arXiv:hep-th/0311064v1 7 Nov 2003

Covariant Hamiltonian evolution in supersymmetric quantum
systems

Urs Schreiber
November 30, 2019

Abstract

We develop a general formalism for covariant Hamiltonian evolution of supersymmetric (field)
theories by making use of the fact that these can be represented on the exterior bundle over their
bosonic configuration space as generalized Dirac-Kéhler systems of the form (d +d)|)) = 0. By
using suitable deformations of the supersymmetry generators we find covariant Hamiltonians for target
spaces with general gravitational and Kalb-Ramond field backgrounds and discuss their perturbation
theory.

Our results will be applied in another paper to the study of curvature corrections to superstring
spectra in nontrivial backgrounds, such as AdS close to its pp-wave limit.
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1 Introduction

Supersymmetric quantum theory and differential (possibly non-commutative) geometry are in some
sense two aspects of the same thing, as has been emphasized long ago in articles such as [23] and
[9, [m0).

This correspondence becomes however manifest only in the Schridinger representation of quan-
tum theory, where states are expressed as functionals over configuration space and operators act by
(functional) multiplication and (functional) differentiation.! For field theoretic applications this rep-
resentation is usually considered more awkward than the common Fock space representation, however
it certainly has also advantages, at least on the conceptual level. In particular Hamiltonians (and
Hamiltonian constraints for that matter) can be identified with (generalized) Laplace operators on
configuration space, which makes manifest the connection between quantum (field) theory and the
geometry of configuration space. Supersymmetric quantum (field) theory furthermore provides the
corresponding Dirac operators. In [0 [[0] it was stressed that the quantum theory provides thus
nothing else but spectral data of configuration space.

Some illustrative examples of this correspondence have been made explicit in [I7]. The quantum
theory of a scalar field plus superpartner, as well as N = 1, d = 4 supergravity were represented on
their respective configuration space by generalized Dirac-Kéhler equations. Schematically these look
like

(d+d")p) = o. (1)

Here d denotes the (generalized) exterior derivative on configuration space and d' is its adjoint with
respect to the Hodge inner product on differential forms over configuration space. The state |¢)) is
a section of this exterior bundle, which itself must be regarded as the superspace over the original
bosonic configuration space.

One motivation for such an approach, apart from the fact that it is conceptually appealing, is
the possibility to formulate a covariant Hamiltonian evolution (as opposed to light cone Hamiltonian
evolution) whose perturbation theory can be used to calculate curvature corrections of superstring
spectra. There are potentially other advantages of the formalism presented here, related for instance
to deformations of the supersymmetry algebra or to the calculation of higher order background beta-
function equations. These will be studied elsewhere.

Here we develop some technical basics for carrying out this program for the NSR (i.e. worldsheet
supersymmetric) superstring in a general background with gravitational and Kalb-Ramond fields. In
[I8] the methods discussed here will be generalized to loop space (the configuration space of the string)
and applied to covariant calculations of curvature corrections to string spectra in AdS spacetimes,
which is potentially relevant for checks of the AdS/CFT correspondence.

Other approaches addressing curvature corrections to string spectra can be found in [ and [I3| [T2].
The main practical difference of the scheme proposed here is that it does not require fixing light cone
gauge on the string, which makes it applicable to more general backgrounds than can be handled
with currently available techniques. A more detailed comparison of advantages and disadvantages of
the covariant perturbation method will be given in [I8].

The key ideas developed here are the following:

Given a (pseudo-)Riemannian manifold (M, g) the inhomogeneous differential forms |@) over it
form an inner product space H with respect to the Hodge inner product (-|-). We consider physical
systems modeled on such a space of states and governed by constraints of the form

DM g = o0, (2)

where D;A) are Dirac operators on H, which are obtained from the ordinary Dirac(-Kéahler) operators
D+ =d £d by a deformation

4@

A7taa,  at™ .= @)y
DY = dWxa'?, (3)

IFor a list of references on field theory in Schrédinger representation see for instance [5].



where A is any invertible operator on H. The relevance of these assumptions for string theory lies
in the fact that the RNS superstring in various backgrounds can be rewritten this way when M is
taken to be loop space over spacetime.
After introducing analogous deformations of the form creation operators ¢ := dz”A and the
associated Clifford generators ¥, := ¢t + ¢ by setting
A
R U
A
A= W (4)

it is easy to see that the Lie derivative operator L, along a timelike Killing vector vo of (M, g) can

be expressed as
o = ({30}~ L D). %)

It follows that the constraints @) imply a Schrodinger equation

iLoy ) = HY|g) (6)

of evolution along the parameter t,,, where the Hamiltonian is given by?

(10010

(@(_A)D(;“) - @f)D(_A)) +iLo. (7)
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For the deformations considered here there is a Krein space operator 7

(with A1 = % and #* = 1)
which serves to define a positive definite scalar product® (1) o= (1 0(toe) M |-

) on physical states with

respect to which H™ is hermitian:*
HD)D = GED) = B, (8)

This allows to perform quantum mechanical perturbation theory in a fully covariant framework.
Even though no light cone gauge is required a particularly simple formula for the first order energy
shift of a given state under a given perturbation of the constraints (@) is obtained when wg is of the
form vo = e"p+ e "k for p and k two lightlike Killing vectors: In the limit v > 1 we find for the first
order shift of the light cone energy associated with p the expression

e <¢(0) } f (H(A))(l) |¢(0)> N <¢(0) } ﬁi(ﬁp)(l) }¢(0)> (9)

(where the n-th order perturbation of an object O is written as O™).

The structure of this paper is as follows:

The central results concerning covariant Hamiltonian evolution in supersymmetric systems are
developed in § (pH). First some existing material on supersymmetric quantum theory in differential
geometric formulation is recalled in a coherent fashion in §Z11 (pHl), where we also elaborate on the
general structure of deformations of the supersymmetry algebra and on the differential geometric
meaning of the operators appearing in quantum SWZW models.

These facts are then used in §2 (pH) to construct the general formalism for covariant Hamilto-
nian evolution in backgrounds with arbitrary metric and NS 2-form fields. Finally the associated

2In the context of classical electromagnetism, to which the present formalism also applies (cf. appendix [ (pEd)), this
operator is sometimes known as the Maxwell operator generating time evolution of the electromagnetic field.

3The term 0(tv,) restricts integration to a hypersurfaces orthogonal to the flow lines of the Killing vector vg.

4The Hamiltonian H(4A) needs furthermore to commute with ty,. For certain deformations this requires slight modifac-
tions of the general argument summarized here.



perturbation theory is developed, which requires taking care of some subtleties due to the 2-form
background.

Further details are given in the appendices:

Appendix [A] (pBI) collects various objects that play a role in the formulation of differential
geometry in terms of operators on the exterior bundle, which is the technical basis for the formulation
of supersymmetric quantum theory used here. Most of this material is elementary and mainly meant
to set up notation and concepts, but also some not so widely known facts are derived and emphasized,
which are crucial for the developments in § (pH).

In appendix [Bl (pE4]) proofs are given which are omitted for the sake of brevity in the main text.

Appendix [ (pHED) illustrates our formalism in terms of a well-known example to which it happens
to apply, too, namely that of classical electromagnetism in differential form language.

Finally appendix [0 (pHER) lists some standard facts about Lie algebras that are needed for the
discussion of SWZW models in §ZT4 (pI3).



2 Covariant parameter evolution for supersymmetric quan-
tum systems

2.1 On supersymmetric quantum theory in geometrical formulation
2.1.1 Introduction

Let the (pseudo-)Riemannian manifold (M, g) be the configuration space of some physical system.
A supersymmetric extension of this system has as configuration space the superspace SM over
M, which can be identified with Q'(M), the 1-form bundle over M. An arbitrary quantum state
of the supersymmetric system is therefore a superfunction on Q!(M), which is an inhomogeneous
differential form over M, i.e. an element of I'(2(M)), the space of sections of the total form bundle
QM) = B, QP (M).

Before proceeding we briefly list some of the notation which will be used frequently in the following.
The details are given in §A] (pBI):

r'(Q(Mm)) the space of sections of the exterior bundle
1) the Hodge inner product on I'(2(M)) E2)
et = data operator of exterior multiplication by dz* (&)
et = dat — operator of interior multiplication &3
A = et tem the associated Clifford algebra generators  ([A4)
V., = 9,-T "‘BéTBéa covariant derivative on I'(Q(M)) A23) A29)
d = &¢*v, the exterior derivative on T'(2(M)) A39)
dt = —e&v, its adjoint with respect to (-|-) (et )
Dy = d=d' the associated Dirac operators (aws11)
L, = {d,v*e.} Lie derivative along v A59)
7 a Krein space operator ([(A=20) @)
(e = Clal) a scalar product on T'(Q(M)) A=20)

The systems of interest here will have semi-Riemannian configuration space metric g and be
governed by sets of equations that are generalizations of

Diw =0 = D_w, w e QM) (10)

(c¢f. (EID). In the case that A = DA (¢f. (ARD)) is taken as a generator of “time”-translations in
the system’s parameter space the relations

{D;,Dy} = 2a (11)
may be regarded as the (IV = 1)-supersymmetry algebra in 1 dimension. Similarly
{D', D’} = 25YA, (12)

where 4,7 € {1,2} and D! := D, D? := iD_, is the I1-dimensional supersymmetry algebra with
N = 2, which is of course equivalent to

{d,d} = 0
{d',d"} = o
{d,d"} = aA. (13)

This algebra gives us 140 dimensional supersymmetric field theory, i.e. supersymmetric quantum
mechanics.

Is there a deformation of d, d' that turns this algebra into the 2-dimensional (N = 1)-algebra?
Recall the central observation from the last part of [23]:



When choosing, as usual, the unitary representation of the Clifford algebra CI(1,1) given by

0 . 0 1
YAB = 1 0
1 . 0 1
v = |9 0] (1)
and supercharges (Q that are real,
Q = Q% (15)
then the “QQ = P” bracket looks like
{Qa,Q5} = —(v"")anPy,
_ P+ P 0
0 Py— P (16)
AB
In terms of the linear combinations
1 .
dp = NG (Q1 —1iQ2)
X 1 .
dr = NG (Q1 +1Q2) (17)
this is equivalent to
{dk,dx} = P
{di,di} = P
{de,di} = Po. (18)

This is almost of the form ([3), except that the {d,d} and {dT,dT} brackets pick up a non-zero
value equal to the generator P of spatial translations. One way to realize this deformation is the
following;:

Deformations by Killing vectors. In the presence of a Killing vector k = k*9,, one can
consider a deformation dj of the exterior derivative defined by

dr, = d+ic.k". (19)
The adjoint operator is then
dt, = df —def k. (20)

By the definition of the Lie-derivative [(AZfJ) one finds

d®> = Ly, (21)
and, since k is Killing, by (AZJ) also
a”* = L. (22)
Defining
Dis = dp£d's
(VT k) (23)

one has, with A, B € {4+, —} and s+ := %1,
{Dr,a,Dr} = 20aB(saly+ily), (24)



where the deformed Laplace-Beltrami operator is

Ak = {dk,di}
= A+k +i({d" ek} - {d,e",k"})
= A+E —i(Quk,) (e + o) (25)

Note that the deformed exterior differential operators still satisfy the duality relation ([(AZZ8):
d'y = —Fdp*. (26)

This gives us the algeba of d = 2, N = 1 supersymmetry, which is necessary to describe the
manifestly worldsheet supersymmetric string. It is now of interest how the generators of this algebra
may be deformed in order to incorporate the effect of various background fields, without affecting the
structure of the algebra itself.

