with respect to all §(n) A, le.

< H 2§(n)1’§(n)2/> |po)

nelN

= (H 5(n)A/5’<n>A'> |%0) (927)

neN

[

e or it is locally exact only with respect to a subset of all the S (n)A’, Say
those with (n, A") & I for some set I C IN® {1, 2}:

(n,A") &I

in which case |¢o) must be a O-fermion state which is annihilated by the
remaining generators:

§(n)A’ |¢0> = 0, V(n,A/) el. (929)

Since each S (n)A’ increases the fermion number by one, it is obviously necessary
for |¢) to have finite fermion number that the latter case applies and that
furthermore the set I is of infinite cardinality. But this leads to the following
contradiction: ) )

Choose any two elements S'(n)A/, S'(m)A/, with (n, A"),(m,A’) € I, n # m.
Without restriction of generality assume that A’ = 1. According to (876) one
has

Smy1 |¢o) =0
EN dM(cgnf)71€W(n)/h |¢0> =0
& loo) = Mo i) (930)
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where [1)p) is some O-fermion state annihilated by d yqons) ;. Hence that part of
the O-fermion state |¢g) which depends on the coordinates to which d Meont) 1
is sensitive is uniquely defined already by one constraint. In particular

S(m)l/ e W W)O> = e_W(m)N(m)(O)dM(conf),l eV =W ‘1/20)
= e Niny(0) [dpgceonty 1, €V W] [ahg)
£0
# 0 (931)

and hence the requirement (929) cannot be fulfilled. It follows that every physi-

cal state must be locally exact with respect to all modes of the S (n)A’ generator
and thus have infinite fermion number.
O

In addition to stating the infinite fermion-number property of physical states
this proof therefore implies the following important fact:

4.34 (Local form of solutions of quantum supergravity) Every solution
to the supersymmetry constraints must be locally of the form

) = <H §(n)A/§(n)A/> |po) - (932)
nelN

This form of solutions of quantum supergravity has originally been given in
[68] (also see [69] and [70]):

Theorem 4.35 (Csordds and Graham (1995)) Fuvery Lorentz invariant 0-
fermion solution |pg) to the Hamiltonian and diffeomorphism constraints

Hal(@)|o) =0, Yz e, ac{0,1,2,3}
& Hupyaldo) =0, VYneNN, ae{0,1,2,3}

gives rise to a solution

¢) = (H S(H)A/Swf‘) o) (933)
nelN

of full quantum supergravity.

Proof: By construction |¢) is annihilated by all the §(n) - Also, since |¢p)

is Lorentz invariant by assumption and since [] S(n) Alg(k)A/ is manifestly
nelN
Lorentz invariant, |¢) is annihilated by the Lorentz constraints

T |p) =0.

Finally the unprimed supersymmetry generator applied to ¢ give:

Swmald) = Swa (H g(n)A’g(k)A,> |P0)

nelN



4 QUANTUM SUPERGRAVITY AND QUANTUM COSMOLOGY 219

= | Sm)as H g(n)A'é(k)Al |$o)

nelN

(809)
o< H(.).7J"

= 0. (934)

4.36 (Remark) In the last line of (934) use is made of the constraint alge-
bra of supergravity (809) given in 4.14 (p.194). This assumes that the quantum
operators obey the same algebra up to terms proportional to the Lorentz genera-
tors. In particular, it needs to be assumed that within the quantum commutator

algebra the expression {7:( AA’ S B/] is proportional to Lorentz generators. A cal-

culation directly checking this property has been reported in [68], albeit for a
different factor ordering of the supersymmetry generators than that following
from the prescription given in 4.20 (p.200) and 4.32 (p.215). In [68] it was

found that {7:{ A A/,S B} is proportional to Lorentz generators while Han . Spr

contains a term proportional to the Lorentz generators as well a a diverging
term proportional to a linear combination of Lorentz generators and supersym-
metry generators. (One can always interchange the role of the primed and the
unprimed supersymmetry constraints in these relations by a Hodge duality op-
eration, known in the context of the functional representation as going from the
holomorphic to the antiholomorphic representation or vice versa (cf. [95]), see
also footnote 20 in [69].) Note that both commutators are mutually adjoint and
hence closely related:

[Han 5] o [Flan. 85

This can be turned into an argument that in general, except when one (and hence
both) of these commutators vanish identically, at least one of them contains a
diverging term when Lorentz generators are ordered to the right:

Consider one commutator, symbolically of the general form

¢ [H(x),g(y)} x 5(x,y) D(x) . j(x) "

Here the right hand side is assumed to be some linear combination of the Lorentz
generators. The coefficient function D(z) must be odd graded, since the Lorentz
generators are even graded and the left hand side is odd graded. Hence D(x)
must be a linear combination of an uneven number of the fermionic operators

¢(x) and 1Z(x) It follows that D itself cannot commute with the Lorentz gen-
erators but instead

“[J (@), D(y)] x é(x,y) E(z) “,

for some odd graded term FE. This is the origin of the diverging term in the
other commutator:

< [A@.5w)] « [H@).80)]

x d(e.y) (D@)- I()'
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x Jl(z) D'(z)d(z,y)
6(z,) (D'(@) - T (@) + |7 (@), DT (@)
x  8(z,y) (DT(x)-jT(m)+5(x7x)ET(x)) " (935)

So a formal term 6 (z, x) is always picked up in one commutator when the Lorentz
generators are ordered to the right, except, of course, when both commutators
vanish, i.e. when D(z) = 0.

4.37 (Literature) Around 1993-96 there was some debate about whether or
not (full fledged) canonically quantized supergravity admits exact solutions with
only a finite number of fermion modes excited [214]. Claims that, on general
grounds, indeed no such states could exist [43] came as a surprise in light of
the fact that other researchers had reported [82] the very construction of exact
solutions (in the metric representation of quantum supergravity [80]) containing
no fermions. The existence of solutions with an infinite number of fermions,
which had been shown constructively in [68] (¢f. theorem 4.35 (p.218), p. 218),
was not questioned by these results. Related insights from a quite different
perspective came from the connection representation formalism, known as loop
quantum supergravity [140][168]. Here exact bosonic Wilson loop states [143]
were known, which solved all the supergravity quantum constraints — but these
states turned out to be highly pathological and not physically relevant [190], so
that the results of [43] might not apply. A little later it was found that also
the Chern-Simons state with respect to the GSU(2)-connection representation
of super LQG is an exact solution of all the constraints and, furthermore, not
pathological at all [6]. (Its fermion content is not obvious and in fact not known
to the author.)

From 4.33 (p.216) and 4.35 (p.218) it can be seen that the formal structure of
quantum supergravity (in the vielbein formalism) is quite similar, and in fact a
generalization of, the formal structure of classical source free electromagnetism

(cf §2.2.3 (p.70)):

4.38 (Formal analogy with source free electromagnetism) For empha-
sis, briefly recall the formal elements of classical electromagnetism (e.g. [98],[91])
in curved spacetime and in the the absence of electric and magnetic sources (cf.
2.2.3 (p.70)):

Kinematic states in classical electromagnetism are sections F of the 2-form bun-
dle A%(M5T) over a pseudo-Riemannian manifold (M5T, g) representing phys-
ical spacetime. The ‘state’

F=F, de" Ndz" = E;dt A dzt + Bieijk dz? A dz*

is of course the Faraday 2-form encoding the electromagnetic field. Physical
states are singled out by two ‘constraints’

dF =
d'F = o, (936)
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(where d and df are the exterior derivative and coderivative, respectively, on
(MSTg)) which are equivalent to Maxwell’s equations for vanishing electric
and magnetic 4-currents. This means in particular that F is a closed form. The
Poincaré lemma then states that F is locally exact and hence locally of the form

F =dA,

where A = A, dx* is the vector potential. Because A is unique only up to
a gauge transformation, A — A + dy, one may assume that A satisfies the
Lorentz gauge

d'A =0.

Therefore, in terms of A, the constraints dF = d'F = 0 read

d'dA =
& {d,d'}A = o, (937)

which says that A must be a solution of the wave equation AA = 0, where
A= {d,dT} is the wave operator in curved spacetime. In other words, every
vector potential which is annihilated by the wave operator is associated with
an electromagnetic field solving the free Maxwell’s equations, and, vice versa,
every electromagnetic field solving the free Maxwell equations is locally associ-
ated with a 1-form solving the wave equation.

The analogy with the above formulation of quantum supergravity is immedi-
ate. It is summarized in the following dictionary:
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’ source-free electromagnetism

canonical quantum supergravity

{95“}#6{0,1,2,3}

spacetime: bosonic configuration space:
(MST,g = (g0)) (M0, G = (Goun))
coordinates: graviton mode amplitudes:

{b(n) }nEJN

differential forms:

{dz}

gravitino mode amplitudes:

)
nelN

1n€{0,1,2,3}
exterior bundle over M5T: superspace over M ("D
A(MST) A(M(conf))
kinematical state space: kinematical state space®*:
L(A® (MPT)) L (A(MenD))

kinematical states:

F=F, dz"dx”

kinematical states:
AT(m1)éT(m2)éT(m3) o

|¢> = (bmlmz,m?,'“ C

exterior derivative:

primed supersymmetry generator:

d g(n)A' = e W /g, {N(n)(o), dM(conf)7A/“ eWm/h
exterior coderivative: unprimed supersymmetry generator:
& _ Wi /h 1 ‘al W /h
ai Stma = €O Al ugcon 4 Ny | ¢
wave operator: Hamiltonian generator and diffeom. generators:
A={dd'} Kyom)® Hipyaar = { S 4 Sy}
vector potential: 0-fermion solution to Hamilt. and diffeo. constraints.:
A, AA=0 |$0) , Hmyaar |¢o) =0
locally exact form of F: locally exact form of |¢):
F—dA 9= IL S ) 160
nelN
homogeneous Maxwell equations: primed supersymmetry constraint:
dF =0 S(mar¢) =0
‘inhomogeneous’ Maxwell equations: unprimed supersymmetry constraint:
d'F =0 Stnyal9) =0
wave equation: Hamiltonian and diffeomorphism constraints:
AA =0 Hmyaar|¢o) =0

While these analogies are rather strong, it should be stressed that it is by
no means implied that quantum supergravity is physically related to classical
electromagnetism. What shows up here instead is the universal importance of
geometry in general, and differential geometry in particular, in physical theo-
ries. The differential geometric formulation of classical electromagnetism has
been known for a rather long time. The geometric character of supersymmetric
theories has been stressed in more recent times by Witten (e.g. [275],[274]) and
others (e.g. [101], [102],[133], [218],[216]).

It may be noted that one important ingredient of canonical quantum super-
gravity has no analogy in the formalism of classical electromagnetism, namely
the Lorentz constraints®®. The next paragraphs focus on some aspects of the
role played by the Lorentz constraints in quantum supergravity:

54Due to gauge invariances there are some subtleties in the definition of the kinematical
state space. See 4.24 (p.203) and §2.3 (p.106) for details.
550f course one can consider Lorentz transformations on spacetime, MST | in classical elec-
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4.39 (Supersymmetry constraints on Lorentz invariant states) When re-
stricted to Lorentz invariant states, the two spin components of the supersym-
metry constraints are equivalent. More precisely, let |¢) be a Lorentz invariant
state so that

J%x)]|¢) =0, VzeX, abe{0,1,2,3},

then the following equivalences hold:

§(n)1’ lp) =0 < §(n)2/ l¢) =0
Sm1le) =0 & Supale) =0

Su(@)6) =0 & Sy(@)]é)=0
Si@)]9)=0 & S)]6)=0. (938)

Proof: According to 4.14 (p.194), eqn. (809), the quantum generator of Lorentz
rotations in the 3 — 1 plane, J!(z), satisfies

(7). 8a@)] = —0(y,2) 4P Sp(a) . (939)

Because of

it follows that

[T W) $i()] = —6(y.2)0™ 4”85 (@)
= (1.2 & (@)
(78 w).Sa(2)] = —3(y.2)S1(a) - (940)

Define the operator

o= | TN ) dBx. (941)
/

It satisfies:

L8] = Si()
[J.8@)] = —Si@), (942)
and hence
31" S1(2) e F = Sy(a)
21" Sy(x) e 3 = —8i(a) . (943)

tromagnetism. But these are, in the context of the above ‘dictionary’, analogous to Lorentz
transformation on configuration space, M(Conf>, in supergravity and not to Lorentz transfor-
mations on physical supergravity spacetime.
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224
7 731
Because ez”

is invertible, it follows that on Lorentz invariant states |¢) the
following equations are equivalent:

Si(x)[¢) =0
s 58 (x)|0) =0
& 378

i) e 7" 18y =0
N———

=[¢)
=

Sa(x) |¢) = 0.
O

(944)
The same reasoning applies to the other cases of (938).

There is another way to exhibit this redundancy induced by Lorentz sym-
metry on the supersymmetry constraints:

4.40 (Full solutions from solutions in one spin component) One may
reduce the problem of solving the full set of supersymmetry constraints

Smyal6) = Smyar ¢) = 0,¥n € IN, A, A" € {1,2} (945)
to that of solving for only one of the spin indices, say A = A’ = 1:

S [6) = Syrr |6) = 0,¥n € N,
in the following sense:

(946)
Consider any solution |¢’) to (946), i.e. to one spin component of the constraints.
By the same argument as in 4.33 (p.216) |¢') must be locally of the form

) = (H 3@)1/) \60)
neN

(947)
for some zero-fermion state |¢o) which solves the constraint

Hpy1r |[¢o) =0, ¥YneIN.
Now, if |¢o) is furthermore Lorentz invariant and diffeomorphism invariant, i.e.
if furthermore

T (@) |¢o) = 0,

Hiyildo) =0, VnelN, A, A €{1,2}, i€ {1,2,3}
Vrex, abe{0,1,2,3},
so that in particular

(948)
Hinyan |0) = 0% aaHepya |00) =0, YneN, A, A € {1,2},

of supersymmetry constraints (945) by “closing” it with respect to the S (n)2’
operators:

) = (H g(n)2,> |60)
neN

o (H S(n)A’g(n)A/> |po)
neN

(949)
then, by theorem 4.35 (p.218), |¢’) gives rise to a solution |¢) of the full set

(950)
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The point here is that the Lorentz and diffeomorphism constraints are usually
relatively easy to solve and that the full physical information, the dynamics, is
encoded in the Hamiltonian constraint alone. But the above shows that to solve
the Hamiltonian constraint it is sufficient to solve only one spin component of
the supersymmetry constraints.

A very simple example will serve as an illustration for 4.39 (p.223):

Example 4.41 (Lorentz symmetry in supersymmetric Friedmann cosmology)
(This example is really a special case of the homogeneous cosmological models

to be discussed further below in §4.3.2 (p.230) and §4.3.3 (p.240), see there for

more details.) Consider the N = 1 supersymmetric extension of the k = +1
Friedmann cosmological model as discussed in [85] and [83]§5.2. Mini-superspace

is 1-dimensional in this case, being parameterized by the scale factor a of the

S3 spatial sections of the Friedmann universe. The truncated supersymmetry
generators given in the above references read (up to a factor of i = /—1)

S(o)A Y4 (h0, + 6a)
Soya = —par (hd, — 6a) . (951)

The 1; 4+ are here quantum versions of homogeneous gravitino mode amplitudes.
The notation is a little different from that used in the above paragraphs (a more
detailed discussion is postponed until general Bianchi cosmologies are discussed
in example 4.50 (p.237) below), but that and further details are of no concern
for our present purpose, which is simply to point out the following:
The most general Lorentz invariant state in this setup is obviously

[6) = Aa)|0) + B(a)par” |0)
= A(a)|0) +2B(a) Y142 10) , (952)

in a representation where the 14 are regarded as fermion creators and where
|0) is the fermionic vacuum defined by 4/ |0) = 0 = 9,]0). Now consider the
action of the supersymmetry operators on this general state. It is simply given
by:

Sald) = (hda+6a) A(a)1pa |0)
Souarld) = —(hda—6a) B(a) dbapar |0) . (953)
Obviously the vanishing of these expressions is equivalent to
(hd, + 6a) A(a) =0

and
(hQy — 6a) B(a) =0,

respectively. Up to a factor this is uniquely solved by
A(a) o exp(—3a®/h)

and
B(a) o< exp(+3a®/h) .
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But these conditions, and their solutions, do not at all depend on the Lorentz
spin indices A, A’, so that indeed in this example the relations

o1l0) =0 & Seale)=0
(0)1 lp) =0 < 5(0)2 |p) =0 (954)

L Uy

are confirmed.

(It is noteworthy that the content of 4.40 (p.224) is not applicable to the
above (possibly overly simplified) example, since, as a direct calculation shows,
the expressions [PI(O)AA,,S’(O)B} = [{S(O)A,S O)A/},S'(O)B] are nontrivial and
in particular not proportional to Lorentz generators.)

What makes the above model particularly simple with respect to its behav-
ior under Lorentz rotations is the fact that the terms in the supersymmetry
generators S’(O) As 5(0) 4+ which carry spinor indices factor out: Both generators
have the abstract form

“S. =FB”,

where F' is a fermionic operator and B a bosonic operator. The latter does
not carry any spinor indices (or, for that matter, Lorentz vector indices). It
is, by itself, manifestly invariant under Lorentz transformations. The entire
dependence on the spin frame over spacetime is carried by the fermionic term
F. of the supersymmetry operator. Recall from 4.20 (p.200) that this is not in
general so. In 4.42 (p.226) below it is shown that such a factoring occurs exactly
when the fermionic modes are purely homogeneous.

4.42 (Factoring out of spinor-index carrying terms in the susy generators)
In order to analyse under which conditions the terms ©¥4;5% 4/ 4 in the super-

symmetry constraint S yAr, given in 4.20 (p.200) equation (844), can be fac-
tored out, rewrite (844) by performing an integration by parts and inserting
o-matrices:

N 2§ I o
(A = /C(n) <'¢)Ai0'aAA’ R0 aar (0 +wj)1p‘4k> >z
>

2 de%;

845 N hr2 5 R T
(:) _/ <¢AiO'G‘AA/ TC(”’) 7y + ¢Ak' (6BA6_7 _ ijA) C(n)eljkeaia BA’) d3$

2
TA hi 0 TA cc’ B B ijks b 3
= _/ ( anAA' 9 C(n)§6a- —O'aAA' Oq (5 Caj—w]' C) C(n)ew €0 BC’ d’x
K3
b)) v
(1382) o oo
=69 59,

. 5 , .
= /WAN AA’( Cn §ea +0,°9 (6500 —w;Pe) C(n)E”kebkabsa> d*z.
P

(955)

(Note that in the second term in the last line the indices i < k have been
interchanged, which gives a factor of —1.)
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In order to make further progress at this point we first need to consider
non-coordinate tangent frames on X:

4.43 (Change of spatial tangent frame) Up to now we have only consid-
ered the “holonomic” coordinate frame on the spatial tangent bundle T(X),
namely that spanned by the basis tangent vectors {0;},. {1.2,3} where the 0;
are the partial derivatives with respect to our fixed but arbitrary coordinate
patch {zi}ie{172,3} (see 2.2 (p.16)). Correspondingly, on the cotangent bundle

T*(X) the dual frame is spanned by the coordinate differentials {dxi}ie{u 3p
so that da*(9;) = 0% The vielbein field e%; and the gravitino field Y define

. . a A
the differential forms {e®} c ;5 4, and {1p }Ae{1,2}7 where
e’ = % da’
Pt = yAdat (956)

For applications, especially those in cosmology, one may want to express the
vielbein and gravitino degrees of freedom with respect to some other cotangent
frame, possibly an “anholonomic” one, i.e. one not deriving from a coordinate
system.

Hence let {wa}ae{m,g} be any set of 1-forms on ¥ constituting a covector basis.

With respect to our original basis {dxl} these may be expressed as

w® = wY%dz, (957)
for some coefficient matrices w®; = w*;(x). Because the w® are supposed to
form a basis, the w®; are nondegenerate and have an inverse, w =, = w=,(z),
satisfying

wl WY = 53

1

whw g = 5. (958)
In particular, the tangent frame is given by the set {aa}ae{uﬁ} with

8(1 = W_lia 81' (959)
so that

w®(9p) = 65,

and the dz’ read in terms of the w®:

dz' = w i, w>. (960)

The physical fields can be expressed in the new basis as

a 1

e = e w M, w®
P o= et W (961)
It is usual practice to define:

eaa . a —1i

e w
Ao = ey, (962)
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so that

e’ = e’ w

Pt = . (963)

Now recall the mode expansion (821) in 4.16 (p.196). It may be reexpressed in
terms of the new frame w?; as:

ei(t,r) = b"™(t) By i(x)
= b (1) Byn) o wi(2)
At e) = f™ (t) Fny i()
= f) Foyaw®i(2) (964)
or, for short,
e’ = bMB,%
Ve = fMF,%, (965)

where the label w has been suppressed. The dual modes similarly read

= w*“aB“")a“(z) abffn)
S = F
= Wl P e (g) 5 fa(n), (966)
or, for short,
5;& = B aba(n)
WLAa = ', 5 fa(n). (967)

These rather standard conventions for expressing basis changes in index
notation have been made explicit here in order to avoid any ambiguities in the
following discussion.

First of all consider now the primed supersymmetry generator expressed in
terms of the new frame w®:

4.44 (Primed supersymmetry generator in arbitrary cotangent frame)
Using the form (955) obtained in 4.42 (p.226) one finds

& ~ hli2 1) ’ RN
S(n)A’ = _/wAagaAA’ (20(")5661 +wai($) UGCC (5Bcaj —ijc) C(n)e”kebgwﬂk(x) O'bBC/) Bz .
b

(968)
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One could, following convention, just as well have replaced all appearances of the
indices i, j by «, 8. However, that would somewhat hide the crucial coordinate-
dependent factors w(x) that are introduced into the superpotential-dependent
second term, but not into the first term, where the factor w®; coming from the
gravitino field operator cancels with the w~'%, factor coming from the vielbein
functional derivative.

The above considerations now allow to discuss homogeneous modes of the
supersymmetry generators, which is the content of the next subsection.
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4.3.2 Homogeneous modes

Introduction. For practical calculations in physics it is useful to be able to di-
vide, at least formally, the degrees of freedom of the system under consideration
into those that describe its “general”, or “global”, behavior (in some suitable
sense depending on the application in question) and those that describe devi-
ations therefrom. The standard example is a composite body moving through
space: Here one usually splits off the center-of-mass motion of the whole body
from the relative motion of each of its parts.

A similar split is the starting point of all cosmological models: Some (usu-
ally very few) “global” degrees of freedom, most notably the scale factor of
the universe, are chosen to describe the overall state of the spatial section X.
They correspond to the center-of-mass coordinates of a moving body. All other
degrees of freedom, for instance gravity waves traveling on 3, are regarded as de-
scribing deviations from the idealized global state of the system and are treated
separately — if at all.

The standard approach is to regard the homogeneous components of the
spatial metric on ¥ as constituting the “essential” degrees of freedom of the
universe, in the above sense (a method that is justified by the high homogene-
ity observed in our universe on large scales). This gives rise to the homoge-
neous (but in general anisotropic) “Bianchi” cosmologies, which contain the
(isotropic) Friedmann-Robertson-Walker cosmologies as a special case. In the
present framework, such an approach to describe the total of spacetime means
that a certain set of the modes (821) of the graviton and gravitino field (c¢f. 4.16
(p-196)) are considered special, namely simply those which are, with respect to
a suitable coframe (957) (see 4.43 (p.227)) spatially constant. These certainly
provide a good general first order approximation to the exact fields, just like
the center-of-mass coordinate of a composite body is in general the best simple
approximation to the position of any single part of it.

The purpose of the following section is to establish which constraints on the
purely homogeneous field modes are induced by the full set of constraints of
canonical quantum supergravity. That is, the analog of the Wheeler-DeWitt
equation is derived in the context of supergravity. In the above analogy this
corresponds to finding the Hamiltonian which describes the center-of-mass mo-
tion alone. Just as in this simple case, it is hoped that, at least when the free
parameters are chosen suitably, a solution to the homogeneous constraints can,
in principle at least, be extended to a solution to full supergravity involving the
full infinite set of modes®.

One motivation behind the following discussions is an attempt to relate
the “Lagrangian” and the “Hamiltonian” routes (in the nomenclature of the
discussion on p. 9 of the introduction) to supersymmetric quantum cosmology
in general and to Bianchi cosmologies in particular.

561t is certainly possible that this hope may fail in special cases. In particular it may well
fail in the most interesting cases, as for instance when the universe is near a cosmological
singularity with the scale factor tending to zero. Similarly, the center-of-mass of an extended
body will, while approaching another extended body, follow the point-particle approximation
to its motion only as long as both bodies are not as close as to actually collide, in which case
the formerly neglected degrees of freedom of the constituents of both bodies dominate the
dynamics.
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Literature. A general brief introduction to quantum cosmology is [273]. Stan-
dard texts on supersymmetric quantum cosmology are [83] and [197]. The stan-
dard “Lagrangian” approach to supersymmetric Bianchi cosmologies is detailed
in both of these. The corresponding “Hamiltonian” approach is presented in
[25] and references therein.

4.45 (General conventions) In this section we will assume a fixed cotan-
gent basis w® on T*(X), as described in 4.43 (p.227). All fields will be given
with respect to this basis:

eaa(x) = b(n)B(n)aa($)
PAa(z) = bMEF,Ma(2) . (969)

For the following discussion to make sense technically, no special properties of
the w® needs to be assumed (except that they form a basis for T(X) at each
xz € X). However, the main motivation behind the following development are
homogeneous cosmological models in which case the w® are assumed to be left-
invariant with respect to a Lie group of diffeomorphisms acting simply and freely
on ¥ (c¢f. [269]§7.2). In particular, for homogeneous models of Bianchi class A,
with which we will be concerned, the w® satisfy the relation

1
dw® = imﬁvewww? (970)

Details of this construction are given in 4.50 (p.237). The vielbein modes which
are constant with respect to w®, i.e. those that satisfy

Bl ®a(z) = Bl al(zo) (971)
give rise to the homogeneous spatial metric
b
d82 = Dab (ehom)aa (ehom) ﬁwa ® wﬂ7

and will therefore be called homogeneous modes, for short. Even though, as
mentioned above, most of the following considerations are completely indepen-
dent of the special condition (970) imposed on the basis elements w®, we will,
for simplicity, refer to constant modes as in (971) generally as homogeneous
modes. Note that, naturally, whether or not a given mode is constant depends
on the chosen basis w®.

A useful starting point for the following discussion is the form (968) of the
primed supersymmetry generator given in 4.44 (p.228).

