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Abstract

We investigate refined algebraic quantisation with group averaging in a con-
strained Hamiltonian system whose gauge group is the connected component of
the lower triangular subgroup of SL(2,R). The unreduced phase space is T*RP*4
with p > 1 and ¢ > 1, and the system has a distinguished classical o(p, ¢) observ-
able algebra. Group averaging with the geometric average of the right and left
invariant measures, invariant under the group inverse, yields a Hilbert space that
carries a maximally degenerate principal unitary series representation of O(p, q).
The representation is nontrivial iff (p,q) # (1,1), which is also the condition for
the classical reduced phase space to contain a symplectic manifold. We present a
detailed comparison to an algebraic quantisation that imposes the constraints in
the sense H,¥ = 0 and requires self-adjointness of the o(p, ¢) observables. Under
certain technical assumptions that parallel those of the group averaging theory,
this algebraic quantisation gives no quantum theory when (p,q) = (1,2) or (2,1),
or when p>2,g>2and p+¢g=1 (mod 2).
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1 Introduction

In quantisation of constrained systems, an elegant idea for constructing the physical
Hilbert space is to average states in an auxiliary Hilbert space H,.. over a suitable
action of the gauge group [1l, 2, B, 4, B, 16, [, 8, @, M0, 11, 12, 3], T4]. For a noncompact
gauge group the averaging need not converge on all of H,., but when the averaging
is formulated within refined algebraic quantisation [, 8 [T2], convergence on a suitable
linear subspace will suffice, and such convergence has been found to occur in concrete
examples [9, [0, M4]. Results on the equivalence of refined algebraic quantisation with
other methods [I3), 5] further show that group averaging provides considerable control
over the quantisation.

In this paper we study group averaging in a system with a nonunimodular gauge
group. The interest of this situation arises from the rather different senses in which group
averaging satisfies the Dirac constraints for unimodular and nonunimodular groups [§].
To guarantee that the would-be inner product provided by group averaging is real, the
averaging measure needs to be invariant under the group inverse. For a unimodular
group, the left and right invariant Haar measure has this property. For a nonunimod-
ular group, the left and right invariant Haar measures do not coincide, and neither is
invariant under the group inverse, but their geometric average dyg is. Suppose f[a are
the constraint operators that generate the unitary gauge group action on the auxiliary
Hilbert space, with the commutators

[ﬁa s ﬁb] = 2.C’Cabll—j[c s (1.1)

where C;, are the structure constants of the Lie algebra. It was shown in [8] that group
averaging with dyg gives physical states W that satisfy

HU = —%C’bab\If , (1.2)

which agrees with the naive Dirac quantum constraints, H,¥U = 0, if and only if the
group is unimodular. The term on the right-hand side of (L) leads to no known
inconsistencies: For systems amenable to geometric quantisation in both reduced and
unreduced phase space, ([L2) is in fact the form of Dirac constraints equivalent to reduced
phase space quantisation [16, [T7, [18].! Related observations for first class constrained

1A comment on the notation is in order. In [§], the physical states (¢| live in the dual of the test
space and satisfy (¢|U(g) = <¢|[A(g)]1/2, where U(g) is a unitary representation of the gauge group
generated by the constraints and acts on the bra vector (¢| in the dual sense from the right: see the
discussion after equation (2.6) in [8]. To compare with a picture in which U(g) acts on a ket vector
|¢) from the left, we map (4| to |¢) by the antilinear isomorphism obtained by complex conjugating
the group averaging sesquilinear form. As U(g) is unitary in the auxiliary Hilbert space, this map
sends the right action of U(g) to the left action of U(g~1), which implies U(g~1)|¢) = [A(g)]1/2|¢), or
Ul(g)l¢p) = [A(g)]_1/2|¢). Equation (4.2) in [8] is therefore to be understood in this sense. Consequently,
equation (B6) in [§] is to be understood as (J,)|¢) = —(i/2)tr(ad,)|¢), which agrees with equation
(6.4) in [I8] and with our (IC2A). We thank Nico Giulini and Don Marolf for correspondence on this
point.



systems with one constraint quadratic in the momenta and several constraints linear in
the momenta were made in [19].

We shall consider a system obtained by replacing a unimodular gauge group G, by
its nonunimodular subgroup G. The effect of this replacement on the constraints (2
is not just that some of the constraint equations are dropped: In the constraints that
remain, new terms appear on the right-hand side. An observable algebra that commutes
strongly with the old constraints is still represented on the solution space to the new
constraints, but the new representation need not be isomorphic to the old representation.
In group averaging, where no observables need be explicitly constructed, these changes
are encoded in the integration measures on G, and G. The integrals over G, and G
may also have differing convergence properties, and it may hence be necessary to choose
the test spaces differently even when H,. is unchanged and the representation of G
is obtained from that of G, by restriction. Our system will indeed exemplify all these
phenomena.

Our unimodular gauge system [I4] has gauge group G, ~ SL(2, R), unreduced phase
space T*RP? ~ R2P+9) with p > 1 and ¢ > 1 and a distinguished classical o(p, q)
observable algebra. The reduced phase space contains a symplectic manifold if and only
if p > 2 and ¢ > 2: This manifold has dimension 2(p + g — 3) and is separated by
the o(p,q) observables. The system was quantised with group averaging in [I0, [T4],
recovering a quantum theory with a nontrivial representation of the quantum o(p,q)
observables when p > 2, ¢ > 2 and p+ ¢ = 0 (mod 2). The quadratic o(p,q) Casimir
was found to take the value —i(p+q)(p+q —4). Quantisations of this system for special
values of p and ¢ by a variety of other methods can be found in [I0, 14, 20, 2], 22, 23,
o4, D5, 26, 27, PR, 29, B0, 1.

Our nonunimodular gauge group G C G, is the connected component of the lower
triangular subgroup of SL(2,R). G is two-dimensional and nonabelian, and hence iso-
morphic to every two-dimensional connected nonabelian group. The reduced phase
space contains a symplectic manifold if and only if (p, ¢) # (1,1): This manifold is sym-
plectomorphic to T*(SP~1 x S971), and it is separated by the o(p, q) observables up to a
set of measure zero. Quantisation with group averaging gives a quantum theory with a
nontrivial representation of the quantum o(p, ¢) observables for all (p,q) # (1,1). This
representation is the end-point of the maximally degenerate principal unitary series [32],
and the quadratic Casimir takes the value —i(p +q— 2)2.

