arXiv:0903.4798v1 [math.DG] 27 Mar 2009

CONFORMALLY INVARIANT QUANTIZATION – TOWARDS COMPLETE CLASSIFICATION

JOSEF ŠILHAN

Abstract. Let M be a smooth manifold equipped with a conformal structure, E[w] the space of densities with the the conformal weight w and D_{w,w+δ} the space of differential operators from E[w] to E[w + δ]. Conformal quantization Q is a right inverse of the principle symbol map on D_{w,w+δ} such that Q is conformally invariant and exists for all w. This is known to exists for generic values of δ. We give explicit formulae for Q for all δ out of the set of critical weights Σ. We provide a simple description of this set and conjecture its minimality.

1. Introduction

The notion of quantization originates in physics. Here we view it as quest for a correspondence between a space of differential operators and the corresponding space of symbols. More specifically, consider the space D_0 of differential operators acting on smooth functions on a smooth manifold M and the space of symbols S_0. Quantization is a map Q_0 : S_0 → D_0 such that Symb ∘Q_0 = id |_{S0} where Symb : D_0 → S_0 is the principal symbol map. If Φ ∈ D_0 of the order k has the principal symbol σ then Φ−Q_0(σ) ∈ D_0 has the order k−1. Iterating this we obtain the isomorphism of vector spaces ⨁_k i=0 S^i_0 ∼= D^k_0 where S^i_0 = Γ( ⨀_i T M) ⊆ S_0 and D^k_0 ⊆ D_0 is the space of operators of order at most k. Here ⨀_k is the kth symmetric tensor product. We shall use the notation Q^σ_0 := Q_0(σ).

There is no natural quantization on a M. On the other hand, e.g. a choice of a linear connection ∇ on M yields a prefered quantization in an obvious way: if σ ∈ S^k_0 and f ∈ C^∞(M), we put Q^σ_0 (f) = σ(∇^{(k)}f) where ∇^{(k)}f is the symmetrized k–fold covariant derivative. Therefore there is a canonical quantization on every pseudo-Riemannian manifold M. Motivated by this observation one can ask whether there is a natural quantization for less rigid geometrical structures on M. In this article we study the case when the manifold M is equipped with a conformal structure. This was iniciated by Duval, Lecomte and Ovsienko [12], see also [24] for the projective case. The study of quantization for these (and related) structures has been very active in recent years, we refer to the survey [25] and references therin for the state of art.

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 53A55; Secondary 53A30, 58J70, 17B56. Key words and phrases. conformal differential geometry, invariant quantization, invariant differential operators.

The author gratefully acknowledges the support of the Erwin Schrödinger Institute (Vienna) and the Max-Planck-Institute (Bonn). 1

2 Josef Šilhan

The conformal structure on manifold M is a class of pseudo–Riemannian metrics [g] = {fg | f ∈ C^∞ (M), f > 0} on a manifold M. The homegeneous model is the pseudosphere M = S^{p,q} := S^p × S^q, where (p, q) is the signature of g, the product of the standard metrics on S^p and S^q. This is homogeneous space for G = SO_0(p + 1, q + 1) acting on S^{p,q} by conformal motions of [g] and we have the isomorphism S^{p,q} ∼= G/P where P ⊆ G is the Poincare conformal group of motions fixing a point, see [8] for details. Then both S_0 and D_0 are G–modules and the question of conformally invariant quantization means to construct Q_0 : S_0 → D_0 which intertwines these G–actions. If we pass from S^{p,q} to R^{p,q} via the stereographic projection, we replace the G–action (which is not defined on R^{p,q} ) by the infinitesimal g–action. The Lie algebra g of G can be realized as a Lie algebra of (polynomial) vector fields on R^{p,q} and they act by the Lie derivative as infinitesimal conformal symmetries. The same can be done for every locally conformally flat manifold and the invariance of Q_0 is given by this g–action. This setting is often taken as the starting point in the study of invariant (or equivariant) quantization [12]. It is natural to consider more generally bundles of conformal densities E[w], w ∈ R (instead just functions) and the space of differential operators Γ(E[w_1]) → Γ(E[w_2]) denoted by D_{w1,w2} . Denoting by D^k_{w1,w2} the space of operators of degree ≤ k, the corresponding bundle of kth degree symbols is then S^k_δ = ( ⨀_k T M) ⊗ E[δ] ∼= D^k_{w1,w2} /D^{k−1}_{w1,w2} where δ = w_2 − w_1. Note this is the notation used in the conformally invariant calculus; the space of densities can be also defined as F_λ = Γ(⊗^λ( ⋀_n T^∗M)) where ⋀_n T^∗M → M is the determinant bundle, n = dim(M).

Then one has the relation Γ(E[−nw]) = F_w.