It is clear that homogeneous modes of &Aa may be pulled out of the integral
in (968). For that purpose denote by I"°™f the set of integers that correspond
to homogeneous fermionic modes, i.e.:

(0 F () a(x) =0, Vi,a,A) & ne ™. (972)
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4.46 (Splitting off the fermionic homogeneous part of susy generators)
With this notation the above expression may be split into contributions from
homogeneous and inhomogeneous fermionic modes as follows:

u = /iAaUaAA’ ( . .)a d3a:

>z
= f(n)/F(n)Aa(ﬂf) oaar (), " d’x
>

= Z f(n)F(n)AaUaAA’/("')aad3$+ Z f(”)/F(n)Aa(x) o an (--0), dPx

nelhomf » ng]homf »

._ &homg . &ing

T (n)A! : (n)A’
o Ghom Gin
= Stya TS mar - (973)

This leaves us with a decomposition of S (n)A’ into two components, 5‘}(12;1;{, and

ain
Smyar-
Some important properties of these operators are immediate:

4.47 (Algebra of fermionic-homogeneous component of the susy generator)
Consider for instance the identity

N 2
(5 <n>A')
ohomg oing 2

= (St +Sto)

(B ) (B ) [ ) 71

- (n)A’ (n)A’ (M)A = (n)A” [ -
The three terms in the last line contain strictly different bilinear terms in the
fermionic mode amplitudes f (") The first contains only terms bilinear in the
homogeneous amplitudes, the second only those bilinear in the inhomogeneous
amplitudes and the last only products of one homogeneous and one inhomoge-

neous fermionic mode amplitude operator. It follows that all three must vanish
separately:

0

Shom Shom

{S(S)Af”S(S)Af'} = 0

{StoaStoa} = 0

{Stom S} = o (975)

Now consider the term 31(13)?,, i.e. the component of the 0-mode of the

primed supersymmetry generator that contains only homogeneous fermionic
modes:

4.48 (The fermionic-homogeneous 0-mode of the susy generator) By
assumption (819) (see 4.15 (p.194)) the zeroth scalar mode is constant:

Cloy(x) =1/VV,
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so that

om £(n a 1 4 ijk 2
Sl(l() Afl = Z f( )F(n)AaU AA’ \/VE/< 2 56a +O’aCC w]‘BcejkekabBC/> 3z .

TLEIhomf

(976)

The integral over ¥ projects out certain modes from its integrand: Let, in
analogy to (?7), "™ be the set of mode indices of the homogeneous bosonic
dual modes:

(&B’(")ai(x) =0, Ya,i, a) o n e hom (977)

The first term in (976), containing the functional derivative, can then be written

as follows:
g 3 _ I(n) « 3., hH#
s e = [EOc@ d,
> )

vy BW (978)

TLEIhomb

(This is because the integral over the inhomogeneous modes B'0",%(z), n ¢
Ih™y yvanishes, since these modes are orthogonal to all constant modes and
hence each component (for a particular value of a and «) is orthogonal to the
constant scalar function 1.)

In 4.24 (p.203), eq. (858), the f( had generally been identified with dif-

ferential form creators éT(n). These did not carry a spinor index but instead
the operators 7% A,(n) did. This general identification of course still holds in the
present homogeneous context. However, since for the homogeneous modes the
terms carrying the spinor index may be factored from the partial derivatives, as
has been shown above, there is another identification of differential forms and
partial derivatives, obtained from the original one by a linear transformation,
which appears naturally:
Introduce the notation:

fromatar = Y [ a0 aa
ne]homf
Bhom a = Z B (n)
@ 2 ()" a
K \/> ne]homb
B#hom a . 712 v Z Bl(n) « i)#
a = B a (n)
nerhomy
1 ’ .. -
Uhomfaa = 5 /O'GCC Wchel]kéka'bBC/ d3£E 5 (979)
¥

adapted to the homogeneous objects under consideration. Then (976) may be
rewritten in the form

S?(;))szl _ fhomaaA/ (hi)#homaa + Uhomfaa) ) (980)
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It is natural to again reformulate this in terms of a suitable exterior derivative.
With the definitions

thom fhom a
CT ¢ a A = fh a A’
agl(oan; — i)#homaa
d};lo/m — j?homaaA/ ﬁg#homaa
_ éthomaaA,ahoarr: (981)
(¢f. 4.24 (p.203)) one has
Stoms = hdlgm 4 fhom o ghoms o (982)

1
Note, however, that the &' loma“ 4 are not all linearly independent. This “de-
generacy” is however removed when diagonal models are considered. This will
be discussed in 4.53 (p.241).

h
Since all the 85}052 commute among each other and all the ef Omaa 4 anticom-
mute among each other one has

{dom,dym} = 0, VA, B. (983)
By the same reasoning as in 4.25 (p.205) there must locally be a “superpotential”
Whem such that
[dljxem’ Whom} _ fhomaaA/Uhomf.aoz

L = W g W (984)

In fact, according to (866) and (973) one already knows that
Stem = e W/t pdlm Vo (985)

Obviously, W™ may be chosen to be W (o) minus that part of W, which
commutes with do™:

W(O) = Whom + Win
[dhom, W =0. (986)

The potential term U™, in (979) carries a superscript “hom¢” instead
of “hom” because it does in general depend on all bosonic amplitudes 5™, not
only on the homogeneous ones. Therefore one may want to split it into the sum
of two terms

Uhomfaa — Uhomf,hombaa + UhOmf,inb aa , (987)

where the first depends on homogeneous bosonic modes exclusively and the
second depends on homogeneous bosonic modes only in so far as they couple to
inhomogeneous bosonic modes. More precisely:

e

A Uh"m"h"mba“} =0 (988)
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and

([Btlef“”mb)’(]hommnb“a} 7 0) = ([B?:lelfmmb)’ {Bielhomh)’[]hommnbaa” 7 0> ’
(989)

This splitting allows to define that part of the zero mode of the primed super-
symmetry generator which depends solely on homogeneous modes:

Stl(;))rzf/,homb — f-homaaA/ (hl;#homaa + Uhomf,hombaa) (990)
This operator, which depends purely on homogeneous modes, bosonic and fermionic
ones, is precisely the primed supersymmetry generator that appears in the lit-
erature on homogeneous supersymmetric quantum cosmologies, e.g. in [69], eq.
(3). (See [83]85 and [197]§3 for reviews.) It is one term of the full zero mode of
the primed supersymmetry generator

S (973) Shom &in
S(O)A' == S(T(Z)AAf/ + S(nf)A/
(990) ohomg,hom shom a omgs,in, o Gin
20 g . from uomine 4 S0 L (901)

By (984) the splitting of U™, locally corresponds to a splitting of the super-
potential

Whom = Whomf,homb + Whomf,inb , (992)
defined by
[df}ﬁm’ Whomf,homb] _ fhomaaAthomf,hombaa
[dggm’ Whomf,inb] _ fhomaaA,Uhomf,inbaa ) (993)

Hence (984) may be refined by writing

‘é_lhomf

_ —W"™/h ¢ ghom ;W™ /R
oA = € hd™ e

6_(Whomf.homb +Whomf,inb )/h hdhom e(‘/I/vhomf,homb +Whomf,inb)/h
A’
_ yyhomginy, __yr/homg homy, homg,homy, homyg,iny,
W /=W /0 e W /h W /h

_ homyg,iny, ih h homg,iny,
— ¢ w /hS((t)J)IZf/, OmbeW /h ; (994)

where we have identified

Syhomf ,homy,

o — W R phom WO (995)

This, together with (983), shows in particular that é‘hg)rif,’homb is still nilpotent
by itself, which is important since it implies that the superalgebra of the ho-
mogeneous components of the supersymmetry generators still has the expected

form:

Shomg,homy, &Ghomg,hom _
{8t St} = 0

&homye, hom SGhomye, hom o
{S(O)Af b7 S(O)Bf b} = 0

ohomg,homy, &homg,homy, _ ‘rhomys, homy,
{S(O)A’ S0y } = Hpy ) (996)
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Here we have introduced the related objects Shg)r[:’homb and H iﬂr}f’homb where

the latter is defined by the last line in (996) and the former is, according to 4.32
(p.215), given by

N o T
Sl('loo)rif,homb — (Stloo)rzf,,homb) ] (997)
4.49 (Homogeneous constraints) One can now contemplate the constraints
&homge, hom
S (0) Af i |¢> = 0
Shomg,hom
S(O)Af’ °lg)y = 0. (998)

These involve only finitely many degrees of freedom, but are nevertheless gen-
erally expected to contain some relevant physical information. But these con-
straints do not directly follow from the full theory: The full theory demands
that any physical state satisfies (among other constraints) the zeroth mode of
the full supersymmetry constraints, i.e.

Swyarle) =0
(942;) (S‘,homg,homb + f-hom a IUhomf,inb [e% Smf ) |¢> =0 (999)
(0)A a A a (n)A’ — Y

and similarly for the unprimed supersymmetry generator. Hence the constraints
(998) are not necessarily implied by the full theory, but they are not generally
excluded, either. Instead, the homogeneous constraints (998) can be regarded
as expressing a special case of (999), namely the one in which two terms (a),
(b) in

(999) & Spgmtom \¢>+(fh°“‘a“A/Uh0mfvi“ba“ S”;;)A,) [¢) =0
—_———

(a) (b)

vanish separately.

It is not exactly clear how much the space of solutions is cut down by this
additional requirement. In particular one would need to understand if any
solution of the full theory can satisfy it. But let us in the following assume
what is generally assumed in quantum cosmology, namely that (a) = 0 is a

valid assumption, maybe at least in some suitable kind of approximation. Since

&homy, t &homg,h . . o .
Sy and Sl "™ only involve bosonic and fermionic amplitudes (and

their derivatives) of homogeneous modes, one is led to factor any physical state

|¢) as
|9) = |bhom) @ |bin) , (1000)
in such a way that |¢;,) is independent of any homogeneous modes:
b 16m) =0 = fE |6m), VYneIom, mehome (1001)

(cf. (?7) (977)). This implies that |¢,) is trivially annihilated by diS™ and
del{”“. Hence (998) is equivalent to

Siora ™™ [bnom) = 0

St ™ | fhom) = 0. (1002)
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Now |¢hom) may still depend on inhomogeneous modes, but these enter (1002)
only as arbitrary parameters. Let

Xhom _ {b(n)\nelhomb }
xin = fpminer ] (1003)
and let the general solution to (1002) be

|¢hom> = |¢h0m (Xhomap17p27 o )> ) (1004)

where p; are the arbitrary parameters that may be assumed to be constant as far
as (1002) is concerned. Given any such solution to the completely homogeneous
constraints one can solve for a solution to the full theory by turning the p; into
functions of the inhomogeneous modes

pi = pi(X™)
and entering the full set of constraint equations of supergravity with the ansatz
16) = | Bhom (X"™.p1 (X™) ,pa (X)) @ [ (X)) . (1005)

We will not try to investigate here the problem of finding solutions to full
supergravity subject to the above ansatz (1005). We just assume that such solu-
tions do exist (at least suitably approximate ones) and instead now focus on the
much simpler task of solving the constraints (1002) of the purely homogeneous
sector of supergravity.

Before proceeding, the next example briefly presents the most general sce-
nario of homogeneous cosmologies in 3 + 1 spacetime dimensions:

Example 4.50 (Supersymmetric Bianchi cosmologies) Bianchi models
are defined (see [269]§7.2 for an introduction to the classical aspects of Bianchi
models) by a spatial metric on ¥ with the line element

ds? = hopw® @wP. (1006)

2 3

Here w?, w?, w? is a basis of 1-forms on ¥ which satisfy the defining relation

1
dw® = iC’"‘mwﬁ Aw?. (1007)

In the case of so called class A Bianchi models, which are of interest here, the
structure constants C'®g., are given by
C%, = mesp,, (1008)
with € the completely antisymmetric symbol. The matrix
m = (m*?) (1009)

is a constant symmetric matrix which determines the type of the class A Bianchi
model. The metric tensor is supposed to be constant over Y, i.e. it depends
only on coordinate time t:

hag = ey €af = hag(t) . (1010)
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The bosonic and fermionic degrees of freedom are the homogeneous vielbein e®,
and the homogeneous gravitino field ¥*,. The e, parameterize the homoge-
neous bosonic configuration space M(©")rom ~ Their quantum operator versions
read in the notation introduced in (979):

K2 N
éa(x _?\/Vbhomaa

'QbAoz _ o_aAA’fhomaaA, ) (1011)

The (homogeneous part of the) primed supersymmetry constraint obtained from
the data (1006)-(1009) is given in [69],eq. (3) as

N 5 0 1
hom¢,hom a
S(O)Af’ b= wAaJ AA’ <—haeaa + 2Vmpqeaq> . (1012)
Here V is defined by
V.= /wl/\wz/\w?’. (1013)
b
In the notation introduced in (979) this reads
§?§)nj;f/,homb _ fhomaaA/ (hi)#homaa _ Vmpqi)homaq> , (1014)
where k2v/V has been set to unity
KAVV =1, (1015)

For sake of readability we will from now on drop the “hom” superscripts in this
example and simply write

Su = faou (hi)#a“ - Vmpqz}aq) . (1016)
The superpotential W (as in (995)) is readily found to be given by

W= —rymesie, i,

= —Vm (1017)

(where m = m(lA)) is the trace of the matrix m®? with respect to the metric
induced by e%,), so that

§A, _ e—W/hfaaA/hi)#aaeW/h
e WIh L b eI (1018)
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where in the last line we have introduced multi-indices I = (a, ). Using these
one can conveniently identify the standard objects of exterior calculus on con-
figuration space as in (981):

X' o=
61 = I;#I
(A:Ti/ = fz{ﬁ’
dy = &'4,0;. (1019)

I
(But note again, as in (982), that the ¢, are in general not linearly inde-
pendent. They become so only when the model is further restricted. See 4.53
(p.241).) With this notation (1018) can finally be written in the standard form

§A' = €7W/h dA/ eW/h (1020)
of a deformed exterior derivative (¢f. 4.24 (p.203)) on configuration space
M.

The primed supersymmetry generator of the general class A Bianchi model
(conf)

has been identified in its representation on A (Mhom

) , the exterior bundle over

the homogeneous bosonic configuration space. Following the general course of

argument detailed in 4.32 (p.215) one now has to specify a metric Gy on Mflf)omnf)

in order to find the inner product (-|-) for physical states as well as the unprimed
Shomf,homb 3

supersymmetry generator Sy = (0)A by way of taking the adjoint of S
with respect to this inner product:

Sa = (§A,)T . (1021)

(Note that we are still using the convention (1016) and suppress “hom”-superscripts
in the context of the present example.)



4 QUANTUM SUPERGRAVITY AND QUANTUM COSMOLOGY 240

4.3.3 Supersymmetric quantum cosmology as SQM in configuration
space

According to 4.27 (p.208) the metric on configuration space is closely related
to the matrix DA4';; defined in 4.12 (p.189). For the present homogeneous
Bianchi cosmology this matrix is found in [70], eq. (5) to read:

’ ]_ ) ’
DAY, = o <\;Ehpqn“ - epqrem> 5,44 (1022)

The adjoint of 1), (1011) is, according to (882) in 4.27 (p.208), given by

&A/a = (J}AQ>T
_ _ipan, 9

With the relations (1019) and (1011) this gives the metric tensor Gy on con-
figuration space via

X N
CII4 = (CT£/>
= G"(ea), . (1024)

However, since G  is essentially the truncated DeWitt metric, it may in
practice be obtained more directly and more elegantly from the knowledge of
the bosonic, i.e. the ordinary, Wheeler-DeWitt equation:

4.51 (Determination of G;; from the ordinary Wheeler-DeWitt equation)
The operators H 4 4 obtained from (996) are linear combinations of the Hamil-
tonian H, and of the diffeomorphism generators H,. The latter are first order
in the partial derivatives % and hence also first order in the d;. The Hamilto-
nian generator however contains a bilinear term in d;. This term can be found
from

ﬁllf = {e_W/hhdyeW/h,eW/hthle_W/h}
= #*{dy,d}+- -
= —BZ{GTi/,élJ}a]aJ'i_"'
————

=GlJ
= -0*G{7019;+ -+, (1025)
where the ellipsis - - - indicates terms with derivatives of first or zeroth order.
Similarly one has
Hyy = —h2GH010,+---. (1026)

Since, by the above argument, the bilinear term can only come from the Hamil-
tonian generator

H = -n*GYoo;+---, (1027)
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it follows that

Gl =agl’ =qGi’. (1028)

Hence the inverse metric G!¥ on configuration space, which is also involved in
the anticommutators
Y N
{CT 17 C{ }

{cTécg} = G, (1029)

GIJ

can be read off from the symbol (in the sense of differential operators) of the
ordinary (bosonic) Hamiltonian generator: It is the well known DeWitt metric
(or rather its projection on the homogeneous sector).

One more crucial part of information can now be obtained from the ordinary
Hamiltonian:

4.52 (Determination of the Superpotential from the ordinary WDW equation)
When the metric G(,)(m) and the ordinary potential V' entering the Hamilto-
nian are known, the superpotential W can be obtained by solving the equation

(¢f. 2.2.2 (p.61))
V=G (9, W) (0 W) - (1030)
This equation will in general have two independent solutions Wy, Ws.

This implies that given any ordinary, i.e. bosonic, mini-superspace Hamil-
tonian

H=-1*G™M™g 0y +V + -

one finds a supersymmetric extension of the model, given by the homogeneous
supercharges (995) (see 4.48 (p.232) for more details) by choosing one of the
two possible superpotentials. Since the resulting super-Hamiltonians associated
with both choices differ only in their purely fermionic component

[@T(n)»é(m)} (Vim0 W)

the two choices of the superpotential should correspond to two different models
for the gravitino field that go along with the chosen model for the graviton field
that led to the bosonic Hamiltonian.

This is a very convenient circumstance. It has been employed e.g. in [25]
to systematically find the supersymmetric extensions of all “diagonal” Bianchi-
cosmologies.

The further simplification that leads to diagonal models is discussed now:

4.53 (Diagonal homogeneous models) One may choose to work not with
all homogeneous modes in general but with a diagonal vielbein field (¢f. [25])
where only the homogeneous elq, e?s, €33 components are taken into account
in the ansatz 4.49 (p.236), instead of all homogeneous modes. This gives rise

to an interesting effect with respect to the associated fermionic modes: The
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homogeneous ¢4, are 6 independent modes (2 values of A times 3 values of ),
so that there are exactly two fermionic modes associated with each of the three
el1, €2y, e33. In particular one finds from (981) that
d})ﬁm — fhomllA/hlA)homll + fAhom22A/hi)hom22 + fhomQQA,hi)hornQQ 4
(1031)
and, because of

f-homaaA/ thomAao'ZA/ , (1032)

one has the two distinct sets of fermions

~ 1 -

fhomlll’ ﬁwhomQI

~ 1 - m

fh0m221/ — E“/)ho 22

~ 1 -

fhom331/ — Ewhomlg (1033)
and

~ 1 -

fhom112/ = E'M)ll

~ 1 -

froma®y = —\ﬁ“ﬁlz

~ 1 -

fh0m33 — 77,1/}22 . (1034)

2 = )

Under the restriction to diagonal modes we hence drop the multi-index used in
(1019) and write for short

6541,) - fAhomllAl
éf/) — fhom22Al
&B) = fromg3,, . (1035)

By the above consideration these fermionic operators, together with their ad-
joints ¢ = (&%, )T7 constitute two anticommuting copies of the canonical creation
and annihilation algebra with the non-vanishing anticommutator being (eg 4.55
(p-244) below for index conventions):

{0, e} = sancm
@{%,@gp} — Sand. (1036)

(This is in agreement with the equation given for these anticommutators in
[112], eq.(8).) The expression d 44/, which may be viewed as

San = V20 4n0 (1037)

if preferred, is of course not Lorentz covariant. It appears here because the
restriction to diagonal vielbein elements implicitly fizes a Lorentz gauge and all
consideration within the diagonally restricted model are to be understood with
respect to this gauge.
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For the rest of this section we will be concerned exclusively with diagonal
homogeneous models. To ease the notation, various now redundant “hom”-
labels will be suppressed (there should be no source of ambiguity):

4.54 (Notational convention for diagonal homogeneous models) Let
(N), (n), (v) € {1,2,3} be mode indices labeling the homogeneous and diagonal
modes. Since we are working in a fixed Lorentz gauge it is convenient to suppress
primes on spinor indices. This helps to simplify expressions in which A = A’ is
understood.

Identify

i.(l) = 6homl1

j(Z) — 6h0m22

j;(?’) — ehom33

6541) .— fhomllA/

6542) _ fhom22A/

&= fremgiy (1038)
Let

(conf)
(Mhom,diag7 G(,u)(u)) (1039)

be the (3-dimensional) bosonic configuration space (“minisuperspace”), obtained
by restriction to homogeneous and diagonal models. On this the exterior deriva-
tives are defined by (see B.13 (p.304)):

dy = é%ﬁ)@(u)
A
= CA(H)a(#)
dty, = -V,
~ AT (V) AN
= e (5<u>—r<u><x><u>@ff )CA)» (1040)

where I' is the Levi-Civita connection of the metric G, (1039) on minisu-
perspace®”. Note that (1036) implies that for A # B

O} ST
{afa e} ={diaen)} = 0. A#B. (1041)

Denote that part of the homogeneous superpotential (992), which depends solely
on homogeneous and diagonal modes simply by W:

Whomf,homb _ Whomf,homb,non—diag 4 W . (1042)
T(p)

57The fact that F(u)@\)(l,)é;(l’)éi‘ does not mix the two anticommuting copies, ¢;

é;(u), of the exterior algebra is consistent with the fact that the metric on full configuration
space (see 4.27 (p.208)) should be Kéhler. For a Kéhler metric the only non-vanishing compo-

and

nents of the Levi-Civita connection are F]-ik and F;i,;, where unbarred and barred indices run
over holomorphic and antiholomorphic components, respectively (cf. e.g. [52]), which must
be identified with the A, A’ = 1 and A, A’ = 2 components, respectively, in this simplified

model.
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In close analogy to (995) the homogeneous and diagonal part of the supersym-
metry generator is obtained as

gjl;om,diag — dE‘V
Sjl;om,diag — dTAW ’ (1043)
where
d¥V = e Wd,eV
= dg+ CT(#) (a(“)W)
dLW = W dg eV
= dl, +p (9yW) - (1044)

Here h = 1 has been set for convenience.

With these definitions made one may analyse the structure of the theory of
homogeneous and diagonal supersymmetric cosmological models:

4.55 (Superalgebra for homogeneous and diagonal models) The op-
erators (1044) constitute two copies, one for each Weyl-spinor index, of the
Witten model generators (c¢f. 2.2.2 (p.61)). The supercommutators among op-
erators with the same spin index follow trivially from those where only one copy
of the algebra is present (see 2.62 (p.61)). Some “mixed” supercommutators of
interest are the following: Let A # B, then:

{af.a¥} = {0, + & (@0uw) .

—Cyp )\)g 8 )+CA( )CA CAy F(A)(V)( )-‘rC (80, )}

e (%)9 )3< )+ el ean eV ean) (3( e )w)) +
+2¢le4 (8,0,W) (1045)
[d {d dTW}} = éTBfL ((9( O )) 8( (9(,\ CA( )CB CAN (8( )3 )) (9(,,) -

~eP e (00T () (90) + (%)W)) -
e eamet (9T ) (B + (86 W) +
IR CF (OFINE (OF) (3( 19 TO®) (R)) +
+aeldelrey (8A8#6VW) — 281 (8,0"W) (8, + (9,W))
(1046)

Literature. Expression (1045) was first given, in the context of supergravity
and for a flat minisuperspace metric, in [112], eq. (16). Note, however, when
comparing this reference with the present discussion, that the choice of homo-
geneous constraints used in [112] differ from those used here.

We are now in the position to apply the general construction 4.35 (p.218) to
the simple case at hand:
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4.56 (Conditions on solutions to the constraints) We are looking for
Lorentz invariant solutions |¢pom) to the constraints

dA’ |¢hom>
dTA |¢hom> = 01 Aa A/ € {]—v 2} . (1047)
Since |¢nom) is hence supposed to be exact with respect to d'4, it must

e cither be a 0-form
6{2 ‘¢hom> 207 V/J/,A,

e or be locally exact with respect to d}¥" and (to ensure Lorentz invariance)
ay:
‘¢hom> = Qd}/I//de |¢hom,0>
= A" fnomo) - (1048)

where |@nhom,0) is itself Lorentz invariant.

Since the constraints (1047) hold, when they hold, in every fermion-number
sector separately, different cases may be discussed:

o (-fermion sector: If |phom) = |Pnom,0) is a O-fermion state, the two un-
primed constraints

w
dTA ‘¢hom,0> =0

are automatically satisfied for any |@nom,0) and hence vacuous. Further-
more, the two primed constraints

dEAV’ ‘¢h0m,0> = 0

= é"i(f@u e | Phom,0)

Il
o

are uniquely solved by
|Phom,0) o eV |0). (1049)

This is the well known semiclassical-like type of state discussed in detail
e.g. in [25] and references therein.

e 2-fermion sector: Let |pnom) = 2d}Y dY |nom.0) be a 2-fermion state, i.e.

AN|¢hom> = 2|¢hom>
< N |¢h0m,0> = 0.