2.1.2 Deformations of the supersymmetry generators.

The construction of supersymmetric quantum theories usually involves choosing a bosonic Lagrangian,
replacing its fields with appropriate superfields, and integrating out the Grassmannian variables to
obtain the supersymmetric Lagrangian of the component fields, which may finally be quantized. An
alternative way to obtain new supersymmetric quantum theories, which shall be studied here, is to
pick a given one (for instance a simple, free theory) and then deform its symmetry generators (for
instance so as to introduce interaction and potentials) in a way that preserves the supersymmetry
algebra. When working in the Schrédinger representation this may radically reduce the computational
effort and increase transparency, as will be demonstrated here.

Furthermore, more importantly for the purposes of §2 (pIIH), such deformations of the super-
symmetry generators allow to deform other operators analogously such that results derived in the
undeformed case can be rather straightforwardly adapted to the deformed case. This will be essential
for the construction of the covariant Hamiltonian for b-field backgrounds in §Z2Z3] (p EIJ).

Below it is shown that this strategy involves a generalization of the deformations already consid-
ered in the first part of |[23]. Applications of this method to the study of actual physical systems
have been rare, one example being [I] [I7] (and references given there), where the method is applied
to the study of supersymmetric quantum cosmology. In [I8] we will show that it is also applied with
some profit to the fundamental string.

We start by discussing deformations of the 1-dimensional supersymmetry algebra:

The case D =1, N = 2. Recall from ([3) that the D = 1, N = 2 supersymmetry algebra may
be represented by operators d and d (usually, but not necessarily, similar or equal to the exterior
derivative and co-derivative), which satisfy

{d,a} =
{df,d"} 0
{d,d'} = a, (27)
as well as
@" = d (28)
and therefore
Al = A (29)



Given any such an algebra, we are now looking for a 1-parameter family of algebra homomorphisms
he, € € IR, which are continuously connected to the identity (i.e. ho is the identity operation) and

which map these operators to

d° = he(d)
at’ = he(d')
A° = h(A),

(30)

in a way that preserves the relations [Z) and E8). It is very easy to see which kinds of he are

possible:
By assumption of continuity we have

d° = d+eX+0(),
where X is some operator to be determined. The algebra requires that
0 = (d9?
= e{d,X}+ 0(62) ,
and therefore that d anticommutes with its first order deformation:
{d, X} = 0.
Since d is nilpotent X is locally “exact”
X = [d,W],
where W is any even graded operator. Assuming that X is of this form we have

d

i
de

= d©

= [d, W]
exp(—eW) d exp(eW) .

We call
A = exp(W)

the deformation operator. The other deformed operators follow from this by

" = (@)
= exp(eWT) df exp(—eWT)
AT = {d,d""}.

Note that if W is antihermitian the deformation is a pure gauge transformation.

Examples.

(31)

(35)

(36)

(37)

1. One example is the famous special case where W = W is the operator of multiplication by the
real function W, which has been used in [23] to study Morse theory. If W were taken to be
purley imaginary, then W would be anti-hermitian and hence correspond to a pure phase shift

symmetry that could be gauged away.

2. Consider the operators

(38)



on flat space (M,n) (where n is the flat metric). Now pick a non-trivial metric g which in
the Oq-basis satisfies det(g) = 1 and pick (locally) an associated vielbein e*,. Now there is an
invertible linear operator A defined by

_ b = b
AT ) = ety ety T ) (39)

In fact, when we regard e”, as a matrix e and let In e be the logarithm of that matrix, then A
can be written in the form (B0 as

A = exp(ef-(lne)Te) . (40)
A little reflection shows that
d = Ad°A! (41)
is the operator representation of the exterior derivative on (M, g) and hence
di = A'dP°Af (42)
is its adjoint. (Of course d as an abstract operator is independent of the metric on M, but its
representation in terms of operators ¢’ and 9, is not. Compare §A2 (p[3).)
This way we can understand the metric field on the manifold as inducing a deformation of the
supersymmetry generators of flat space. This will be seen to be a general phenomenon. In

$2T3 (pI) it is shown how similarly a Kalb-Ramond field background is represented by an
exponential deformation operator.

3. The above restriction to det(g) = 1 ensures that the inner product (-|-) and hence the adjoint
operation (-)' itself receives no deformation (this follows from equations [(A2) and ([(A31) that
are given in the appendix). Alternatively one can allow a conformal factor €2? but still keep
the undeformed Hodge inner product. This describes a dilaton background:

A = exp(¢e'e,) = exp(oN) . (43)

(If instead the inner product is accordingly modified this A induces an ordinary conformal
transformation. This is discussed in A6 (pE2))

The example of central importance for the following is the case A = exp(%bwéwéw), which in-
duces a Kalb-Ramond field background. This is discussed in more detail for the D = 2 supersymmetry
algebra in §ZT31 (pIII).

Together with the metric and dilaton backgrounds discussed above this shows that all the massless
NS-NS backgrounds of the superstring find their natural realization in terms of deformations of the
supersymmetry generators.

The results for the 1-dimensional supersymmetry algebra straightforwardly carry over to two
dimensions:

The case D =2, N =1. Now the supersymmetry algebra looks like (¢f. @), 2), E3))

di = il
dit = s,
{di,d"s} = Ax. (44)

We shall restrict attention to homomorphimsm he that leave the element Ly invariant®:

he(Lw) = Lk, Ve. (45)

5When applied to the string, £ will be the generator of reparametrizations along the string. Because the string must
be reparametrization invariant in any background this generator must be preserved by the deformation.

10



The analysis then closely parallels that of the (D =1, N = 2)-case:
Setting again

di = dp+eX+0() (46)
one obtains from
icy = (dp)?
= ily+e{dp, X} + O(e?) (47)
the already familiar condition
{dx,X} = 0. (48)

But now dj, is nilpotent only modulo L, so this is solved in analogy with (B4]) by setting

X = [di, W] (49)
subject to the condition that

£ W] = 0. (50)

As before, the family of homomorphisms is therefore given by

d; = exp(—eW)dgexp(eW) [W,Li] =0
dTZ = exp(eWT) diexp(—eWT)
Ly = Ly
A = {d;.d}. (51)
Note that
d;, = d°+ he(ik,e")
dy, = d' —h(ikuet") (52)

Such deformations of the D = 2 N = 1 supersymmetry algebra will play an important role in
the following constructions. We will show that choosing W to be a 2-form (a “b-field”) gives the
supersymmetry constraints associated with a Kalb-Ramond field background. The fact that these
relatively complicated constraints can be obtained from algebraically simple deformations of the
form (EIl) will make it possible to systematically generalize results pertaining to vanishing 2-form
backgrounds to non-vanishing 2-form backgrounds. In particular this will allow us to adapt the
construction of the Hamiltonian generator for pure metric backgrounds derived in §Z271 (pIIH) to
that for g- and b-field backgrounds in §Z2Z3 (pEIl). This task would have been rather unfeasible in
terms of the complicated expanded form of the supersymmetry generators (see below).

2.1.3 Deformation by background B-field.

In this section it is shown how a Kalb-Ramond background gives rise to a deformation as discussed
above.

Consider the case where on M there is, in addition to the metric g (admitting the Killing vector
k) an antisymmetric 2-form field

1
b = Ebwdx” Adz” (53)
with field strength

hywp = (db)ywp = 3a[ubvp]' (54)

11



In order to couple this background field to our system (@), it is natural to set in (&)

w® = %bwéT”éTV. (55)
For this choice one finds
— 1 v v
di=! = d? = dk+ge“‘ef &Ry + ik b et
JRTTS 1 p v, . v v
= &'V, + ECTMCT &y, + ik (gwc + bef )
ash = at? = di—éé”é”é"hW ik by c”
— S0y Lowap 1M ATY AV
= 'V, — gliee huvp — ik (gwc + bt ) . (56)

The first part of these expressions, the one coming from the deformation of the exterior derivative
itself, was already considered in [I0] (p. 25) as an example for a supersymmetric quantum theory
involving torsion. We here note that the b-field deformation of the full D = 2 supersymmetry algebra
@ and @) in addition gives the terms proportional to k* on the right of (Bfl). It turns out
that these are precisely the terms needed to identify the generators in (Bf]) with the supersymmetry
generators of the D = 2, N = 1 nonlinear supersymmetric sigma model which describes superstring
propagation in the respective b-field background. (This will be discussed in detail in [I8].) We thus
have found an algebraic way to derive the constraints of the NSR superstring in gravitational and

Kalb-Ramond backgrounds. Knowledge of the deformation operator exp(%bwcwéw) allows us to

algebraically relate these constraints to the ordinary d; and df operators.
In order to further analyze the result (B note that the corresponding Dirac operators are

~ - . v 1 sa ~b ~c
D = AL (VL —ilbu F gu)k”) = phanVEALAL (57)

Here we have identified @&b) as a deformation of the covariant derivative operator

= (b 1 ~a+ ~b 1 _ ~a— ~b—
VEL) = 8:“4 + Zw:ab’y +’Y + - Zw,u,ab,y v
N 1 a, an
= V.+ Zh’mb (éT o’ 16 eb) , (58)
which involves connections with torsion i%h
+ 1
Wabe Wabce + §habc (59)
(¢f 9A3 (pBEH) and §A3 (pHM)), and which acts on the Clifford algebras 4% as the covariant
derivative associated with the connections with torsion wi, respectively:
b cat + cat
[VEL ) vaF ] = (Vu va) A (60)

Its commutators give the torsion deformed curvature operator (cf. (A23))
h &) (b
R = [V, v
1 a a~ 1 c ATQa
= R+ 5(Viuhuar) (é* ot o eb) + huach, 618" (61)

This expression vanishes iff 1% is the parallelizing torsion (see (A1) in appendix 5 (pE) ) and
Viuhvjay = 0. This is of course true if ha®. are the structure constants of a group manifold, which is
an interesting special case to which we now turn:

12



2.1.4 SWZW models

For M a Lie group manifold and h = db twice its parallelizing torsion the above construction reduces
to that of super Wess-Zumino-Novikov-Witten models. These are of course well known, but because
SWZW models will play an important role as exactly solvable backgrounds from which our perturba-
tion theory may proceed and since we will need the special representation ([ZZ), to be derived below,
of the currents in terms of Lie derivatives on spinors, this section spells out some aspects of SWZW
models in terms of the formalism used here.®

Another purpose of this section is to put the general construction of Hamiltonian generators in
§2277 (pI[E) into perspective: As discussed below (see (@) and (&) the anticommutator of the
Dirac operators ([B4) with the Clifford generators associated with the invariant vielbein field e, of the
group manifold gives the “total current” operators, which are, however, essentially (up to a spurious
term proportional to k*) Lie derivative operators along e,. Accordingly the respective commutator
gives the associated “Hamiltonian” (by the general scheme that will be discussed in §Z271 (pIIH)).
Except for the spurious term this is hence already almost what we are looking for. The constructions
in 223 (pZI) may therefore also be regarded as a generalization of the concept of “currents” on
group manifolds to more general backgrounds.

Equation () shows that a special case of high symmetry is one where there is a b-field with field
strength h and a metric g such that two vielbein fields er exist, which are parallel with respect to
the connections with torsion:

VieE = 0. (62)

According to a general fact about Lie groups (see ([OI8) in appendix [0 (pER)), this is true when g
is the Killing metric on a group manifold and hgp. is proportional to the structure constants of that

group:
VP, (ex) 4,2] = 0. (63)

Note that, by ([.IJ), there exists a 3-form h,,» such that
wi[ei]abc = 0. (64)

Inserting this into ([E8) gives the b-deformed covariant derivative operator
O pUE o e 1 —or o 2 ~C
T = e (O — o I A A ) (63)

where 0 = +1 or 0 = —1 and 9] is the partial derivative operator that commutes with eg*¥,, (but,
in general, not with ez 7"%,), ¢f. (A31).)