For comparison, we quantise the system also with the constraints H,U = 0, adopting
the algebraic quantisation framework of [33], 4] and requiring the o(p, ¢) observables to
become self-adjoint operators. For (p,q) = (1,3), (3,1) and (2,2), the group averaging
theory and the algebraic quantisation theory are qualitatively fairly similar, with minor
differences in the spectra of certain operators. Our algebraic quantisation results for
general (p, ) remain incomplete, but we show that under certain technical assumptions
that parallel those of the group averaging theory, the algebraic quantisation gives no
quantum theory for (p,q) = (1,2) and (2,1), or forp > 2, ¢>2and p+¢g =1 (mod 2).

The rest of the paper is as follows. Section ] introduces and analyses the classical



system. SectionsBland Bl discuss algebraic quantisation, with respectively the constraints
() and H,¥ = 0. Refined algebraic quantisation with group averaging is carried out
in section H for (p,q) # (1,1) and in section @ for p = ¢ = 1. Section [ presents a
summary and concluding remarks.

Appendix [Al collects some basic properties of the group G. The separation properties
of the o(p, q) observables on the reduced phase space are proved in appendix [Bl Certain
technical results for refined algebraic quantisation are proved in appendix

2 Classical system

In this section we introduce a classical constrained system with the unreduced phase
space T*RP*4 where p > 1 and g > 1. The system is obtained from the SL(2, R) system
of [I4] by dropping the constraint H; therein and relabelling one of the canonical pairs by
(v,7) = (—wo,w). The gauge transformations and the o(p, ¢) observables are therefore
obtained directly from [I4]. We shall however see that the structure of the reduced
phase space differs markedly from that in [I4].

2.1 The system
The system is defined by the action

S:/dt(p-u+w-w—MH—)\D) : (2.1)

where u and p are real vectors of dimension p > 1, w and o are real vectors of dimen-
sion ¢ > 1, and the overdot denotes differentiation with respect to t. The symplectic
structure is

p q
i=1 j=1

and the phase space is ' := T*RPt? ~ R2P+9) M and )\ are Lagrange multipliers

associated with the constraints

H = {(w’ - ,
D = u-ptw -w . (2.3)

The Poisson algebra of the constraints is
{H,D} = 2H , (2.4)

and the system is a first class constrained system [35), B6]. The finite gauge transforma-
tions on I' generated by the constraints are

()=o) (2)- (0 8)e(0 B)(2) e

where g € SL(2,R) is a lower diagonal matrix with positive diagonal elements. Relevant
properties of the gauge group G and its Lie algebra are collected in appendix [Al
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2.2 Classical observables

Recall that an observable is a function on I' whose Poisson brackets with the first class
constraints vanish when the first class constraints hold [36]. As discussed in [T4], the
system has the observables

A = wipy — ugp; 1<:<p, 1<j<p;
B = wyw; —wjw; , 1<i<yq, 1<5<q; (2.6)
Cij = —u,wj—piw;, 1<:<p, 1<j5<q,

whose Poisson brackets close as the o(p, ¢) Lie algebra, {4;;} and {B;;} spanning re-
spectively the o(p) and o(q) Lie subalgebras. We denote the algebra generated by the
observables ([Z8) by Ac.ss. The finite transformations that A.ss generates on I' are

(2)n(z). (2)euwr(z). e

where R is an O(p, ¢) matrix, in the connected component O.(p, q).
The quadratic Casimir element in A is [B7]

C:=> (Ay)® +>_(By)® =) (Cy)* . (2.8)

1<j 1<j 1,J

When the constraints hold, C vanishes [T4].

2.3 Reduced phase space

Let T be the subset of I' where the constraints hold. The reduced phase space, denoted
by M, is the quotient of T under the gauge action (). We now discuss the structure
of M.

Note first that as the Hamiltonian is a linear combination of the constraints, there
is no dynamics on M, and M can be identified with the space of classical solutions. As
the functions in A, are gauge invariant, they project to functions on M.

T is clearly connected. Hence also M is connected.

Let Ty = {q,}, where q is the origin of I', u = p = 0 = w = w. Let [, contain
all other points on ' at which u = 0. Finally, let T, contain the points on T' at which
uw # 0. We refer to e, and [y, as respectively the “exceptional” and “regular” parts
of T. As Ty, ey and freg are preserved by the gauge transformations, they project onto
disjoint subsets of M. We denote these sets respectively by My, M and M., and
analyse each in turn.

2.3.1 M,

M contains only one point, the projection of q,. All observables in A.,ss vanish on M.



2.3.2 M

Each point in T is gauge-equivalent to a unique point that satisfies
u=0=w , pP+w’=1 . (2.9)

My has thus topology SPT¢~1. By ([Z32), the projection of Q vanishes on M,,. All
observables in A, vanish on M.

2.3.3 M,
Each point in freg is gauge-equivalent to a unique point that satisfies

WwW=w=1, up=w-w=0 . (2.10)
M, can therefore be represented as the set (ZI0), which is the cotangent bundle over
SP=1t x S with (u,w) forming the base space and (p, @) the fibres. By (232), the
symplectic structure on M, induced from I' is precisely the symplectic structure of
this cotangent bundle description. M, is connected when p > 1 and ¢ > 1, and it has
two connected components when exactly one of p and ¢ equals 1. When p = ¢ = 1,
M, e, contains just four points.

Aclass does not separate all of M,e,. However, we show in appendix [Bl that when
p>1and g > 1, Agass separates the subset of Mg in which 0 # p? # w? # 0, in the
gauge (ZI0), up to the twofold degeneracy

(u,w,p, @) = (—u, —w, —p, —w) . (2.11)

We also show that when p = 1 and g > 1 (respectively p > 1 and ¢ = 1), Aass Separates
the subset of M, in which @? # 0 (p? # 0), again up to the degeneracy (ZI1]). When
p = q =1, all observables in Ag,ss vanish on M.

3 Algebraic quantisation with the constraints (I.2)

In this section we quantise the system by the algebraic techniques of [33, B4], imposing
the constraints in the form ([L2) and requiring the classical o(p, ¢) observables to become
self-adjoint operators. Subsection Bl shows that this procedure leads to a quantum
theory for arbitrary (p,q): It will be seen in sections B and B that these quantum
theories are isomorphic to those emerging from refined algebraic quantisation with group
averaging. The remaining subsections analyse in detail the representations of the o(p, q)
observables for p + q¢ < 4.