The primed supersymmetry constraints are automatically solved by con-
struction of the ansatz (1048). The unprimed supersymmetry constraints
yield for |¢nom o) the condition

W ’
dTA d%dWA ‘¢hom,0> =0
s Vdf e dad? €V |dnomo) = 0. (1050)

With the general ansatz

|¢h0m,0> = e_W |¢i10m,0> (1051)
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this becomes
& (AT + 28" (9,W)) dard? |$homo) = 0

& (\}g G — 2(8#W)> " 9y | Phomo) =0, Vv (1052)

These relations allow one to solve the supersymmetry constraints for |¢nom)
by finding a solution |¢nom,0) to a second order differential equation. While this
is conceptually important, in particular because it sheds light on the number of
solutions one may principally expect to find (¢f. [68], [70]), one thereby loses
the advantage of working only with first order differential operators. Other
methods, that do not involve second order differential equations, are discussed
below:

4.57 (Closing N = 2 solutions to obtain N = 4 solutions) Consider the
following ansatz: Let |¢nom,1) be a one fermion state of the form

‘¢hom,1> = d}y |¢hom,0>

which solves the A = A’ = 1 components of the supersymmetry constraints:

dlljl’/|¢hom,1> = 0
w
d'y [$hom,1) = 0. (1053)

Under what conditions is the state |¢pnom,2) obtained from |pnom,1) by “closing”
it with respect to dy

|¢hom,2> = dgv |¢h0m,1> (1054)

a solution to all constraints dﬂ/, |Phom,2) = dTZV |Phom,2)?
To answer this question the following may be noted: Since
0 = d" |dnoma)
= d"aY Inom1)
(5230 + @) W) = (7,W) ) o)
= d"; Y [6uom.0) (1055)

the state |¢nom,0) solves the {d‘f‘,’,d}’v} = Hyy and {dg‘,/,dgv} = Hayy homo-
geneous Hamiltonian constraints automatically. Therefore one has
! w w
0=d" |hom2) = d'y diVdy [$nom,o)
14% w
= {dTQ 7d¥"/} dg"/ |¢hom,0> - d}/‘// dTQ dg[’/ |¢hom,0>
~—_——

=0
= [{d" . al }. ¥ 16nomo) - (1036)



4 QUANTUM SUPERGRAVITY AND QUANTUM COSMOLOGY 247

This expression can be found from (1046). To get a qualitative insight into this
constraint consider the special case where the metric is Lorentzian

Iy (v) = Mw)(v) -

Then the above is equal to
g(#)(V);”](H)(V) 2611‘61, (aﬂ‘ayw) (81, + (aVW)) |¢hom’0> . (1057)
Analogously one finds
w AT v
d'y [Ghomz) = 2611 (0,0"W) (0, + (9W)) [dromo) - (1058)
It follows that

(dTK/ |¢hom,2> = O)
& ((0,0°W) (0, + (0,W)) |phom,0) =0, Vp) (1059)

is the condition on that has to be imposed in addition to (1053). The matrix
(0,0,W) is symmetric and may hence be diagonalized. Some of the diagonal
entries may be zero. The above condition says that e=™" |¢pom,0) may only de-
pend on the coordinates corresponding to these entries. Except when (9,0"W)
is highly degenerate this severely restricts the set of admissible |¢nom,0)-

4.58 (Remark) Maybe this fact seems to be in contradiction with the gen-

eral argument in 4.35 (p.218), that |¢g) should be a solution of the Hamiltonian
and diffeomorphism constraints. But note with 4.36 (p.219) that this assumed
that the commutator (1046) is proportional to the Lorentz generators. For a
certain factor ordering, this is known to be true for the full theory (¢f. [68])
and for general homogeneous models (¢f. [70]). But already this latter case
does not self-evidently follow from the former, because the restriction to ho-
mogeneous models involves a truncation of the supersymmetry generators (as
discussed in 4.48 (p.232) and 4.49 (p.236)). After such a truncation there is no
a-priori guarantee that the truncated operator algebra still closes up to terms
proportional to (truncated) Lorentz generators. And indeed, while it turns out
that it still does so in the case of general homogeneous models, the above calcu-
lation shows that it no longer does in the case of diagonal homogeneous models.
(This problem is also discussed in [112].) This may have been expected on
the grounds that the diagonal homogeneous model is restricted to a context in
which a Lorentz gauge has been fixed (see the discussion at equation (1037)
in 4.53 (p.241)). Maybe this indicates that a consistent treatment of diagonal
homogeneous models in supergravity should be subjected to a modified, pos-
sibly reduced, set of constraints. As has been emphasized in 4.48 (p.232) and
4.49 (p.236), this ambiguity is ultimately due to the fact that the step from the
full theory to truncated models involves some (more or less) arbitrary choice
of which constraints one should impose on the first factor |¢nom) in equation
(1000). This choice is not obviously demanded by the theory, but is a part of
the model. It needs to be put in by hand. The whole problem amounts to the
question, which (more or less arbitrary) choice of factoring (1000) together with
which (also more or less arbitrary) choice of constraints (998) gives a good ap-
proximation to the full theory. This is a question which deserves further study,
but which will not be addressed any further in the present context. (See point
(4) in the list of open question in 6.2 (p.291).)
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Another way how solutions to only one spin component of the constraints
give rise to full solutions is the following:

4.59 (Solving the A =1 constraints on one A = 2-component) Consider
the following identical transformations true in the present simplified setting with
two anticommuting copies of the exterior algebra (1036). Because of (1041) one
has:

|Phom,2) = dYdY |Pnom,o)
(O + (0uW)) &) (B, + (0,W)) | dhom.0)
= —é%”“ (O + (8, W) (B, + (BW)) | hom.0)
= —el7dl (@, + (B, W)) [bnom,o) (1060)
It follows that:

dTW |¢hom 2> 0
& dvdly dY (9, + (@,W)) [buomo) = 0. (1061)
(a)

The term (a) contains no fermions with index 2 so that the above is equivalent
to

iy dl" (8, + (@W)) [fnomo) =0, Vv. (1062)

This means that d}V (9, + (9,W)) |¢nom,0) is a solution to the A = A =
constraints alone for all v.

In other words, the solution |¢nom,2) to the full set of constraints is a linear

combination of the é;y times solutions to the A = 1 constraints. Hence one may
go the other way round:

Find any solution ‘¢}110m71> to the A =1 constraints

dI{V’¢%10m,1> =0
A" |ghom1) = 0. (1063)

This may be considered as the é;l component of an as yet unknown full solution

|hom,2) if one can find, in principle, two further A = 1 solutions ‘d>1210m71> and

‘¢§om,1> so that

A“ |¢h0m 1> +c ATQ |¢hom 1> +c ATQ |¢hom 1>

is of the form (1060). (Under what conditions this is possible is not investigated
here. See item (5) in the list of open question 6.2 (p.291).) But note that even
when these are left undetermined one can extract physical information from the
state |Pnhom,2): Namely all expectation values which involve the projector on the

¢i' component are already determined by the knowledge of ‘¢ﬁ0m71> alone: Let

A be any operator, then obviously

<02102 A02 021> = (A).

om.2 Prom,1

(1064)
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(See §2.3 (p.106) and in particular §2.3.5 (p.140) for more on expectation values
in supersymmetric cosmology.)
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4.3.4 N-Extended and higher dimensional Canonical Quantum Su-
pergravity

Presently only the N = 1, D = 4 version of canonical quantum supergravity
has been developed in greater detail ([80]). Aspects of this theory have been
reviewed and discussed in §4.2 (p.187) and §4.3 (p.192). But of course other
supergravity theories exist which involve additional supersymmetry generators,
(up to N = 8 for D = 4) or additional spacetime dimensions (up to D = 11
for N = 1), or both. (See for instance [252]. A list of relevant introductory
literature is given in 5.7 (p.267).) In the present restricted context we of course
cannot and will not try to embark on a serious discussion of canonical quantum
supergravity for higher N or higher dimensions. But with an eye on applica-
tions of the “Hamiltonian” approach (¢f. p. 9) to supersymmetric quantum
cosmology (i.e. by using supersymmetric quantum mechanics in configuration
space as discussed in §4.3.3 (p.240)) in the context of 11-dimensional super-
gravity, we present a conjectural method for tackling the problem of extended
supergravity. This method is motivated by and based on the mode-basis rep-
resentation of N = 1, D = 4 supergravity, as discussed in §4.3 (p.192), and on
the resulting identification of the supersymmetry generators with generalized
exterior derivatives.

As has been shown in §4.3 (p.192), full canonical quantum supergravity
in the Schrodinger representation may be regarded as a theory of constrained
supersymmetric quantum mechanics (in the sense discussed in detail in §2.2
(p.54)) on infinite dimensional configuration space M (¢°nf).

But in the context of supersymmetric quantum mechanics the issue of ex-
tended supersymmetry is rather well understood (e.g. [101]): As briefly dis-
cussed in §2.2.7 (p.90), in particular in 2.99 (p.96), higher N extensions of su-
persymmetric quantum mechanics on some manifold are in correspondence with
higher Kéahler symmetries of that manifold. This holds for Riemannian man-
ifolds, but also for semi-Riemannian ones if one appropriately generalizes the
notion of complex structure to certain “hidden symmetries” (see §2.2.7 (p.90)
for a discussion and in particular 2.97 (p.95) for references to the literature).

Hence from the point of view of the infinite-dimensional SQM perspective on
supersymmetric quantum field theory, it seems quite clear what has to happen
for a theory to admit higher N supersymmetry: The configuration space has to
admit suitable hidden symmetries, namely it has to be Kéahler, Hyper-Kéhler
or even octonionic Hyper-Kéhler (or the semi-Riemannian analog thereof). An
example of this general fact has already been encountered in §4.3 (p.192) (see
4.27 (p.208) and 4.30 (p.212)), where it was seen that the four supersymmetry
generators 5(A/:1), S(A/:2)7 Sa=1,S4=2 went along with a (presumeably) Kéhler
geometry on configuration space, just as one would expect from the above rea-
soning.

This general relationship between extended supersymmetry and hidden sym-
metries on configuration space could allow, this is the conjecture here, to straight-
forwardly go from N = 1, D = 4 canonical supergravity to, say, N =2,D =4
canonical supergravity along the “Hamiltonian route” (in the nomenclature used
in the discussion on p. 9 of the introduction), that is without explicitly consid-
ering the respective N = 2 field Lagrangian and its canonical quantization, but
by instead extending the operator algebra of quantum operators (the quantum
supersymmetry and Hamiltonian/diffeomorphism generators): In the extended
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operator algebra the set of supersymmetry generators must be twice as large
as before and must form a representation space of the extended R-symmetry
under which these supersymmetry generators transform. While “R-symmetry”
is a term used in supersymmetric field theory, it is precisely the symmetry
group which is generated by the operators associated with complex structures
on configuration space [101].

While this is the general picture envisioned here, we will try to make it
more concrete only in the very restricted setting of cosmological models. As
shown in §4.3.2 (p.230) and §4.3.3 (p.240), after restricting attention to only one
mode of the full infinite set of supersymmetry generator modes, the remaining
finite number of degrees of freedom are described by supersymmetric quantum
mechanics in its usual (i.e. finite, seemingly non-field-theoretic) form. This
yields a simple testing ground for the applicability of the above conjectured
method for finding higher-N extended supergravities.

In particular, we shall be interested in supersymmetric cosmological models
that arise as compactifications of N = 1, D = 11 supergravity. This theory con-
tains a single supersymmetry generator with 2011/2 = 32 spinor components.
As is well known (e.g. [252]), by compactifying the full 11-dimensional the-
ory one obtains lower dimensional supergravity theories with a Kaluza-Klein
field content deriving from the components of the higher dimensional fields. In
particular, the single 11-dimensional supersymmetry generator spinor breaks
up into several, lower component spinors. Since a spinor in 4 spacetime di-
mensions has 2[%/2] = 4 components, one can at most obtain N = 8 distinct
supersymmetry generators after compactifying to 4 dimensions®®. But whether
this maximum number of supersymmetry generators is actually obtained af-
ter reducing from 11 to 4 dimensions depends on the precise compactification
scheme. Some compactifications break supersymmetries, so that one is left with
N < 8 in 4 dimensions. More precisely, the preservation of higher supersymme-
try after compactification requires that the compact dimensions admit Killing
spinors, i.e. covariantly constant spinor fields. This means that the more sym-
metric the compact dimensions are, i.e. the more isometries they admit, the
more supersymmetry is preserved in the compactified theory.

It seems (as far as I am aware and from what I have learned from personal
communications), that it is not known, or even investigated, how this argument
carries over to canonical formulations of supergravity and to their canonical
quantization. But with respect to the above formulated conjecture and in the
context of cosmological models, there seems to be a natural way to approach
the situation, which will be discussed now and which is the basis for the super-
symmetric quantization of a Bianchi-I model of 11-dimensional supergravity in
§5.2 (p.266):

First recall the essential idea of the “Hamiltonian route” to supersymmetric
quantum cosmology in the context of N = 1, D = 4 supergravity as discussed
in §4.3.3 (p.240) (cf. e.g. [25]). The approach is based on the fact that all one
needs to know to construct the quantum supersymmetry generator algebra is
knowledge of the metric G(,,)(,) and of the bosonic potential V' on configura-
tion space. From this data one finds a superpotential W satisfying the defining

58This is the reason why D = 11 is the highest dimension in which consistent supergravity
is allowed: Namely N = 8 is known to be the highest N in D = 4 which gives a consistent
field theory. Any higher supersymmetry would give rise to particles with spin greater than 2,
which is considered to be unphysical.
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relation G(”)(m)w(")W7(m) = V. The quantum operator versions of the super-
symmetry generators are constructed by deforming the exterior (co-)derivative
on configuration space with this function W. The crucial point here is that
from knownledge of the ordinary, bosonic system alone, its supersymmetrically
extended quantum dynamics is found in a systematic fashion by looking at the
geometry of the bosonic configuration space.

In the light of the above discussion it is immediately clear how this pro-
cedure should generalize: For definiteness, consider the bosonic part of the
Lagrangian of 11-dimensional supergravity and insert a cosmological ansatz for
the 11-dimensional metric (cf. §5.2.1 (p.267)). We can consider this ansatz to
describe a compactification down to the ordinary 4 spacetime dimensions and
hence to yield some D = 4 supergravity model, possibly with higher N. After
integrating out the spatial coordinates, the reduced action is obtained, which
is formally that of a point particle propagating on a semi-Riemannian manifold
(mini-superspace), possibly subject to a potential. (In the model considered
in §5.2 (p.266) the mini-superspace potential term happens to vanish.) By the
above mentioned procedure we may find the supersymmetry generators for this
model. But, since compactification of N = 1, D = 11 supergravity may give
higher-N-extended D = 4 supergravity, one should check if the dynamics in
mini-superspace admits more than the usual supercharges, which should be the
case when more of the 32 components of the supercharge in 11-dimensions gener-
ate symmetries which remain “unbroken” by the particular cosmological ansatz.
As has been discussed above, this will be the case exactly if the geometry of
mini-superspace, the reduced DeWitt metric, does admit certain “hidden sym-
metries”, namely certain Killing-Yano-tensors. These hidden symmetries may
be checked for systematically (see 5.19 (p.284) for an example). If they exists,
one can from them construct generators of higher R-symmetry and obtain the
further “hidden” supersymmetry generators by looking at the transformation
of the known supersymmetry generators under this extended symmetry. This is
discussed in 2.98 (p.95) and 2.99 (p.96). For instance, when minisuperspace is
a Kéhler manifold, the supersymmetry generators are the two holomorphic and
two antiholomorphic exterior (co-)derivatives, possibly deformed (cf. e.g. [87]).

While this is a well known way to produce supersymmetric quantum mechan-
ics with extended supersymmetry, the conjecture here is that the additionally
found supersymmetry generators on mini-superspace are in fact those that cor-
respond to the additional supersymmetry generators of full V > 1 supergravity.
This seems natural with regard to the insight 4.25 (p.205) that the usual N =1
generators in canonically quantized supergravity can indeed explicitly be shown
to be deformed exterior derivatives on configuration space.

Maybe one interesting check on the consistency of our conjecture is the fol-
lowing: As mentioned above, full D = 4 supergravity does not exist for N > 8.
This fact should have a counterpart in the framework of supersymmetric exten-
sions along the “Hamiltonian route”. Going from N = 1 to N = 8 extended
supersymmetry in mini-superspace means that enough hidden symmetries have
to be present to allow the number of supercharges to increase by a factor of
8. This is possible when mini-superspace is an octonionic-Kéhler manifold (e.g.
[101]), in which case the DeWitt metric admits 7 covariantly constant Killing-
Yano tensors that square to —1 (cf. 2.99 (p.96)). But more than 7 such tensors
can only be supported by flat geometries. This is ultimately related to the
fact that there is no division algebra beyond the Octonions. Hence, in generic
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cases at least, there is also no supersymmetric extension of the mini-superspace
dynamics with more than 8 times the standard amount of supersymmetry gen-
erators.

While this looks promising, there is a subtlety. By now the reader will have
noticed that we have avoided to state what exactly is the “standard amount”
of supersymmetry generators on mini-superspace. As discussed in 4.27 (p.208)
the configuration space of the full canonical theory of N = 1, D = 4 supergrav-
ity is in fact Kéahler and accordingly there are four supersymmetry generators
(per mode), S;, 55,51, S>. But there is also a redundancy present, in that the
Lorentz symmetry has not been modded out. One consequence of this is that,
according to 4.39 (p.223), the four supersymmetry generators give rise to only
2 independent supersymmetry constraints. This is notably different from the
usual situation in covariant supersymmetric quantum mechanics (§2.2 (p.54))
where, when several supersymmetry generators are present, these in general do
induce independent constraints on physical states. Hence it seems reasonable
to expected that, once the Lorentz symmetry is dealt with (either by restricting
to the Lorentz invariant subspace of states or by fixing a Lorentz gauge) the re-
stricted configuration space is no longer Kéhler and the number of supersymme-
try generators is halved. How exactly this may come about has been discussed in
highly simplied situations in 4.57 (p.246) and 4.59 (p.248) in the context of diag-
onal homogenous models of N = 1, D = 4 supergravity, where mini-superspace
is 3-dimensional and hence certainly not Kéhler (because a Kéhler manifold is
necessarily even-dimensional). Of course, as has been stressed there, diagonal
homogeneous models involve a lot of simplifying assumptions and hence cannot
well serve to prove much about the full theory. But a number of circumstances
seem to point in the direction that the true superspace (i.e. configuration space)
obtained from N = 1, D = 4 canonical supergravity, i.e. that space obtained by
dividing configuration space by the Lorentz and the diffeomorphism group, is a
Riemannian manifold without special Kéhler symmetry. According to our con-
jecture, any Kahler symmetry of this superspace should correspond to N > 1,
up to N = 8 for octonionic-Kahler symmetry.

Some elements of this discussion are assembled in the following table:

full theory dimension D of N =1 sugra 2,3 | 4,5 6,7 8,9 | 10,11
maximal N - 1 2 4 8

compactification | susy automorphism group - @) |U®2) | U®A4) | U®)
to D=4 number of susy generators (2) 4 8 16 32
non-redundant susy constraints (1) 2 4 8 16

Lorentz invariant | geometry of M0 /L, S R K HK OK
config. manifold | complex structures on 7M™ /L | 0 0 1 3 7
Meend associated division algebra R R C H ()
susy on Dirac operators on M ("D 1 2 4 8 16
Meenb) automorphism group - 1 U@1) | U2 ? ?

S = spin geometry, R = Riemannian geometry, K = Ké&hler geometry, HK = hyper-
Kaéhler, OK = octonionic Kahler

An example where these considerations might apply is the homogeneous
model in N = 1, D = 11 supergravity, which is discussed in 5.2 (p.266). Here
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the higher dimensions are compactified on 7% ® S!, and the reduced system may
be regarded as a model for D = 4 supergravity with additional fields due to the
Kaluza-Klein reduction and due to the 3-form field present in 11 dimensions. It
is found in 5.19 (p.284) that, indeed, the mini-superspace metric admits “hid-
den” symmetries in the form of two covariantly constant Killing-Yano tensors
which square to minus the identity. The associated hidden supercharges can
be calculated and their superalgebra turns out to contain central charges (i.e.
even-graded generators that commute with all other generators, cf. 2.38 (p.47)
and 4.13 (p.193)).

Due to the simplifying assumptions that go into a cosmological model like
this, it is, without further investigation, hard to say if the hidden symmetries
thus found really have any direct relation to some of the 32 supersymmetry
generators in full N = 1, D = 11 supergravity, as has been conjectured above,
or if they are just artifacts of an overly simplistic ansatz, which is very well
possible. But at least these findings are consistent with the above idea that
dimensional reduction of higher dimensional supergravity gives rise to super-
symmetric quantum mechanics in mini-superspace with additional hidden su-
persymmetries. Further investigations in this direction might be worthwhile.
(See point 6 of 6.2 (p.291).)
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5 Supersymmetric Quantum Cosmological Mod-
els.

Outline. This section applies the theory presented in §2 (p.14) and §4 (p.181)
to the quantization of supersymmetric homogeneous cosmological models. First,
in §5.1 (p.255), some rather well known examples in N = 1, D = 4 supergrav-
ity are reconsidered. Then in §5.2 (p.266) a more recent model deriving from
N =1, D = 11 supergravity is analyzed in some detail. Numerical simulations
of classical and quantum dynamics provide insight into the nature of possible
solutions. The dominating feature of all models, most notably of the eleven-
dimensional one, which is found to classically exhibit “Mixmaster”-type behav-
ior, is the presence of exponential (effective) potential walls in mini-superspace
at which the “universe point” may scatter. The numerical simulations con-
centrate on these scattering events and graphical representations of probability
amplitudes and probability currents (¢f. 2.79 (p.78)) are given.

5.1 Cosmological models in N =1, D = 4 supergravity.

Outline. The purpose of the following subsection is to give examples for the
general considerations presented in §4.3.2 (p.230) and §4.3.3 (p.240) on homo-
geneous cosmological models in N = 1, D = 4 supergravity. The discussion is
based on some of the mini-superspace Hamiltonians for homogeneous models
that are derived and assembled in [25]. By using methods discussed in §2.2.8
(p-100), non-trivial solutions to these models are obtained and approximated
numerically. Graphical representations of the associated probability amplitudes
and probability currents (see §2.2.4 (p.78)) show interesting behavior of these
solutions near reflection points at potential walls in mini-superspace. These in-
vestigations serve as a testing ground and preparation for a similar analysis of
a model deriving from D = 11-supergravity that is given in 5.2 (p.266).

5.1 (Basics of diagonal Bianchi-type cosmology) The models considered
here are examples of the homogeneous Bianchi-type models with diagonal metric
that are discussed in [25]. (See 4.50 (p.237) and 4.53 (p.241) for more infor-
mation on general and diagonal supersymmetric Bianchi cosmologies.) General
Bianchi models are described by spacetime metrics of the form

ds® = —N2(t)dt® + hap(t) w®w’ (1065)

where w’ are 1-forms invariant under some Lie group of diffeomorphism (cf.
[269]§7.2 for a detailed discussion). Restriction to such cases where h = (hqg)
can be chosen diagonal gives rise to a 3-dimensional configuration space (‘mini-
superspace’). Traditionally this is parameterized either by coordinates 5, 32, 33
or by «, By, 5— as follows:

ho— idiag<e2ﬁ1(t)’62,32@)762[33@))
67

— égfhag<e20%ﬂ+ﬂ+@%+vﬁﬁfaﬁ,620%ﬂ+ﬂ+@)7v§ﬂfﬁﬂ,620407ﬁfﬁﬁ> ,
s

(1066)
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(Still another, slightly different, parameterization is used in example 5.3 (p.257)
below.) Entering this ansatz into the bosonic part of the action i.e. the Einstein-
Hilbert action, yields the following Hamiltonian:

1
H = o (~pa+pt+9)+VO(afs5)
3
= =[P} + 03+ P35 — 2p1p2 — 2p1ps — 2p2ps] + VO (8, 52, 5%)(1067)

2

Here the superspace potential
vO = 1222 /PR (1068)

(where R is the scalar curvature of the 3-metric) depends on the exact nature
of the invariant forms w and thus on the particular model under consideration.

With the bosonic Hamiltonian known, the associated supersymmetry gen-
erators (995), p. 235, of N = 1, D = 4 supergravity, in their truncated mini-
superspace form (see 4.48 (p.232)) are obtained, according to the methods de-
scribed in 4.51 (p.240) and 4.52 (p.241), by choosing a superpotential W such
that

V=G (96 W) (9an W)

and setting

S = exp(—W) d exp(W)
= d%
S = exp(W)dl exp(—W)
= at" (1069)

for the completely homogeneous supersymmetry generators S, S. Here d and df
are the exterior derivative and the exterior co-derivative on mini-superspace (cf.
2.2 (p.16)) and differential forms are identified with gravitino mode amplitudes
(¢f. 4.24 (p.203)). But note the following:

5.2 (Spinor components of the supersymmetry generators) Since we
are concerned here with diagonal homogeneous models there are, according to
the considerations in 4.53 (p.241), two anticommuting copies of fermionic cre-
ation and annihilation operators. The two Weyl-spinor components of the su-
persymmetry generators give two copies of the deformed exterior (co-)derivative,
one for each copy of the fermionic algebra. Following 4.59 (p.248) it is sufficient
to know solutions to only one of the spinor components of the supersymmetry
constraints. Therefore we will concentrate in the following on only one spin
component of the supersymmetry generators and suppress their spinor index.

The first example is a model of Bianchi-I type, i.e. the spatial section is
a flat 3-torus (we consider compact spatial sections only), the dimensions of
which vary in time. To make this simple model a little more interesting, a small
inhomogeneous perturbation is added. This gives rise to a potential term (which
otherwise vanishes due to the flatness of space), for which the superpotential is
found.
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Example 5.3 (Inhomogeneously perturbed Bianchi I model) Consider
a cosmological model on the 3-torus

M=T® g R.
Choose standard coordinates on T®) with
o33 c0,1] .

A natural complete set of scalar modes on T®), with respect to this coordinate
patch, is the usual set of Fourier modes:

O (4n1 4n2,4n3) (xl, z?, x3) = Nsin(27m1x1) sin(27m2x2) Sin(27m3x3)
D(—nt,4n2,4n3) (:vl, z2, xs) := N cos (27m1x1) sin(27m2x2) sin(27m3x3)
(1070)

With ¢ the time coordinate, the Bianchi I model on the torus is defined by the
following metric (in Misner parameterization):

gB(t,a%) = e—glﬂchag(__]VQ(t)7€B+G)+v§57@)7eﬁ+ﬁ)—vﬁﬂfﬁ)’e—26+ﬁ))

(1071)

The functions €2, 84, f— may be regarded as (logarithms of) amplitudes of the
constant ¢g-mode of the gravitational field. N is the lapse function, as usual.
In order to perturb this model a little, further amplitudes of higher modes may
be taken to be nonvanishing. For instance one could set

g7 (ta') = N()exp(—Q(t)

gV (t,27) = exp ( Qt) + B (t) + V3B_ (1) + s(t) sin (2ma®) + c(t) cos(27mc3))
gBBY (t,27) = exp( Q1) + B (t) — V3B (t) — ()sm(27r:v3)fc(t)cos(27m:3))
g5l (t2') = exp(—Qt) — 284(1)) (1072)

(all other components of ¢g(PBD being zero) with two additional time dependent
amplitudes s, c describing an inhomogeneous (z3-dependent) anisotropy. This
ansatz may now be inserted into the Einstein-Hilbert action and then dimen-
sionally reduced. One finds

/ 1/ det (g(PBI))R(pBI) dat da? d3x dt
M

= /L {N,Q,ﬂ+,ﬂ_,s,c,N,Q,BJr,B_,s',c} dt + (boundary term)

R
(1073)
with the Lagrangian
I 3 2 -0 _QQ+52 +52 —&—1324—1&2 _ Nr2e—30+28+ (52+C2) .
2N 6 6

(1074)
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Except for its N-dependence this Lagrangian is non-singular.
The Hamiltonian associated with (1074) is

H = NH,
1
= NéegQ (—p?z + D5, D5 +6pe + 6pe 4 6m7e 2P0 (57 4 02)) )
(1075)

For s = 0, ¢ = 0 the above constraint Hy is the usual Hamiltonian constraint
of the Bianchi I model, which induces free motion in the reduced configuration
space. For nonvanishing inhomogeneity (non-vanishing s, ¢) configuration space
has two more dimensions, coordinatized by s and ¢, and the motion along these
dimensions is subject to an oscillator potential

V = 6m2e 22120+ (52 + 02) .