This expression makes it manifest that this covariant derivative commutes with all the Clifford
generators associated with the vielbein fields e*:

(VP eg4] = 0. (66)
Because of the relation
[eg"V D, e V] = fabel" VY (67)
(99,67 ] = 6]
=0 (68)

6 A standard text on the ordinary 2D WZW model is [6]. The original supersymmetric extension of the WZW model was
given in [[f]. WZW models with extended supersymmetry are discussed in [20] and [2I]. We mostly follow the treatment in

8.

13



it now follows that the f-components of the model completely decouple: First of all we have

{0} = o0
D] = o (69)

The remaining non-vanishing anticommutator defines the “total currents” which are hence the su-
perpartners of the fermions 45:

- g
boso + erro' (70)

where the bosonic currents J”°% and the fermionic currents J** are defined by

J;)oso = eg” (@Lb) — 19 (bp,u - UgHV) kV)
ero opl A2 A
JZ = —eauzhubc’y?j,}/o
o 1 o 50 A€
= Uea”iw[e ]ubC'Yg'Ya‘ =

Using ([@3) and [ one finds that the total current is, up to the k-dependent term, the Lie
derivative operator (cf. (AZI)) along eZ:

(2 o (el 1 o o~ ~C ~ ~C e v
Jo = ea" (6H + iw[e lube (Wz_7+ - vb_v_)) —ieg” (buy F guv) k" . (72)

=L.o
€a

In particular, since all the e are Killing vectors, this Lie derivative operator splits into two Lie
derivative operators on the +-spinors, as shown in (A1) of A3 (pBEH).

This is what should be compared with the general expression () of the Lie derivative in terms
of anticommutators of fermions with the supercharges that is derived below in §Z23 (pEI)). In fact,
in the case where the spurious term vanishes

ea” (buy Fguv) =0 (73)

for some index 4, the covariant Hamiltonian constructed there is precisely the Hamiltonian associated
with the time parameter flowing along eg.

We have emphasized the applicability of the present formalism to the superstring. But it should
be stressed that it is in fact more general. Indeed we have not even specified the precise form of the
Killing vector k, yet. For any such k we get from (OI0)) for the fermionic currents the commutation
relations

[erra erro] _ fach(fera
I:erri erri:l _ O7 (74)

i.e. a representation of the Lie algebra. Furthermore we generally get for the b-deformed Laplace-
Beltrami operator on SWZW backgrounds the simple expression

2 PN 1
b a b v
(Dgg) = o (g VOV - e d) 7 (75)

which is, up to a sign and a scalar shift, the quadratic Casimir of the group. This operator manifestly
commutes with the fermions

(@) e5s] = o (76)

14



from which it follows that the total currents commute with Dgf):
[D@,, Jf{} = 0. (77)
However the bosonic analog of ([[dl), namely

a ) IIJ3 i = a bJdc
[Jboso 7, Obd} f c Jbosa
[J25%7,0,%7°] = 0 (78)

holds only for special k (in particular for the trivial case k = 0). It will be discussed in [I8] how
the k-vector field generating reparametrizations on loop space has this property and hence how the
familiar D = 2 SWZW model is reobtained from the present approach.

SWZW backgrounds of course play an important role in practice because due to their high sym-
metry they allow exact solutions. They are therefore natural starting points for any perturbation
theory in the background fields. Thus the typical perturbative calculation along the lines of §Z27
(pEA) and §Z20 (pE) below will start with an exactly known spectrum on an SWZW background
and then perturb g, and b,, away from that. In the next section we develop the general Hamiltonin
formalism needed for such calculations.
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2.2 Covariant parameter evolution
2.2.1 Target space Killing evolution

We now set out to develop a machinery of parameter evolution obtained from supersymmetry con-
straints, which will be the basis of a covariant perturbation theory for systems described by such
constraints.

Parameter evolution from the constraints. A generator of (target space) time evolution
can be obtained from constraint equations of the form ([[) if (M, g) admits a timelike Killing vector
vo: The observable associated with the “observer” v is Ly, (and, in general, not vf0,, or v{d}, or the
like), since this is invariantly defined and furthermore “gauge invariant” in the sense that it commutes
with the constraints:

[D:l:wc'uo] = 0. (79)

At this point we first assume that D+ = d & df are the Dirac operators associated with the
ordinary, undeformed, exterior derivative. The following construction will then be generalized step
by step to the deformed cases.

Since vo-¥4 is an invertible operator, the equivalences

Diw =0
= vofy]F Diw =0
o (o4, D-£v0y_Di)w =0
& ({vo-d, D-} £ {vo-y_, Dy })w = = ([vo-74, D] £ [v0-5_, Dy ) w
EEEED [ 2(duvon) (e +¢4¢) w = —([o4, D-]+ [y De])w o
ALy w = —([vo4,, D] = [v0-5_,Dy])w
hold. The last line of ) has the form of a Schrédinger equation
iLyyw = Hyw, (81)
where the Hamiltonian H,, is defined by
Hu = ([w3-,D] = [w04,,D-])
= % ([vo-e",d™] — [vo-¢,d])
= % (vo-4_Dy — w94, D) +iLsy, - (82)

For special cases this Hamiltonian is indeed well known: For instance for flat Minkowski background
it is the sum of two copies of the ordinary Hamiltonian of the Dirac electron:

H, = % (fy(ifyz_ - ’yﬂ_’}l) i0; (for guv = Ny and vo = o) . (83)
In the context of classical electromagnetism in turn it is known as the Maxwell operator, which
generates time evolution of the electromagnetic field. (This is discussed in more detail in [0 (pED).) Tt
is remarkable that a generalization of these well known Hamiltonians plays a role for supersymmetric
quantum systems and indeed for the superstring. Heuristically this can be understood from the
fact that both the Dirac particle as well as form field quanta appear in the massless sector of the
superstring.
The Hamiltonian ([B2) is “time independent” in the sense that (by (A-R2))

[Log, Hyy] = 0. (84)
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The left hand side of the second but last line in (B) gives a measure for how the vo-evolution of the
4, sector deviates from that of the 4_ sector: If the curl 9},vo,) of the Killing vector vanishes (which
is equivalent to vo being covariantly constant), then [vo~§/+, D,} = — [vofy_, D+] on states that
satisfy the constraints, and the Hamiltonian reduces to

- [vo-’?+7 D,] (on-shell and for 9j,vg,) = 0). (85)

H,, = 1 [UO"}—7D+] = B

2

Killing-deformed Hamiltonian. The generalization of all this to the Killing-deformed op-
erators Dy, + ([E3) is straightforward: The analogue of (&) is

vo-y_, Dk, +
vo-Y_, Dk, +

(2(0uv0n)) (617" +e#¢”) + divopk*) w = — ([vo-7y, D] +
4Lyy w = —(|vo-Yy, Dy —

Dk,iw:() = {

Since the left hand side of the lower line remains unchanged, the deformed Hamiltonian Hg, ., is
again of the form

Hiw = 1 ([0dDes] = [r04;.De )
23 Hvo+i([v0~’y,,k-’y,}+[vo~ﬁ+,k"?+])- (87)

If £, is still to commute with the constraints, we need, due to [(AZ3), to require that
[vo,k] = O. (88)

It will be shown in [I§] that this condition indeed holds for the vector k used for representing the
superstring on loop space.

In order that the Hamiltonian H generates proper unitary evolution we need a scalar product on
states (restricted to hypersurfaces perpendicular to the “time” direction induced by vo) with respect
to which H is self-adjoint. This is the subject of the next section.

2.2.2 Scalar product.

One notable point about the Hamiltonian (82), or its generalization (&), is that it is anti-hermitian
with respect to the Hodge inner product (-|-) (cf. (A2D)):

Hl, = -H,. (89)

For doing quantum mechanics we therefore need to construct, as in (AZIl), a scalar product ¢l
from the indefinite (:|-) with respect to which the Hamiltonian is a self-adjoint operator.
The obvious generalization of [A20) is

io= vo.vovoﬁ,wm. (90)
This 7) obviously satisfies
Vo=
M= (91)
and
[Log,7] = 0. (92)

17




Because of

MHue = —Hy (93)
the vo-Hamiltonian is indeed self-adjoint with respect to (|-}
ta . -
Hy) = (Hyq ")
= Hi
= H,. (94)

To see that this makes sense, assume that target space M is static and foliate M by spacelike
hypersurfaces orthogonal to the timelike Killing vector field vg. Let ¢, be the coordinate that
parametrizes the flow lines of v, defined by

dt,, = vo%vowdﬂ, (95)
so that
[Logitey] = 1 (96)
and
Dy by, Lo (07)
V0 - Vo

Clearly, the Hamiltonian H,, commutes with this time variable:

[Fagstio] =[5 (o3 D4] = [03,,D-])
B vo%voi ([UO';Y—’UO';V—} - [UO"AYM”O';YJ)
= 0. (98)

The manifold M is foliated into “equal time” slices by the mapping ¢t — 3y, (t) := {p € M|ty (p) = t},
and the induced metric h on each leaf is

huw = guw — VopVov - (99)

Vo Vo
The determinant of the full metric tensor then splits as
V=9 = V—=vo-woVh. (100)

Since H,, generates unitary evolution from one X,, to the next, the scalar product of physical states
should be restricted to a fixed (but arbitrary) hyperslice. Hence define

1oy = C10(0) [0y
= (16(two) ) - (101)
Because of (@) the Hamiltonian is still hermitian with respect to (),

H," = H,, (102)
and hence generates a unitary evolution along t., (¢f. p. El), implying in particular that

Loy (w]w) = 0 (for Dyiw =0). (103)

vo
It is easily checked that no problems arise when adapting this to the k-deformed case: The deformed
Hamiltonian Hy,v, is also anti-hermitian with respect to (-[-) and hermitian with respect to (:|-),, :

(Hk,vo)“] = Hk,vo (104)
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(The proof is given in [Bl (pEd)).
Taking everything together, the proper scalar product reads explicitly (cf. (A1)

(2B, = / (o] vo-7_ vo”?ﬂﬁ)locvﬁ\/ﬁdjj*lx. (105)

M, tyy=0

This scalar product is related to the timelike component of a conserved current: For a given w define
the tensor T"" by

T = (Wl e (106)

If w satisfies the constraint D+w = 0 or Dy, +w = 0, then this tensor is conserved,

v, " =0 (107)
and in particular
PL = TMf (108)

is a conserved current and

)y, = / @l 0503, [y, VAP 2

vo
Mityg=0
1 D—1
= —————v-P,, Vhd" 'z, 109
o 0 (109)
Mty =0
In coordinates adapted to the foliation we have
vl = o
Vou = Guo = 8 v0-v0 (110)

and hence the scalar product is time independent:

vo

Loy (wlw) = 0o / PED V—=vo-voVhd®

Mty =0
= o (V=gPy,) d° 'z
Mty =0
- _ / 0; (V=gPy,) d° 'z
M, tyq=0
= 0. (111)

When restricted to the undeformed case and to 2-form fields these constructions reduce to relations
well known from Dirac theory and classical electromagnetism, see ([(CI0).