3.1 General (p,q)

Treating w and w as the ‘configuration’ variables, we represent the elementary operators
as

al =ul, pU=—iV, T,
WU =wl, wU=—iV,T, (3.1)

where the class of ‘functions’ ¥(w,w) will be specified shortly. For the quantum con-
straint operators, we take

~

H = (w-v?) | (3.2a)

D = —i(u-Vu—l—w-Vw—l—]%) , (3.2b)

so that the commutator algebra reads
[H,D] = 2iH . (3.3)

The choice of the additive constant in (B.2D) is inherited from the SL(2,R) constraint
algebra in [I4] and will lead to a transparent comparison with refined algebraic quanti-
sation in sections [l and @
The quantum constraints ([C2) read
HU =0 , (3.4a)

A

(D—)T =0 . (3.4D)

As the only continuous solution to [BZal) is ¥ = 0, we seek solutions in the distribu-
tional sense. Equation ([B.4H) is equivalent to the homogeneity condition ¥(ru,rw) =
r=(PHat2)/20 (4, w) for v > 0. The set (B4) is thus satisfied by

U(u, w) = 6(u® — w?) f(u,w) , (3.5a)

where u := vVu? and w := Vw2, ¢ is the Dirac delta-distribution, and f(w,w) is smooth
for (u,w) # (0,0) and homogeneous of degree —(p + ¢ — 2)/2,

flru, rw) = r~ @22 f(y w) forr >0 . (3.5b)

We denote the vector space of the solutions ([B) by Vonys-
We define the quantum counterparts of the classical observables (Z0) as

flij : —1 (ui(?u]. — ujaui) , 1<i1<p, 1<5<p;
Cij = 1 (U0, +w;0y,) 1<i<p, 1<j<gq,

These operators commute with the quantum constraints ([B2) and are thus quantum
observables, and their commutator algebra closes as (i times) the o(p,q) Lie algebra.
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As in [T4], we define the full star-algebra Aé*h)ys as the algebra generated by (B), the
antilinear star-relation being defined so that it leaves the observables (B8) invariant.

The quantum quadratic Casimir observable is [B7]

C:=> (Ay)” +>_(By)® =) (Cy)* . (3.7)

1<j 1<j ,J

On states satisfying (B2), C takes the value —ilp+q-— 2)? [14].
By (Z8) and (), the observables (BH) generate on Vs the representation 7' of

Oc(p, g) given by
[T(R)V](u, w) = V(R (u,w)) , (3.8)

where R € Oc(p,q) acts on the configuration space as in (). Writing ¥ = §f as
in (B3), and noting that u? — w? is invariant under O.(p, q), we find

[T(R)S f](u, w) = 0(u* — w?) f(R ' (u,w)) . (3.9)

T is thus isomorphic to the representation of O.(p,q) on homogeneous functions of
degree —(p + g — 2)/2 on the light cone of R”?. This representation was investigated
n [32], Section 9.2.9, and shown to be unitary with respect to the inner product

(0, 0,) = / L dudw ) foww) | (3.10)

where the overline denotes complex conjugation and the integration is over the product
of the unit spheres in u and w, u? = w? = 1. Completion of Vs in the inner product
(BI0) therefore gives a physical Hilbert space on which 7' is a unitary representation
of O.(p,q) and the infinitesimal generators (B) of 7" are densely-defined self-adjoint
operators.

For any p and ¢, T is reduces into subrepresentations 7¢ on functions of parity
e € {0,1}, f(—u,—w) = (—=1)°f(u,w). In the terminology of [32], T° is the end-
point of the maximally degenerate principal unitary series of representations of O.(p, q),
denoted by T,Sﬁ*q‘””’f. TZSZ,”*q‘W?‘ is nontrivial iff (p, q) # (1,1). T,§§+q_2)/2’6 is known
to be irreducible when p and ¢ are of opposite parity, and also when p and ¢ are both
even and (p+¢)/2+€=0 (mod 2).

In the following subsections we decompose T into irreducible representations for
p+ g < 4. By interchange of p and ¢, it suffices to consider p > gq.

3.2 (pg) = (L1
When (p,q) = (1,1), Vphys has dimension four, corresponding to the four branches of

the 141 light cone. The representation of Al(;l)ys on Vphys 1s trivial and does not restrict
the choice of an inner product on Vppys.



3.3 (pg)=(21)
When (p,q) = (2,1), we consider the subspaces V* := span{¢,} C Vppys, wWhere k €

{17 _1}7
Y = (—ik)" 0 (u® — wh)O(kw )u~ 2™ (3.11)

m € Z, 0 is the Heaviside function, and we have written u; + iuy = ue. Writing
Cy = Cy £1iCy, the set {Ajz, Cy, C_} forms a standard raising and lowering operator
basis for 0(2,1) [38, B9, and we find

Al2¢fn = miﬂ; y (312&)
Cutfy = (mE D) - (3.12D)

*)
phys?

Cy1 to be self-adjoint fixes {1} for each & to be an orthonormal set up to an overall
scale [38]. Note that this agrees with the inner product (BI). The Hilbert space is
obtained by Cauchy completion. In the terminology of [38], the representation of O.(2, 1)
on the Hilbert space is the principal series irreducible unitary representation CY 4

Each V" hence carries an irreducible representation of A and requiring A9, C1; and

The representations on V! and V! are isomorphic. The representations 7. 2%716 arise
by starting from the parity € subspaces span{y} + (=1)% 1} c V'@ V=1

The quantum theories appear reasonable in view of the properties of the reduced
phase space. In particular, both the classical observable A5 and the spectrum of the
quantum observable 12112 are unbounded above and below.