Hence the model is stable with respect to perturbations in s and ¢. Classically, a
displacement of s, ¢ away from s = ¢ = 0 leads to an oscillation of these param-
eters (while the universe point traces out its trajectory in configuration space).
Furthermore, due to the factor e=2?+2+ the amplitude of these oscillations is
smaller for higher anisotropy and for greater scale factor of the universe. In this
model an initial inhomogeneity should decrease while the universe is expanding.

Now the above model of ordinary D = 4 gravity shall be extended to a model
in D =4, N = 1 supergravity. By 4.51 (p.240) and 4.52 (p.241), to do so it
is sufficient to identify a suitable metric G,,, on configuration space as well
as a superpotential W. Since one has the freedom to conformally rescale the
Hamiltonian constraint, one may choose as a convenient metric, compatible with
(1075), the flat Lorentzian metric

11

G(Qaﬂ-‘rﬁ—a S, C)mn = dlag(lv 17 13 65 6> .

Hence the (bosonic) Wheeler-deWit constraint operator reads
HPOOM) = _p2Gmn 4 dxn + V + O(R) | (1076)

where, of course, X™ € {Q,[8+0_,s,c}. Terms of order i will be fixed by the
supersymmetry algebra: The superpotential W has to satisfy the equation

G (xm W) (Oxn W) = V (1077)
(¢f. 2.62 (p.61)). The two solutions are
We = xZe ™ (40 (1078)

From these one finds two different supersymmetric extensions of the above ordi-
nary quantum cosmological model by choosing supersymmetry constraints (cf.
(866)):

S_'i = e_Wi/h hdM(conf) ewi/h

Sy = P pdl conn e WEM (1079)
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Their anticommutator gives the supersymmetrically extended version of (1076):
ﬁo:t = —h2GmnaXmaXn + V + h |:6Tm7éni| (aXmaXnWj:) . (1080)

The two choices (£) differ by a term of order %i. From the discussion in the
above outline one knows that they correspond to two different models for the
gravitino field.

Next we turn to a special case of a diagonal Bianchi cosmology in which
mini-superspace is only 141 dimensional, namely the Kantowski-Sachs model.
Because of the low dimension of mini-superspace the dynamics of these models
is directly comparable to the supersymmetric checkerboard models that have
been discussed in 2.85 (p.83).

Example 5.4 (Kantowski-Sachs model) This model has only 2 indepen-
dent parameters, say «, 34, which represent the scale factor and an anisotropy
parameter, respectively. The ordinary Hamiltonian given in [25], eq. (1.14), is

1 3 40 _
Higs = 5 (*})i +p§+) - 564 e 2P+ (1081)
The supersymmetric extension according to 4.52 (p.241) is accomplished with
the choice

1
Wks = §e2a—ﬁ+ (1082)

(cf. [25](2.16)).

This superpotential does depend on the time-like configuration space co-
ordinate «, so that, according to §2.2.4 (p.78), 2.79 (p.78), 2.80 (p.78), and
2.81 (p.79), it will not yield a conserved probability current. This is in fact a
generic feature of the superpotentials listed in [25], they are all proportional
to €2, which is to be expected from 4.5 (p.184). A conformal transformation,
as discussed in remark 4.9 (p.186), does not affect the superpotential and thus
cannot be used to make it a-independent on the quantum level. (See also the
discussion in [203], summarized on page 79, about the failure of certain scalar
products in FRW quantum cosmology to be conserved due to a-dependence of
the minisuperspace potential.)

In the following we find it helpful, in order to get insight into the model and
into the theory, to proceed in two steps: First we neglect the a-dependence of
the superpotential, investigate the resulting dynamics and then, in a second step
where the a-dependence is turned on again, compare it to the “true” dynamics.
Neglecting the a-dependence of the potential can physically be justified when
the analysis is restricted to a small interval —e < a < 4€ around o = 0.
The simulations shown in figures 4 (p.262) and 5 (p.263) below involve an «-
interval which is probably too large to be a good approximation, but one may
regard a small strip of these diagrams along the a = 0 axis as giving physically
meaningful information.
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But a stronger motivation for suppressing the a-dependence for a while is
that it gives a useful insight into the general theory. Most notably, it is obvi-
ous from the lower diagram in figure 4 (p.262) (the generation of this diagram
and the following ones is discussed in the next paragraph 5.5 (p.260)) that the
probability current in this case is indeed conserved and the difference between
this conserved current and the “true” current for proper a-dependent potential,
which is shown in figure 7 (p.265) and which is definitely not conserved, is ob-
vious. While the non-conserved current shows an increase in current amplitude
as soon as the “time”-dependent increase of the potential becomes noticeable,
the current direction in both cases shows the same underlying reflection phe-
nomenon.

So consider first the approximate potential

— ].
Wis =0 ge*ff+ . (1083)

The Witten-Dirac operator associated with this potential reads
D = %0, +4 01 —4lce ™, (1084)

where the identification

a ZCO

g o ot
is used and where c is some constant. The respective ‘time’ evolution equation
is (¢f. 2.101 (p.100) and 2.102 (p.101))

1) = (-323L00+9%5hee ") Ig) (1085)

5.5 (Kantowski-Sachs scattering event) In the Kantowski-Sachs model
(example 5.4 (p.259)) The potential rises in the —x! direction. In order to see
scattering off the exponential potential wall we choose as initial state a Gaussian
distribution in the “left going” component (cf. 2.83 (p.81) and 2.85 (p.83)):

(1)1 0 A1y 1 R
|6(* = 0)) = e~ (+) 5 (1+4%31) 2 (1+42) [0) .
The result of a numerical propagation of this |¢o) is shown in figures 4 (p.262)
and 5 (p.263).

These have been obtained, following the methods described in §2.2.8 (p.100)
(see in particular 2.104 (p.103)) by expanding the exponential in the formal
solution

6() = exp(a® (—429101 =52 5kee™") ) oo}

to 64-th order. As can be seen in the figures, this approximation suffices to
display smooth evolution of the wave packet but cannot properly resolve the
heavily oscillating parts of the reflected wave packet near the potential wall on
the left.

The figures illustrate how the initial Gaussian wave packet moves towards the
potential wall where it is reflected. In the course of this process the amplitude
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of the “left moving” component of the wave function diminishes and becomes
negative later on, while the amplitude of the “right moving” component, which
is zero at the beginning, increases to form a Gauss-like wave packet of its own,
propagating uniformly to the right. (Compare this with the discussion of the
141 dimensional supersymmetric checkerboard models in §2.2.5 (p.81).)

The corresponding probability current (c¢f. §2.2.4 (p.78), 2.79 (p.78)) is
displayed in the lower figure 4 (p.262) . (Since it is quadratic in the wave
function and thus numerically more demanding it has been calculated to only
20-th order in the generator (1086).) As long as the superpotential (1082) is
approximated by the a-independent term (1083) this current is conserved, as
follows from 2.81 (p.79).
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Figure 4
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Scattering event in minisuperspace for a Kantowski-Sachs model - to-
tal amplitude This figure displays the total amplitude ¢;ot, i.e. the sum of left
and right moving amplitudes |@),,, = Gt (1 +42) |0) of the supersymmetric
Kantowski-Sachs model (see example 5.4 (p.259) ) for the ‘initial’ state a Gaus-
sian in the left moving component: [1g) = ef(wl)Z% (1+ 'Ayl_’y(i) 11+ ’Ay(i) |0).
Bright shading indicates high values and dark shading low (and negative) values
of the amplitude. Each arrow represents the local probability current (334), p.
78. The vertical component of an arrow is given by J(® = (4| ﬁ(_a)%f ) D) 10e

and the horizontal component by J*+) = (4| ’3/(_ﬂ+)‘yf) |#)10c- Note that be-
cause of the approximation (1083) it follows from 2.81 (p.79) that this current
is conserved. This very plausibly agrees with its visual impression.
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Figure 5
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Scattering event in minisuperspace for a Kantowski-Sachs model - left
and right going amplitude Shown is the amplitude ¢ of the left and right
going component qﬁ% (1 + 'Ayo_ﬁl_) % (1 + 'Ay(i) |0) , respectively, for the numerical
propagation discussed in example 5.4 (p.259). See the caption of figure 4 (p.262)
for details.
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5.6 (N = 2 supersymmetric solution) So far we have only calculated the

N = 1 supersymmetric solution that is annihilated by the operator (1084), p.
260. According to 2.105 (p.103), in order to find an N = 2-supersymmetric
solutions that is annihilated by D = d" + dt" and bAy D =4d%" — dTW, and
hence by both supersymmetry generators S = dTW, S = d" (see (1069), p.
256), we have to apply D to |¢) (1086). The probability current of the resulting
state is displayed in figure 6.

Figure 6
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Scattering event in minisuperspace for a Kantowski-Sachs model -
N = 2-supersymmetric current This is the current of the state [¢)') ob-
tained from the solution displayed in figure 4 (p.262) by acting on it with the
second supercharge D =i (340, + 4" (9,W)): [¢') = D |¢) . This makes [¢')
invariant under the action of both supercharges: D |¢') =0, D [¢') = 0.

As opposed to the associated N = 1-current (lower part of figure 4 (p.262)),
the above current is “S”-shaped. The same is found again for the N = 2-
current of the D = 11-supergravity model in §5.2 (p.266), which is displayed in
figure 10 (p.283). It may be a sign of generic zitterbewegung in supersymmetric
quantum mechanics, which has to be expected due to the close relationship with
the dynamics of the Dirac particle. See the discussion in §2.2.5 (p.81) for more
details on zitterbewegung in (relativistic) supersymmetric quantum mechanics
and in particular see the current displayed in figure 2 (p.86).

1.

0.

5

5
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Figures 4, 5, and 6 give an impression of the dynamics of a simple system
with “time”-independent potential. When the current is calculated instead for
the “true” mini-superspace potential (1082), p. 259, one obtains the result
displayed in figure 7 (¢f. the discussion leading to the ansatz (1083), .p 260).

Figure 7
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Scattering event in minisuperspace for a Kantowski-Sachs model -
Current obtained for a-dependent superpotential The figure shows part
of the would-be probability current of the Kantowski-Sachs model with the same
initial conditions as given in the caption of figure 4 (p.262), but now with the
exact a-dependent superpotential e+ (c¢f. 5.5 (p.260)). Clearly, now the
probability current is no longer conserved since (formal) ‘energy’ is fed into the
system at an exponential rate (cf. §2.2.4 (p.78), example 2.81 (p.79)). To better
illustrate this effect, the current is here shown also for negative values of a. As
long as —« is large, wave-packet dynamics is almost free. The Gaussian travels
in good approximation uniformly at unit speed (‘lightlike’) from large positive
O+ to B+ =~ 0, where it scatters and reverses its direction of motion. Then the
potential increases appreciably with o and the overall current density builds up.

0.8
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5.2 Bianchi-I model of N =1, D = 11 supergravity

Introduction. Supergravity theories can be formulated in D =4 up to D =
11 spacetime dimensions (c¢f. 4.3.4 (p.250)). 11 dimensional supergravity is con-
jectured to be a low-energy limit of M-theory, the hypothetical non-perturbative
version of string theory, which is currently widely considered a promising candi-
date for what is expected to be a so-called “theory of everything”. Hence there
is some interest in studying cosmological models derived from 11-dimensional
supergravity. The currently most fashionable sort are “brane-world” models in
which the 7 additional spatial dimensions are assumed to have the topology
S1/Z? ® X, where S'/Z? is the circle with two half-arcs identified and where
X is some Calabi-Yau space. The topology S'/Z? of the 10-th spatial dimen-
sion is of interest, because with it the eleven dimensional theory reduces to the
heterotic E8 x ES string theory in 10 dimensions, which seems to be the most
promising of the various string theories with respect to reproducing standard
model phenomenology.

In the following, however, we will study a cosmological model of N =1, D =
11 supergravity which is compactified not on S'/Z? ® X but simply on S! ®
X, where furthermore X is taken to be the flat 6-torus 76. We assume the
remaining ordinary 4 spacetime dimensions to be spatially homogeneous with
Bianchi-I symmetry and to furthermore have spatially the topology of the 3-
torus 7. The purely bosonic version of this model (with a slightly different
ansatz for 4-dimensional spacetime) has been constructed and investigated in
[34], [46], and [47]. Even though the phenomenological value of such a model
is, without further enhancement, probably rather small, it will serve us here
as an interesting testing ground for the various constructions and techniques of
supersymmetric quantum cosmology that have been discussed in §2 (p.14) and
84 (p.181).

In particular, we will follow the “Hamiltonian route” (in the terminology of
the discussion on p. 9 in the introduction, see also §4.3.2 (p.230) and §4.3.3
(p-240)) to find a supersymmetric extension of the bosonic model presented in
[34], i.e. to find an ansatz for the gravitino field compatible under supersymme-
try with the given ansatz for the gravitational field. It is the remarkable strength
of the “Hamiltonian route”, that such an extension can be straightforwardly and
systematically achieved without considering the full action of N =1, D = 11
supergravity: Instead we follow §2.2.1 (p.55) and obtain the supersymmetric
extension of the model by finding a supersymmetric extension of its algebra of
quantum gauge generators, namely by accompanying the Hamiltonian operator
on mini-superspace with its Dirac “square roots”. Due to 4.51 (p.240) this can
be done after merely identifying the DeWitt metric on mini-superspace. (Ordi-
narily the second step would be to find the superpotential on mini-superspace,
as in 4.52 (p.241), but it turns out that in the present model no potential term
appears, so that the superpotential also vanishes.) The supersymmetry genera-
tors are obtained as deformed exterior derivatives on mini-superspace, which is
thus extended to “super-mini-superspace”, namely the 1-form bundle over mini-
superspace. These 1-forms in turn are the Grassmann-valued amplitudes of the
gravitino field, as has been shown in 4.24 (p.203), and a state is a superfield
over this space, namely a section of the form bundle.

The ordinary 4-dimensional Bianchi-I model has, due to the vanishing of its
spatial curvature, vanishing mini-superspace potential, so that its dynamics is
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trivial. That the latter is not true for the above model is due to the presence of
the 3-form field. While (for a homogenous form field) there is still no potential
term, the “kinetic” energy of this field can be seen to act as an effective potential
for the dynamics of the gravitational degrees of freedom. In accord with general
considerations on cosmologies with form-field contributions (see e.g. [71]), it is
found that this effective potential constitutes a well with exponential “walls”,
which, classically, gives rise to a Mixmaster-like behavior of the internal and
external spatial dimensions.

In close analogy to the scattering event of the D = 4 Kantowski-Sachs model
of §5.1 (p.255), we will construct a wave packet incident on one of these walls
and numerically investigate its reflection.

A special feature of the quantum mechanics of the present model is that the
mini-superspace metric has certain “hidden” symmetries (see §2.2.7 (p.90) and
in particular 2.96 (p.94), 2.98 (p.95), and 2.99 (p.96) ) due to which the origi-
nal supersymmetry operators are accompanied by further supercharges, which
together satisfy a superalgebra with central charges (¢f. 2.38 (p.47)). As is
discussed in 4.3.4 (p.250), this feature might be related to unbroken supersym-
metries stemming from the higher dimensional theory.

5.7 (Literature.) A brief introduction to supergravities in various dimen-
sions is given in [252]. The supersymmetric extension of 11-dimensional gravity
was found by Cremmer, Julia, and Scherk in 1978 ([67][65][66]). Cosmologies
from 11-dimensional supergravity are discussed for instance in [99][34][46][47].
A general theme in higher dimensional theories is the question as to why we ob-
serve exactly three large spatial dimensions, why the other spatial dimensions
are compactified and which fields in the ‘large’ dimensions arise from metric
field components associated to ‘small’ dimensions. Investigations in this di-
rection started with the advent of Kaluza-Klein theories, which try to model
non-gravitational interaction (electromagnetism, weak force) by higher dimen-
sional gravitation (see [90] for a review of supersymmetric Kaluza-Klein theo-
ries), and were revived in a somewhat generalized fashion when it was realized
that superstring theory requires higher dimensions for consistence. (See [270].)
Cosmological models have the potential to give a dynamical description of com-
pactification and decompactification of dimensions (cf. [242] [236] [155] [3] [1],
and see §5.2.2 (p.275)). [99] discusses the possibility that the degree of the 3-
form field A of supergravity might single out 3 spatial dimensions.

Technical details of supergravity compactification with emphasis on supersym-
metry breaking, effective superpotentials, and the role of the form fields are
given in [24] [116] [276].

5.2.1 The model.
First consider the bosonic sector of full N =1, D = 11 supergravity:

5.8 (The action of 11-D supergravity) The bosonic sector of the action of
11-D supergravity (i.e. the part that remains when the gravitino field vanishes)
reads ([67][65][66]):

S:/(*R—}'/\*f—k:A/\]-'/\]-'), (1086)
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where integration is over physical spacetime represented by a pseudo-Riemannian
11-manifold (M, g), and where

xR = Rvol
is the Hodge dual of the Ricci curvature scalar
R=R(g),

and
vol = /—gdaz® Adz! A - A dat0

is, as in 2.2 (p.16), the volume pseudo-form on (M, g). The 3-form field
A= AAdeA A dz* A dx¥

is a 3-form section over M and

the corresponding field strength
F = Frpwda® A dz* A dat A dz” .

We have absorbed a normalization constant into F. The constant k& will not be
of interest since the term A A F A F makes no contribution to the action in the
homogeneous model considered below.

Now we state the ansatz for the metric and the 3-form field with which we
will enter the above action:

5.9 (The metric) As already mentioned in the introduction, we assume
spacetime to be given by

(spacetime) _ 1 1 6 3
M RLegierte 1° . (1087)
time internal external

We make a homogeneous ansatz with translational (Bianchi-I-like) symmetry for
the 11-dimensional metric. To facilitate comparison with the existing literature
we will consider (a slight generalization of) the ansatz for dimensional reduction
that is used in [34] [46] [47]:

The metric of 4-dimensional ‘external’ spacetime is chosen to be

—N? 0 0 0
. 0 e 0
g(e 2 = O O 62042 0 9 (1088)

0 0 0 e

T = —0...0

= 0...1, ie{1,2,3}
N = N(2%)

o = ai(mo),
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which is the usual Bianchi-I form of flat 3-torus space plus time. N is the lapse
function that measures the amount of proper time per coordinate time z° and
e% is the circumference of the 3-torus in x’-direction.

From superstring theory one knows that the internal space needs to be
Calabi-Yau, i.e. compact Kahler and Ricci flat. This is enforced by choosing
TS with a trivial flat metric:

g .= e?Pdiag(1,1,1,1,1,1) (1089)
¢ = 0...1, w € {4,5,6,7,8,9}
Bo= pa°).
Finally, the tenth spatial dimension is assumed to be a circle of radius e®/2:
g4l = e® (1090)
% = 0...1
® = o(2)

It proves convenient (see [34]) to conformally scale the resulting metric by
a factor e_%¢, which finally gives the full 11 dimensional line element of our
model:

2 L 3 o o o
(ds(ll)) = e 3% | =N2d2%dz’ + Z 2 dytda’ + 8 Z de’dz? + e®dx'0dz0
i=1 j=4
(1091)

With all the assumptions of the model presented, the gravitational part of
the action (1086) can now be dimensionally reduced by integrating over all
spatial variables. This is, by construction of the homogeneous model, totally

trivial:
S = /*R(ll)

/\/MR(H)(xO) 40 - dplO
- /MR“”(:&) da®. (1092)

The determinant of the metric is also easily read off:

—det(g(u)) _ Ne—%@+a(1)+a(2)+a(3>+ﬁﬁ. (1093)

The somewhat more tedious part is to calculate the curvature density /g1 (z0) RV (z9).
It turns out to be decomposable as

g(ll)(xO)R(ll) (wo) = L(Nv vaaiaailvﬂ7ﬂlvq)3 (I)/) +F,
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(where a prime indicates the differential with respect to 2°), i.e. as a functional
of the physical fields and their first derivatives plus a total derivative. As usual,
the latter can be ignored, since f F’" = const does not affect the physics described
by the action S, leaving us with L(,g), which is the gravitational Lagrangian of
our model. It evaluates to

Lr) =
3
<65—<I>+E oq)
—€

i=1

3 3 3
N 308" + @"° — 124’ <¢>’ -3 a/) 20> o'+ > ailey
=1 =1

i#j=1

(1094)

By a linear transformation of coordinates in mini-superspace, replacing ® by
3
¢ = ®—) a;—68, (1095)
i=1

this can be simplified to finally give (cf. [46], eq. (12))

3
1
Ler = 3 <¢’2 +> al+ 6ﬁ’2> : (1096)

i=1

The volume density in the new coordinates (1095) reads
—det(g1)) = Nefslemtae taw+68) (1097)

5.10 (The form field) The dynamics (1096) of the metric field (1091) alone
is quite uninteresting. One can perturb it by considering a non-vanishing, but
still homogeneous, 3-form field .A.

A 3-form in 11 dimensions has in general ( 131) = 165 independent components.
However, the number of dynamically distinguishable components reduces dras-
tically in the simple model considered here, for two reasons:

1. Since A is assumed to be homogeneous, i.e. A = A(ﬂco)7 the field strength
F = dA
= dA,de* Adat Ada”
= (B0A)y,, dz° A da A dat A da” (1098)
will always be proportional to dz°. This implies that

ANFAF = 0 (1099)

vanishes identically. The only remaining contribution of the 3-form field
to the action (1086) is via the term

FAsF = A /ganFanwF
= 4-41/901) Foruw FOM . (1100)
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(We will in the following absorb the factor 4-4! into the normalization of F
and hence of A.) But this means that any component of A proportional
to dz® does not contribute to the action. The corresponding canonical
coordinate and canonical momenta (see below) are both cyclic and can
hence be ignored. This reduces the 165 independent components of A to

(130) = 120 components that may actually appear in the Lagrangian.

2. The Lagrangian of the 3-form field strength (1100) can be written in com-

ponents as:
VIanForwFOM = Jgan (0 A\ (Q0A) \1 11,0 9?101)9?1?)9?1}11)96”) :

(1101)

The terms (0p.A) v are essentially canonical momenta of the dimension-
ally reduced Lagrangian (see below) and their dynamics will be determined
by the DeWitt metric of this model, which, for the 3-form components, is
seen to be

GOV = gty 9t 9l 90 - (1102)

Whenever n of the diagonal elements of G are identically equal, they
will belong to a trivial n-dimensional subspace of configuration space. All
such subspaces can be collapsed to 1 dimension without losing information
about the dynamics (as long as there are no potential terms varying in
these subspaces). Hence, with respect to the dynamics, all components
Ay of A with identical configuration space metric GO )Anv) can be
identified.

The 11-dimensional spacetime metric ¢(*») has 6 identical entries corre-
sponding to the internal 6-torus 7. By the above argument, all com-
ponents A, associated to the same number of indices with values on
this 6-torus, and otherwise identical indices, have the same kinetic metric
components GO#)Aw) and qualitatively give the same contribution to
the action. Therefore, without loss of generality, of all the indistinguish-
able components only one representative is included in the following. This
reduces the number of components to a mere 15, which constitute the fol-
lowing ansatz for the 3-form field (recall that indices 1, 2,3 correspond to
external space, 4,5,6,7,8,9 to the internal Calabi-Yau space, and 10 to
the ‘internal circle’):

A(xo) =
A o 3dz! da?da?
A172,4d171d172d1’4 A17374d$1d$3d$4 A27374dx2dx3dx4
Ay 4 5dztdztda® Ay 4 sdz?dxtda® A3z 4 sdx3dxtda®

A1’3’10d.’b1d$3d$10
Az 4 10dz?dztdz®
Ay s edztdadda®
A475710d1:4d:£5dx10

As 3 10dz?dz3dz!®

+
+

+ Al’z’l(]dmld(ﬂQd(Elo
+ As 4 10dz3dzdz!®

A1 4 10dztdztdzt®

+4+

(1103)
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With this ansatz for A the form field Lagrangian becomes
—FAxF = L(f/\*f)dxo Adz? A ---dztO

, 2
NelLigpery = e@rPom—em—aw) <A1 23)

, 2
+ PP T2e@) (A1 2 10)

4+ e(F2a@)—20) <A2,3,10>2

4+ e@tif—an —awe tagm) (A1,2,4)2
4+ eHif—amtae —am) (A1,3,4>2
+ e(PFHi4ftan)—a@) —a@m) (A2,374>2
+ e(720-2em) (A1,4,10)2

+ (72200 (A2,4,10)2

+ e(72-20) (/13,4,10>2

4+ et2B-amtap)tam) (A1,4,5)2

. 2
+ e(8+28+aq)—a@ o)) <A2 4 5)

, 2
1+ el@t2Btan tae —aw) (.A34 5)

. 2
+ e(¢+a(1>+a(z)+a<3)) <A4 5,6)
. 2
+ =19 (A475,10) (1104)

5.11 (Mini-Superspace metric) We have now finished the dimensional re-
duction of the homogeneous supergravity cosmology (1091) with general homo-
geneous form field (1103). The reduced Lagrangian

L = Lury+ Lrar) + Leanrar) (1105)
=0

has been derived, which describes free relativistic dynamics of a point in 20-
dimensional pseudo-Riemannian mini-superspace (M (2D, G(nD) = coordina-
tized by ¢, 1), ), @), 8, Aqy, - - Aas) and equipped with the following
metric:

Ne?Gleorh) .— @

diag (G(¢,¢)’ G(a(1),a(1))7 AR G(A4,5,67~A4,5,6)7 G(-A4,5,107.A4,5,10)>
Gog = —1
G(a(i)aa(i)) = 1
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Gs.)
G(Al,z,S,Al,m)
G(A12.10,41.2,10)
G(A1,3,10,A173,10)
G(A2,3,10,A2,3,10)
G(A1,2,47A1,2,4)
G(A1,3,4,A1,3,4)
G(A2,3,4»A2,3,4)
G(A1,4,101A1,4‘10)
G(A2,4‘101A2,4,10)
G (A3,4,10,43.4,10)
G(A1,4,5,A1,4,5)
G(A2,4,5$A2,4,5)
G(A3,4,5,.A3,4,5)
G(A4,5,67~A4,5,G)
G

A4 5,10,44,5,10)

6

eld—an)—a@) —a) +65)
(20 —2a(2))
e(—2a<1)—2a(3))
e(—2a2)—2a(s))
e(P+H4f—an)—a@)tas))
eld+4B—an)tap —as))
e(¢+45+0¢(1) —0oz)—0ys))
e(—Qﬁ—Qa(l))
e(—28—2a(2))
e(—28—2a())
e(0+26—aq)ta@)tam)
e(0+26+am) —a@) o)
o028+ )tz —as))
elotaq)tae tae)

o(—18)

273

(1106)

With (./\/l(u), G (Conf)) known, one can leave the details of cosmology in gen-

eral and supergravity in particular behind and concentrate on the task of quan-
tizing the relativistic point propagating on a curved manifold. In order to do so
one should switch from the Lagrangian to the Hamiltonian description:

5.12 (The Hamiltonian) Let
N T
X = X(t) = (X(0) = [6,a0), 8, 4123, As.ano) () (1107)
be a curve in (M(eonD) GleonD) parameterized by ¢ and let

X = (X(")> = [¢7d(i)>ﬁ,A1,2,37~--,A5,4,10}T(t)

be the respective tangent vector. The Hamiltonian H is obtained as usual (see
§A (p.293) for details) by means of a Legendre transformation of the Lagrangian
density:

L(XX) = 5o G XK
= Py = 8?(6")
= 2;@%;5(?(wn(n>}3(")
H(X,P) = Pu,yX™ 1L
_ 3M¢¢mwﬂmﬂm
= Iyeom. (1108)

4
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The classical Hamiltonian constraint is®®
H =GP, P, =0, (1109)
up to classically irrelevant conformal transformations. As discussed in 4.9

(p-186), one has to fix a conformal scaling in order to obtain a unique quantum
constraint operator. Following [34], [46], and [47] we choose H as given above.