The formalism so far gives us a unitary Hamiltonian evolution along a timelike Killing vector
field obtained from the supersymmetry constraints Diw = 0. But according to ([B0) the associated
Schrodinger equation contains only part of the physical content of these constraints. Further infor-
mation is contained in the second but last line of B0). We will now show that this yields a constraint
on states restricted to spacelike hypersurfaces which is compatible with our Hamiltonian H.
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Propagator and physical states. It is convenient to introduce the further abbreviation
Cywp = woy D +wvo-y_Dy, (112)

so that ([I0) is equivalently rewritten as

_ Lyyw = Hyw
Diw=0 < { Cow = 0 (113)
Because of
[tvoacvo] =0
[£o5,Cu] = 0 (114)
the constraint C,, must hold on each hyperslice 3; seperately:
Coow
= Cyo (0(tvy,t)w) = 0. (115)

In fact, every form wo on o, which satisfies the spatial constraint C,,wo = 0, uniquely corresponds
to a state w on all of M, given by

w = exp(—iHty,)wo, (116)

that satisfies the full constraints (II3)). In order to see this, note that the constraint C,, commutes
weakly with the Hamiltonian H,, i.e. up to a term that vanishes when the spatial constraints are
fulfilled:

1

C’U7H’U P
[Cuo, Hug] ST

(Vipvo)vo 724 w074 Coyp - (117)
(The proof of this is given in appendix [B] (pEH).) Hence we have
Cuy (1 — iHy,€)wo i€ [Hug, Cup ] wo

@ 0, (for Cyywo = 0) (118)

for any constant e. Iterating this argument yields
Cyy (1 —iHygtoy/n)"wo = 0, for n € IN and Cyywo =0, (119)
which in the limit n — oo gives
Cop exp(—iHyytv,)wo = 0, (for Cyywo = 0). (120)
Since, by assumption, L, wo = 0, the state w of course also satisfies the Schrodinger equation:
1Ly exp(—iHuytoy)wo = Hyyexp(—iHuygtv, ) wo - (121)
The generalization to the k-deformed case is again unproblematic, since one finds in perfect

analogy with ([I7) that

[Ck,'u07Hk,v0] m(v[uvu])vo'&fﬁﬁ’?ivo"?+ Ckyvo . (122)
(The proof is given in appendix [Blon p. EZ)

The above constructions show that a covariant Hamiltonian with all the familiar properties can
be constructed in D = 1 and D = 2 supersymmetric systems with purely gravitational background.
We now want to generalize all this to the case where there is additionally a non-vanishing b-field
background. In order to do so we make use of the fact that the supersymmetry constraints in such
backgrounds are obtained from those of the already understood backgrounds by a deformation induced
by the deformation operator (BA).
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2.2.3 Parameter evolution in the presence of a B-field

The parameter evolution that we are interested in requires that the background fields be “time

independent”. Hence all background fields must have vanishing Lie derivative along wvo.

b-field this is equivalent to (c¢f. [E3))
(Lo, W] = 0.

Recall ([B0) that the b-field induces on d and d' the deformation

d(b) — e_w(b)d w®)
dT(b) L wT(b)dT —_wt®

For the

(123)

(124)

Since for further constructions it will be essential to have an analogue of (A-6d) and [(AZJ) and hence

of (B)), we define the following deformations of the form creators and annihilators:

O whpn —wt

¢ = e ¢'e
= oty [é*“, —baﬁé“ﬂ
_ AT"‘ + bll«ﬁéﬁ

e@n = T WeneW

_ e“+[e“, L™ A*ﬂ
= et pbrget?

The purpose of this definition is that now the relations

{UO .é(b)’ d(b) }

—_w(®) (b)
eV {wo-é,dy e

—_w(®) (b)
e W Lvoew

=

Lo
and
{vo.éﬂb)’dﬂb)} .
hold, and analogously for the k-deformed case:
{voé(b),dg’)} = V" (fvo-e,d} + {vo-&,ik-¢}) eV
= L.,
{Uo,éﬂm’dfg)} - L.

The deformed creators and annihilators satisfy

{T(b)u AT(b)V} — 0

{ b)H A(b V} - 0
{ Alb)p AT(b)"} — gw + b b
_ g(b);w .
The tensor
9 = (g—bg D)
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is known in string theory as the open string metric in the presence of a b-field (c¢f. [19], p.9). Note
that even though it plays a role similar to a metric tensor, we will never shift indices with anything
but the ordinary metric g. In particular

g = (g +bg ) g g (131)

The b-deformed analogue of the Clifford generators (A4 is of course

,?Eé?)# — éT(b)“ié(b)#
= MV
(ea” Fba") A%, (132)
satisfying
~ (b ~(b)v
{v(i)”w;) } =0
{ﬁf)“ﬂﬁf)"} = +29M. (133)

We will often need the covariant version of the deformed Clifford generators ([32):
3O = (eu" £0.Y)3 134
Yt = (en w )'Ya;t . ( )

Equations ([(32) and ([34) motivate the introduction of the b-deformed version of the vielbein eq*
and its inverse e, *:

e(jf)a“ = el F bt
egf)ua = e, +b,". (135)
In terms of these we can write succinctly
~(b b ~a
79 = a4
~(b b)— a »
Fob = eV Tu A (136)

The purpose of all this is that using ([[2)) it is now immediate that, in complete analogy with

Ed), we have
{UO'W@,D@} - {voﬁ(,b)vDib)} = ALy (137)

This means that the construction (82) of a Hamiltonian generator of parameter evolution carries
over to the b-deformed case as follows:

)
- % (&@Df) —@@DQ”)) +ily, . (138)
Noting that (by (2H) and ([Z3))
[Euo,v0~éT(b):| — 0 = [Log,v0-e®], (139)

it is easy to see (the details are given in appendix [Bl (pE4])) that this Hamiltonian is self-adjoint with
respect to the scalar product induced by the appropriately deformed Krein space operator (cf. (&)

—2
i = (042) w0d s, (140)
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T0)
H,"” = H,. (141)

But care has to be exercised, since 7-hermiticity is not sufficient for many applications. What
really matters is hermiticity with respect to the time-reparametrization gauge fixed scalar product

(@) induced by
AW = G"8(t,) . (142)

An 7-hermitian operator A = At is vo-hermitian if it commutes with the time coordinate ty, defined
by ([@3). This is not the case for the operator (I3 (c¢f. @F)):

b 1 4 ~ (b . (b .

) = (o] - ften]) o
This failure to be vo-hermitian can be remedied by adding an appropriate correction operator.

Define

1 4

~ (b) N ~(b) N
ot ([ ooia] = w30 w0s ) £ (144)

1(b b
HY = HY -

This operator is ﬁf,z)—hermitian (by the same argument as in ([B3)) and by construction commutes
with t,, therefore it is ﬁq(fé)-hermitian:

- T (b N
APy ™o = HY. (145)

vo

On physical states |¢) this operator satisfies

11 RO ORI - ()
(1 e d ({UO"M ,v0'7+} - {UO"Y_ ,vO'“LD) Lo, [¢) = Hyy |@) - (146)
We write
. 11 NOINP NOI
K= Uo-voz ({UO.’H ’v0.7+} B [UO.’L ,vo”)’_})
1 NON O
= vibuA oAy + v b vo-A (147)
for the operator on the left. This operator is ﬁg?-hermitian
T (b
K™ = K. (148)
In terms of K equation ([[ZH) becomes
(1= K)iLy, l0) = H9). (149)

This is the modified form of the Schrédinger equation that needs to be used whenever it is crucial
that the operator on the right hand side really is self-adjoint with respect to (:| ﬁl(,f,) |-}, with ﬁq(fg) given
by (@2, i.e. that it really commutes with the evolution parameter t,,. This will in particular be

necessary in perturbation theory (see §Z2ZH (pE1)).
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Parameter evolution in the presence of torsion. Often in the literature a B-field back-
ground is addressed as a torsion background. This is justified since, as discussed in §ZT3 (pId)
(¢f. &), the B-field induces a deformation of the covariant derivative which makes it act like the
covariant derivative with torsion o< +dB on one spinor bundle and with torsion o« —dB on the other.
However, this deformed operator is of course not the covariant derivative on the exterior bundle that
one would ordinarily associate with a connection of non-vanishing torsion. Instead, the latter is, as
discussed in A5 (pHED), given by expression (A0d).

The deformation of the supersymmetry generators associated with (A8d), which one might per-
haps naively associate with a “torsion background”, does not arise in string theory. Nevertheless,
because it is interesting in itself, we mention that for this case, too, one can carry out the program
of PLLTk

So consider replacing the constraints ([[d) by their torsion-deformed versions (AI06):
Driw = 0, (150)

for some non-vanishing antisymmetric torsion tensor 7,,.3. Then the construction (&) gives rise to
the torsion-deformed Lie derivative operators
[/T,v = {dT,UHéM}
—{d,ve,) — {THQBéT“éTﬁéa,U“éu}

= L, —20"T, %5 e, . (151)

Because the term on the right is anti-hermitian for all v, the operator Lt , still satisfies the crucial

condition ([A7H):
(Lrw)'=—Lr, < o Killing. (152)
Furthermore the covariant derivative of a Killing vector v, with respect to wr is still antisymmetric:
Vruvw = Vo vy (v Killing) . (153)

This is the condition that the proofs [Bl (pEH) rely on. Hence they carry over to the torsion deformed
case and we can straightforwardly generalize ([§l), (Bd) and ([IId) to the case of non-vanishing torsion
by replacing L., by L1, and D+ by Dz + throughout.

2.2.4 Perturbation of background fields

We have now succeeded in constructing covariant Hamiltonian operators for general metric and Kalb-
Ramond field backgrounds. Any pertuabtion of these background fields will induce a perturbation
of this Hamiltonian operator. Since there are some subtleties involved in calculating that perturbed
Hamiltonian from the perturbed background fields we explicitly spell out the necessary steps in
this section. The next section then shows how, given the perturbed Hamiltonian, the first order
perturbation theory of ordinary quantum mechanics can be adapted to Schrodinger equations of the

form (9.