34 (p,q)=(2,2)
When (p, q) = (2,2), we write [10]

7o = %(12112 + 77312) )

ﬁ? = %(Cn - 77022) )

7 = 5(Cu+nCh) | (3.13)
where n € {1, —1} and

=7 i) . (3.14)

The commutators of the 7s are

(70, 71 = +0m 71 | (3.15a)

(77, #7] = —20m 7 (3.15b)

which shows that the 7s provide standard sl(2, R) raising and lowering operator bases in
the decomposition 0(2,2) ~ sl(2, R) & s[(2,R). In the polar coordinates u; + iuy = ue',



wy + twy = we', we find

7 = —31(0a+n0s) (3.16a)

7 = Liet et Ly [0, £ n(i/w)ds] + w0, £ (i/u)da]} (3.16Db)

Let V C V,pys be the subspace spanned by the vectors §(u? —w?)ute!m+8)  where

m and n are integers. We label these vectors by p = 1(m + n) and v := 3(m — n),
defining

Yy = (=)o (u? — w2)u_lei[(“+”)o‘+(“_”)ﬁ] , (3.17)

where 1 and v are either both integers or both half-integers. A direct computation gives

o Y = W

S = (BE3)Vur1w

o Yw = Vi

Tiw = (V + %)zbu,,,ﬂ , (3.18)

which shows that V carries a representation of A%
We decompose V as V=V ® P, ., V.., where

€1€2
Ve = span{ty, | pveZ} |
Voo, = span{zpw, | p,v € Z+ %; sgn(p) = €1; sgn(v) = 62} , (3.19)

and ¢; € {1,—1}. Equations (BI8) show that each of the five spaces in ([BIJ) carries a

representation of Aé*h)ys. These representations are irreducible: Given a nonzero vector
in one of the spaces, acting on this vector repeatedly with 77 and taking suitable lin-
ear combinations generates some t,,,, and repeatedly acting on this 1),,,, by 71 and
taking linear combinations generates all of the space. Note that the difference between
integer and half-integer indices in (BI9) arises because in the latter case the numerical
coefficients in the raising and lowering operator action in (BI8) may vanish.

On each of the five spaces in (BI9), the sl(2,R) analysis of [3§ in each index shows

that the adjoint relations
RN NN A\t An\T
' =) @)= (3.20)
determine uniquely an inner product in which {¢,,} is an orthonormal set up to an
overall scale. This agrees with the inner product (BI0). The Hilbert spaces H® and
H? ., are obtained by Cauchy completion. In the terminology of [38], the representations
of 0c(2,2) =~ (SL(2,R) x SL(2,R))/Zy are respectively C?,, x C},, and Df)y x D75y,
The first of these is T: 2120 and the other four constitute T212l
The quantum theory on H¢ appears reasonable in view of the properties of the
reduced phase space. In particular, the classical observables Ajo £ Bis and the spectra
of Az & By are all unbounded above and below. By contrast, on each H¢ ., the spectra
of Ay £ Bjy have a definite sign. This classically unexpected property may be related
to the failure of A, to separate the subsets of M,e, where one of A5 & B;, vanishes.
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3.5 (p.q)=(3,1)

When (p,q) = (3,1), the value of the quadratic Casimir operator (B) in the rep-
resentations T31 is —1, and a direct computation shows that the Casimir operator

A19Cs1 + AgsChy + Az Coy has value zero. Tt follows that the representations T3 | are each
isomorphic to the principal series unitary irreducible representation &g of O.(3, 1) [40.

4 Algebraic quantisation with H,¥ =0

In this section we discuss how the algebraic quantisation of section Bl is modified when
the constraints ([C2) are replaced by H,¥ = 0. We give a complete analysis for p+¢q < 4
and partial results for other values of p and gq.

4.1 General (p,q)

The quantum constraints (B.4]) are replaced by

HU =0 | (4.1a)
DU =0 . (4.1b)

Proceeding as in subsection Bl the exponent of 7 in (B.5D) is replaced by —(p+¢—4)/2,
and the value of the quadratic Casimir [B) is —5(p + ¢)(p + ¢ — 4) [14].

The representation of O.(p, ¢) generated by the quantum observables is now isomor-
phic to the representation on homogeneous functions of degree —(p + g — 4)/2 on the
light cone of RP?. The outstanding question is whether this representation or some
subrepresentation thereof is unitary in some inner product.

We analyse different ranges of (p, ¢) in the following subsections. By interchange of
p and ¢, it suffices to consider p > gq.

4.2 (p,q) = (1,1)

When (p,q) = (1, 1), the discussion follows subsection B2 The representation of A%
is trivial.

phys

4.3 (pg)=(21)

When (p, q) = (2,1), the factor v~*/2 in (BI1) is replaced by u'/?, and the numerical
factor on the right-hand side of (BI20) is replaced by (m F 1). The representations of
Al()h)ys on the counterparts of V* are irreducible, but there is no inner product in which
Alg, (1, and Cy would be self-adjoint [38]. No quantum theory is recovered.
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4.4 (p,q) =(22)
When (p,q) = (2,2), BID) is replaced by
Py o= (=) (u? — w?) elltlatu=vs (4.2)

where y1 and v are again either both integers or both half-integers. We write Y =
span{@bw}. A direct computation gives

TS_ 1;#1/ = /“Z;w ’

TIQZ;,LV = U¢uil,u )
To_w;w = Vw,uz/ )
T£¢uv = un,zd:l . (4.3)
Hence V carries a representation of Aphys
We decompose V as V =V° & @, ., Ve .,, where
Ve = span{&w, | p,v €2+ %}
Ve, = span{ty, | p v € Z; sgn(p) = ¢ sgn(v) = &2} (4.4)

and ¢; € {1,0,—1}. Equations E3) show that each of the ten spaces in () carries

a representation of .A phys’ given by ([3) except that whenever a raising (respectively
lowering) operator raises (lowers) the index —1 (41) to zero, the vector on the right-
hand side is replaced by the zero vector. It can be verified as in subsection B4l that
these representations are irreducible. The s[(2,R) analysis of B8] in each index then
shows that there is no inner product on V° compatible with the adjoint relations B20),
whereas on each f/fle , these relations determine an inner product that is unique up to

an overall scale. For ¢; # 0 # €5, this inner product reads (1;“ e @w) |0, 1
while the formulas for €¢; # 0 = €5 and ¢ = 0 # €, are respectively (%/o, ¢u0) \u|5w

and (%u ,%u) = |v|d,,,. On the one-dimensional space Voo the representation of .Aphys

is trivial, and we have (¢00, ¢00) =1.