59If this were the Hamiltonian constraint of a real physical particle it would describe a
massless relativistic particle in curved spacetime.
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5.2.2 Solutions.

5.13 (The classical equations of motion) The classical equations of mo-

tion

for

o _ oH

0P
. OH
Py = —3xm

H(x,p) = G* Py Pn)

with G given by (1106) are as follows:

¢

10

As 510

Do

Pag,

—2pg
2Pay;
1

gpﬁ

2e(-¢—6ftamtamtam)y

2(+ay+a
2e ( ™ (2>)p.»41,2,10

2(+a(yt+o
2e ( ) (3))p.»41,3,10

2(+a) o
2e (e o) PAs 510

26(*¢74[3+a(1)+0‘(2>70‘(3)) PAy 2.4

9e(—¢—4B+an)—a@)+ad)) PAi 3.

9e(—¢—4f—an)+a@)+ad)) PAz ;3.4

262('B+a(1)) PA; 410
262(ﬁ+a(2)) PAs 410

262(ﬁ+a(3)) PA3z 4,10

26(7¢72,8+a(1)7a(2)7a(3)) PAy 45

26(_¢—25—a(1)+a(2)—a(3)) PAs 45

26(—¢_25—a(1)—0¢(2)+°‘(3))pA3,4’5
92e(—P—a@)—a@)—a@m) PAss6

4
26( 2 PAss 10
e(—9—a) ) —a@ —66) (62(a<1)+a(2>+0‘(3>)pih,z,s + e (82(a(1>+a(2))p?4 i

1,2,4

2(a 1) +ora)) 2 2(a 2y taa) 2 2(8+ 2 25+ y
+e (a(l) a(g))p.Al,S,z; +€ (04(2) a(g))p.Az,B,(; +€ (6 a(l))pA1,4,5 + e (6 a(2))p-/42,4,5

tePPre)p? oy 64517344,5,6))

_e(m9=060—amy—a@—am) (L2(amtae) tam)y?
e € p.A1,2,3+

428 (26(¢+3a(1)+30¢<2)+a<3)+45)p2.41y2110 + 26(¢+304(1>+04(2>+3a(3>+4ﬁ)pf4113710+

2 + 2 2 + 2 2 + 2
+6 (a(l) (X(Q))p-Al,ZA +€ (a(l) a(s))p.Al,zA —¢ (04(2) O1(3))]9-'42,?»4—’_
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+26(¢'+3a(1)+0‘(2>+0‘(3)+65)p3‘1’4710 + 62(a(1)+ﬁ)pi‘ _ ez(a@)-‘rﬁ)p?

1,4,5
2(a(s)y+0),,2 48, 2
oy et )

; _p(m9=6B—an)—a@—aw)) [ 2(cn)tae) tasm)),,2
pa(2) e (1) (2) (3) e (1) (2) ()p'A1)273+

+e28 (26(¢+3a(1)+3a<2)+a(3)+4ﬁ)pi

1,2,10
2(a1ytaqay) 2 2(a1yt+a(zy) 2 L 2(oytagsy) 02
“+e (1) (2) pA1,2,4 +e (1) (3) pA1,3,4 e (2) (3) pA213’4+

+ +3 + +6 2 2 + 2 2 + 2
+26(¢ a1y +3a(z)tos) ﬁ)pA2,4,m — e2(a B)pA1,475 te (a(z) ﬁ)pA

2 + 2 43,2
—e@tOp e ﬂpA&&6)>

—¢p—68—a1y—aoy—a 2(aytaoyt+a 2
—e( Pp—68—a(1)—a(2)—a(s)) (6( (1) to(2) (3>)pA +

Das) 1,2,3

+62ﬁ (26(¢+3a(1)+a(2)+3a(3)+4ﬁ)p2¢41,3,10 + 2€(¢+a(1)+3a(2)+3a(3)+4[‘3)p?4

2(ay+a2y),,2 2(a1yt+a(zy) 2 L 2(oytasy) 02
“+e (1) ()pA1,2,4+e (1) ()pA1,3’4 e (2) ()pA213’4+

+ + +3 +6 2 2 + 2 2 + 2
+26(¢ a(1)taz)t3as) ﬁ)pA3,4,1o — e2(a B)p-Al,AL,S — e2(aq ﬂ)pA

2 +8).2 43, 2
+e (ags) 6)pA37415 —e 5pA4,5,6))

pg = 9e(—¢—a@)—a@)—as)—60) (362(04(”Jroz(z)Jra@.))p?4 +

1,2,3
+62ﬁ (262(a(1)+a(2))p2Al .t 262(&(1)+a(3))p?41 ot 262(a(z)+a(3))p2A

_e(@+3a@)ta@ tag +6/3)p2A —_ elotam)H3a@ tag) +65)pi‘

1,4,10 2,4,10

4 2€(¢+a(1)+3a(2)+3a(3)+4ﬁ)p?4

2,4,5

2,4,5

2,3,4

Az a5

2,3,10

2,3,10

_|_

+

+

+3 6 2 2 + 2 2 2 2 2
_eldta)tae) +3aim+ ﬂ)p.AsA,m te (1) B)pv‘h,m +e (a<2)+l3)pA2‘4,5 +e (a(3)+5)pA3,4,5))

DA, = 0.

5.14 (Discussion) Since the form field is a cyclic coordinate in configuration
space, the form field momenta are conserved in the present model. The contri-
bution (1104) of the form field Lagrangian, though a kinetic term, represents an
effective potential for the motion of the metric degrees of freedom (the moduli
fields). The respective classical ‘forces’ are displayed above. Note that in the
form field Lagrangian (1104) the moduli of the external and internal dimensions,
a(;) and 3, appear with both signs in the exponents, hence

li Lirnx = -
a(i)l—r>nioo (FAxF) o0
ﬁgliloo Lippr)y = —o0.
But since Lira«r) = —Veffective, this means that there is a potential well with

respect to oy and B. (The walls that make up this potential well go under
the name electric p-form walls, see e.g. [71] and references therein, because
they are due to field strengths F proportional to dx°. Potential walls arising
due to field strengths with no 2° component are accordingly called magnetic.
These cannot arise in a homogeneous model.) Furthermore, since some of the
terms in L(ra.r) have a ¢ dependence of e~? (1095), some of the infinitely
high ‘walls’ of this potential well are receding with increasing ¢ (which is the
time-like coordinate in configuration space).

(1110)
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Exactly such a situation, a potential well with exponentially increasing and
receding walls, is what characterizes the well known Mixmaster scenario, which,
in ordinary 4-dimensional homogeneous cosmology, is known from the dynamics
of the Bianchi-IX model (cf. [134][136]{135] ).

In this scenario the ‘universe point’ in configuration space undergoes es-
sentially free propagation until it hits one of the receding walls, whereupon it
is reflected almost like in a billiard. The name ‘Mixmaster’ derives from the
fact that the billiard-like motion in configuration space physically corresponds
to a succession of epochs, in which some of the scales of the universe expand
uniformly, while others contract, possibly changing roles in the next epoch.

This behavior arises here in 11-D supergravity already in a simple Bianchi-
I model (which has trivial free dynamics in the ordinary case) because of the
presence of the 3-form field. In fact, from general considerations (¢f. [71] [73][72]
[74] ) it is known that higher dimensional string and supergravity cosmologies
will generically exhibit chaotic behavior. The present model realizes a special
case of the chaos intrinsic to dynamics derived from string theory Lagrangians
with p-form contributions.

5.15 (Numerical solution to the classical dynamics) In order to get some
intuitive insight into the classical dynamics of our model, the equations of mo-
tion (1110) can be integrated numerically. Doing so requires the specification
of initial values for the canonical coordinates (1107) and their associated mo-
menta. Due to lack of any reason to prefer one such set over another, we set all
initial coordinates, as well as all the moduli momenta (except for py) to zero,
and set all the 3-form field momenta to one. py is then determined by solving
the classical constraint H = 0:

¢(0) ) a(i) (O) 76(0) aA1,2,3(0) PR 7-’45,4,10 (0) = 0
p¢'(0) y Pogy (O) 7pﬁ(0) = 0
PA1 23 (0) yo -9 PAs 410 (0) =1

po(0) = —yf ()

The result of the numerical solution of (1110) with initial values (1111) is dis-
played graphically in figures 8 (p.278), 9 (p.279).
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Figure 8
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‘Mixmaster’ behavior of external and internal dimensions in 11-D
super Bianchi-I. Plotted is the numerical solution of the classical equations of
motion (1110) for initial values (1111) of the 11-D supergravity Bianchi-I model
(1091) with general homogeneous 3-form field (1103). In the upper diagram the
solid and dashed lines indicate, respectively, the values of the moduli a; (size
of external space dimensions) and  (size of internal Calabi-Yau dimensions)
in dependence of the value of ¢ (playing the role of ‘cosmological time’), which
varies along the horizontal axis. The lower diagram shows the corresponding
canonical momenta p,, and pg. The same plot for a greater range of ¢ is shown
in figure 9 (p.279)
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Figure 9
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‘Mixmaster’ behavior of external and internal dimensions in 11-D
super Bianchi-I. This plot shows the same numerical result as figure 8 (p.278)
(see there), but for a greater range of ‘cosmological time’ ¢.
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5.16 (The quantum Hamiltonian and Supersymmetry generators) Quan-
tization of the model can follow the general prescriptions for homogeneous and
diagonal models of supergravity given in §4.3.2 (p.230) and §4.3.3 (p.240). The
supersymmetry generators (see note on spinor indices in 5.2 (p.256)) are

dM(conf)
= dl yconn - (1112)

W
|

The supersymmetrically extended Hamiltonian is, due to the vanishing of the
superpotential, simply the Laplace-Beltrami-operator on M (¢onf):

H = {d,d}. (1113)
We denote in the following the associated Dirac operators by

D=D; = dM(conf} + dTM(conf)
D2 = i(dM(c011f) — dTM(conf)) . (1114)

The investigation of the quantum mechanics of the 11-D super-Bianchi-I
model reduces to the study of the common space of zeros

D) = 0 (1115)

of D; and D5 on (M(C‘mf),G).

(Tt is noteworthy that because the superpotential vanishes, so that the super-
symmetry generators are ordinary (non-deformed) exterior (co-)derivatives, this
system of constraints is exactly that of source free classical electromagnetism
on M) (¢f 223 (p.70)), or rather, since M (™) is 20-dimensional, that of
generalized source-free electromagnetism, as defined in 2.73 (p.73), 2.74 (p.73).)

Due to the relatively high dimensionality of M (™) solving (1115) is, while
conceptually straightforward, a practically rather demanding task. For this
reason some simple special cases of (1115) will be studied in order to gain
qualitative insight into the system. The following definition gives a possible
family of scenarios that arise by setting various components of the 3-form field
A to zero:

5.17 (Configuration space scenarios)

By neglecting all components of A except for either of A 2 3y,A(4,56), Or
A(4,5,10) (see (1106)) one arrives at an effectively 4-dimensional configuration
space with a metric of the form

G = (Gunym)) = diag(fl,&6,62“‘”0”1’””1*2”2) (1116)

for some real constants a, b, c.

This highly simplified configuration space does not exhibit an effective po-
tential well as found in the full model (¢f. note 5.14 (p.276)) but still features
a single (effective) potential wall. This, together with its simplicity, makes
the metric (1116) well suited for studying reflections of wave packets at such
walls (¢f. simulation 5.18 (p.281)). Note that, for constant form field mo-
menta, the qualitative dynamics induced by (1116) is very similar to that of the
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Kantowski-Sachs model of ordinary 4-dimensional gravity®® (cf. example 5.4
(p-259)). Further note that this scenario corresponds to those studied in [46]
(where, however, the kinetic terms that act as effective potential energies are
treated like true potentials).

From the classical dynamics (¢f. simulation 5.15 (p.277)) we know that local-
ized wave packets will undergo scattering at the exponential effective potential
walls induced by the configuration space metric associated with the form field
(1106). In order to get an impression of this effect, the following simulation
numerically propagates a certain wave packet of the form of that studied in
simulation 5.5 (p.260), along the ‘time-like’ coordinate of configuration space.

5.18 (Kantowski-Sachs-like scenario in 11-D super-Bianchi-I ) A dy-
namical situation similar to that of the Kantowski-Sachs scenario (simulation
5.5 (p.260)) can be found in the 11-D super-Bianchi-I model by concentrating
on the effective potential induced by a single component of the three form field
which increases exponentially with one of the a or § coordinates. There are
several possibilities to reduce the configuration space to merely 3 dimensions
(M(rconf),g(rco“f)), D(M(rconf)) = 3, such that the metric is:

Glreon) .— diag(—1, l,e(xl)) (1117)

2% = ¢ € {—00,00}
= {aw),B} € {—o00,00}
w2 =A_ €{-00,00} . (1118)
The exterior Dirac operator on this reduced configuration space locally reads:
D = (d + dT)G(rconf)
40 -1 —(2')/243 lAz RN
= A0+ _01+e 42 03 + 2"}/_6 &,

and accordingly the generator of 2° evolution is: (c¢f. 2.101 (p.100) and 2.102
(p.101))

1 2
A = 39419, —e(@)/25042 9, _ 5&%2_@* el (1119)

In the tradition of the other simulation (5.5 (p.260)) the initial state is chosen
to be a Gaussian with respect to the z'-coordinate in the ‘left going’ component
(cf §2.2.5 (p.81)):

160) = e~ ") sin(2?) = (1+4°4%) % (1+42)0) . (1120)

N

Since the kinetic energy of the form field constitutes the effective potential (see
note 5.14 (p.276)) the additional 2?-dependence here is chosen to be a simple
sine-wave. This roughly corresponds classically to the initial values chosen in
simulation 5.15 (p.277).

60The dynamics in mini-superspace, that is. The corresponding dynamics of the physical
universe is of course radically different in both cases.
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For numerical purposes, the expression
6(2°)) = exp(4) [60)

has been expanded to 70-th order in A. It turns out, surprisingly, that this |¢),
which is by construction a solution to one of the supersymmetry constraints,
D |¢) = 0, is also apparently annihilated by the other supercharge, Dy |¢) =~ 0
(namely within the precision of the numerics). This means that one need not
follow the prescription 2.105 (p.103) to turn |¢) from an N =1 to an N = 2
supersymmetric state by acting with Dy on it. Compare this with the opposite
case 5.6 (p.264) in the similar situation 5.5 (p.260) arising in the Kantowski-
Sachs model of N =1, D = 4 supergravity, 5.4 (p.259).

Figure 10 (p.283) shows a 3-dimensional view of the (conserved) probability
current (see corollary 2.80 (p.78)) for fixed 22 = 7/3. (The fact that in the
graphic representation the current does not appear to be conserved is due to
the diagram showing only a single slice through configuration space at fixed
2?2 = 7/3.) As expected, the wave packet is reflected at the effective potential
wall to the left (compare with 5.5 (p.260)). But, interestingly, part of the packet
returns to scatter a second time. This is reminiscent of the same behavior of
the N = 2 supersymmetric current of the Kantowski-Sachs model in figure 6
(p-264).
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Figure 10
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Probability current of a scattering event in 11-D super Bianchi-
I: Shown is the probability current (¢f. §2.2.4 (p.78)) on a slice through 3-
dimensional mini-superspace of a simple scenario (5.18 (p.281)) of the homoge-
neous model of N = 1, D = 11 supergravity introduced in §5.2 (p.266). The
spacetime moduli field #! = « (scale factor of the external spatial dimensions)
varies along the horizontal axis, the (modified) dilaton #° = ¢ (being the time-
like parameter) along the vertical axis, and the third dimension indicates the
range of the sole component of the 3-form field amplitude 2* = A.
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Remarkably, the current shows again the zitterbewegung-type form already
noticed in the caption of figure 6 (p.264). See there for more details.

Finally we turn to an investigation of possible hidden symmetries on config-
uration space (¢f. §2.2.7 (p.90) and §4.3.4 (p.250)):

5.19 (Algebra and symmetries of scenario 5.17 (p.280)) The supersym-
metric quantum mechanics associated with scenario 5.17 (p.280) (1116) of the
11-dimensional super-Bianchi-I model (1091) is governed by the supersymmetry

constraint
Dl¢) =0,

where D is the exterior Dirac operator associated with G:
D=d¢+d¢.

The underlying superalgebra is (¢f. §2.1.3 (p.43))
{ac=D2 D= ()"},

where the even generator A is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on G represent-
ing the supersymmetrically extended Wheeler-deWitt constraint:

Alg) = 0.

This superalgebra can be further investigated by systematically examining the
geometric properties of the underlying manifold, most importantly among which
are symmetries associated with generalized Killing tensors of the metric (cf.
2.2.7 (p.90)). It turns out that G admits two complex structures which give rise
to two hidden supersymmetries and two associated central charges. Note that

in the following coordinates are labeled x', 22, 3 instead of z°, 2!, 2.

1. Basic geometric quantities:

det(g) — 3\/§eax1+bx2+caf3
1
R = 3 (6(12 — 2% — 02)
e=(e!,) = diag (1 ! e“””lbgCng)

1
) ﬁ, %a
& = (éﬂ«a) — diag(l, \/57 \/67 eazl-i-bmz-i-cw?’)
W= = (We=1",) =
Wiu=2) = (Wu=2)")

W=s) = (Wu=3)",) =

0 0 0 a
a az!+bz? +ca® 0 0 0 _b/\/g
W(M:‘l):(w(/i:‘l) b) = e 0 0 0 _C/\/é
a

b/V3 ¢/V6 0
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2. Killing-Yano tensor of valence 2: One finds the following general second
rank Killing-Yano tensor f(2):

f(2)(k1,k2) - (f/(uz/)) =

1 2,3
0 —kage k1%b koae® +br+e
kake 0 kia kpbeas' +oz’+e®
6
1 2, 3
—kléb ~kia 0 koced® +batc ’
1 2, 3 1 2, 3 1 2, 3
_kzaeam “+bx“+c _kzbeaz “+bz“+c _kzceaz “+bx“+c 0
(1121)

which turns out to be covariantly constant:

Vafld) =0. (1122)

3. Killing-Yano tensor of valence 3: The metric also allows the following
general third rank Killing-Yano tensor:

PO ks k) = (£0))

0(:31),2 =0

é731)73 _ kgbeazl+bm2+cx3

5?2)’3 _ (kgC + k4a) ea:p1+ba:2+czs

1(:32),3 _ k4beax1+bw2+ca:3 ) (1123)

which is also covariantly constant:

Vifioh =0. (1124)

4. Stdckel-Killing tensor of valence 2: From the square of the valence 2
Killing-Yano tensor f(?) one obtains the symmetric Stickel-Killing ten-

sor K(2);
K@ (ki ko) = (K2 = 129" 1) =
k3~ K (24 ) - (k3 + k) ab (B +kac 0
— (k3 + 15k1) ab —k2b + kfg% (c* — 6a?) — (k3 + 15k3) be 0
— (k3 + £k?) ac — (k3 + %k3) be —k3c2 + k3L (* —3d%) 0
0 0 0 Kia
1
Kiq= kgg (6% — 207 — ¢?) g2’ +2be"+2ea® (1125)

For a certain choice of constants this is equal to minus the metric (1116):

108 / —6
KOk =4y)—— ho=4y)———— | = —g.(1126
(1 6a2 — 202 — 2’ 2 6a? — 202 — 2 g-( )

Note that for given real constants a,b,c one of ki, ko in (1126) will be
real, the other imaginary. This is a consequence of the indefiniteness of
the metric (1116).
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5. Complex structures: According to (1126) one finds two complex struc-
tures®! on the tangent bundle:

108 —6
o L Kk (2 _ =
Je= (1) = Gum%h* b —app — 2 2=t mLJW—Q»
108 —6
N Gy /k——J
J_ (J—u) (g fmz < 1 + 6a2_2b2_02’ 2 6a2 — 2b%2 — ¢2

(1127)
By construction, Jy, J_ both square to minus the identity
J = -1, (1128)
They commute and their product is a symmetric (and covariantly con-
stant) Stéckel-Killing tensor:
J+J_ = J_J+ = (gw{gﬁy) (1129)
that plays the role of a dual metric § (in the sense of [225]):
6a”+2b 4> 12ab 12ac 0
—6a2+2b%2+c2 —6a2+2b2+c2 —6a2+2b2+c2
12ab 18a”+6b% —3c? 12bc 0
5 — (g ) —6a2+2b%2+c2 —6a2+2b2+c2 —6a2+2b2+c2
9 w 12ac 12be 3602 —12b%+ 62 0
—6a2+2b%2+c2 —6a2+2b2+c2 —6a2+2b2+c2
0 0 0 e2ax1+2bx2+2cwg
(1130)

6. Clifford-2-vectors associated with the Killing-Yano tensor: It will prove
convenient to introduce the following Clifford-2-vectors associated with
the Killing-Yano tensor f(®:

1 108 .
ﬁ-zzm<hsz_w_w@—0%%
1 (2 6 ca b
2 oo < LR 6a2—2b2—c2>7—7—
1 i
J+ = §J+ab’}’,’)/b,
= £ +ify
1 v
I = ladtit
= £ —ify. (1131)

61Here the term “complex structure”, though convenient, is abuse of terminology, since J+
involve the imaginary unit and hence are linear operators on the already complexified tangent
bundle. The point is that these tensors do square to minus the identity tensor when contracted
with the semi-Riemannian metric.
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These can be checked to satisfy:

(f1,2)T = —fi,
(f)* = -1
(f2)* = 1
[f1.£] = 0
{fi.f} = 2I_, (1132)
which implies:
[@)" = -5 (1133)
J1)? = —2(1—il)
= —2(-147%-)
(J_)? = —2(1+4)
= —2(1+7-)
JiJ: = 0. (1134)

(For definitions and properties of the pseudoscalar I and the chirality op-
erator 7 see §2.1.1 (p.15) and in particular B.14 (p.305) and B.16 (p.307).)

7. D-harmonic operators: The following operators can be checked to be har-
monic, i.e. they commute with the Laplace operator D? (cf. definition
2.87 (p.91)):

e Killing-Yano C’liﬁord—?—vector'

f(2) a Ab (1135)
o Fundamental symplectic operators:
% F @it
% F@aagd (1136)
e Killing-Yano Clifford-3-vector:
6f§§ivb_ﬁb_&”_ (1137)

8. Extended supersymmetry algebra: According to consequence 2.89 (p.92),
every harmonic operator can be “closed” to yield an operator that super-
commutes with D. Associated with the harmonic operators (1135) are
two hidden supercharges D

1
D, = i[D’Ji]

1], ., .
= 5 |:7—va7 Jiab’Y Y- :|
1 A . a 1 aa ~
= 5 |: Jiab'y ’}/ :| Va +9Z |:V Jiab g :|
Ja ab ¢ al .
= ib7 Va 5 (vaJibc)7
J¢ 4V, (1138)
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where the last line follows because Ji is covariantly constant. These
hidden charges satisfy:
t .
(b:) = Ds

{ ]5} = 0
{ D:I:} = {D.,D}
= 2AG
(DD} = 244
[Ag,Agz] = 0, (1139)

where A 5 is the exterior Laplace operator associated with the ‘dual’ met-
ric § (1130). (The first equation follows from (1133) together with the
definition (1138). The second is the usual consequence of Ji being D-
harmonic.)

In order to diagonalize these anti-commutation relations introduce the
following operators:

Do = D
1 ~
D, = —(D +D)
1 NG +
1
= —[D,f
\/i[ 1]
G _
D, = —(D,-D.)
2 NG +
1
= —[D,f
\/5[ 2]
ZO = AG
Z, = Ag+Aé
Z, = —-Ag+Ags. (1140)
These then satisfy the relations:
D))" = D,
{D;,D;} = 26;Z, (1141)

for ¢,j € {0,1,2} (no sum over repeated indices). This establishes an
extended superalgebra with central charges Z;.
All these supercharges can be decomposed into their nilpotent components

D, = d;+d; (1142)
satisfying the canonical creation and annihilation algebra
{d;,d;} = 0

{d";,d";} = o
{d;,d";} = 26,;Z;. (1143)
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Representations of this algebra are found as usual by considering appropri-

ate ‘vacuum’ states ‘E, E> that are eigenstates of the Casimir operators
and annihilated by the df;:

AG‘E,E> - E
AglEE) = B
df; EE> = 0. (1144)

The general supermultiplet then consists of the 23 = 8 states obtained
from ‘E7E~’> by acting on it with with the ‘creators’ d;. Of these are
physical only those annihilated by dg:

do ‘EE‘> — 0. (1145)
ph
This gives physical supermultiplets with 22 = 4 states:

{dldg‘E,E> ,dl‘E,E> ,dQ‘E,E>
ph ph p

. E,E>ph} . (1146)

In particular, states with E = 0, are states of higher supersymmetry.

In summary, the above calculation shows that scenario 5.17 (p.280) of the gen-
eral homogeneous super-Bianchi-I model features higher supersymmetry. This
symmetry can be expressed in terms of geometric operators of a ‘dual’ metric
G on configuration space. If this higher symmetry has any deeper relevance
remains to be investigated (see point 6 of 6.2 (p.291)).

Example 5.20 The simplest non-trivial example of the above considerations
arises when the only excited 3-form field component is A 5 10). According to
(1106) one has

Q(A(4,5,1o), .A(475)10)) — o(—48)

and so this situation is described by scenario 1 (1116) with parameters

a = 0
b = -2
c = 0. (1147)

The metric on configuration space is
g= diag(—L 3.6, e<—4ﬁ>) . (1148)
Inserting (1147) into the results of calculation 5.19 (p.284) yields:

det(g) = 3v2e™*

8
R = —-
3
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0 0 —2k 0
2
(2) _ (2) _ 0 0 0 kge_QI
70 = (1) 20 0 0
0 ko272 0 0
3 _ 9.2 2
f(g):(ffby)A) (5,1,2 0, f013 —2kse ™", (523_0 f123 —2kge ’)

1224

2
KO = (K2) = diag( 2K, 35163,6# —ka 4f> (1149)
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6 Discussion

6.1 (Summary and conclusion) It has been shown that canonical quan-
tum supergravity is governed by an infinite dimensional version of the con-
straints of covariant supersymmetric quantum mechanics, and, at least when
reduced to a small finite number of degrees of freedom, the latter has been
found to exhibit a rich formal structure and to admit constructions that may
proof useful in the study of supersymmetric quantum cosmology. The models
that have been discussed testify to the wealth of interesting phenomena to be
discovered in this field.