Summarizing, the question in the conformally flat case is whether for a given δ ∈ R there is an isomorphism of so_{p+1,q+1}-modules (1) Q_δ : S_δ −→ D_{w,w+δ} for all w ∈ R where S_δ = ( ⨀ T M) ⊗ E[δ]. That is, the corresponding bilinear differential operator Q_δ : S_δ × E[w] → E[w + δ] is conformally invariant. It turns out the answer is positive for a generic weight δ. More precisely, it is shown in [12] that if δ ∉ ~Σ where ~Σ is the set of critical weights from [12] then the conformal quantization Q_δ exists. Note to get a complete answer one needs to study critical weights for particular irreducible components of S_δ.

Now we turn to the curved case where M is a manifold with the given conformal class [g]. Then there are generically no infinitesimal symmetries on (M, [g]) and by invariance of the quantization Q_δ : S_δ → D_{w,w+δ} we mean the corresponding bilinear operator Q_δ : S_δ × E[w] → E[w + δ] is given in terms of a Levi–Civita connection ∇ from the conformal class, its curvature R and algebraic operations in such a way that Q_δ does not depend on the choice of ∇. (This is equivalent to the so_{p+1,q+1}-invariance on conformally flat manifolds [8].) Using the terminology of conformal geometry, Q_δ has a curved analogue. Note there is generally no hope for uniqueness of Q_δ as the curvature can modify conformal operators in various ways.

Let us briefly summarize the development iniciated by [12] where the conformally flat case is considered. On one hand, there are several results for lower order

Conformally invariant quantization – towards complete classification 3

cases [13, 11, 26]. On the other hand, in the recent Kroeske’s thesis [23], a general problem of construction of conformal bilinear operators V_1 × V_2 → W for given irreducible conformal bundles V_1, V_2 and W is solved provided conformal weights of the bundles concerned are not critical. In fact, the result in [23] is much stronger as it provides such construction for the wide class of parabolic geometries. Conformal geometry is the most studied parabolic structure, other parabolic geometries are e.g. projective, contact projective or CR. In particular, parabolic geometries cover all “IFFT–cases” [3]. For conformal structures, the case Q_0 is related to construction of symmetries of differential operators, see e.g. [14, 16] for the Laplace operator. The construction in [23] is very general however it is clear how to obtain quantization from the machinery developed there. (The question of symbols and possible dependence on w is not explicitly addressed there).

To classify the conformal quantization, the two basic quastions are the minimality of the critical set Σ in the flat case and existence (and explicit construction) of Q_δ for δ ∉ Σ in the curved case. There are (up to our knowledge) no nonexistence results for critical conformal cases on S^{p,q} hence the minimality is an issue. (~Σ from [12] is not minimal as observed in [11] for the third order quantization.) An explicit construction for curved conformal manifolds is known only trace–free symbols in S_δ [29].

Here we focus on the construction but also obtain a partial step towards minimality of the critical set. The main result is Theorem 3.3 which provides an explicit (and inductive) formula for Q_δ on all curved conformal manifolds. We obtain the critical set Σ which is smaller than corresponding sets in [12] or [23] and agrees with [11] for the order three. Moreover, we indicate some reasons why our set of critical weights Σ should be minimal in Proposition 4.2. We shall discuss minimality of this set in the follow up work [30] in detail.

Let us comment upon what we mean by explicit construction. There is obviously no reason to ask for a formula in terms of a Levi–Civita connection ∇ (and its curvature) from the conformal class. These are getting extremely complicated already for higher order linear conformal operators [21]. The conformal analogue of Riemannian ∇–calculus is the tractor calculus, see [1] for a discussion on its origin. It is closely related to the Cartan connection [7, 6] and can be viewed as a linear or “explicit” version of the Cartan connection. The transformation from tractors to formulae in terms of Levi–Civita connection is given by simple rules, see [21] for a computer implementation. In Theorem 3.3 we obtain simple tractor formulae for the conformal quantization Q_δ. Then we discuss the critical set Σ in details and conjecture its minimality, see Section 4.

The author would like to thank Andreas Čap for many fruitful discussions during this research.

2. Conformal geometry and tractor calculus

2.1. Notation and background. We present here a brief summary, further details may be found in [5, 21]. Let M be a smooth manifold of dimension n ≥ 3. Recall that a conformal structure of signature (p, q) on M is a smooth ray subbundle Q ⊂ S^2T^∗M whose fibre over x consists of conformally related signature-(p, q)

4 Josef Šilhan

metrics at the point x. Sections of Q are metrics g on M. So we may equivalently view the conformal structure as the equivalence class [g] of these conformally related metrics. The principal bundle π : Q → M has structure group R_+ , and so each representation R_+ ∋ x → x^{−w/2} ∈ End(R) induces a natural line bundle on (M, [g]) that we term the conformal density bundle E[w]. We shall write E[w] for the space of sections of this bundle. We write E^a for the space of sections of the tangent bundle T M and E_a for the space of sections of T^∗M. The indices here are abstract in the sense of [28] and we follow the usual conventions from that source. So for example E_{ab} is the space of sections of ⊗^2T^∗M. Here and throughout, sections, tensors, and functions are always smooth. When no confusion is likely to arise, we will use the same notation for a bundle and its section space.