A perturbation of the background fields labelled by a perturbation parameter e

(0) (n)
Guv  —  Guv +
wrd

g,u,z/
:1\/
=guv O(e™)
b = O+ b (154)
\/-/ n:lv
:buu Aem™)

induces a deformation of the various operators considered here. This section briefly collects some of
the relevant formulae, which will be needed in §Z2ZH (pE7) for writing down an expression for the
first order energy shift.
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In the o-model Lagrangian the background fields act as coupling constants for the canonical fields
T4, X*, 0xn, which themselves therefore receive no perturbation:

i & A%
X* - X*
8xu — axu . (155)

Geometrically this means that while perturbing g and b the coordinates on the configuration manifold
are fixed, as is the chosen ONB section of the two Clifford bundles:

[aX,u,Xu] = 5;:
{Tax,T%} +26° . (156)

The perturbed geometry is felt by the canonical fields via the perturbation of the vielbein

I e I (157)
v
=)

This has to satisfy

ds® (ea,ep) = Mab

= ds (ego), 61(70))
—_——

=Nab

—|—ds (ego),e,go)) + ds (ego),el(,l)) + ds (61(70),6((11))

oe)2o
—|—ds (ego),eéo)) + ds (efll),e,()o)) + ds (eflo),e,()l)) + ds (e&l),egl)) + ds (e((f),e,()o)

ea R e,(f))

o) o
+0 (63) ,

where we write ds2 (v, w) for gV

is given by

el = (Qib - —d8< >(6§0)7 ”)) ()

e = (ql(li) (ds (ea )761()0)) + ds? (egl),eéo)) + ds? (6((10)761(;1)) + dsg (6((11)761()1)))) (eb(o))7

(159)

v*w"”. Hence the first and second order perturbation of the vielbein

where

Gab = —(Gba (160)

is an arbitrary antisymmetric tensor which incorporates the gauge freedom in the choice of vielbein.
The inverse vielbein is then

ea,H _ ebynabguu
= eéo)" g ) +eb ”nabgu ) ¢ e(l)" gfg,) +O(62) . (161)
a1) O(e)
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For the “structure functions” f,, of the vielbein one has

[ea,eb] = facbec
N [620)761()0)} " {620)761()1)} n |:e((11)7el(;0):| +(9(52) = £ ey o0 4 D) €, ) 4 4O e () +(9(e2)
O(eO) O(e)
O(eo) e)

(162)

and therefore their first-order perturbation is found to be
= W = ([ego),eél)} + [e&l),ego)] — f(o)aclb ei})) e (163)

Now the shift in the ONB connection

1
Wabe = 5 (fabc + fbca, - fcab) (164)
is immediate:
1
i = g (IR +sh-1%). (165)

The ONB components of the field strength
have = eaueu‘ueaph,u,up (166)

obviously receive the correction

hope = el e R0, + e eV el RG), + e e R, 4 el e eV R,
(167)
Also the perturbation of the b-deformed covariant derivative operator (B) simply reads
= 1 1)+ ~c 1 ). — ac—
VW= Zw:b(c) R Zwab(c)’yb 7 (168)
where of course
1
wE® = M 4 §h(1) . (169)

With these ingredients the perturbation of the supercharges (the Dirac operators) are found to be
(cf. ED))
b)(1 ~a = (b)(1 . 1 1 v 1 1) ~a +b ~c
DRV = 45 (VW — i) F b)) — hendiAas -
(170)

Here it is assumed that k* remains unperturbed, which is the case for the superstring, where k* —
X" (o).

Finally this allows to write down an expression for the perturbation of the target-space Hamilto-
nian ([[38): In addition to the modification of the supercharges (([Z0) the deformed Clifford generators
([32) will receive a correction:

UO"AYE? = Vo,u (6au + bua) 'A)’l:lt
= Joou (ea” £"2)] AL + [vou (ea” £ b"a)] AL+
(0) (1)
= [voﬁ?} + [voﬁ?} 4+ (171)

Therefore there are two contributions to the perturbation of the Hamiltonian (I35):

e
)Y = 5 (o1 DY] = [o-71, D] )
5 ([ro32. DY) = [r04®, DEI] ) (172)
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2.2.5 Perturbation theory

With a Hamiltonian generator of target space time evolution in hand, the standard techniques of
quantum mechanical perturbation theory can be adapted. The differences that one has to deal
with are the need for the Krein space operator ﬁf,lé) (X)) and the presence of non-vanishing K in
the modifed Schrodinger equation (), which may (but need not) appear in the presence of non-
vanishing Kalb-Ramond backgrounds.

So what we are interested in is finding approximate solutions to the Eigenvalue problem

(1= K)iLo, —H]6) = 0
& [A-K)E,-HY]|¢.) = 0 (173)
on the basis that a solution to Oth order in the perturbation is known

[(1-ENED —"OT[s0) = o. (174)

Because I:IE,I(),)(O) is hermitian with respect to (nqﬁ?)(‘” it follows that the ¢7(10) for different Er(zo) are
orthogonal with respect to (:| (n(z))(o) (1—K©)].). We shall assume that they form a complete basis.
The completeness relation can then be written in the form

6@y = 31000 - KD} oy (175)

(G105 O (1 — K@)

In order to find an expression for the first order perturbation of eigenvalues and states we multiply
equation ((CZ3) from the left by < © (ﬁ,ﬁ{?)@), which gives

(e | AN [(1 = (KD + KY) B, — (8 = (HE) D] |68 +60) = 0+
(176)

up to terms of higher than first order. (Here A is the mth order perturbation of the object A.)
The point of taking the scalar product with respect to the unperturbed operator 7]1(,0)( ) (see (X)) is

that it allows us to use the hermiticity ([[Z8) of (Hg,l(), )(O) with respect to this scalar product to apply
it to the left and write

(@@ O @D © (0] GO0 (1 - KO)ED. (177)
The remaining occurence of L., in (I:Ig(),))(l) can be applied to the right to give, as usual,
iLogdn) = Enlg) = (B +ED) [0 +¢0)+-. (178)
Inserting this in ([IZ8) gives

0 + (second order perturtbations)

(6] G [(1 - KO)ED + BD) — (1 - KO)ED — @D)V] [60 + o)

When we now set m = n this gives the sought-after expression for the first order energy shift:

(0) H(b (1) Qg(o)
o CUICORIC ) o)

(8| D® (1= Kol
Setting m # n instead produces an equation for the first order shift of the states
b
(o] [ O B + EPKOT 60 = (B — BD) (62| ()00~ KO [ol2)

(181)
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which yields (when in the degenerate case the left hand side is appropriately diagonalized as usual)

o)

5)© (1 - KO) o)

(78e) O (H) D + LK

L (e
‘¢,(11)> = ZEr(zo)—Eﬁ?) <¢n

m#n

o) (182)

Both expression are essentially those familiar from perturbation theory of elementary quantum
mechanics. The appearance of the KO term is just a correction factor due to the fact that in the
presence of a non-vanishing b-field the Hamiltonian must be modified (¢f. ([[Zd)) by an additional
term in order to commute with the time coordinate. Heuristically this is due to the fact that the
Kalb-Ramond torsion modifies the parallel transport along vg.

We can use the special nature of our covariant Hamiltonian to write in the numerator of (IB0)

; (1)
~ ~ 2 ~ ~ .
(n(b>)(°)(H7§’(’))(1> ‘¢(0)> = (n(b))(o) (§ (v()'Wf)D(_b) — UO'W(_b)DEf)) — Zﬁuo) ‘¢(0)>
. 1 N N .
= (ﬁ(b))(o) (5 (’Uo"YSf)(D(,b))(l) — vowy(,b)(Dgf))(l)) — Z(ﬁuo)(l)) |¢(0)>

- (% (UO.@@(D@)(U —|—v0~’y$’)(D$’))(1)) +(ﬁ(b))(0)i(£v0)(1>) |69
, (183)

where D(b) |q§ > = 0 has been used. This expression drastically simplifies in the light cone limit:

Light cone limit. When there are two independent light-like Killing vectors p and k with
pp=0=k-k and p-k = 1/2, then v is determined by one boost parameter :

vo = €e'p—e k. (184)

If v(‘)‘gﬁi)vf)’ is independent of v then in the limit v — oo the norm of any state |¢) for which the

expectation value (¢|p- ’yf)p w(b) |¢) # 0 is dominated by this expectation value and scales as e*7.

Hence expectation values (¢| A|¢) / (¢| 7 |¢) of any other operator A are in the light cone limit
given by their component which scales as 27, i.e. by €2 lim (e_zwA).
’Y*)OO

Comparison with ([IZ3) then shows that in the light cone limit we have

<¢(0)| (b) (O)(Hi WUO (1) |¢(0)> =R _<¢(0)| (ﬁz(;z))(o)i(ﬁe—wo)(l) |¢(0)> . (185)
This simplification is possible due to the special nature of the Hamiltonian, which, as discussed in
§221 (pI@), differs from L,, essentially only by being expressed in terms of commutators of the
supercharges instead of anticommutators.

A similar simplification of the denominator of ([[E]) does not occur in general in the light cone
limit. But for instance for the application that will be discussed in [I8] K simply vanishes in this
limit.

We have thus obtained a rather simple explicit general formula for the first order energy shift (as
measured along some specified Killing vector field) of the supersymmetric system under consideration.
In order to evaluate it one just needs to plug the expressions for the perturbed fields and operators
discussed in §Z2Z0 (pE) into equation [IR) (or its light cone limit ([IZH)).

Although this calculation may of course become tedious, it is straightforward. In particular there
is no need to deal with issues of gauge fixing and second-class constraints, which may become quite
involved in non-trivial backgrounds (cf. §4 of [4]).

One practical problem of the method presented here, though, inevitably arises precisely due to
its covariance: The shift in the covariant momentum is not (at least not generally) restricted to be
parallel to the particular Killing vector chosen to represent the flow of parameter time, which is the
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only component measured by ([IB). This is no problem of principle, because the remaining spacelike
momenta shifts can be computed in perturbation theory just as well:

The shifted momenta along Killing vectors v; 4 > 0 other than the timelike vector vy are obtained
by diagonalizing the first order perturbation of the matrix

A(b)
PTi”n .= <¢n| (77110 )Z‘C'Ui |¢m> , (186)

(bl (255 [6m)

which involves first order shifts of the states themselves.

However, as will be discussed in [I8] in the context of a special example, one can choose adapted
vielbein fields such that some states don’t receive any curvature corrections themselves. For such
states then formula ([IZ0) yields already all the desired information.

3 Conclusion

It has been shown that covariant Hamiltonian evolution operators can be constructed in relativistic
supersymmetric quantum (field) theories for a large class of interesting backgrounds, by reformu-
lating these theories as generalized Dirac-Kéhler systems on the exterior bundle over their bosonic
configuration space.

The crucial insight was that any system of supersymmetry constraints D |¢)) = 0 can equivalently
be rewritten as a Schrédinger equation generating evolution along a time paramater together with a
constraint on hypersurfaces orthogonal to that time parameter. In various guises this construction is
well familiar from both the Dirac particle as well as the classical Maxwell field. It is no coincidence
that these two systems are related to the supersymmetric formalism discusssed here, since they can be
regarded as two sectors of the NSR superparticle, i.e. the point particle limit of the NSR superstring.
We have shown how to incorporate both sectors in one coherent formalism and how to generalize
this to backgrounds with a non-vanishing 2-form Kalb-Ramond field and hence in particular to
supersymmetric Wess-Zumino-Novikov-Witten models.

In doing so we made use of the fact that the supersymmetry constraints for such backgrounds
can be obtained from those for trivial backgrounds by an algebra homomorphism which generalizes
the deformations considered by E. Witten in [23]. This is crucial, because, as we have shown, by
appropriately applying similar deformations to all operators which appear in the construction of the
covariant Hamiltonian for trivial backgrounds one obtains the covariant Hamiltonian for the non-
trivial background.

One subtlety that remains is that the Hamiltonian obtained this way, though satisfying a formal
Schrodinger equation, in general no longer commutes with the time parameter coordinate. But
this can be fixed by appropriately subtracting the offending terms consistently on both sides of the
Schodinger equation.

When all this is done it is rather straightforward to adapt the familiar techniques of quantum
mechanical perturbation theory: After dealing with the indefiniteness of the Hodge inner product by
employing a Krein space operator and after taking into account the above mentioned correction to
the Hamiltonian operator one obtains an equation for the first order energy shift that is formally very
similar to the one derived in elementary quantum mechanics.

Because it will be important for the application presented in [I8] we finally considered the case
where the Hamiltonian evolution is along a (almost) lightlike vector. It turns out that the special
nature of the Hamiltonian considered here, together with the presence of that Krein space operator,
leads to a considerable simplification of the formula for the first order energy shift in this case.

It should be noted, that this does not involve fixing any gauge, whatsoever, in particular this is
not related to fixing a light cone gauge. The methods presented here are equally valid in backgrounds
which do not posses any lightlike Killing vectors at all. This makes them interesting for the study of
superstring theory in arbitrary nontrivial backgrounds.