If nothing else, it seems one can conclude that the “Hamiltonian route” (cf.
p. 9) to supersymmetric quantum cosmology is a promising way to approach the
physical and technical issues of this subject. It is true to the geometrical char-
acter inherent to supersymmetry and thus makes transparent some otherwise
not as clearly visible structures underlying the formalism. While this text has
concentrated on simplified models and the associated finite-dimensional quan-
tum mechanics, the discussion of §4.3 (p.192), which in particular shows that
the supersymmetry generators of canonical supergravity are deformed exterior
derivatives, indicates that it is maybe not completely unreasonable to expect
that some techniques based on the differential geometric nature of covariant

SQM, which governs supersymmetric quantum cosmology, can be lifted without
too much effort to the full theory of supergravity. This certainly requires and
motivates further study.

6.2 (Open questions) The whole field of supersymmetric quantum cosmol-
ogy is rich in very deep and very general open questions, some of which have
been briefly mentioned in §4.8 (p.185). These shall not concern us here. In-
stead, there are a couple of questions that immediately pose themselves in the
restricted context of this text, and which I have not managed to address, not to
mention answer, under the given constraints on ability and time. Some of these
questions should require nothing but a little straightfroward calculation, others
may require new principal ideas:

1. Description of higher-dimensional SQM by means of random
walks as in the Feynman checkerboard model. In §2.2.5 (p.81) it is
shown how the description of the Dirac particle in 141 dimensions (“Feyn-
man checkerboard model”) generalizes to supersymmetric quantum me-
chanics. In more than 2-dimensions a similar approach should be possible,
but encounters technical problems that are absent in the simplistic 1+1
dimensional setting. What is the correct description of SQM in arbitrary
dimensions (and arbitrary fermion sectors) by means of checkerboard-like
random walks?

2. Statistical ensembles for supersymmetric cosmological models.
In 2.107 (p.105) and 2.108 (p.105) a formal method for studying canonical
ensembles of gauge covariant systems in general and systems governed by
a constraint of the form of a generalized Dirac operator in particular has
been discussed. Can this method be fruitfully applied in supersymmetric
quantum cosmology?

3. Complex geometry of M), According to 4.24 (p.203), 4.27 (p.208),
4.28 (p.210), and 4.29 (p.210) the configuration space M) of N =
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1, D = 4 supergravity should be a Ké&hler manifold. What ezactly is
the complex structure, what are the holomorphic and the antiholomorphic
coordinates and how do the metric, the connection and other geometrical
quantities read in the holomorphic/antiholomorphic basis?

4. Choosing a factoring for states and associated constraints for
truncated models. The “Born-Oppenheimer”-like approximation to full
supergravity by means of truncated cosmological models requires a some-
what arbitrary choice of factorization of the state vector and of the trun-
cated constraints (cf. 4.58 (p.247)). Which truncated constraints should
be imposed on which factoring to produce a good approximation to the full
dynamics?

5. Solving N =4 SQM in configuration space by finding solutions
to N = 2 constraints. The two spin components of the two super-
symmetry generators give 4 supersymmetry generators per mode. This
implies in particular 4 supersymmetry generators on mini-superspace of
homogeneous models. But only 2 of these are independent as constraints
on Lorentz invariant states (cf. 4.39 (p.223)). Hence it is in principle suf-
ficient to solve only one spin component of the supersymmetry constraint
and automatically obtain a solution to the full set of constraints. For
simple examples this is easily demonstrated, but (¢f. 4.59 (p.248) ): How
exactly does an N = 2 solution (in one spin component) give rise to an
N =4 solution (in both spin components) in general and in particular?

6. N-extended supergravity and hidden supercharges on configu-
ration space. The cosmological model of N = 1, D = 11 supergravity
discussed in §5.2 (p.266) is found to give rise to a mini-superspace whose
geometry admits hidden supersymmetries and central charges (see 5.19
(p-284)). According to the conjecture presented in §4.3.4 (p.250) these
might be related to spacetime supersymmetries in 11 dimensions which
remain unbroken after dimensional reduction. Can this connection be sub-
stantiated? Or, else, can it be ruled out?
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A Mechanics

Outline. In this section some aspects of classical and quantum mechanics are
reviewed, with an emphasis on the covariant relativistic case, insofar as they are
needed in the main text.

Consider the relativistic point propagarting on the pseudo-Riemannian man-

ifold (M, g,..) (see 2.2 (p.16) for notational conventions). Classically, there are
several equivalent action functionals describing the dynamics. One, applying to

the free case, is
S = —-m / ds

—m/q/—g,“,(x) THEY dr . (1150)

Here an overdot indicates the derivative with respect to the parameter 7 along
the point’s worldline:

ot = 0 xt.

Hence the respective Lagrangian is
L =-my/—gu(x)iriv, (1151)

from which the canonical momenta are obtained as:

6L
Pu = 5in
pu®”
= —-Mm——". 1152
e (1152)
It follows that
= pupt = —m?, (1153)

which expresses the Hamiltonian constraint to which the system is subjected.
To make this more explicit one can use the equivalent action

S = /L'dT

- / (pud" — H') dr

/ (P/ﬂb“ - N% (ﬂllg“”(x)pup,, + m)) dr, (1154)

which leads to

OH' N
it = = 7g“l/pu
Opy m
. OH' N1 A
P = _(936“ = _E§ g PvPx
m (1

= -5 <23ﬂg”’\) &y (1155)
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and (choosing the gauge N = m for convenience)
= P+ 9"
— P gird, — %g“”@ug”dbﬂb,\
= T, Mavi. (1156)

Variation with respect to N reproduces the mass shell condition (1153). The
Lagrangian associated with the above Hamiltonian is

L= —% (;[g;«ﬂjc“ - N) . (1157)

This can be reformulated as
L = —ZVhI67 0r) 02" +1) (1158)
where 7, = —N? is the (arbitrary) metric on the world line of the particle. Its

inverse is v77 = N 2. Written this way the action is the 1-dimensional analog
of the Polyakov action for the relativistic string (c¢f. 3.1 (p.153)).

The Hamiltonian in (1154) is readily generalized to include a scalar potential
V and a vector potential A:

H = N (;g’“’ (pp — Ay) (pv — Ay) + V(x)) , (1159)

which leads to

o = Ng™(p,—A)
1
by = N <— <2aﬂg“> E,dx + g0 AyEy — aﬂv> (1160)

and

L = puit—H
1 L
= Nmu—FAH X —ﬁl‘ul‘ _NV

1

Fixing again the gauge to N = 1, the equations of motion now read:
o= ¢, + g"p, — gMVAV
= —T,M@"i* + ¢"* 0, A iy — g" OrAL 0,V
= T, M\ivi + Fr e — o'V . (1162)
On the right hand side one has
e “gravitational forces” bilinear in the proper velocity,
e electromagnetic forces linear in the proper velocity,

e and forces deriving from a scalar potential .
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The mini-superspace actions that are of interest in the main text (¢f. 5.12
(p-273)) only feature the latter, therefore in the following consider

..
L = ﬁl'}L.'IIH*NV
1
H = N3(pp'+V). (1163)

(Here we have substituted V' — 1V for later convenience.)
The associated relativistic Hamilton-Jacobi equation for the classical action
S'is
(VuS)(VES)+V = 0, (1164)

with
0.5 =0.

For instance for V = m? equation (1164) again gives the mass-shell constraint
2

puptt = —m”.
A.1 (The quantum fluid analogy) Now quantize the theory. The Hamil-
tonian operator reads

H = -V, V'+V
r*did +V, (1165)

where we have suppressed N for notational convenience. de|0 is the Laplace-
Beltrami operator d'd +ddf on M restricted to 0-forms, i.e. to function M —
C.

There is a well known relation between quantum mechanics and the classical
Hamilton-Jacobi equation:
Define two real functions

R,S: M—-1R (1166)
and set
Vp =B (1167)
Any kinematical state |1) of the quantum theory may be written as
W) = Ve
e(B=iS)/h (1168)

In this parameterization of |¢) the Hamiltonian constraint is equivalent to
Hlp) =0
& (=V,VP+V)|Y)=0
W VuVEp  2ih (V,/p) (VHS)
+ +
Nz VP
—1? (VuV* /) [P+ (V,uS) (V#S) +V =0
2 (Vuy/p) (VS) + /pV, VS =0

—1* (VYD) [P+ (V,,8) (VHS) +V =0
< { u (p(V45)) = 0 | (1169)

—h

(VuS)(VES) +ihV, V'S +V =0



A MECHANICS 296

This is a coupled system of differential equations for R and S. One is the
classical Hamilton-Jacobi equation modified by the so-called quantum potential

Vau = —h*(V,.V*/p) /P, (1170)

The other is the continuity equation (expressing conservation of energy-momentum)
for a current with velocity

Ut = VHS (1171)

and density p. This equivalent reformulation of quantum mechanics lends itself
to a treatment by means of the theory of stochastic processes. (See for instance
[240] for a review.) This may be relevant in the context of supersymmetric
quantum mechanics, since here one can find close connections to stochastic
theory. For instance, note that due to the identity

V;f — VISP 4+ Viinf (1172)
the quantum potential (1170) is equal to
VoM = —h? (|V1n\/,5\2+v21n,0>
(167) ((VuR) (V*R) + hV,V*R) . (1173)

But this is immediately recognized as the form of the Witten-model superpo-
tential in the O-fermion sector (see 2.2.2 (p.61)):

(DY)’ |¢) = (=Y, VF + (VW) (VFW) — hVFV, W) [4) . (1174)
This motivates looking at the supersymmetric extension of (1165):

A.2 (The superparticle) We had already suggestively written the wave op-
erator in (1165) as

1
=V,Vi ) = _%Qﬂ/gg‘“’&,\w

did|y)
(d+dH)?[y) , (1175)

where |¢) is an ordinary function M — €. There is nothing more natural then

letting be [¢) take values in the full domain of (d + dT)2, that is let |¢)) be an
element of the exterior bundle A(M) (see (7), p. 17 and 2.2 (p.16) in general).

The system described by this Hamiltonian is called the superparticle. It can
be regarded as the point particle limit of the superstring (c¢f. 3.14 (p.166)).
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B More on exterior and Clifford algebra

Introduction. In the following a couple of definitions and results in the con-
text of §2.1.1 (p.15) are given for reference.

B.1 Clifford and exterior algebra

The graded vector spaces of central importance for supersymmetric quantum
mechanics are those spanned by Clifford algebras and, as an important spe-
cial case, Grassmann algebras. In a sense, the very nature of the complex of
ideas that is generated by the notions geometry, spin, and supersymmetry (cf.
e.g. [165]) is already present and naturally captured in the structure of Clif-
ford algebras. In particular, the idea of supersymmetry to replace second-order
differential operators by their first-order ‘square roots’ directly leads to Clifford
algebras (or vice versa), which arise as ‘square roots’ of quadratic forms:

B.1 (Clifford algebra) The real/complex Clifford algebra C1(Q(-)) associ-
ated to a ‘quadratic’ vector space (V, Q(+)), which comes with a quadratic form
(‘norm square’)

QM) :Vosv— QW) eR

is the algebra over IR/C generated by the elements of VUIR or V U € and
equipped with an algebra product such that the square of a vector in the algebra
gives its norm squared:

Vov—4,€Cl= (%, =QW).

It follows that in an orthonormal basis
ej € V5 Qe;) = £1; Q(ej +ex) = Q(ey) + Qlex)

one has the anticommutation relation familiar from the theory of the Dirac
electron:

{Fes 70 } = 2Q(e)01

B.2 (Grassmann algebra) An important special case of a Clifford algebra,
called a Grassmann algebra, is that where the defining quadratic form vanishes
identically

Qv)=0,YveV.

This implies that all v € V are, as elements of the algebra, nilpotent and
mutually anticommuting.

The standard example of a Grassmann algebra, which is be of central im-
portance here, is the exterior algebra of differential forms.

B.3 (Relation Exterior/Clifford algebra) The algebra of linear operators
on the exterior algebra A is isomorphic to the Clifford algebra Cl(D, D).

Proof: The algebra of li%ear operators on A is generated by the creation and
annihilation operators of , €, having the non-vanishing bracket

{éfa7éb} — nab.
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The Clifford algebra C1(D, D) arises by a simple change of basis:

3¢ .= ol xee
S &' = L3+
& = %(ﬁi —4%), (1176)
with
{35, 95} = 25655 (1177)

Alternatively, this may be regarded as two anti-commuting Clifford algebras
Cl(D,D) ~Cl(s,D — s) @ CI(D — s, s):

{3244} = =
{ﬁ?pﬁ} = 0. (1178)

In a coordinate basis this reads:

'S/Zi = ‘éﬂaﬁ/i
- (e“‘ + eﬂ) (1179)
(e i} = 220 (1180)

B.4 (Projection on Clifford scalars) A central operation in Clifford alge-
bra is the projection on Clifford-0-vectors, i.e. scalars (¢f. e.g. [129][126][127]):

<w0 + w}fy“ + w[QW]’?”’Ay” + - ->0 =wl. (1181)

Due to (40) and (1176) this operation coincides with the local inner product on
A(M) in the sense that:

(1182)

loc

<A>O vol = (0| A|0)

B.5 (Symbol map) (c¢f. [31]) The exterior bundle A(M) and any of the
Clifford bundles C1(M), are isomorphic as vector spaces. This relation is made
explicit by the symbol map o that maps Clifford elements to forms by applying
them on the vacuum state:

CUM), 2 &+ 3 [0) € CUM), |0) = A(M). (1183)
Because of
&% 10) =0
one has
3210y = 4 [0y = &' |0) . (1184)

This simple and well known observation leads to the following important
fact:
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B.6 (Right action of CI(M)**™") The elements of CUM)T" are represented
on CI(M) [0) = A(M) by the right action of C1(M)T".

Proof: Let
¥4 e CUM)T
£+ |0) € CHM),|0) (1185)
then, by (1184),
41 2:10) = 2+4%10)
= #:4710) . (1186)

B.7 A multiplicative derivation
A=Ayel'd

on A(M) is represented on C1(M), |0) by the adjoint action of CI(M)T*":

Aio o) = Ayel'eay o)
1 1
Proof: Observe that
i 1 i i i i
e = o (94 —4L) (1188)
and that (with 24 € Cl(M),)
(345 =442 ) 22 l0) = +[3iAd, 24]10) . (1189)

These simple results will make transparent the relation between Dirac oper-
ators on the exterior bundle and on the spin bundle in §B.2 (p.311).

B.8 (Automorphsims of the Clifford algebra) A denotes the Clifford re-
verse and complex conjugate of A: Let k = grade(ﬁc(k)) be the grade of a
homogeneous element of Z(;) € CI(M),, then

By = (—1)FE=D258 (1190)

B.9 (Spin) The spin bundle Spin(M) . and its Lie algebra bundle spin(M)
are defined by

Spin(M), = {s € CIM)S™" |35 = 1,grade(§55(1)§) - 1}
spin(M), = Cl(M)P . (1191)
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Theorem B.10 (Basic Relations from Exterior Calculus)

1. Let I and J be disjoint multi-indices I = (i1, 42, ..., 1p) and J = (j1,52,.--,iD—p)
and let o(J, I) be the signature of the permutation (J,I) — (1,2,3,..., D).

The action of the Hodge-x operator on spin-frame basis states is defined
by

x et 10) = (~1)*Do(J,1) e J0) |

where s(I) denotes the number of indices in I that correspond to negative
eigenvalues of n.

2. Let
Q) = Qayaga,el et 0)
|B> — 6a17a2,---,apéfaléfa2 o éTGP |0>
The Hodge inner product

(@|f)oe = aAxp (1192)

reads in components
(@[Bhoe = Plaayas,a, B [vol) . (1193)

Often it is desirable to avoid overcounting of index permutations. Because

of
|Ol> = Z p' aalv“%"',apéTaléT(Q o éTap |0>
0§01<a2<ap
B = Y Phuanea,d )
0<aj<az<ap

it is natural to define

/ O |
aa1,a2,<~~,ap = P aalaa2a"'»ap

ﬂ(/zl,ag,m,ap = p!ﬁaha%”'vap' (1194)

With this definition one has the following, sometimes preferable, expres-
sion for the local Hodge inner product.

(@B = > Ay, B vol) L (1195)

0<ai<az<ap
3. The square of the HODGE-x operator is:

2 = (=1)ND-M)ts (1196)
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Proof: Assume first that s = 0: In this case the HODGE-* acts by definition
on any orthonormal basis form et! |0) as

«et! |0y = o(2,1) et |0y .
Applying it again yields

sxet’0) = oL, D)o(J, )et" |0)
= (—1)PP-pgil gy

For s > 0 a factor of —1 is picked up for every occurrence of a ét* corre-
sponding to a negative eigenvalue. Since every ét" appears exactly once
there is a total factor of (—1)%. O

4. The HODGE-* operator relates the exterior derivative d with its adjoint
d’ via
di = sds(—1)PE DL+ (1197)

Proof: Let a be a (p— 1)-form and 8 a p-form, then:

[atanss)
- /(da)A*ﬁ+/a/\ (d*(—1)N*15)

(129 /(da)/\*ﬂ+/a/\ (~)¥ =M% (-1)N 1)
= /(da) A*B+ /a A (**d*(—1)(D*N“)<N*1>+N*1+Sﬂ>
= (dal®) + (alsds(~1)PF-Vg)

= (dalf) = (ald'p) = <a|* d*(—l)D(N—1)+1+sﬁ>

O
(This relation simplifies when the Hodge-* is replace by Clifford chirality
operators, see (1228).)

0

B.11 (Local representations of various operators) The following list sum-
marizes the explicit local representation of various important operators. (Com-
pare for instance [165]. For a nice physically motivated discussion see [53].)

1. spin connection on the exterior bundle
0 - Aflaa
p o = Wyabt € (1198)

2. Covariant derivative on the exterior bundle.
. b
Vi = Oy —wuapd &

RTINS
= Oy —&—w#abeT é

1 ca s s
= au + Zw,uab (’Yi’yi - "Y(i’)/b_) (1199)
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(where Wyap = Wylap are the components of the spin connection w, i.e.
the Levi-Civita connection with respect to a (pseudo-) orthonormal frame

{0a}a)-

Proof: V is obviously a derivation, so it suffices to observe that it has the
correct action on 0-forms, which is trivially true, and on 1-forms:

. o
Veel' o) = —wuwel et |0)

b
—wljbéT |0) .

3. Euxterior derivative.
YIRS
d = &'v, (1200)

Proof: From the requirement

d¢l0) =&t"e,[0)

one has

d=c" (9, +4) ,

where A is some operator that annihilates the vacuum and that, in order
to ensure that d acts as an anti-derivation, commutes with the number op-
erator. A can be determined by imposing Cartan’s first structure equation
for vanishing torsion:

det® 10y + w96’ j0) = 0
= Aet|0) +ame™10) = 0
(1201)
It follows that ) b osa
A= _W,u,abé.r éT :

O
Note that these formulas hold for the Levi-Civita connection and in par-
ticular assume vanishing torsion.

4. Exterior coderivative.
d = —¢'v, (1202)

Proof: Since d' is apparently an anti-derivation, it suffices to observe that
on 1-forms

at &, |0) = —Vra, |0) |

as it should be. O

5. Lie derivative L with respect to a vector field v*0,,.:

L, = {d,v"¢,} (1203)
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Proof: This is Cartan’s homotopy formula. (e.g. [98] p.135)
The Lie derivative operator is related to the Lie bracket of vector fields

by:
{ﬁv,w“é#} = [v,uw]*é, (1204)
6. Curvature.
ViV = Ruadd (1205)
Proof:
[@m @u] (129) {au - WuabéTbéa, 0y — wvabéTbéa}
= (0wylab T Wiaewrp — Wyacwy©y) at“e
O
7. Ordinary exterior Dirac operator.5?
D = d+df
= 4V, (1206)
Proof: By (1200) and (1202). O
8. Eaterior Laplace operator (Laplace-Beltrami operator).
A = (@+d) = (39.)
= —g" (VY — T V) = Rueat! @61 e
= (VT TR 4 S R A
Proof: (This is the Weitzenbock formula.)
The following relation is sometimes useful:
B.12
{(32Vaihhe} = 3244 (Valo) (1207)

Proof: By (1199) one has
Va = 0 — wapet! &
The different contributions to the commutator are:

(320038 0a) = 241100 14

62Sometimes called the vector derivative in Clifford formalism, cf. [130].
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and
. Cb a (1188 1 e e R
{v‘iwabcefcebmi d} =) {W“ 5Wabe (vivi _'VC'Yb)»'YJrfd}
1Aa ~c b ~d
= 37-Wabe [wﬁ,u} fa
= 235w S (1208)
O

B.13 (Coordinate dependence of 1-form basis) It makes sense to con-
sider different conventions with respect to the commutatog of the coordinate
derivative with basis 1-forms. As defined above, denote by e a (pseudo-)orthonormal
basis of form creators,

{éTa’éb} —

and by ¢ a holonomic basis of form creators (i.e. one associated to a set of
coordinates z# by & |0) = dx*), so that
{éw,é“} = g".

Both are related by a vielbein field e®,(z):

et = e et
et = am !
ity = 5
e, = O (1209)

Now, since the coordinate derivative d, is not a covariant object, the commu-

tators " .
). 9],

have no invariant meaning. What does have invariant meaning is the commu-
tator with the covariant derivative:

[%,é*“} = —wel
Ve = oneet (1210)
so that
Vi faT[0) = (V. fa)e"|0)
Ve £E0) = (v f) et o), (1211)

as it should be. (Here I is the Christoffel symbol of the Levi-Civita connection
and w its spin frame version.) In order to give a local representation of the
covariant derivative operator V, one must decide which of the basis forms is
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supposed to be independent of the coordinates in the sense that its commutator
with the derivative d,, vanishes. Two useful choices are:

|0,81] =0
(O, €] = [0, 8] =
= Oy, &l ] = (8,8") 81" = e, (Due”a) ! (1212)
@u =0, — wpap€' €
and
[0.e"] =0
[al“ él/] =0
a v b
= a/uéT :| = (6ue u) f Yb (aueau) éT (1213)

The second convention (1213) arises naturally for instance when supergravity is
formulated in a mode-amplitude basis as described in §4.3 (p.192). It has the
advantage that, when adopted, the exterior derivative looks particularly simple:

(1213) = d "2V &'y,
(1218) (a e
= O =& Dy e
—
= &a,. (1214)

Also, its Hodge adjoint, the exterior coderivative, has a simple form on the space
A of 1-forms:

(1202)

- (a — Tyt e)

=dn = —é“ﬁ /G- (1215)

Helicity The Hodge-* is a duality operation on A(M), but its sign is adjusted
so as to give the proper scalar product (1193). A slight modification of the
Hodge-* operator gives the usual chirality operator 4. of the Clifford algebra
of sign 4. The starting point is the Clifford pseudo-scalar operator:

t
<]>

df

B.14 (Volume pseudoscalar) The volume element is represented by the pseu-
doscalar 1. in the Clifford bundle C1(M)

Le =444 4% (1216)

B.15 (Basic relations concerning the pseudoscalar) One has the follow-
ing basic relations:
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1. The volume pseudo-scalar 14 is, up to a sign which depends on the form
degree, the Hodge-x operator:

I = *(-1)VN@EF)/2 (1217)
Proof: Tt is sufficient to verify this for (pseudo-)orthonormal basis p-forms
o), = etet™ . et |0y
Their Hodge adjoint is, by definition:
xa, = etet™ . et o)
= o(J,I)(—1)<Det?gt? . gtIP=r gy

where s(I) is the number of 4,, that correspond to negative eigenvalues of
7. On the other hand, the action of I+ on «, is

I ap = (:yli:yzi .. ~’?£) (éT“éW ) ..é’rip) |0)

= (D) (YA A ) (2 At (e et ) o)
1)p(p—1)/2 o(J, 1) (’?jl’?h .. .ﬁ,J'D—p) (ﬁ/ilfyi? ...fyip) (éTipéTip’l ...éTil) |0)
1)P(PF1)/ o(J, [)(_1)41),%1&]‘2 ,.,;yjofp 10)

(-1)
(-1)

= (- 1>p<ﬂl>/2 o(J, D) (~1) D et . g192=r o)
(1)

1)PPFY/2 40,

2. The square of 1+ is

12 = (—1)PPFD/2+s (1218)
Proof:
Bo= (3443 40) (3441 D)
= (~)PEN2 (5148 40) (5240714
_ ( 1)D(D 1/2( )D/Q:I:(st/2)
( 1)D(DI1 /2+S (1219)

3. I is constant and covariantly constant:
[auvI:I:] =0
[%,Ii} - 0. (1220)
Proof: Constancy follows because the 4% are defined to commute with

0p. Covariant constancy follows by (1199) and the fact that every Clifford
2-vector commutes with the pseudoscalar (of either sign).
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Normalizing this to unity yields the idempotent chirality operators:

B.16 (Chirality) The involutions
Ne o = POFN/24s
azan iD(Dq:l)/2+s(_1)N(N—1)/2 (1221)

o= 1. (1222)
are called chirality operators.
Theorem B.17 (Basic relations concerning chirality)

1. The chirality operator is covariantly constant:
[%,ﬁi} = 0. (1223)

Proof: From definition 1199 (p.301) one has

La 1 aQ ~ ~a ~
vu = ap, + Wuabe]L eb = ap, + zwuab (7173— - 7’175) .

By assumption the spin-frame Clifford elements are constant
[am ’AY?IE] =0

and hence so is their pseudoscalar:
[Ou, 7] =0.

Furthermore
~a ~b ~a ~b _
[wuab (v‘iv_ - viw),vi] =0
because ¥ either commute or anticommute with the pseudoscalar.

2. The chirality operators of both Clifford algebras (1178) commute (anti-
commute) in even (odd) dimensions:

[:Y+a’7—}(7)D+1 =0 (1224)

3. The product of both chirality operators is proportional to the Witten oper-
ator (—1)N:

.D? Y
Tqe = (=P Or2 (LN (1225)
Proof: Observe that
5, = [6e]

= elel —
sign (1"") (~1)N" . (1226)
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It follows that:

Y4y = iD(D+1)/2+S7;D(D_1)/2+SI,I+

,L~D(D+1)/2+siD(D—1)/2+s(_1)D(D—1)/2+s(_1)1\7

= P’ (—1)PP-D/2(_N (1227)

4. Theorem B.18 (Chirality and adjoint) The chirality operator . re-
lates creation and annihilation operators as well as the exterior derivatives
to their respective adjoints via:

= F(-1)Py: el 3 (1228)

d' = (-1 yrdys .