The Hilbert spaces 7—[§ ., are obtained by Cauchy completion. In the terminology

of [38], the representation of O.(2,2) ~ (SL(2,R) x SL(2,R))/Z> on 7-[6162 is D{' x D{?

for € # 0 # €, and for ¢; = 0, D}' is replaced by the trivial representation.
The quantum theories on Hf . with ¢ # 0 # e are qualitatively similar to the

theories on 7—[?162 obtained in subsection B4l with the roles of integer and half-integer

eigenvalues of 7( interchanged. The remaining five theories are degenerate in that at
least one 7 annihilates the whole space. Note that in contrast to subsection B4l we

obtained no theory in which the representation of A% would be irreducible and the

phys
spectra of A12 + 312 would be unbounded both above and below.
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A121;lm = m¢lm
(Ags £ids1) i = V(I E£m+ 1)1 F m) Ppme

.~ B o fl+m+1)(l—-m+1) -~
Ca1ym = —Zl\/ (2Z+1)(2l—|—3) ¢l+1,m

. (l+m)(l—m) -~
‘”a+”vam+n@p_nm*m

(l£m+D)(IEm+2) -
(20 + 1)(21 + 3) Vi1, mt1

: (Fm)(IFm-1) -
+i(l+1) \/ @+ )2 — 1) Yi—1,ma1

@mﬂ@mhbziﬂJ

Table 1: The action of A% on V for (p,q) = (3,1).

phys

4.5 (p,q) = (3,1)

When (p,q) = (3,1), the branches w; > 0 and w; < 0 of the light cone decouple and
give isomorphic quantum theories. We consider the branch w; > 0.
We set V := span{¢,, }, where

Vi = 6(u? — w?)0(w1) Vi, (4.5)

and Yj,, are the usual spherical harmonics on unit S? in w [1]. The action of the oper-

ators (B.0) on V can be computed from standard properties of the spherical harmonics
)

[AT, B2] and is displayed in Table[l This shows that V carries a representation of Ays:

We decompose V as V =V, @ 1~/+, where

170 = Spaﬂ{izoo} )
V, = span{zzlm\l>0} : (4.6)

Table [[ shows that Af;l)ys is represented trivially on Vy, while 1~/+ carries a representation
that is as in the Table except that any term on the right-hand side with the first index
taking the value zero is replaced by the zero vector. Comparison with the infinitesimal
representations of O (3, 1) ([40], section 8.3) shows that the representation on V. is iso-
morphic to the principal series irreducible representation &, , which is unitary precisely
when the inner product is

(&l’m’u &lm) - l(l + 1) 5ll’6mm’ ; (47)

up to an overall multiple. The Casimir operator Algégl + AQgé]_l + Aglégl takes value
Z€ro.
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4.6 2<q<p, (p,q #(2,2)
When 2 < ¢ <pand (p,q) # (2,2) we set V= span{@zljkukw}, where

Uik = 0(u? — w?)u~Pra=9/2y), (9( ) (9(“’) , (4.8)

where [ and j are non-negative integers and Yy, (respectively Yjj, ) are the spherical
harmonics on unit SP~' in w (S in w) [32, BI]. The notation for the spherical
harmonics follows [T4]. The construction of the spherical harmonics implies that V

. . (*)
carries a representation of Aphys

We seek a linear subspace V, C V with the following properties:

1. Vo= span{¢ljkukw | (1,§) € I}, where I is some nonempty index set.

2.V, carries a representation of Aphys

3. The generators ([B.4) of Aph . are self-adjoint in an inner product of the form

(izz'j'k;k;uﬂﬂljkukw) = Ky 010510k Ok, (4.9)
where the positive numbers Kj; depend only on [ and j.

By the properties of the spherical harmonics, the rotation generators /12-]- and Eij in
([B3) leave V, invariant and are self-adjoint in the inner product ([EX). What remains is
to examine the boost generators C’Z]

Let Yy (respectively Yjy) denote the zonal spherical harmonics, which can be ex-
pressed in terms of Gegenbauer polynomials of argument u,/u (w,/w) [E]. The recur-
sion relations of the Gegenbauer polynomials [43] allow an explicit computation of the
action of Cpq on zﬂljoo Suppressing the indices k, = k,, = 0, we find

4iépq"le = [l +j+3lp+q-— 4)] (Wp,l+1Wq,j+1 1z1+1,j+1 — WuWy; 1;1—1,3'—1)

+[l-j+3(p—19q)] (Wp,l-i-quj V11 — WuWy i @51—1,j+1> ;

(4.10)
where
. /2
ji+a-3) } 1 : :
Wy = 2 2 - fOI‘j>0, q,] 7&271 ’
v (25 +q—2)(2j +q—4) (@.9)# (2.1)
W21 = \/5 5
Wy = 0 . (4.11)
By @3) and ETM), self-adjointness of C,, implies the recursion relations
[+i+50+a—D] K = [[+7+350+9]Ky , (4.12a)
[l—j—l—l—%(p—CI)]KH-l,j = [l—]+1+ (p— Q)}Klﬁ-l : (4.12Db)
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Note that the coefficients in (122l are always positive.

Suppose first that p + ¢ is odd. From (EI0) it follows that the index set I must
contain all pairs (I, 7) where [+ j is odd or all pairs where [+ j is even. The coefficients
in (LI2H) are always nonzero, but the coefficients on the two sides have opposite sign
for j— 1= 5( — ¢+ 1). Hence there are both positive and negative Kj;, and the inner
product does not exist. We have proved:

Theorem 4.1 Letp>2,q>2 and p+q=1 (mod 2). Then there is no V, satisfying
1-5.

Suppose then that p+ ¢ is even. If V, contains a vector for which [ — j + 2 (p q) is
odd, (1) shows that it must contain all such vectors, and examination of the signs in
(12h) shows that the inner product does not exist. Hence V, can contain only vectors

for which | — j + 2(p — ¢) is even. From ([@I0) and ([EIF) we obtain:

Theorem 4.2 Let p > 2, ¢ > 2, (p,q) # (2,2) and p+ ¢ = 0 (mod 2). For a V),
satisfying 1-3, I is either Iy == {(1,j) | 1 — j + 3(p — q) = 0} or one of I+ := {(l,])
l—7+ %(p— q) =2k, k € Zi} or a union of two or all of these. For indices within each
of Iy, I+ and I_, {ZI3) determines the positive numbers K;; uniquely up to an overall
scale.

For p+ q even, Theorem severely restricts the possible candidates for V. A more
complete understanding of the é‘ij action would be required to determine whether the
candidate spaces of Theorem indeed have properties 2 and 3. It is known ([32],
Section 9.2.10) that there exist subspaces of V carrying an irreducible representation of

Aéh)ys such that the generators (Bf) are self-adjoint in an appropriate inner product, and
these representations are equivalent to certain discrete series representations of O.(p, q).

We shall however not examine correspondences between these subspaces and the spaces
), of Theorem further.