As will be demonstrated in [I8], the machinery developed here carries over to the case where the
underlying manifold is loop space, the configuration space of the string. A calculation presented there
will demonstrate how to apply the above perturbation scheme to perturbatively calculate the first
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order curvature correction for superstrings close to the pp-wave limit of AdSs x S%, as was done for
the bosonic string in light cone gauge in [I3].

The natural next step would be to apply this formalism to superstring spectra on AdSs x S® (cf.
[E]). This requires the as yet unknown incorporation of RR-background fields into the framework of
9 (pH). As is well known, RR-backgrounds are almost impossible to handle in terms of o-models
and Lagrangian formalism. Therefore it would be interesting to further analyze the deformation
mechanism of §ZT2 (pBl). Possibly this way backgrounds can be incorporated that defy a Lagrangian
description.

I am grateful to Robert Graham for helpful discussions and valuable assistance. This work has
been supported by the SFB/TR 12 “Symmetries and universalities in mesoscopic physics”.
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A Differential geometry in terms of operators on the ex-
terior bundle

A.1 Creation/Annihilation and Clifford algebra

Consider a semi-Riemannian manifold (M, g) of dimension D with metric g, which has signature
(D —s,s). On the space Q(A(M)) (which we take to be complexified) of a suitable class of sections
of the exterior bundle A(M) (the bundle of differential forms of arbitrary degree) over this manifold,

we have the operators & of exterior multiplication, defined by
et

= di" Aw,  QAWM)) 3w =we) + wp dztt Fwuyppdet Adz" A+ 0 (AL

With respect to the usual Hodge inner product (-|-) on Q(A(M)),

(lfy = /@A*ﬁ

M
= p!/\/gdmuz...ﬂmwm dPx (A.2)
M

(where @ is the complex conjugate of «), which defines the Hodge-x operator, their adjoints are
¢ .= (&')T, and both together satisfy the canonical anticommutation relations (CAR)

{e e} = o0

{éﬂvélf} = 0

{en, e} = o (A.3)
With the linear combinations

gt = e e (A.4)

this is isomorphic to the Clifford algebra
RELES
{34,494} = +29". (A.5)
Every element of the Clifford algebra is mapped to a differential form by the symbol map
(wio) + Wi AL + Wl VAL + ) 1) = wio) + Wiy A2+ Wiy iy dat A da?'? + - (AL6)

where |1) denotes the constant unit O-form. The local inner product («|3), . is defined by

loc

@) = [ @l vaae, (A7)
M
and also serves as the projection on Clifford 0-vectors, i.e.
(1l (@) + Wi A + 0w AL + ) Do = w(0) - (A.8)
It has the cyclic property
UALAL AL Dioe = AUAE AT Do - (A.9)

Using a vielbein field e, on M we write the ONB frame version of these operators as

&t et et
& = et
o= Ak (A.10)



The number operator, which measures the degree of a differential form, is defined by

N = &',
= &M%, (A.11)
Note that
[N,44] = 4k, (A.12)

A shifted version of this operator, with symmetrized spectrum, is
1,4 -
37 4. = N-D/2. (A.13)

Often it is convenient to use a slightly modified version of the Hodge-* operator, namely:

sa=0za=1 ca=D—1 . .
T ._ D(D-1)/2+s e SRR 2 if D is even A14
om { 49=049=1...49=P=1 if Disodd (A.14)
which is conveniently normalized so as to satisfy the relations
@' = ()% (A.15)
®? =1 (A.16)
*xef® = &%, (A.17)
It is related to the Hodge-x via
F = « ,L-D(D—l)/2+5(_1)N(N+1)/2+D ) (A.18)
We note here the simple but important relation
*N 8a6T"%
(D—N)x. (A.19)

For s > 0 the inner product (:|-) is indefinite. Assume s = 1, which is the case of interest here,
and {éo, éTO} = —1. Then the operator

R 10, <0410
io= ele’ — &%t

= AT, (A.20)

(which is self-adjoint with respect to (-|-): 47 = #) swaps the spurious sign, and the modified inner
product

(g = ) (A.21)

is positive definite and indeed a scalar product. The adjoint of an operator A with respect to (|)n
will be written At and is given by

Al = (RAq")
= 7 'Als. (A22)

(The term 7~ " is here not evaluated further to allow for slightly more general # that will be discussed

in §Z2771 (pd), ¢f. ED).)
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A.2 Differential operators

Let @M, which is the covariant derivative operator with respect to the Levi-Civita-connetion I', % of

guv, be defined by

(Vi f] @uf), feA (M)
(V.6 = T’

If w,”y is the Levi-Civita connection in the orthonormal vielbein frame,
Wuab = e (6‘1;38” + Fuaﬁ) (671)5177
then the last line is equivalent to
S et = a atb
[Vu,e ] = —wu e .
This way one has:

Vu (walmapdﬂcal A A dxap)

Usually one also identifies the operator version of the connection 1-form

a ATH a
w' = ¢ wu'p.

(Vuwalmap) dz®t A -+ A dz®P
(V[Hwal,.,%]) dz“t Ao ANdz®P .

(A.23)

(A.24)

(A.25)

(A.26)

(A.27)

The commutator of the covariant derivative operators with themselves gives the Riemann curvature

operator:

[@u, @V] = R

AT A
= RwalgcT &

(A.28)

From the covariant derivative operator one can construct two flavors of partial 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
8y = V,+w.ele,
9 = V,+TD, % %,

which are, according to ([(A24)), related as

O = Ou—ea(Oue)E e,
one finds
0u, f] = (Ouf), feA’ (M)
[0m,8] =
[aﬂvéa]
and
[0, ] = @Ouf), feA’M)
[05,61°] = 0
[0h.¢a] = 0.
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(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 for both the expected relations

[0u, 0] = 0
[05,0;] = 0 (A.33)

hold. Using (A2Z9), (A31), and [A32) it is now easy to establish the transformation properties of
all creators and annihilators starting from [A23):

Vi éla] = +w.’a8h
[VM, a} = —wuabéb
[ a} = —Huubaéb
[vu,e*a} = 40,7,
9007 = T
[vu,ca} = 4T.%.¢5. (A.34)

That is, all basis operators transform as they should according to the index they carry.
Note that in particular we can now write

Ve = 0y —w et
= O+ wuapdt e’
1 ~a »b ~a ~b
= 6;1, + Zw‘uab ('Y+’Y+ + 'Y,'Y,) . (A35)
Another useful fact is that d, and V,, commute with the duality operation:

[0u,%] = 0
(Vu,x] = o, (A.36)

which follows straightforwardly by using the respective definitions.
With respect to the Hodge inner product the adjoint of 0, is

@) = ——=8u/lgl- (A.37)

On the other hand the operator J;, satisfies no such simple formula. Using the antisymmetry of
Wyab = Wylap) one finds from [(A37) and (A29) the analogous relation

(Vi)' = —ﬁ%\/E~ (A.38)

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:

Exterior derivative. The exterior derivative is defined by
d = ", (A.39)

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

dwpy o dz A Nd2P = Oy, da” AdTHt A A datP (A.40)
This can be made manifest by noting that

d = &, (A.41)
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which follows by the definition of 9, in (A23) and the symmetry I',%s = I'(,% ). (Another way to
say the same is

{d,e™} 0

& {d, &'}

_ett

w, et (A.42)
The second line is known as the first structure equation for vanishing torsion.) Therefore d is nilpotent:
a2 = e asas

= 0. (A.43)

(Using instead the covariant derivative shows that ¢f*¢&” [VM, V,,] = 0 and hence (¢f. A2)) Ry =
0.)
Furthermore it obviously satisfies the graded Leibniz rule:
det e, = et ™ e (G0 )+ (—D)PET e, L d L (AL44)

This makes it easy to compute its adjoint: Let 8 be any p-form and « any D — p-form then

(olp) = / (do) A %8
@ —(—I)D_p/oz/\d*ﬁ
B3 —fD(D*W”S(—1)”“”/2/a/\;;d;ﬂ

A 1R
- / a A+%xd%8

= — {a]xd* B) . (A.45)
Hence
d" = —zdx. (A.46)
Using [AT7) this gives explicitly
d' = —¢v,. (A.47)

We will mostly refer to this “inner” derivative as the exterior co-derivative. It acts on p > O-forms
as the covariant divergence:

diwy, o, dz™ A ANdat? = —p (Vew"ageia, ) 2 A Ada® (A.48)

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

d? = o. (A.49)
It is obvious, that
[N.d] = d
[N,dT] = -d'. (A.50)
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A.3 Dirac, Laplace-Beltrami, and spinors

The operator

D. := d+df
= 4V, (A.51)
is called the Dirac operator on Q(M). Its square
+A = D3
(d+dh)?
= +{d,d'} (A.52)
is known as the Laplace-Beltrami operator, which explicitly reads
A = D2
_ o o _ tu otk v X T A
= (g VuVy + TV — Ry vae' e e’e” — Ruxe'e ) . (A.53)

This expression is known as the Weitzenbock formula (cf. for instance [3], p.130, or [I0], egs.
(4.33),(4.45)). The Dirac and Laplace-Beltrami operators obviously satisfy

(Di)Jr = +D4
Al = A. (A.54)

Spinors. The following briefly indicates some aspects concerning spinors as viewed from the exte-
rior geometry perspective, and how our algebraic notation relates to the more commonly used matric
representations.

The Clifford bivectors 194" = %&[ﬁ’yi form a representation of the Lie algebra so(d — s, s) and
generate the spin group of the Clifford algebra, whose elements are of the form

Ry = exp(prani?) - (A.55)

A Clifford element of the form ¢+ = pR4, with p a scalar, is sometimes called a Dirac-Hestenes
state (e.g. [I5]). Applying R+ to a primitive projector P of the Clifford algebra yields the spinor
representation 1+ P of the group SO(d — s, s).

Now the exterior bundle can be viewed as the product of two spinor bundles. The spin groups
of the two Clifford algebras 4, act, respectively, from the left and from the right on the Clifford
elements associated with an element of the exterior bundle:

This is easily seen by considering, as in ([Af]), the Clifford-representation of an arbitrary (inhomo-

geneous) form w = w(gy +wyuda” +--- = (w(o) +wu A+ ) |0) and acting on it with the generators
=04
’y‘ib of the two commuting spinor groups:
FEQe(0) = QeA510)
= Q:5700) . (A.56)

In this sense one of ’y‘f acts from the left, the other from the right on the symbol map pre-images of
an element of the exterior bundle.
To make this more explicit consider elements of I'(A(M)) of the form

wi = hr0P1|0), (A.57)

where O is a constant +-Clifford element:

[04,0+] =0, (A.58)



and where ~ is the linear operation of Clifford reversion which reverses the order of Clifford generators
and takes the complex conjugate of the coefficient:

T(pALT) = pryETR (A.59)

Acting on such such a state with a spin group element Ri gives

Riws = (Rivx) Oy |0)
Rews = $1O(Riths)|0) . (A.60)

To see how this goes together with the usual way of writing spinors as represented on some vector
space note that

ReATR: = A%, (A.61)

as usual. By the cyclic property ([(AJ)

Aab = <0| 1/&’3’11/;:& ’Ayl:)t |O>loc
= (0l deAh s A% (0) (4.62)
this implies
Gidie = LA (A.63)

Hence the construction [(AZ5T) produces the differential forms

VAR TTGL(0) = A s AT [0)
= Aal b1 """ Aapbp]’?ftlmbp |0>
— A% by - ,A“pbp]dl-bl A Adab? , (A.64)

where we set p = 1 for brevity. Now let ¢po = (R+¢0)a be the usual representation of the rotor R4+
as a spinor on a 214/2]_dimensional vector space, then the coeffcients of the above differential form
are obtained by means of the usual expression:”

PVt by = POY+V by by Pt GO
(AL - a a
= ¢O'Y:t,a1map¢0 A l[bl . A pbp] 5 (A66)
~—_————

=const

where now all Clifford elements refer to their matrix representation and ¢ is the Dirac adjoint of ¢.