éa

(cf. (1197))
Proof:
at

Y€ Y+ =
= POFD 24zl 52 4D

(- 1)D+1 D(DTF1)/2+s A &1 ’92 ,yDZD(D:Fl)/2+sI

jD(DFL)/2+4sT ot ;D(DFL)/2+s]
ot ;D(DF1)/2+s7

= H(-1)PHeyigs
= +(-1)P*te
Frdy+ (1221) . D(DF1)/2+4s] q ;D(DFL)/2+s]
CET (L) POFD 240y ()NNFD/2 g o)V NFD/2
( 1)D(D:F1)/2+5 «d *( )(D_N+1)(D_N+1:F1)/2(_I)N(NZFI)/Q
(1197) (— 1)D(D:F1)/2+s dT( )D(N—1)+1+s(_1)(D—N+1)(D_N+1;Fl)/2(_1)N(Nq:1)/2
+

(-1P a’

5. From (1216 (p.305)) and (1221 (p.307)) one has
ITi _ ( 1)D(D:F1)/ZI
F:r = (- 1)D(D3F1)/2+5th
o= () (1229)

B.19 (Helicity) The projectors on the chirality eigenspaces will be called he-
licity projectors:

~ 1 B
hy = 5(1 +9+)
= S(1£7-) (1230)
=P = aY
LYY = 0. (1231)
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Theorem B.20 (Basic relations concerning helicity)

1. The helicity projectors are self-adjoint on euclidian manifolds and mutu-
ally adjoint on lorentzian manifolds:

2. As a corollary one has:

)

N0

“ (1232)

States of opposite (equal) helicity have vanishing scalar product for Eu-

clidean (lorentzian) metrics:

1) 0) _
<hi a\h¥(_)sa>loc =0

(1233)

3. The helicity projectors hy relate the canonical algebra éT, & with the Clifford
algebra 4 via the following relations:

% hy Y(oyp+r

% ’A}/((l,)DJrlfli

% hi 4¢ )

% Ay phs

HEILASS TR

LA TN

%(*UD ﬁi Y(—)p

S (1P 4oy (1234)

The relations for fl’i are the same except for the substitution D — D + 1.
Proof: The first equation follows from:

heef“hy

DO = s = o = s = s =

5458t + é*“ﬁ)

el 4 (—1)PHE £ el g(—1)PHe)

—
—_
H-

2

~—

=
H

>
—e

(" + (-nPrier)

_)D+1 .

Similarly for the other equations. O
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4. The exterior Dirac operators Dy = d £df = @giv# can be identically
decomposed as

Di == 2 (fl+dfli(7)D + fl,dfl:‘:(f)D)
= #2(hyd e yp +hodhp o)
= hy(d+d")hyyp+h_ (d+d)hpyp. (1235)

Proof:
2 (hyd b o +hodhy )
1
= S (+Nd(1= (D" + (1 -7)d(1F(-1)"7))
= d=+(-1)"5dy
(128 444
d

5. Accordingly, the exterior Laplace operator
A = +(Dy)? (1236)
can be written as
A = 4 (B+d hidh, +h_dh.d B,)

— 4 (B+dT hadf by +h_dfhedf ﬁ_) . (1237)
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B.2 Dirac operators on Clifford and exterior bundles

Introduction. The Dirac operators on the exterior bundle and on the spin
bundle are intimately related. The exterior bundle A(M), on which the (N = 2)-
Dirac operator acts, is isomorphic to the tensor product of two spin bundles:

A(M) =~ Spin(M), ® Spin(M)_. (1238)

This isomorphism can be made explicit by choosing a basis of A(M) consisting
of elements that factor into two algebraic spinors ([171][268]):

A(M) > \:=s®35 € Spin(M)_ ® Spin(M)_. (1239)
Using this basis it is shown that the (N = 2)-Dirac operator is the sum of two
(N = 1)-Dirac operators which act on Spin(M), . The (N = 1)-Dirac operator

is recognized as the ordinary Dirac operator of the theory of the relativistic
electron.

The following demonstration, which is based on the previous section §B.1
(p-297) (in particular on B.6-B.9) complies with the material in [268][267],

though in spirit it is somewhat more indebted to [101]. A closely related dis-
cussion can be found in section 2.1 of [33].

B.21 The Clifford bundle CI(M), can be spanned by elements of the form

s Oty (1240)

where ¢4 is a Dirac-Hestenes state

Y+ = pR+
R4 € Spin(M) (1241)

and O is any constant element of CI(M),, ie.

O € CIM),.
[ap,é] ~0. (1242)

Accordingly, C1(M), |0) can be spanned by elements of the form

Ps Oy |0) . (1243)

B.22 (Levi-Civita connection and Clifford connection) The Levi-Civita
connection on the exterior bundle, with local representation

~ b
V., = 6#fwlmbeT é

= 0% W [&1&17 } , (1244)
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acts on these elements as follows:

. . 1 .-
V2 00el0) = ( (Ot qoumitih)v) Odlo

00 (00 gounital ) o) 0. 215)

Since the operation * includes complex conjugation, this is equivalent to

A A~ 1 a o~
Ts00el0) = ( (0t qoumitik +i4,) v) 0910

A 1 a )
+10 ((aﬂ - Zw/mwiy’; + zA,L> ¢> 0) (1246)
for all covariant scalar sections A,. One recognizes the operator

) 1 L.

VS o= 0, £ Zwuab’yi’ybi +iA, (1247)
as the local representation of a Clifford connection on Spin(M) (i.e. a Spin-
connection compatible with the Levi-Civita connection, see [101] (3.4)).

Thus elements of the form 1O |0) form a basis of the exterior bundle which
explicitly exhibits the isomorphism with the twisted spin bundle (see [101] pp.
34):

A(M) = Spin(M), ® Spin(M)_

V = VS 4VS-. (1248)

The above construction rests on the fact that the N = 2 connection trans-
forms vectors, while the N = 1 connection transforms spinors, which may be
regarded as square roots of vectors in the sense of the factorization (1248). Simi-
lar constructions arise in the study of the relation between Maxwell’s theory and
Dirac’s electron. Note that the homogeneous exterior Dirac equation D |¢)) = 0
reduces to the free Maxwell equations when restricted to 2-forms. (cf. [264],
where, however, no curvature is considered).

Literature.

1. The relation between the Dirac operator on the exterior bundle and that
on the spin bundle has been the subject of various investigations. A brief
account of their history is given in the introduction of [267]. In the con-
text of relating Maxwell’s equations to the Dirac electron this article also
presents the method (1240) (1243) to constructively show the relation be-
tween both Dirac operators (cf. §2.2.3 (p.70)), which apparently originates
in [264]. Even though these papers do not consider curved spacetime, the
inclusion of curvature in (1246) is, of course, straightforward.

In the same spirit, the articles [263] and [226] show how the ‘classical’
Dirac-Hestenes equation is obtained from the operator
VAL D = v AL A (O — Q)
= 81) - Qv
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where v is the tangent vector to some trajectory. Interestingly, 0, — €2,
applied on the accompanying vielbein of that trajectory gives Frenet’s
equations. Also, for D = d + d' the ordinary exterior Dirac operator

1A% D = vAt AV,

= v, (1249)

shows that the classical solution to D |1)) = 0 is a frame parallel translated
along its trajectory.

On the other hand, somewhat contrary to these ideas, there are several au-
thors who consider the action of the exterior Dirac operator on spinors ¥ P
(instead of on bispinors wO@Z as above), i.e. on minimal left ideals of the
projector P. But since a spinor transforms under the left action spin(n),
while the exterior Dirac operator includes the adjoint action of spin(n),
such an investigation more or less leave ordinary conceptual frameworks.
E.g. [51] interpret the right contribution of the adjoint action on spinors as
gauge transformations in some isospin space (with respect to such ‘isospin’
transformations also compare [220]). What is somewhat unexpected here
is that the usual spin connection should act from both sides on spinors
(¢f. [194]). But of course it is possible and meaningful to transform a
spinor from the right. In fact, investigation of this possibility naturally
lead to the notion of families of particles, which might well shed light on
the standard model (see [258]).

2. The expression 4" 9, is, without specifying a representation for 4_ am-
biguous with respect to extensions to curved manifolds, since one could
choose either of

N 1 a o~
DSpin(M) = ’)/‘Li (8” + QW/Lab'Y_’Yb_)
2 1 ~a 2 ~Q A
DA(M) = ’Yli (&L + iwuab (’Y_’Yb_ - ’Y_;,_’}/g_)) . (1250)

Sometimes in the school of Geometric Algebra the convention is used to
write 0, for what is denoted by V,, in (1199).

Using this convention [217] remarks that choosing
H ~ (3"8,)%, (1251)

restricted to scalar fields, as the Hamiltonian of a free quantum particle
removes the usual ordering ambiguity of quantum mechanics and that the
‘correspondence rule’ p — 4" d,, gives a well behaved quantum observable.
In the context of the discussion in §2.2.1 (p.55) this operator has been
called the ‘supercharge’, as, in fact, it is commonly known (cf. references
in §2.2 (p.54)). This is an indication of the fact that ‘supersymmetric
quantum mechanics’ and ‘Geometric Calculus’ are partly about the same
topic only under different headings.
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B.3 Superanalysis

Outline. Selected basics of rudimentary superanalysis are discussed. Defini-
tions and results are given which are needed in §4 (p.181) to translate between
the language of superanalysis and the language of forms (see in particular 4.31

(p.213)).

Literature. Standard textbooks on superanalysis are [30] and [79]. The mate-
rial of interest in the present context is mainly that presented in [95]§2.4. In the
context of “geometric algebra” there has been some effort to relate superanalysis
with Clifford algebra, see for instance [263].

B.23 (Basic definitions) The objects
", nef{l,...,D}
are taken to be anticommuting and nilpotent generators of a Grassmann algebra:
"+ = 0, Yn,me{l,...,D}. (1252)

Together with a second copy, ¢*, n € {1,..., D}, of this algebra and an involu-
tive operation *, this is said to generate a complex Grassmann algebra, defined
by the relations

Cncm +Cmcn _ cnc*m + C*mcn _ c*nc*m + c*mc*n =0

(Cn)* — C*n’ (C*n)* — Cn

(AB)" = B*A*. (1253)
Grassmann analytic functions f are polynomials in ¢”, ¢*™:

- o *Mq kNo *Np M1 M2 m
f(c C) - E fn1,nz,»---,np,mhmm“wch c ecPeTC et

The terms in this sum for various p,q are said to be of degree deg = p+ ¢. One
introduces Grassmannian partial derivative operators

2 2
I’ dcn
by the rule (all terms assumed to be non-vanishing)

0
—Ac"B = (=1)dDyp
ocn ¢ (=1)

0
ac*n

Functions f that only depend on the ¢*"
0

86”

are called holomorphic and those that depend only on the ¢

0

ac*n

Ac™B = (—1)%EYAB. (1254)

f=0

n

f=0
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are called antiholomorphic.

In the context of superanalysis one tries to write operations on the Grassmann
algebra as analogs of operations in ordinary analysis. A formal definite integra-
tion, known as Berezin integration,

D
AH/A H

dc*™de,,
D

is defined by demanding

D
deg(A) < 2D = /A H dc*™dc™ =0

n=1...D
m=D...1

/clcg--~ch*Dc*D_1 et H dc*™dc™ =1, (1255)
n=1...D

m=D...1

and extending this linearly to the whole algebra.

Conventions. Throughout this section the following conventions are used: ¢
and 9 are a p-form and a ¢-form, respectively, on the D-dimensional (semi-)

Riemannian manifold (M, g) with local coordinates {xl, 22, ..., a:D}:
(;5 = fm1,m2,~u,mpdxml ANdx™* Ao Adx™r
= fm1,m2 ..... 771;,63]””16er2 e éTmp |0>
d) = gn1,n2,~~.,nqdzn1 Adz™ A ANdx™
= Gnimamgel el e 0) (1256)

f and g denote the associated Grassmannian holomorphic objects:

. *MM1 kN2 - *mp
[ = foima,.om,c e c

R *Mnq kNno *Ng
g ‘= YGnina,...n,C C c y

and the operation of switching between the two notations is indicated by S, so
that, for example:

S@) = f
ST = o (1257)
The metric g is used to shift indices carried by Grassmann elements:
Cn = gnmcm
C = GamC T (1258)

Finally, let Py be the projector on the 0-form sector:

¢ ifNdp=0

Pog _{ 0 otherwise (1259)
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B.24 (Change of fermionic variables) Under a change of variables in an
integral over Grassmann numbers the integrand picks up the inverse of the
Jacobian of the transformation. (c¢f. [30], pp. 78) Let

; 66/1’
Fi= g
then
detdcé®---de® = det(F) [ fddtdd?---dd™. 1260
f
Proof: Let
ddtdd?-.-dd" = Kdc'dc®---dc" (1261)
and recall
Adetde? - -det = 12..pCC - de dc® - dc”
f W d 1 d 2 d f 1.2 d 1 d 2 d
= fizem- (1262)
It follows that
1
/flg...nclc2 cdvdetdc? - ddt = Tou(F) /j"u..ncllc'2 o dmdet d? - de
e
K
— 1 t(F /f12 ncll 2, C/ndcl d02 ceede™
e
K
= det(F) f12 n oy (1263)

and hence K = det(F).

B.25 The Hodge dual *¢ of the form ¢ is related related to the Grassman-
nian Fourier transformation of the conjugate f* of the associated holomorphic
Grassmann function f by:

/f exp(—c*"cy) H dey,, = )D(D+1)/2+p S(x¢) . (1264)
m=D...1 \/‘a
Proof:
D
/f* exp(—c™c, H dep,
m=D...1

D
= (71)1)(1771)/2 / fM1,M2,...,mpcmlcm2 e Cmp exp(fc*ncn) H dcm
=D...

m 1

— (_1)p(p71)/2+D7pfm1,m2 ..... mp

D
*77 *19 *TD—
/cmlcm2 © Cm, E cep, e, 0 C YCrp_, I | dem,

1<ri<rz<--<rp_,<D m=D...1
= (_1)p(p—1)/2+D—p+(D—p)(D—p—1)/2+(D—p)z) frmamaemp
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D
Ty kT €T _
Z T2 L P /lecmz " CmyuCriCry  Crp_y, H dem

1<ri1<r2<---<rp_p,<D m=D...1

=€my,ma,mp.r1,re, D

1
_ (_1)D(D+1)/2+p 'fmhmZ»---vaGmL

(D —p)!

_ (L otv/ze Logo
(-1) \@S( ¢) (1265)

*T1LeXT2 L o*TD—p
Mo, Mp,T1,r2, - rp—pC € c

B.26 (Fermionic inner product) The local inner product in terms of dif-
ferential forms coincides with that for Grassmann analytic functions in the fol-
lowing sense:

Pox (¢ A *y)
= /f*g exp(—c™cy) H dc*™dep,
msph
{ P Gy, 1D =g
0 ifp#q

(1266)

Proof: For differential forms this is stated in (1193). The following gives the
proof for the Grassmann inner product:

/f*g exp(—c*"e,) H dc*™de,,
n=1...D

m=D...1

* my m m *701 KN *M, *1 *1 * D
/fml,mg,...,mpc e e pg’ru,nz,...,nqc et e exp(—c Cn)dC -ede dCD"'dcl

_ —-1)/2 *M1,1M,..., M *n1 kNo e
= (=1)pr=b/ /f B2 O Cony + Cny Gz € E T

g (=" g c*llcllc*l2012~--c*lrclr H dc*™de,,
n=1 D

r 0<l<lp<-++<l.<D

m=D...1

— —1)/2 *Mmy,ma,...,m %N kMo *7
= (_1)p(p )/ /f PCmiCmy " ** Cmy, Inayng,...ngC € ceec e

Z(_l)r(_l)r(rJrl)/Z Z L, C*llc*l2 . C*lr H dC*nde
n=1...D

T 0<lhi <2 <<, <D
m=D...1

_ (*1)p(p71)/2f*m1’mz’m’mpgnl,ng,...,nq/Z(*I)T+T(T+l)/2+rq Z

0<hi<la<---<l<D
*M7 KT *ng xl1 xl *[ *n
CmiCmy " Cmy, CLCLy =+ * €l €2 e T P ™2 e e H dc™de,,, .
n=1...D

m=D...1

At this point it is obvious that the Berezin integral vanishes if p # ¢. Hence
assume p = ¢ in the following. Then the only contribution from the sum over r
is that for r =D — p:

— (71)17(17*1)/2+D*P+(D7P)(D7p+1)/2+(D7p)p f*ml’mz’m’mpgnl,nrz,...,np
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/ E Cm1€m2 e Cmp 011612

0<i1 <2< -<Ip-p<D

— (_1)D(D—1)/2 (p!)2 § f*ml,mg,. .
1<my< - <mp<D
1<nj<--<np<D

/ E lecm2 e Cmp 011612

0<li<l2<--<Ip_p<D
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N ClD—p C*nl C*”Z ..

<y,
sMp
gnl,ng,...,np

N ClD—p C*nlc*n2 ..

In the last line the implicit sum over the indices m;, n; has been made explicit
and ordered. This makes it obvious that the only contribution to the Berezin

integral comes from terms where m; = n;:

= 0 )

1<my<---<mp<D
1<ni<---<np<D

= ) )
1<my<-<mp<D

— plf*m1,m27-~,mpg
. mi,ma,...,Mp *

f*m17m27

*M1, M2, My mi §ma . §Mp
f ’ T gn17”2»-~7”p6 5n2 5np

ni

s Mp
gml,m27...,mp

L oFM C*llc*lg . C*ZD,p H dC*nde

n=1...D
m=D...1

Lo C*llc*l2 o C*lp,p H dc*"dcm

n=1...D
m=D...1
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C DMore on symmetries

Introduction. The results of §2.2.7 (p.90) can be used to systematically list
the Dirac operators that can be constructed by closing the generic N and
symmetries, as well as using symmetries of covariantly constant Killing-Yano
tensors. The main result is (C.4 (p.326)) that the introduction of a superpo-
tential by means of the Witten model (¢f. 2.2.2 (p.61)) breaks the symmetry
induced by * and thus reduces the number of independent Dirac operators that
can otherwise be constructed by one half.

C.1 (Number of supercharges on the exterior bundle) Let N be the
number operator on A(M) counting the degree of forms and let * be the Hodge
duality operator. Let

H:= (d+d)’

be the exterior Laplace operator with the generic supercharge

D:=d+df
D?=H. (1267)

According to §2.2.7 (p.90) every symmetry of H can be ‘closed’ to give a sym-
metry of D. Furthermore, H always has the symmetries N and x*:

{NH} -0
«H = 0. (1268)

(Instead of using the Hodge operator it is more convenient to look at the chirality
operators 74, which are related to * and N by (c¢f. definition B.15 (p.305), B.16

(p-307))
Ny = *(_1)1\7(1\7$1)/2iD(D11)/2+s ) (1269)

By closing these symmetries one finds the following four supercharges

DY = D=4%"V,
D@ = i[N,D| =51V,
3 N i = 1 — A= 1
D( ) = 5 [’y_(_l)D,D( )] = Z’y_(_l)DD( )
DWW .= %Z [’_}/(_1)D,D(2):| = ’_}/(_1)DD(2) , (1270)

which, because of the relations

{D. 71} 0
[D,7-(yr] =
52 8] = 4%, (1271)

indeed satisfy
{D@,D(j)} — 26VH.
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To find more than 4 square roots of the exterior Laplace operator the metric
must admit complex structures on the tangent bundle: Extended supersym-
metry on Riemannian manifolds goes along with K&hler, Hyperkéahler, and oc-
tonionic geometry, which, algebraically, is related to the existence of certain
Killing-Yano tensors and associated operators commuting with H. (See §2.2.7
(p-90) for details.) A covariantly constant Killing-Yano tensor J, squaring to
minus the identity (i.e. an almost complex structure)

J=(J")

J?=-1

dJ,, da"dx” =0 (1272)
induces an operator

J:= 7(]“”;)/#,3/1:

[J,H| =0 (1273)

which commutes with the exterior Laplace operator and gives, by ‘closing’ it,
rise to a ‘J—holomorphic’ Dirac operator

[J, D]

DN | =

1 . e
= [V
= JM3V,. (1274)

One such J indicates Kihler geometry. Three almost complex structures J®
which furthermore satisfy the quaternion algebra, make the geometry Hyper-
Kahler and give rise to three new Dirac operators

1 .
Do =5 [J“),D} .

Finally, seven complex structures, satisfying suitable conditions, give rise to
the highest possible symmetry, governed by the octonions. Since these are the
largest normed division algebra the sequence ends here, so that at most seven
additional Dirac operators are obtained this way (c¢f. [101]). However, from
every Dirac operator J(®) obtained by ‘closing’ a symmetry due to an almost
complex structure, one can again, just as in (1270), construct the four Dirac
operators

D((II()I) = D - Jﬂaﬁ/iﬁ/t
DY), = i[N.D] =31V,
i .
fo’(% = 3 {Vf(fl)DvD(l)] :”f(fl)DDL(;()w
—i [ _
fo?w = 7[7(—1)%]3(2)} :’V<—1>DD(J2<)1')- (1275)

C.2 (List of supercharges of A(M))
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1. Spin geometry: Consider a Dirac operator
1) _ (S
DD — “YHV,(L )

on the spin bundle and and any grading inducing involution ¢, {D,:} = 0.
The associated generalized Laplace operator

H-= <D<2>>2

is invariant under ¢
[t,H =0.

Closing this symmetry (as described in §2.2.7 (p.90)) yields the associated
dual Dirac operator

1

5[.D] = D, (1276)

which is easily seen to satisfy
{D“’),DU)} —209H,  i,je{1,2}.
2. Riemannian geometry, even dimension: The even graded generator
H=dd'+d'd

has two generic symmetries. It preserves fermion number (i.e. form de-
gree) and chirality:

{N, H} - 0
[j+,H] = 0. (1277)
From the standard Dirac operator
D=d+d'

one obtains three further Dirac operators by ‘D-closing’ the above sym-
metries (cf. §2.2.7 (p.90)):

D» = D
d+df

AU E

= 5"V,
D@ = |N,DV]
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= 5,D@. (1278)
These four operators satisfy the superalgebra
{D“), DU)} = 25" H. (1279)
Proof of the superalgebra relations: For i,j € {1,2} one has as usual
{D@),D(ﬂ} = 20" (dd! +d'd) = 209H, i,je{1,2}.
Furthermore, the following relations hold (for D = 2n):
{-p®} = o

{:)/-F’D@)} =0
+,.79-] = 0. (1280)

(This follows immediately from

[%ﬁi] =0
{3t 3enp} = 0
4z =0,
¢f. theorem B.17 (p.307)). Using (1280) the superalgebra can easily be

verified.

3. Riemannian geometry, odd dimension: In odd dimensions, D = 2n + 1,
the construction of the superalgebra is similar as in even dimensions, but
now there is a central charge in the algebra: Define D), D) as in (1278).
The analog of relations (1280) now reads:

(om0} =
{-p®} = 0
{(7+7-1 = 0. (1281)
Hence one defines
DY = d+df
D® = j(d-d)
D® = i’7+D(1)

DW = 5_.D® (1282)



C MORE ON SYMMETRIES 323

and finds the superalgebra:

{D@,D(j)} —  20H 4 227 (1283)
with central charge
Zi = 77
734 = —7+’7_D(1)D(2)
Z7 = 0, otherwise. (1284)

4. Kdhler geometry: (cf. [101] §3.4) The manifold (M, g) is Kahler iff there
exists a complex structure .J

J:TM — TM

o, —  JFY0,
on the tangent bundle T'"M such that

Jo= -1
onJuw) = 0. (1285)

In particular, this implies an even number of dimensions: D = 2n. By
construction, the operator

J o= gt (1286)
has eigenvalues +7 on holomorphic/antiholomorphic 1-forms and the maps

PE:TM — TM
1
v, 5((5”Mq:iJ“,,)v”8H (1287)

act as projectors on the respective eigenspaces. Hence the operators
7J+ JE\  At%ab
N = (P )ab e e
1/~
= 3 (N + iJ) (1288)

count the holomorphic (+) and antiholomorphic (—) degree of a form.
The (anti-)holomorphic exterior derivatives are then%

't = {NJi, d} (1290)
63The usual notation is
dJ+ = 9
at’t = &
a’- = 9
dt’~ 5 (1289)
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satisfying

d=d’t+d’"

{d’*,d} =0

{dJi, dJi} =0

{a’*,a’F} =0

{a’,at"T} =0

{d']i,dTJi} = (d+dh)’=H. (1291)
Diagonalizing the above polar superalgebra gives the usual four Dirac
operators

DL = g't 4+ dl“]+

D® = (dJ+ - dT‘”)

D® = a/~ +4dt’"

DW — (dJ* - df"’) (1292)

and their anticommutators:

{D(“,Dj} — 209H, i,je{1,2,3,4}. (1293)

This is the superalgebra associated with the symmetries N and N7* of
H. As in the Riemannian case, further supercharges are generated by
duality /chirality symmetry: One can construct holomorphic and antiholo-
morphic chirality operators 7/* with the property

(37%)" =0
(37*,477] =0, (1294)
so that
{77%,a" +sa”"} = 0, se{-1,+1)
[T 4 sdt) = 0, se{-1,41) (1295)

Closing this symmetry analogously to the Riemannian case again doubles
the number of supercharges (1292):

DO = @/t 4qat’t

D® — i(dJ+—dTJ+)
D® = 4/~ +df’"

DW — i(d*—d*“”)
D® = 5t (d”erT‘”)

DO — ST+ (dJ+ _ dTJ“‘)
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DO = iy’ (@ +al’)

D® — 57— (dJ— - dT‘]‘) . (1296)
From (1295) and (1296) the following superalgebra can be read off:

{D(i),D(j)} = 25UH 4+ 271 (1297)

where Z% are the following central charges:

716 — pOpP©)
= It (d.f+ _ dT‘”) (d-f+ n dT‘”)
Z2,5 — Z1,6
738 — DOD®
= 5 (a7 —a") (@’ +al”)
Z4T _ g38
Z7 = 0, otherwise (1298)

Example C.3 The simplest example for the Kahler case is the flat Euclidean
2-dimensional plane. One finds

d = éT181+éT232
at = —&'o, + &%,
47t = (é*liiéfz)) (91 F i0s)
dt’F = (&' Fie?) (0, £ idy) . (1299)

By introducing the holomorphic and antiholomorphic Clifford generators

1 1 2 1
Tt At 12
= —= (&' *ie )+7 & Fie
o \/i( 7 © i)
A% = i(éfliié”)——l (' Fie?) (1300)
V2 2
which satisfy
~Jsy o Jsh _
{’Ysl Vst } = 2515(51,5’1)5(52,5'2) (1301)

for s1,s9,s7,s5 € {+,—1}), the above exterior derivatives give rise to the fol-
1> 52 g
lowing four Dirac operators:

'ty at’t = 4750, F i1 0,
i (dJi _ deJi> = iy]Fo, £47%0,. (1302)
The holomorphic and antiholomorphic chirality operators are
,7J+ — ’?£+’Ayi+

3= = ATl (1303)
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According to (1296) one has:

_ J+ . .
7 (a7 1 d”) = 5o 0,
- (wea)
,Ji.(dji dT‘]i) — A% WES
ot — = Y0 £y 02
- z’(d‘]i—&—dTJi), (1304)

and no new supercharges are found in this case. This shows that in D = 2 the
algebra (1296), (1297), (1298) degenerates into two identical copies of the usual
four Kahler supercharges with all central charges proportional to H. This can
only happen in D = 2.