4.7 p>4,qg=1

When p > 4 and ¢ = 1, the branches w; > 0 and w; < 0 of the light cone decouple and
lead to isomorphic situations. We consider the branch w; > 0 and set V= span{¢lku}
where

Yie, = 0(u® — w?)0(w ) u= "2y, (4.13)

and Yy, are the spherical harmonics in on unit SP~! in w as in subsection L6 By

construction of the spherical harmonics, V carries a representation of Aph Assuming

an inner product of the form

(Yvny s Vi) = Ko O, (4.14)

S*

where the positive numbers K; depend only on [, the rotation generators flij are self-
adjoint, and an analysis of the action of C,, on the k, = 0 states as in subsection .0
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implies K; = [I+3(p—1)][I+4(p—3)], up to an overall scale. However, further analysis
would be required to determine whether C}; are indeed self-adjoint in this inner product.

5 Refined algebraic quantisation for (p,q) # (1,1)

In this section we perform refined algebraic quantisation for (p,q) # (1,1). The special
case p = ¢ = 1 will be treated in section

We employ refined algebraic quantisation with group averaging as formulated in []].
We do not find a test space to which the uniqueness theorem of [§] would apply, but we
find a test space on which the convergence of the averaging and the physical observable
algebra can be controlled.

5.1 Auxiliary Hilbert space and representation of the gauge
group

We use the auxiliary Hilbert space Hauw =~ L*(RPT9) of square integrable functions
U(wu,v) in the inner product

(\Ijb\IIQ)aux ::/dp'u,dqvllf_llllg . (51)

The algebra of the quantum constraints (B.2) exponentiates to a unitary representation
U of G on Haux. The group elements in the decomposition (A3]) are represented by

A

Ulexp(ue™)) = exp(—ipH) , (5.2a)
U(exp(Ah)) = exp(—iAD) | (5.2b)
where
(12 a2
lexp(—ipH) W) (u, w) = exp[w} U(u,w) | (5.3a)
[exp(—iAD)¥)(u, w) = exp[—w] V(e Mu, e w) . (5.3b)
5.2 Test space
Let
‘IJijnkukw(U,’w) — ul+2mwj+2 6—§(u2+w2)Ylku (Q(U))ijw (9(10)) ’ (5.4)

where [, 7, m and n are non-negative integers and the spherical harmonics are as in
subsection EEB. p = 1 is covered as the special case in which 0 := u;/u € {1, -1},
[ € {0,1}, the index k, takes only a single value and can be dropped and Yl(Q(“)) =

(«9(“))l/\/§, and similarly for ¢ = 1.
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We set @ := span{¥jmnr .} = {P(u, w)exp [—5(u® + w?)]}, where P(u,w) is
an arbltrary polynomial in {u;} and {w;}. @ is dense in H,ux and mapped to itself
by A h) .- We adopt as our test space ® the closure of &, under the algebra generated
by {U( ) | ¢ € G}. Note that although & satisfies the test space axioms in [§], it is
not invariant under the group algebra defined in [§]. We shall return to this point in
section [

5.3 Rigging map

We construct a rigging map by averaging states in ® over G.
We define on ® the sesquilinear form

(62, 61)g / dog (62, U(9) b1 )ouse (5.5)

where dyg is the symmetric measure (see appendix [A]), normalised so that dog = e*d\du
in the parametrisation ([A33]). We shall show that (-, -)g, is well defined and evaluate it
explicitly.

From ([(A3), (&2) and (E3) we find

[U(g)‘I’ijnkukw](u,w) _ Z—[%(p-i—q)-i—%(l—i—])-i—m—i—n] l+2mw]+2nY2k (Q(U) ke (9(11)))

1 /1 1/1
X exp {—5 (— — i,u) u? — 5 (— + i,u) wz} . (5.6)
z 2

where z := e**. In (Yo jrmmres i, s U(G) Y iimnkak., Jaux, the angular integrals give the factor
01050k it Ok i, and the integrals over u and w give Gamma-functions [44], with the
result

(‘I’l’j/m/n/kakm U(Q)‘I’ljmnkukw)aux
= OO0 Ok, Oy, 23 PHOH T =21 (L g oy YT (Lg 4 j 4 n 4 1)
54 (Pra)+ 3 (1) +m/ +n/

X 1 / 1 - ’ 1 - ’ i Y (57>
(1 _ iw)§p+l+m+m (1 + iw)§q+]+n+n (1 + Z)§(p+q)+l+]+m+m +n+n

where we have written y = w(1 + 2)/z. An elementary analysis shows that necessary
and sufﬁcient conditions for (B7) to be integrable in absolute value in the measure
dog = 22732(1 4 2)dwdz are

(p+q—2)+3(1+j)+m+n>0,
(p+q—2)+3(+j)+m'+n" >0 . (5.8)

e L

As p+ q > 2 by assumption, (E) is satisfied, and the integral of (1) in the measure
dpg is well defined. To evaluate this integral, we perform first the dz integral by 3.194.3
in [44]. If one of the exponents in the remaining dw integral is less than unity, a contour
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deformation brings the integral to a form to which 3.194.3 in [44] applies, and an analytic
continuation in the exponents shows that the result is valid also for larger exponents.
Collecting, we find

T
(Uyirmmm it s Yijmnkoke Jga = 5511'5jj'5kuk;5kwk;u
xT(Ap+qg—2)+31+j)+m+n)(ilp+q—2)+i(1+j)+m +n)
(5.9)

(,)ga is hence well defined on @y and given by (B9). The relations 8] do(g19) =
AY2(gy)dog, do(g9g1) = A™Y%(g1)dog show that (-, +)g, is well defined on all of ® and

given by (E3) and
(¢1, U(9)¢2)ga = (U(g)¢1, ¢2)ga = AY2(g)(61, 92)ga - (5.10)

Let ®* be the algebraic dual of ® and let f[¢] denote the dual action of f € ®*
on ¢ € ®. Refined algebraic quantisation uses (-,-)g to define the antilinear map
n: P — &* by

n(¢1)[d2] == (01, 02)g, (5.11)
and then defines on the image of 7 the sesquilinear form (-, -)raq by
(77(9251)7 7I(¢2))RAQ = n(¢2)[¢1] : (512>

From (B9) it follows that the image of 7 is nontrivial. We now give an explicit charac-
terisation of the image of 1 and evaluate (-, -)raq-