The covariant derivative operator (AZ3) V, = O + wpuavé' 6" = 9, + (’}‘j_’yﬁ_ - ’y‘i’yb_) splits
into a sum of covariant derivative operators

- 1 o
Vfi = Oy =% wab'yi’yft (A.67)

that act on the two spinor bundles seperately:

Vo (0s0401) [0) = (V5w) O [0) + w1 O(Viw) [0) . (A.68)
"Hence the component analogue of (BB is
Vi ($0F4a1ap®) = Ou (P0Vayoay®) = Wi ar (#0V1p, .m0y ) =+ = Wi ay ($0Fsay..,0)
= 0 (Bo7sar0y®) — (B0 |39 F sy ] 9)
= mﬁhal,..%fb + 60Y1aya, Vit (A.65)
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But such a splitting does not take place for the Dirac operator (AE]]) on the exterior bundle. Due
to (A3H) the Dirac operators ((AX]) mix the two Clifford algebra representations 4 .

The equation D1y = (d+df)y = 0is known as the (massless, free) Kahler equation (see [2,
§8.3). Due to the above considerations it is equivalent (up to degeneracy) to the ordinary (massless,
free) Dirac equation on spinors (instead of on differential forms) only when the left (+) and right
(-) Clifford algebras don’t mix, which occurs only for wese = 0 if no other background fields are
turned on, i.e. for a flat spacetime background. But actually in string theory a generalization of
the operators D4 does play the role of the Dirac operator for spinors. This is possible, because the
presence of further background fields will modify D4 in a way that cancels the spurious terms and
thus restores their “chirality” (in the CFT sense) (¢f. T4 (pI3).

A.4 Lie derivative

From d one recovers a directional derivative £, along a vector field v = v*0, by performing a
“contraction”:

Ly, = {d,¢, 0"} . (A.69)

This is the Lie derivative on differential forms along v. More explicitly it reads

{d, et = {&85,euv"}
= 0"+ (90")eMe, (A.70)
or alternatively
{d, e} = {"V,, 80"}
= W'V, + (Veo¥)ee, . (A.71)

The form [AZZ0) is convenient for checking that

[[’va [/w] = ['[v,w] (A72)
and
[‘C'M wué#«] = [’U, w]”éu
[Lowae™] = (Low),e™, (A.73)

while ([(AZZ])) is convenient for computing the adjoint:

1 = ~ AU
(LU)T = _ﬁvu gv”—&—(V,,v”)cTMc
= L, — (Vu") +2(Vu,)ee”. (A.74)

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

Vv = 0
=Vt = 0, (A.75)
i.e. if and only if v is a Killing vector field:
(L)'=-L, & wvisKilling. (A.76)

From its definition (A2FJ) and the duality relations (AIH) and [AZH) it follows furthermore that the
adjoint can be expressed as

Ll = —3L,%. (A.77)



From this we find the equivalence
vis Killing < [L,,% =0. (A.78)
Hence for a Killing vector v it follows from taking the adjoint of (AZEQ) that
{d', "} = —L, (v Killing) . (A.79)
One particular consequence is, that
{v.9, D} —{v.4", Dy} = 4L, (v Killing) , (A.80)
which will be rather useful later on. For the other sign one gets
{4, D} +{vA" . Dy} = 2(Vuy) (e +ete”) (v Killing) . (A.81)
Also note that for v Killing one has
[Lo,09.] = 0 (v Killing) . (A.82)

Another useful fact is that the partial derivative operators 9, defined in ([A29), are obviously
(using (A1) Lie derivatives:

9 = {d,&.) (A.83)

"

= 9 — (€%a0ue™y) 68, . (A.84)
(This is to be contrasted with the Lie derivative along an ONB basis vector v = eq:
Loy = Oa+2waped!’e") (A.85)

If 9, is a Killing Lie derivative then (according to (AR and (AT ) the term (eqa0.e%p) is
antisymmetric in ¢ and b and we can write

Lo, = 0O+ (candue™y)e e’ (8, Killing)

i
1 o a2 ra o
= 6u + Z (eaaa,u,e b) ('Y+’Yi - ’Y,’Yb,) . (A86)

Accordingly the exterior derivative (AZI]) can also be written as
d = ¢z, (A.87)
and hence with [(AZ6) and [(AT0) the exterior coderivative can also be written as
d" = el (A.88)

There is in general no Lie derivative on spinors, but along a Killing vector field there is®: Rewriting
(A7) in terms of Clifford generators yields

L, = v"V,+

8cf. p. 195 of 22
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The condition that the last term vanishes is obviously V(,v,) = 0, i.e. that v is Killing. Hence in
this case the Lie derivative on differential forms is

- 1
vKilling & Lo = "Vt (Vv (AHA1 —A4"4) (A.90)
and splits into two Lie derivatives
- 1
[:fi _ quii + Z(vuvv)&i’?i (v Killing) (A.91)

on spinors (¢f. [AB7)). If we decree that the partial derivative operator in V5% acts only on the
(respectively) left or right spinor bundle (cf. the factorization ([(A57)), then this allows us to succinctly

write
L, = Lyt 4Ly (A.92)
with
[L?,*,LS;} = 0, (A.93)
which, together with (A72), implies®
] = (A.94)

An intersting special case that plays a paramount role in the context of Lie groups is that where
there existes an orthonormal frame in which the Killing vector v has constant components v® = J;.

In this case (AQI) gives

. 1 b e
Ly = Vgiizwabcvlvi

— Out %wabc&’;ﬁ (for v° = 62). (A.95)

But this is equal to the covariant derivative along v with respect to the connection with torsion
Whpe = Wabe + Tabe, Where the torsion tensor Tppe = Wape in this frame.

A.5 Torsion.
Let

Thap = Tuap (A.96)
be a totally antisymmetric torsion tensor, and consider the connection with torsion wr given by
wr s = wus +Tu% (A.97)
with the associated connection 1-form operator
wr® = ¢Mwr %, (A.98)

where w is, as above, the (torsionless) Levi-Civita connection in the orthonormal frame. The associ-
ated covariant derivative operator is
~ N bA
Vo, = 0p— (wu"+ Tuab)cT Ca
= O — (T + T %) ea, (A.99)
91t should be noted, though, that [(AZ2) holds for arbitrary v,w, while (A03) makes sense only for v and w both Killing,

. . =Sy .
since otherwise Vvi isn’t even defined.
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whose adjoint is still of the form [A3R):

N 1 -
Vi, = ——=Vru/lgl. (A.100)

Vsl

The operator of exterior multiplication with the torsion 2-form is
T = T,%e"et” (A.101)

Perturbing the exterior derivative with this operator gives

dr = d-T%,
= &¢"'Vr,. (A.102)
Note that!®
{d,e™} = T+ {dr,e""}
= T —wrhel’. (A.103)

(This is the “first structure equation” in the presence of torsion, c¢f. (AZ2).) Taking the adjoint gives

d'r .= dr)! = df —7T¢,
—&"Vr ., (A.104)
where
T = —T,%ee" . (A.105)

The torsion-perturbed Dirac operators are
Dry+ = dr+d'v = 44Vr,
— Di 42T e (A.106)
and, due to (AI04), they are still (see (AS)) (anti-)self-adjoint:
(Dr+)' = +Du. (A.107)

We mention some further common vocabulary associated with torsion (cf. §2.2 of [I6]): The
Riemann curvature operator with torsion is defined by

R, = [V, Vr.]. (A.108)

If a torsion tensor exitst for which these operators and hence the Riemann curvature tensor with
torsion

Rivas = Ruvas +2(ViTas + Tiulan T "s) (A.109)

vanishes, the manifold is said to be parallelizable. If furthermore a vielbein frame covariantly constant
with respect to I't exists the manifold is said to be absolute parallizable (which implies ordinary
parallelizability).

The associated Ricci tensor with torsion is

Ry, = Ru —VaT%uw + TuasT,* . (A.110)

The existence of a torsion making this tensor vanish is called Ricci parallelizability.

0¢f. e.g. [2,56.4
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A.6 Conformal transformations.

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

g = g (p) (A.111)

for some real function ® : M — IR. In the following all objects associated with §,. are written under
a tilde, ~, while all other objects are associated with g, .
The coordinate basis forms are obviously related by

PSS PSS
& = e¢, (A.112)
and we may choose
ot = et®
é~a = 8. (A.113)
Also obvious is the transformation of Jy;:
9 = 0+ (9.P)N, (A.114)

because this is what satisfies the definition [(A32). With [AZ) it follows that
d = o
e (d+[d,®|N) . (A.115)

The conformally transformed Lie derivative operators are also readily found, for instance from

(A53):
Zv

{d,e.v"}
{e=® (d+e""(0.®)N), e "}
= L, +0"(3.9)N. (A.116)

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

T —®N th SN
c e ¢ e
N —®N ., &N
Cy = e Cue
e —®N nc N
. = e O, e
3 —oN oN
d = e de
5 —oN oN
L, = e L,e . (A.117)

But this is not true for every operator:
To find df one can for instance use [(AZf) and write

dt = —xd=
= —xe "Mde™x

. e—<I>(D7N) sd= 6<I>(D—N)

e~ (PN gt (2(D-K) (A.118)

or

di = e *(d"-[d",®](D-N)). (A.119)
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This is also a similarity transformation, but a different one. However, it coincides with that in (AII1)
when evaluated on forms with eigenvalue n of N equal to 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) =
d'jy) = 0 (A.120)

are conformally invariant in the sense that, with

) = e TPy, (A.121)
they are equivalent to
dig) = 0
dtlg)y = o0. (A.122)

A special case of this is the fact that ordinary classical source free electromagnetism in 4 dimensions
is conformally invariant.
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B Proofs

Proofs of self-adjointness of the Hamiltonian In the following the proofs of the self-
adjointness of various versions of the Hamiltonian generator are given.

e Ordinary case: Equation (@) states that

TA
H)? = H,. (B.1)

Proof: The proof is probably easiest when using for H,, the representation

H, = %(UM,D+ — 004, D_) +iLy, (B.2)
(see ([B2)). Essential are furthermore the facts
{Divod = {D w04} = 41 (Vuvor) — 444" (Vuvow)
= 0 (B.3)

(due to the antisymmetry V,vo, = V,v0,] of the covariant derivative of the Killing vector vo)
as well as

(iﬁvo)T = Ly ,
[Lug, 0] = 0. (B.4)

Using this, one finds
ta
H,]
N A—1\T
= (7Hyn ')
= qHj
R ~ ~ T oA .
—57 (107 Dy =007, D) 1)+ L,
1
2 V0 Vo
i 1

2 Vo Vo
1

VoY _vo- 'Y+(D+'U()’y —D_wvo- 'y+)vo'y Vg - 'y+

vo

vo-y_vo-F, (Dyvo-Fy —D_wo-y_) +iLu,

vo-ﬁ_vo-ﬁ_‘_ (vo-74 Dy —vo-7_D_) +iLy,

2 vo-v,

7 .