C.4 (Witten model breaks the duality symmetry) One way to find square
roots of configuration space Hamiltonians

Hbsosonic = g“yapau +U+--- (1305)

with given bosonic potentials U is by employing the Witten model (¢f. definition
2.2.2 (p.61)). But, as for instance observed in [25] (p. 802), the Witten model
breaks the duality symmetry that was discussed in observation C.1 (p.319), since
for nonvanishing superpotential the Witten Hamiltonian

Hy = (d + d’f)2 + (0, W) (0*W) + ’yg’i&g: (V. VW)

with
U= (0,W)"W)

(cf. theorem 2.62 (p.61)) is no longer invariant under *:

[ Hw] =[x (d+d)] 4 [ @) @ W]+ [£5,5,% (VY. W)
T/ -0
= 2%9,14,% (V. VW) . (1306)

One way to restore the full supersymmetry has been given in [112]. Another
way is to modify the Witten deformation: The original Witten model is defined
by the Dirac operator

Dy = e Wde +eVdle . (1307)
If one instead uses
D}, = e WNW'N 4 W Ngie-W'N (1308)

(with W/ = W/ (D* — D)) one finds another admissible extension of the original
bosonic Hamiltonian (?7)

2
Hyos0nic — (DQ/V’) :
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This is shown in detail in theorem ?? (p.??). But it can already easily be seen
by comparing the action of (DW/)Z on the full form sector (which is identified
with the bosonic sector):

e WN g 2N gi e_W/Nf |vol)

WP g2V (D=1 gt W'D £ |yol) (1309)

(Diy)* f vol)

with that of the Witten Hamiltonian

Dw)? flvol) = e Wde? dfe W f|vol)
e Wde2Wdle W flvol) . (1310)

Hidden symmetries of the ‘free’ Laplace operator, which does not feature a
superpotential, are determined by the metric tensor alone. The presence of a
superpotential puts further restrictions on would-be symmetries.

C.5 (Symmetries of the Witten model) A Killing-Yano tensor f,, gives
rise to a symmetry

1
J = if,m‘ﬁi (1311)
of the Witten model Laplacian (c¢f. definition 2.2.2 (p.61))

H = (d+dT)2+(8“W)(8,LW)+%W1(VHVVW), (1312)

ie.
[JH =0,

if and only if f satisfies
Juw V'V W =0. (1313)
(cf- 2.95 (p.93), 2.96 (p.94), and 2.98 (p.95)).

Proof:
Ly amav H| =0
2f/w'7—7—7

1 oy
~ |:2f;w’>/l7—v ’Yli T+ (VM’VV’W):l =0

& 294 £, (V'Y W) =0
& fu (VY W) =0. (1314)
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D Proofs and calculations

In this section some proofs and calculations are given which were omitted in the
main text to improve readability:

1. Proof of 2.28 (p.41):

Let (A,V,:) be a graded algebra A of linear operators on the graded
vector space V which contains a graded nilpotent operator q € A, {q,t} =
0, g2 = 0. Let q'7 be the adjoint of q with respect to some scalar product
onV.

Ts)2
The alternating trace regulated by e (ata'm)” g equal to the alternating
trace over Ker (¢) N Ker (¢'):

Tr(ef(‘ﬁqiﬁ)QLa) = Tr(ca) (1315)

Ker(q-‘,—qTﬁ) .
Proof:
First consider the following, purely formal argument:
Ignoring issues of convergence, the alternating trace sTr(a), on V over
any g-closed even graded operator a € A, [q,a], = 0, [a,t] = 0 reduces to
the alternating trace on the cohomology H.(q)

sTr(a), = sTr(aPuyq)), (1316)

L

where Py q) is the projector onto H.(q).

Proof of formal argument: By the Hodge decomposition, the trace runs
over the three disjoint subspaces Im(q), Im(qTﬁ), and Ker (Im(q))NKer (qTﬁ)
for some co-operator q'7. But for every eigenvector o) € Im(q') of a
there is, because a commutes with q, an eigenvector o) = q|a) € Im(q)
of the same eigenvalue but with opposite grade. It follows that the traces
over Im(q) and Im(qTﬁ) mutually cancel.O

To make use of this formal argument, the trace needs to be regulated, i.e.
the sum over the canceling subspaces needs to be damped in order to yield
an absolutely convergent series. There are several (generally inequivalent)
ways of regulating and they correspond to different co-operators qf7 in
the above proof, i.e. to choosing different representatives |a) € [|a)] in the
cohomology equivalence classes [|o)] € He(q):

The regulated supertrace

sTr(a) = sTr (e*{q’q“’} a) (1317)

Q7 .

reduces to the alternating trace over the kernel of {q, qTﬁ}:
S’I‘r(e_{%q*ﬁ} a) = Tr(L a>Kcr({q q )
= Tr(a), — Tr(a)_, (1318)

where Tr(-) . is the trace over the =1 eigensubspace of v in Ker ({q, g })
Proof: The operator {q, qTﬁ} has, since it is by construction a positive
operator, positive eigenvalues A — oo on Im(q) and Im(qTﬁ). Hence the
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15 . . . .
operator e~{29"} restricts to the identity on Ker ({q, g }) and vanishes

monotonically with ), thereby forcing the supertrace over Im(q)UIm(q')
to converge to zero by the above formal argument. O

Note: It is worth noting that (175), p. 41 tacitly assumes that the trace
over the cohomology itself is finite (¢f. [228]). This is a requirement on
q'i, i.e. on the scalar product <|>n with respect to which the adjoint is
taken.

2. Details for ?? (p.??): First consider the obstruction to invertability.
The (real) vielbein Lorentz 4-vector e?;, when contracted with o 4%,

yields the 2-component spinor (for fixed 7):

Oq (& i_ﬁ eli+i62i

Since e%; is real, the lower component, A = 2, of this spinor contains the
full information of e!; and e?;. But one cannot in general extract e’; and
e3; separately from the first component, A = 1 — except when one of them
vanishes identically. Hence assume that a Lorentz frame on spacetime is
chosen such that €?; = 0, Vi € {1,2, 3}, identically. This is called the time
gauge (cf. [204], [83] (2.9.2.28)). In this case

A
a1 { 0+ }

0

!
Re( 0,2 e?;

€; = ea,‘ = \/i , 1319
(e%) (.2 e, (1319)

’
O_all eai

According to (1319) the inversion of E(o)y in the time gauge reads:

Re E(o)y(m)(")/F(n)A:2i($) B'Y,_yi(z) d*x | +
>

+Im E(o)y(m)(")/F(n)A:Qi(x) B,y (x) dx | +
>

+E (o)1 (m) ™ / Fiy*=i(2) BY =5 (z) d*x

\al

= 4. (1320)
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E Ghost algebras

The following gives some technical details related to §2.3 (p.106).

Outline. Several possible realizations of the ghost algebra (462)-(477), p. 119

will be constructed in terms of Clifford elements (e.g. ’yg‘ )) of the graded su-
peralgebra, as described in §2.3.4 (p.134).
All of them will make use of the following definitions:

E.1 (Quantization of ﬁ(i)‘)) The only non-vanishing supercommutator of
the fermionic operators associated with the lagrange multiplier A\ are

R
& (1049} = 2. (1321)

It follows that the hermitian metric operator for the local inner product is:

E.2 (Local hermitian metric operator) By the above definition of ’?f)

(1321) the hermitian metric operator
. ~0 20 2(A) 2 (A
A0 = 42404M5) (1322)
which is a self-adjoint involution
~o)T N
AOT = /@
GO = 1, (1323)
gives a positive definite local inner product:

<'|'>1oc,ﬁ<0) = (10 Doc (1324)
= (a]a) 0. (1325)

v

loc,7(0)

E.3 (Global hermitian metric operator) In order to get a finite trace
over physical states the local hermitian metric operator (1322) needs to be
multiplied by a A-dependent factor, e.g.:

o= e (1326)
where X0 is the coordinate along the integral lines of e, i.e.

D,2°] = 42. (1327)
We now give two possible realizations of the ghost algebra:

E.4 (Ghost algebra based on involution : = 4, in odd dimensions
with no superpotential) In odd dimensions the exterior bundle can be de-
composed as follows

AP~ M), 5 (1+74)]0) & CIM), 5 (1-74)]0) |
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since [’yi, Y+, z] 0. Using the involution ¢ := 4, to decompose the Dirac oper-

ator

D = ﬁ/(iva
= Dis, + D5,
1

= L1 -A)D (47 (1 470)DE (1 -4,)

2 2 2 2

one sees that the operator D 5, , which can be used as a BRST operator accord-
ing to §2.3.4 (p.134), operates between two isomorphic copies of state spaces.
This circumstance explains why one naturally finds the usual BRST ghost al-
gebra in this setup, as will be shown in the following, by interpreting the image

of (1 —#,) as the ‘ghost sector’.

Realization of the ghost algebra: The operators Q, C, P, p are defined in
terms of the exterior algebra and it is shown that they satisfy the expected

relations:

e BRST operator:

Q = Dis
= 4% v a B—&-
e ghost creator:
C - ’7_ fl_i_
e ghost annihilator:
P = F_h_
e gauge generator
p = {QP}
(1337) _ 1
= _-D
v o+
=  7-9LV,
e ghost number operator:
Ng = h_

They satisfy the following relations:
1.

Proof:
Cp = y_hyAy_ (B,dm + B+dﬁ,)
- b (B_dﬁ+4%ﬁ+dﬁ_)
= h_dhy
Dp

(1328)

(1329)

(1330)

(1331)

(1332)

(1333)

(1334)
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O
{C,P} =
PVG7C} = C
[No,P| = P
Proof:
{¢,P} = 4-hyy h 45 h_
- flf + fl+
=1
[Ng,c] = h_4_hy—A4_hyh_
= y-hy
= C
{NG,P} = h_4y_h_—~_h_
—5_h_
—P
O
(¢,Dp} = 0
{P,.Dp} = p
C,p] = 0
[P.p] = 0
Proof:
{¢,Dg} = #5_h,h_dh, +h_dh, y_h,
= ’77 f1+ flfdfl+ + fl,dfl+ fl,’?,
= 0
{P,Dp} = 7. h_h.dh, +h dh; 5 h_
- ﬁ_(ﬁ_dﬁ+4%ﬁ+dﬁ_)
= p
C.p] = 7
- ﬁ_(ﬁ_dﬁ+4%ﬁ+dﬁ_)——(B_dﬁ+4—ﬁ+dﬁ_)ﬁ+
= 0
1337
P.p] “E7 [P {P.Dy)]
P2=0 0

332

(1335)

_hyy_ (B,dm + B+dﬁ,) —q_ (B,dm + B+dﬁ,) y_hy

(1340)
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O
4.
Ne = CP (1341)
Proof:
CcP y_hy y_h_
= h_ (1342)
a
5.
¢t = -
Pl = -P
Ni, = 1-Ng
Proof: by (1233) for odd s
i
1
- ¥ D
p (Wz +>
1
- —-D,7_
2 +7
1

6. Under the isomorphism 7_ the ghost algebra transforms as:

5.Cy. = P
Py = C
- Ngj- = 1-Ng

The fermionic operators associated with the Lagrange multiplier A can be
chosen as follows:

{é*D“,éD“} - 1 (1345)
5 _ _pl _ _ _D
C = 3725 (L+i347-77)
- _ _pl N
P o= 3425 (1= my-37) (1346)
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where 42 are the chirality operators associated with the single configuration
variable A:

’75 — il(l_l)/%lﬁf
D
= Z’}/_"_
,?9 = i1(1+1)/2+1§/9
= 4P
_DN2
(2)" = 1
_DyT _
(0F) = L. (1347)
This gives the relations:
¢ = ¢
Pt = P (1348)
{pc} = -1 (1349)
{P,P} 0
(ecy = o
{c,P} 0
c.cl = o
{P,P} =0
{p.c} =0 (1350)
[P.p] = 0O
[C.p] = 0. (1351)
From relation (1349) it follows that the anti-ghost number operator
Ng = CP
1 .
= 5 (1=i73-3%) (1352)
which satisfies
NL = -1-Ng, (1353)

has negative eigenvalues where the ordinary ghost operator has positive ones:

Ng [P=0) = 0

NgClP=0) = —C|P=0), (1354)
[No.c] = -
{1\7@775} - P. (1355)

The operator of total ghost number

Ng = Ng+Ng (1356)
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is anti-hermitian

N = —Ng (1357)

(by (1343) and (1353)). Ng gives a grading on A(M) different from that given
by the exterior number operator N. For example, C is odd with respect to the
Ng grading but has no definite grade with respect to the N- grading.

Under the usual HODGE scalar product the ghosts and anti-ghosts are au-
tomatically subject to the proper BEREZIN integration: Let |¢;) be a no-ghost,

D
no-anti-ghost state, e.g. constructed as follows from a no-ghost and no-&'" state

|vi):

Ploy == 0
V4 lv1) = —lo1)
V4 lv2) = |vg)

), = (1-Na)lvi)
= %(me_ﬁf) |vi) -

Then:

DN | =

($1]C ¢2) , <¢>1|’7’7_D (14 v7-77) ¢2>

D

_ _pl o
w325 (1+i747-75) Uj>
D

Il
— T~

_ D 1 . _D-
B <vz'|7—eT Uj>D —5 (il 727205)

=0

_%< il Pet” ]>D
— Sl - (1358)

\V]

Analogously for the reverse situation:

aP lv;) == 0

Y+ lv1) = fo1)

V4 lv2) = |v2)
|¢>z = NG [vi)

1,
= 5 (1=3473-97) [vi) -
Then:

($1|P ¢2), = <¢1lva; (1—747-77) ¢2>

D

51
= <vz|’y 5P~ (1*W+’Y 2 v >

D
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Il
N —
/\
s
§

o

ﬁé(ﬂoﬁ _ _é(T)O
ﬁé(T) Ho= a(h) (i #0)
AL = —T+=7L
A(=D)Vg = (=D¥
A
- ()
i b i h
Ach = —P
nPn = —C
"PH = C
ey = P
nNegn = 1-Ng
val
= Nt
ANgij = —-1-Ng
val
= Nt
inNgn = —Ng
Ni. (1360)

The coBRST operator is the 7j-adjoint of the BRST charge [145][104][246]:

Q" = 7Qj. (1361)
This yields the algebra
{QQ} =0
{Qn.Q} = o
{Q.Q""} = Aq. (1362)

Since <\>,7 is a proper scalar product (positive definite, non-degenerate), this
gives relations analogous to those of d and d in the Riemannian case:
AQ |Oz> =0
& Qla)y=0,QM|a)=0. (1363)
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E.5 (Ghost algebra based on involution ¢ = zﬁg in arbitrary dimen-
sions with time-independent superpotential and {d +df, ’y(j_ =0) Let

HW = 0
D = 4°V,+4% @W). (1364)

The ghost degrees of freedom (those which do not appear in the Dirac operator)

are
) 2(A) 20

Vs V=T V-
An admissible ghost representation is:*
.01 L
C = (—1)N73_§ (1+ wi)
o 1 .
P o= (D% (- i)
_ G o1 G
C = (-DYw323 (1+(-n¥aY)
_ " 1 "
P o= (—1)No3zl 3 (1 - (—1)NA(”) ; (1365)
with gauge generator and BRST operator given by:
p = (-1)74iD
Q = Cp + 7518(”
1 _
= D (1+%) +Pidy) - (1366)
Together with
Ng = CP
]. A0
= 3 (1-47)
Ng = CP
_ 1 K2 ()
= 5 (1=
Ng = Ng+Ng (1367)

this reproduces the entire ghost algebra:

64This has been found by the following reasoning: We need projectors on eigenspaces of two

N

of the ghost degrees of freedom, so choose i’y0+ and @_A as involutions (i.e. as (-1) to the power

of ghost number operator). These projectors must commute, but {i’y&,ﬁg)} =0 so add in

an involution that anti-commutes with one of them, e.g. (—1)%. Next, to construct creators
and annihilators, one needs two operators that mutually anticommute and anticommute with
one of the involutions, while commuting with the other. One of these operators, the one
appearing in the ghost, also needs to resemble the fermionic action of D. But the latterAacts
with the operators 4%, &fﬁo. Multiplying these all together gives ~ §,7+&3_ ~ (—1)N'3/3_.
Using this in the ghost creator, there remains only an appropriate operator for the anti-ghost
to be found (by trial and error).
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1. The only non-vanishing brackets between the ghosts and anti-ghosts are

P =1
{¢.P} = -1. (1368)
Proof: This follows from the relations
(s} = o
{EDF05%, (M) = o
((0%59)" = 1
((0¥53) = 1

and the fact that § (1 + iﬁi) and 3 (1 + (—1)]\7%9‘)) are mutually orthog-

onal projectors. O

2. Ghosts and anti-ghosts are (anti-) self-adjoint:

¢t = -
Pl = P
ct = ¢C
Pt = P. (1369)
Proof: Because of
(%) = oY
((n%)' = (p™
60" = 4%
(&@)T = 5 (1370)
and
{cv¥at) = o
(D¥AY) = o
{=n¥e 501 = o
(D% 45] = o
{3z} = o (1371)
one has

((1)%01(&“0))T = -5 (1) ()Y
+3 1Yy o W F 14 T+
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3. The total ghost number operator is anti-self-adjoint:

(%) = 1-%g
(%) = -1-%e
NY = —Ng. (1372)

Proof: By the definition (1367) and the relations (1368) and (1369). O

4. The gauge generator commutes with all ghosts and the BRST operator is
nilpotent and self-adjoint:

p,X] = 0 xef{c,PCP}
Q' = Q
Q> =0 (1373)

Proof: D has the following brackets with the operators that the ghosts
are constructed from in (1365):

{D.-1)"} = {D,3%} = {DAP} = o
{D,(—l)N*} = 0.
This, together with the brackets (1371) shows that
(cp)' = cp
(cp)* = 0
(Pid)' = Pioy,
(Pidy)” = 0
{Cp,'Pia(A)} = 0.
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F Further literature

This section discusses some related literature in more detail.

F.1 In [89] the o-model approach (“Hamiltonian route” in the terminology
of the discussion on p. 9) to supersymmetric quantum mechanics is applied
to cosmological models obtained from Einstein gravity coupled to a Yang-Mills
field. While the main result is the construction of appropriate superpotentials,
among other things, the paper also discusses adjointness relations of the mini-
superspace supercharges and the existence of solutions in intermediate fermion
sectors. These two issues concern questions discussed in this text. Since there is
a certain discrepancy in the respective discussions the following tries to address
the question how these arise:

o Self-adjointness of the supercharges. On page 1 of [89] it is pointed out,
that in [25] (where the o-model method is presented) it says that the
nilpotent supercharges @ and @ (cf. footnote 9 (p.14)) are not mutually
adjoint. The authors of [89] then write: “In this paper we use another
construction of the corresponding Hamiltonian, which [...] is Hermitian
self-adjoint for any type of signature of the metric in minisuperspace.”
This is curious, because a comparison of the supercharges presented on
page 5 of [89] with those given in [25] shows that both are in fact identi-
cal. This is to be expected, since both papers make (more or less explicitly)
use of the Witten model (¢f. 2.2.2 (p.61)) by introducing superpotentials
by means of the deformation Q@ = e~ Qe"'. Hence the conclusion on
page 5 of [89], that the supercharges “are mutually Hermitian adjoint with
respect to the measure \/| — g|d™q and therefore, the energy operator H
is self-adjoint for any signature of the metric g;;” must be true for [25],
too, as indeed it is, essentially by construction. The apparent contradic-
tion can be resolved by noting that one is dealing here with two types of
inner products which give rise to two different notions of adjointness: The
nilpotent supercharges of the Witten model are indeed self-adjoint with
respect to the usual Hodge inner product, (38), p. 21 (with respect to
the indefinite metric), alluded to in the quote above. But, for indefinite
metrics, the Hodge inner product on sections of the exterior bundle is
not positive definite and hence not a scalar product. This has important
consequences, most notably of them the fact that Hodge’s theorem (2.24
(p-40)) does not apply as it does in the case of positive definite metrics,
the context in which it is usually discussed. Aware of this problem, the
authors of [25] consider instead a modification of the usual Hodge inner
product, one in which the time-like components of differential forms do
not give rise to a negative sign. With respect to this modified inner prod-
uct the supercharges are in fact no longer mutually adjoint. This issue of
dealing with inner products in a theory with indefinite metric is considered
in detail in §2.3 (p.106).

e Intermediate solutions. Further below on page 5 of [89] it says that,
for vanishing superpotential, the nilpotent o-model supercharges act as
exterior derivative and coderivative, respectively, and that therefore re-
sults of deRahm cohomology theory apply, namely: “[..] the solution
of equation Qo|p) = 0 cannot be written as |p,) = Qo|op-1) only if
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the corresponding p-th cohomology group HP(M) of the manifold M(g;;)
is nontriwvial”, and (page 6): “Therefore the possible existence of [solu-
tions |p) to Q|p) = 0 = Q|p)] is directly related with the topology of
the considered manifold M(g;;), since all states except those in purely
bosonic and filled fermion sectors can be excluded even without solving
[@Qlp) = 0 = Q|p)], if the topology of the manifold M(g;;) is trivial.”
It must be noted here that Hodge’s theorem, which gives rise to deR-
ahm cohomology, applies to compact Riemannian manifolds only. In the
present context of supersymmetric quantum cosmology, the underlying
manifold (namely mini-superspace) is neither compact nor is it Rieman-
nian. Hodge’s theorem does not apply here as it does in the cases for which
it is formulated. This can be demonstrated by a simple counter-example
to the above quoted claim: Consider flat 2D Minkowski space M? with
metric g = diag(—1,1) and the usual topology of IR*. We have (in the
notation introduced in 2.2 (p.16)) d = &67°8y + 6" '8y, df = —&%9, — &'a,
(d + dT)2 = 00, = —000p + 0101. A state in the intermediate fermion
sector is immediately obtained via Graham’s method (c¢f. §2.2.7 (p.90))
by choosing a solution |p) of 90, |p), e.g. |p) = ei*(="+2") |0) and apply-
ing d to it: |p) = d|p) = ik (da® + dz) ek(@=2") Tt is readily checked
that d|p) = 0 = d' |p). Superposing such plane wave solutions so as to
form a normalizable wave packet gives perfectly admissible solutions in
the 1-fermion sector, even though the topology of M? is trivial.
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G Spinor representations

G.1 (Spinor conventions) The most widely followed convention concerning
two component Weyl spinor notation seems to be that every author has his own.
Apart from that, possibly the conventions used, for instance, in [36] are most
popular in the context of supergravity. But here we follow the notation used in
[80] for deriving canonically quantized supergravity in the vielbein formalism.
This is summarized in [83],§2.9, pp. 63:

1o)]> 2Tvali o | BTV
and their spinor indices are assumed to be upstairs

’
ru= (7).

Lorentz indices are raised and lowered with the Minkowski metric of signa-
ture +2:

The o-matrices are taken to be

S

__1 |10 _
=TVE o 1] T

Nab = (— +,+,+) , (1375)

as (currently) usual in gravitation theory. The 2-component spinor metric € is
defined by

(eB) = (eap) = (GA’B’) = (earp) = { _01 (1) ] . (1376)

Spinor indices are raised and lowered by means of these objects following the
“NW-SE” convention:

A = ABpy
pa = pSepa
A = AE
pa = P emar. (1377)
This implies in particular that, for instance,
Tasnr = 0a" 7 epacpa
= (ETUGG) AA
= —(€0a€)pur - (1378)
Barred o-matrices are always defined by
o= (0'0,—0'1,—0'2,—0'3) . (1379)

Their index structure is

Oq = (6aA'A) .
Note that also

T
a

UEA’A = - (EU E)A’A = (007 —01, =02, _UB)QA/A
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so that barred and unbarred o-matrices are related by
= _ T
OagA’A = 0garA - (1380)

The normalization factor % in (1374) is there so that no factor of 2 appears
in the following orthonormality relations:

O’aAA,O'bAA/ = —dup (1381)

0 otsp = —6p6% . (1382)

Lorentz vector indices and spinor indices are related by, for instance:
’ ’
AN = g AN e,

e = —o%gne (1383)

Because of (1381) and (1382) the respective derivatives are related by

o . a o
(SGAA/Z‘ N o Aaa 56“1'
4] )
5ea4 = 7O'aAA W . (1384)

G.2 (Weyl representations of Clifford algebra in higher dimensions)
In even dimensions, D = 2n, there is always a representation of the Clifford
algebra Cl(1, D — 1) with a diagonal Clifford pseudoscalar and 4° block anti-
diagonal. More precisely, there is a representation such that:

1ign—1 Oggn-1 .
I = (i)nl{ R S ](i)”105® o°
0(21171) —1(21L71) r@

N O(Qn—l) 1(27171) 1 0
;0 = [1(2n1) o s | = ® X)o’. (1385)

n—1

Here o is the usual representation of the Pauli algebra:

1 0 0 1 0 — 1 0
0 _ 1 2 3
0—[01}70—{10},0—[2. 0],0—[0 1](1386)

and matrices are understood to be obtained from tensor products of the Pauli
algebra by inserting right factors into left factors.

Proof: One possibility to construct such a representation is by the following
recursive definition:

1. For D = 2 choose

=0l 4li=i0? . (1387)

I = 3%'=—-63. (1388)
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2. Let 4’ be the representation obtained for D’ = 2n/. Then for D = 2n/ +2

choose
,_Ayo — ;?/O ® 0_0
40 = 4'eol, 0<i<D
sD-2 . §® o2
,?D—l = /)\/ ® 0,3
with

':y:=i<72®®00.

n’—1
The corresponding pseudoscalar is represented by

I= = —il'®d.

(1389)

(1390)

(1391)

For D = 4 this reproduces the usual 4-dimensional Weyl representation of the

Dirac algebra:

with

For D = 6 one finds:

o

0’1®UO®0'0

’/}\/ pr—

,?1 - ileol®ol
,?2 — ir?®o®ot
&3 T
’AY4 = 2@ ® o2
’AY5 - il ®od

and
I = *9c°®0°.

(1393)

(1394)

(1395)
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