By EI0) we have 1(¢1)[U(g9)¢2] = n(U(g)d1)[da] = [A(g)]"*n(¢1)[¢a], and hence
n(U(g)¢) = [A(g)]"*n(¢). 1t therefore suffices to evaluate n(¢1)[¢o] for ¢1, ¢s € .
Let

Xijkuks (W, w) 1= 6(u? — w?) u~Pre=2/2y, («9(“))Y}kw (9(“’)) . (5.13)
We interpret Xijr.r, as an element of ®*, acting on states ¢ € ® by
W lo] = [ drw i X (s w)(,w) (5.14)
An explicit computation gives
Xo7k b Y mnkake) = iauléjj,aku%ékwkg(i(p +q—-2)+3(1+j)+m+n) . (5.15)

From (B9), (E10) and (&15) we find

N mnkak,) =270 (3(0+q —2) + 5L+ J) + M+ 1) Xijrakn - (5.16)
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Hence the image of 1 is spanned by {Xijrurs, +- From (£9), (I12), EI5), and (BI6) we

obtain

(Xl’j’k;k;,v Xljkukuw )RAQ = (87?)_1511/5jj/5ku%5kw% . (517)

We see that (-, -)raq is positive definite. It follows that 7 is a rigging map, and the
physical Hilbert space Hraq is the Cauchy completion of the image of n in (-, -)raq-

The representation (B6) of Aé*h)ys on Haux leaves @ invariant and commutes with U(g),
and the star-relation in this representation coincides with the adjoint map on H,u,. It
follows, as in [T4], that Hraq carries an antilinear representation p of Af;l)ys, such that
the star-relation coincides with the adjoint map on Hgraq. Comparing (B-I3) and (BI4)

to (BH) shows that p is antilinearly isomorphic to the representation of A;*h)ys obtained
in the algebraic quantisation in subsection B

6 Refined algebraic quantisation for p=¢=1

In this section we perform refined algebraic quantisation for p = ¢ = 1.

When p = ¢ = 1, the convergence conditions (B.8) fail to hold when [ = j = 0 and
at least one of the pairs (m,n) and (m’,n’) equals (0,0). Further, the integral of (&) is
unambiguously divergent for [ ="' = j = 5/ = m =m’ = n =n’ = 0. We shall remedy
this problem by modifying the test space.

Dropping the redundant indices k, and k,,, we write

1

¢ljmn(ul> wl) = \Dljmnoo = ul+2mwj+2n€—§(u2+w2)y2 (9(@)}/] (Q(W)> ) (61)
where [, 7 € {0,1}. We also define

¢mn = _2¢00,m+1,n+1 + (2m + 1)¢00,m,n+1 + (277, + 1)¢00,m+1,n . (62)
5ot = span({@ymn | 1 +7 > 0} U {tmn}) -

An explicit computation shows

Cridoomn = 2’i(—92511mn +MP11m-1,n + n¢11,m,n—1) ; (6.4a)
Ciidormn = i[—2¢10,m,n+1 + 2mp10,m-1,n+1 + (2n + 1)¢10mn} ; (6.4b)
CiGromn = i[_2¢01,m+1,n + 20001 m11,n—1 + (2m + 1)¢01mn} ; (6.4c)
Ciidrimn = Wn (6.4d)

(*)

where C; (B8) is the single generator of Af;l)ys. Hence ®§°? is invariant under Agp .

We show in appendix [ that ®7° is dense in Hyy.
We denote by ®™°4 the closure of ®7°d under the algebra generated by {U(g) | g €

G} and adopt ®™°! as the test space. By construction, ®™°¢ is invariant under A .

From (BY), (62) and (E3) it follows that the integral in (BH) converges in absolute
value, and (-, -)ga is hence well defined. The evaluation of (-, )4, for [ + 5 > 0 proceeds
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as in section B, while (¢n/, ¥mn)ga = 0 by an explicit computation using (E9) and (62,
in the index range where (B3 is valid. Hence the formulas of section B hold for [+j > 0,
while 1 sends the whole [ = j = 0 sector of ®™° to zero.

Hraq has dimension three. The representation of AW

phys on HRAQ is trivial.

7 Discussion

In this paper we have discussed refined algebraic quantisation with group averaging in a
constrained Hamiltonian system with unreduced phase space R2?+9)  where p > 1 and
g > 1, and a nonunimodular gauge group. The system was constructed by restricting the
gauge transformations in a system with the unimodular gauge group SL(2, R), previously
analysed in [I0, 4], to a two-dimensional nonunimodular subgroup G. We obtained a
Hilbert space with a nontrivial representation of the distinguished o(p, q) observable
algebra for (p,q) # (1,1), which is precisely the condition for the classical reduced
phase space to contain a symplectic manifold. The representation was found to be the
end-point of the maximally degenerate principal unitary series [32], with the quadratic
Casimir taking the value —5(p + ¢ — 2)%.

By contrast, the reduced phase space of the SL(2,R) system contains a symplectic
manifold for min(p,q) > 2, but group averaging in this system gives a Hilbert space
with a nontrivial representation of the o(p, ¢) observables only when min(p,q) > 2 and
p+q =0 (mod 2) [I0, M4]. The quadratic Casimir in this representation takes the
value —3(p + ¢)(p + ¢ — 4). The difference in the Casimirs in the G system and the
SL(2,R) system arises from the different senses in which the physical states produced
by group averaging satisfy the constraints for unimodular and nonunimodular gauge
groups [§]. The physical states in the SL(2,R) system are invariant under SL(2,R), in a
representation induced from the unitary representation on the auxiliary Hilbert space,
while the physical states in the G system are not invariant under the corresponding
representation of G.

As neither SL(2,R) nor G is compact, convergence of the group averaging was an
issue for both systems. Choosing the test space to be a suitable extension of the linear
span of the harmonic oscillator eigenstates on RP*Y guaranteed absolute convergence
for p + ¢ > 4 in the SL(2,R) system and for (p,q) # (1,1) in the G system. The
remaining values of p and ¢ could be handled with minor modifications in the low
angular momentum sectors of the test space, taking care to preserve the inclusion of
the o(p, q) observables in the physical observable algebra. In the SL(2,R) system, it
was straightforward to choose the extension so that the theorem of Giulini and Marolf
[§] implied the uniqueness of the group averaging rigging map as the only rigging map
admitted by the auxiliary Hilbert space, the representation of the gauge group and
the test space. In our G system it was straightforward to choose the extension so
that refined algebraic quantisation in the formulation of [§] could be applied and the
o(p, q) observables could be controlled, but we have not found a test space to which
the uniqueness theorem of Giulini and Marolf would apply. For a nonunimodular gauge
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group, the theorem assumes absolute convergence not just in the measure dpg in which
the actual averaging is performed, but in the whole family of measures {A™2(g) dyg |
n € Z}, and for our test space this convergence fails for large |n|. Uniqueness of the
rigging map for the G system remains thus an open question.