3 (vo ¥_D4 —wvo- 'y+D_) + 1Ly,
= H,,

(B.5)

Stronger version:

In the special case where vg is covariantly constant a stronger version of this result holds.!!
The Hamiltonian (§2) naturally decomposes into a left and a right part

i N
HBO/R = :EZ I:UO"Y$7D:E] . (B6)
If vo is covariantly constant then these two operators are seperately 7-hermitian:
(HY™ = HY/R if V00 = 0. (B.7)
Proof: The proof is just a special case of ([BX), making use of the fact that

{Di,v05:} = 0, (B.8)

1 The interest in the following discussion lies in the fact that it generalizes to the case of non-vanishing b-field background.
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which is a direct consequence of the assumption that @Mvo =0:

. TA
(5l032Ds])" = i [0 37Da] 5
:I:i 1 vo Yy [vo 'yjPDi] VoY 4
= [UQ ’yq:,Dj:} . (Bg)

e k-deformed case: Equation ([[04)) states that the same is true for the k-deformed Hamiltonian:

H = He,,. (B.10)

k,vo

Proof: Tt suffices to note that the analogue of (B3l also holds for the k-deformed case. The
proof then goes through as above.

e Background b-field: In the case of a non-vanishing b-field the Hamiltonian reads

i N N .
H,UO = 5 (UQ’Y(_I;)DE:) — ’UQ'}/E:)D(_b)) + ’L[,vo . (Bll)
Equation (A1) states that this operator is self-adjoint with respect to ﬁ(b) = Wvo-ﬁg)vo
vofY _
~(b
7.

Proof: The analogue of ([B3) is still true:

{09,030} D, 004}

_w® (b) (&)t _w®dt (&)t WOt _w®) N (b)
{ew deW —|—ew dfe W ,ew vo-cTeW —l—ew vo-cew }

—w® o wi) w®t o+ _w®T W) At —w T —_w(®) . w®)
—<e de —e d'e ,e vo-C'e —e vp-Ce
—_w(®) ®  _wi(®) N (b) (b)F —_w®t (o)t A —wOT
= 2{@ W deW ,e w vo-cew }—|—2{ew dfe W ,ew vo-cTe w }
= 2Ly, — 2L, = 0. (B.12)
Also, the Lie derivative along v still commutes with 7
o] 0wl
[ﬁvo,vo wﬂ 0= 0. (B.13)
Therefore all ingredients are present to prove (&) analogously to (BII).

Proof that C weakly commutes with H. The fact that the Hamiltonian generator respects
the spatial constraint is proven for various cases.

e Ordinary case:
Equation (II7) on p. B0 states that

1
QiUo Vo

[Cug, Hug) (Viwvu)vo-y A2 4 004, Coy - (B.14)

Proof: First we can rewrite the commutator as

[CvaUo] = [Cv 0 —i[:vo + HUO]
1
= T [vo 'y+D 4+ vo-y_D4,v0- 'y+D,—vo’y Dd
1
= Q—Z[Uow Dy,v0-9,D- ]
1 A Al AV
= 5 (w0 L (Vuoy)Do = vo- 4,444 (Vv )Dy) . (BL15)
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Since C,, and H,, both commute with ¢,, this expression also commutes with ¢,,. This is still
obvious in the third line,

= [~Lvwo4,D_] + [vo-9_Dy,1]
= 0 (B.16)
but it is a nontrivial condition in the fourth line:
[(v0-4_4" 4 (Vv )D— = 004, 4 4” (V00 ) D) g |
= (A (Tt oo = w0 A A (T)od )
= _%vo%vo (Viuvw) [UO"AL,’AY‘H [vo”%r,’yﬂ , (B.17)

where the last line follows from explicitly evaluating the respective terms:

(Vv vo-F_ 324 vo-A 4
= 37w (o073 o+ foove, 44) ({5 w0} + (3% v0.9.])
= i) (24 o) o6+ 03]
= 3% (206 [s070,35] =208 [ro313] = [0 5-,92] oo 035

—

Viuve))vo-4 4 444 vo- 5
(Viwow) ({vo- 34544} + [v0-41,4%]) ({20042} + 37,004 -])

(Viwvn)) (208 + [vo-34, 94 ]) (=206 + [, 005 ])

[ = s = s =

= (Vi) (205 [0, 7] — 208 [0, 3% + [v04-,4%] 0034, 44]) - (B.18)

We will now use the fact that (BIZ) vanishes to prove (BId): From the definitions

C’UO = UO"S/+D7 +1}0"§17D+
4 (Lo +iHyy) = w0y, D- —vo-y_Dy (B.19)
it follows that
1 . )
D- = 2000 0 TF (Cug +4(Log +iHy, )
1 N .
D, = - V0 Y_ (Coy — 4 (Loy +iHoy,)) - (B.20)
2v0 Vo

Using this to replace D+ in (BJH) gives the desired result:

[CU07HUO]
1 S N
= % (vo-4 A" 41 (V1,00))D— = vo-7, 4447 (V(v,) D)
E20) 1 VR ‘ ww ‘
= T (Vo) (v0-9-3" 410044 (Cug + 4 (Lug + iHuy)) 4+ 1094447 004 - (Cup — 4 (Log + iHy,)))
B1D 1 oy
= m(v[uvu])v0'7_7‘17+00'7+ Cuo
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e k-deformed case:
Equation (B22)) states the analogous relation for the k-deformed operators:

1 TN N
[Cr,v0> Hisug] GT (Vivu)vo-y_ A" 450044 Choug -
Proof: Because
{Desvds} = A3AL(Vivnw),

just as in the undeformed case, the proof completely parallels that given above.

(B.22)

(B.23)

C Example: Parameter evolution in classical electromag-

netism

As an example of the general constructions in §Z2T] (p[If) we demonstrate how the Hamiltonian
H and the spatial constraint C ([[I3)) look like in the special case where Diw = 0 are the Maxwell

equations of sourceless classical electromagnetism.
The Faraday 2-form is

F = dA
— %Fwdm”/\dxl’
. ) 1 .
= (VAO - A)i dz’ A dx® + (rotA)j §EJ wdz® A dat
= EAdt+B
) 1. )
= FEidx* Adz® + Bi§€ljkdff] A dz .
For Minkowski space g = 7 its dual reads
_ Ly k i 0
~F = Eigejkdm ANdx" + —B;dx Ndx .

The constraints dF = 0 = d' F hence give
0 = dF
. ) 1. . )
= 0;Eida’ Ndz' Adz® + aoBiierkde Ada? A dz® + 8B da' A dx® A da®
— (rotE + B)J %ejkldmk Adat Adae® + (divB) dz' A dz? A da®
0 = dxF
. 1 .
— (E — rotB)j §ej wdz® A dxt A da® + (divE) dx' A dz? A da? ,
the components of which are the Maxwell equations.
The vector

vo = 0o
is a timelike Killing vector on Minkowski space time. The associated Clifford element is
voYy = Vi,
and the Hamiltonian generator (82) along v is

Ho, = 5 (9420 - (-99)549:) -
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Its action on 2-forms is given by:

H,F = %((— O — (=4)FL0i) FuAt4Y |0)
= —50Fw [&‘l&i,ﬁ“ﬁ ]10)
= 508 [LALALAL)0) - 0B ¢k 50555 )

1
= —i(rotE), ke KA AT 10) + 30 B’ 3% 4L |0)

—  _i(rotE), %e i34 (0) 4 (0t B), 4730 [0) .
(©.7)

Therefore the evolution equation (§IJ) is here equivalent to the two Maxwell equations which contain
time derivatives:

Ly F = HyF
S EAdt+B = (rotB) Adt —rotE, (C.8)
while the spatial constraint ([[T3) is equivalent to the remaing two Maxwell equations:
0 = GC,F

= —(32910: +45448:) Fudta” o)
= —0iFw {324,547} 0)
= —0:E; {3°4,4.4° }|0 aBleﬂ'kl{y 3,454 1H0)
= 20:5'(0) - 0:B;e 3?4145 41 [0)
= 20,E'(0) — 8,B'e;3° 474* 5" |0)
= 2(divE) — 6 (divB) dz° A dz' A dz® A da® . (C.9)

When the 2-forms in 4-dimensional Minkowski space are represented as 6-dimensional column vectors,
the set of equations ([[I3) is therefore precisely the well known evolution equation of electrodynamics,
as for instance discussed in [IT].

The construction of the scalar product in §ZZ2 (pI[d) also reproduces well known facts when
applied to classical electromagnetism. In particular the tensor 7" in equation () becomes the
Maxwell stress-energy tensor:

T = S (FIAYAL )

loc

1 Ay
—5 (IIFYZFYZ 1)

loc

1
= FMFY, - Zg*‘”FMF”A . (C.10)

D Lie groups and algebras.

Some well known relations are assembled below for references in the main text. We mostly follow the
notation in §11.4 of [I4].
The Lie algebra generators T, satisfying

[Ta, ] = faTe (D.1)
and
[Ta, [Ty, Te]] + [Tv, [Te, Tal] + [Te, [T, To]] =
< falafolq = 0 (D.2)
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are represented on themselves by the adjoint action
adTu(Ty) = [Ta,Th] = fa“bTe (D.3)
with coeflicient matrices
ad(T.)s = fo%. (D.4)
The Killing form serves as the metric tensor

1
Nab = — Q—Q‘Itr(adTaadTb)

1

= _2gvtr(facsfbsd)

_ 1 t s
= 29vfa sfo't, (D.5)

where g is the dual Coxeter number.
By left- and right-translation the 7, generate two commuting vielbein fields (c¢f. [§], §4.2) er =
iua .
ez 0u:

e = g ' (0ayg)
e = (Gug)s . (D.6)

By default we refer to the (-) vielbein when the index is omitted:
To = e, = e, . (D.7)
The Levi-Civita connection in this basis is (¢f. [I0], (4.70))
1
Wabe = Efa,bc . (D.8)
Therefore the covariant derivative operator [(A3H) and the spinor version (A1) read

PN
va = Ta + (’JabceJr ec

1
= Ta + EfabcéTbéc

<>
8
H

Il

1 b s
Ta £ Jwabed535%
1 ~b ~c
= T, =+ gfabc')’i')’i , (D.9)
and the spinor Lie derivatives [(AZ01]) along the group’s Killing vectors (the vielbein components) are
1
Lo = Outswadiih. (D-10)
Since the connection terms satisfy
1 28 ot 1 ~2q AT c 1 A8 AT
ZfﬂSt’Y:t’ij Zqu’r’Yi’Yi = ifa b chsrwi’yi (Dll)
these manifestly represent the group’s Lie algebra:

[zii,z,ﬂ R e (D.12)
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The spinor Lie derivatives along the invariant Killing vectors of the group manifold have the following
commutators with various other objects.

S A c ~
[‘Ca+’7+b:| = fa"v¥ie
S 1 AS A c 1 A8
|:£a+, §Wb3t7+'yz_:| = fa biwcst7+'yz_
[£§+ , 61;} = fd“0.. (D.13)

By the same argument familiar from the construction of the quadratric Casimir, with any two objects
A,, B, that tranform this way an invariant under the action of Ei* can be constructed:

[citgbCAbBC] = " futyAuBe + g™ fa%e Ay By
= 0. (D.14)

The Riemann curvature operator on the group manifold is (¢f. [20], (A.26))

1 At Ca
Rab = ZfabsfscdeTced
- wabswscdéTcéd . (D15)
And the Ricci tensor and curvature scalar are

1 rs
Rab = Z fars fb

- WarswaS
3 % Gab (D.16)

and
g'd

R = . (D.17)

The two invariant vielbein fields e* on the group manifold are characterized by the property that
they are parallel with respect to the metric compatible connection with torsion Ty, = £ fuu:

Vier = o, (D.18)
or equivalently

L‘J[ei]aibici = :Fjja,ibici . (Dlg)
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