Finally, we discussed quantisation of the nonunimodular gauge system by algebraic
methods, requiring the physical states to be strictly annihilated by the generators of
the G-action and the classical o(p, ¢) observables to become self-adjoint operators. The
group averaging theory and the algebraic quantisation theory were found to be qual-
itatively fairly similar for (p,q) = (1,3), (3,1) and (2,2), but for (p,q) = (1,2) and
(2,1), and for p > 2, ¢ > 2 and p+ ¢ =1 (mod 2), algebraic quantisation produced no
quantum theory, under certain technical assumptions that parallel those of the group av-
eraging theory. It would be interesting to understand these phenomena from the O(p, q)
representation theory viewpoint. From a broader perspective, it would be interesting
to explore whether similar phenomena arise when techniques akin to group averaging
are extended to systems where the constraint algebra closes with nonconstant structure
functions [13].
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A Appendix: Gauge group

In this appendix we collect some relevant properties of the gauge group G. The notation
follows the SL(2,R) notation of [45].

G is the lower triangular subgroup of SL(2, R) with positive diagonal elements. G is
two-dimensional, nonabelian and connected, which properties characterise G' uniquely
up to isomorphisms.

The Lie algebra g is spanned by the matrices

h::((l)_ol) ,e_::(gg) , (A1)

[h, e ] =—2¢ . (A.2)

whose commutator is
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Elements of G' can be written uniquely as

g = exp(pe)exp(Ah)

10 et 0
:<M1)(06‘A)’ A9
where © € R and A € R.

From ([A3) we have g ldg = hd\ + e e** du and dgg™" = hd\ + e~ (du + 2ud)),
and the left and right invariant Haar measures are respectively drg = e**d\du and
drg = dAdp.

The adjoint action of G on g reads Ady(h) = ghg™ = h+2ue~, Ad,(e”) = ge g~ ' =
e~?e¢~. Hence the modular function [§] is A(g) := det(Ad,) = e~?*. The symmetric
measure, invariant under g — g7, is dog = [A(9)]Y?drg = [A(g)] P drg = e*dAdp.

B Appendix: Separation of M, by Agass

In this appendix we verify the separation properties of Agass 0n Moo stated in subsec-
tion We represent M,e as the set Ny defined by (ZI0).

Theorem B.1 Let p > 1 and ¢ > 1, and let Nif, be the subset of Nieg where 0 # p* #
w? # 0. Then Adass separates Nif, up to the twofold degeneracy (ZT11).

Proof. Let a = (u,p,w,w) € N, and b = (u/,p/,w',@') € N, such that

A(a) = A(b) for all A € Aq.ss. We shall show that a = +b. We use the basis (Z6).
Using (2I0), the condition A;;(a) = A;;(b) implies

u = cos(f)u+sin(d)|p| 'p | (B.1a)
p' = cos(f)p —sin(9)|plu , (B.1b)
where 0 < 0 < 27. Similarly, the condition B;;(a) = B;;(b) implies
w' = cos(p)w +sin(p)|w| 'w (B.2a)
w' = cos(p)w —sin(p)|ww (B.2Db)

where 0 < ¢ < 27. With (B and (B2), the condition Cj;(a) = C;;(b) reads
0 = piw; [cos(d) cos(p) — 1+ sin(h) sin(cp)\prrl}

—u;w; [cos(f) cos(p) — 1 + sin(6) sin(gp)|pr\_l]

+uw; [COS(G) sin(¢)|zw| — sin(0) cos(g0)|p\]

+piw; [cos(6) sin(p)|wo| ™" — sin(f) cos(cp)\p|_1} . (B.3)
Contracting (B3) with u,w;, u;w;, piw; and p;w; shows that each of the four terms
must vanish individually. Using |p| # |oo|, elementary algebra shows that the only
solutions are 0 =p=0and 0 =p =n. B

Remark. The assumption |p| # |zo| is necessary, for otherwise (B3] is satisfied by
0= .

22



Theorem B.2 Let p = 1 and q > 1 (respectively p > 1 and ¢ = 1), and let N7, be
the subset of Nieg where w? # 0 (p? #0). Then Aeass separates /\/;gg up to the twofold

degeneracy (Z11).

Proof. Tt suffices to consider p =1 and ¢ > 1.

Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem Bl the condition A;;(a) = A;;(b) is an
identity, the condition B;;(a) = B;;(b) leads to (B2), and the condition C;j(a) = Cy;(b)
reads wyoo = ujw’. As (u))? = (u1)? = 1, the result follows by contracting (B:2H)
with . B

C Appendix: ?7°¢ is dense in H,
Theorem C.1 Forp = q =1, the test space ®F°? defined in section[d is dense in Haux.

Proof . Let H} % C Haux be the subspace in which the functions are even both in w4

and in wy. By (B3), it suffices to show that ®T°** := span{t,,,} is dense in H .
Let

Brom = 2_(m+”)/2(Wm!n!)_l/sz(ul)Hn(wl) exp[—3(ui +w})] , (C.1)

where the Hs are the Hermite polynomials [43]. {gzzmn} is an orthonormal basis of Haux,
{p2m.2n} is an orthonormal basis of HJ ", and the recursion relations of the Hermite

aux’

polynomials imply

CAfll&mn =1 <_\/(m + 1)(” + 1) ng—i-l,n-i-l + W&m—l,n—l) . (CQ)

As span{ @11, } = span{qggmﬂ,gnﬂ}, (EAd) shows that &5 = span{C110om+1.2n+1}-
Suppose now that d2odtt s not dense in H; . Then there exists a nonzero vector

Y= mnoamaon € Hik that is orthogonal to each C’llégm/ﬂ,gn/H. By (C2), this
implies

(m+3)(n+3)
Omi1ntrl = \/(m (1) Gmn (C.3)

from which it follows by elementary analysis that y has finite norm only if it is the zero
vector. Hence ®°%** is dense in %, and @34 is dense in H,uy. W

aux’
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