We write g for the conformal metric, that is the tautological section of S^2T^∗M ⊗ E[2] determined by the conformal structure. This is used to identify T M with T^∗M[2]. For many calculations we employ abstract indices in an obvious way. Given a choice of metric g from [g], we write ∇ for the corresponding Levi-Civita connection. With these conventions the Laplacian Δ is given by Δ = g^{ab}∇_a∇_b = ∇^b∇_b . Here we are raising indices and contracting using the (inverse) conformal metric. Indices will be raised and lowered in this way without further comment. Note E[w] is trivialized by a choice of metric g from the conformal class, and we also write ∇ for the connection corresponding to this trivialization. The coupled ∇_a preserves the conformal metric.

The curvature R_{ab}^c_d of the Levi-Civita connection (the Riemannian curvature) is given by [∇_a, ∇_b]v^c = R_{ab}^c_dv^d ([·, ·] indicates the commutator bracket). This can be decomposed into the totally trace-free Weyl curvature C_{abcd} and a remaining part described by the symmetric Schouten tensor P_{ab}, according to (2) R_{abcd} = C_{abcd} + 2g_{c[a}P_{b]d} + 2g_{d[b}P_{a]c}, where [· · · ] indicates antisymmetrisation over the enclosed indices. The Schouten tensor is a trace modification of the Ricci tensor Ric_{ab} = R_{ca}^c_b and vice versa: Ric_{ab} = (n − 2)P_{ab} + Jg_{ab}, where we write J for the trace P_a^a of P . The Cotton tensor is defined by A_{abc} := 2∇_{[b}P_{c]a}. Via the Bianchi identity this is related to the divergence of the Weyl tensor as follows: (3) (n − 3)A_{abc} = ∇^dC_{dabc}. Under a conformal transformation we replace a choice of metric g by the metric ĝ = e^{2Υ}g, where Υ is a smooth function. We recall that, in particular, the Weyl curvature is conformally invariant ^C_{abcd} = C_{abcd}. With Υ_a := ∇_aΥ, the Schouten tensor transforms according to

(4) ^P_{ab} = P_{ab} − ∇_aΥ_b + Υ_aΥ_b −^1_2 Υ^cΥ_cg_{ab}.

Explicit formulae for the corresponding transformation of the Levi-Civita connection and its curvatures are given in e.g. [1, 21]. From these, one can easily compute the transformation for a general valence (i.e. rank) s section f_{bc···d} ∈ E_{bc···d}[w]

Conformally invariant quantization – towards complete classification 5

using the Leibniz rule: ^∇_āf_{bc···d} =∇_āf_{bc···d} + (w − s)Υ_āf_{bc···d} − Υ_bf_{āc···d} · · · − Υ_df_{bc···ā} + Υ^pf_{pc···d}g_{bā} · · · + Υ^pf_{bc···p}g_{dā}. (5) We next define the standard tractor bundle over (M, [g]). It is a vector bundle of rank n + 2 defined, for each g ∈ [g], by [E^A]_g = E[1] ⊕ E_a[1] ⊕ E[−1]. If ^g = e^{2Υ}g, we identify (α, μ_a, τ) ∈ [E^A]_g with (^α, ^μ_a, ^τ ) ∈ [E^A]_{^g} by the transformation (6) ^α ^μ_a ^τ = 1 0 0 Υ_a δ_a^b 0 −^1_2 Υ_cΥ^c −Υ^b 1 α μ_b τ .

It is straightforward to verify that these identifications are consistent upon changing to a third metric from the conformal class, and so taking the quotient by this equivalence relation defines the standard tractor bundle E^A over the conformal manifold. (Alternatively the standard tractor bundle may be constructed as a canonical quotient of a certain 2-jet bundle or as an associated bundle to the normal conformal Cartan bundle [6].) On a conformal structure of signature (p, q), the bundle E^A admits an invariant metric h_{AB} of signature (p + 1, q + 1) and an invariant connection, which we shall also denote by ∇_a, preserving h_{AB} . Up up to isomorphism this the unique normal conformal tractor connection [7] and it induces a normal connection on ⨂ E^A that we will also denoted by ∇_a and term the (normal) tractor connection. In a conformal scale g, the metric h_{AB} and ∇_a on E^A are given by

(7) h_{AB} =

0 0 1 0 g_{ab} 0 1 0 0 and ∇_a α μ_b τ = ∇_aα − μ_a ∇_aμ_b + g_{ab}τ + P_{ab}α ∇_aτ − P_{ab}μ^b .

It is readily verified that both of these are conformally well-defined, i.e., independent of the choice of a metric g ∈ [g]. Note that h_{AB} defines a section of E_{AB} = E_A ⊗ E_B, where E_A is the dual bundle of E^A. Hence we may use h_{AB} and its inverse h^{AB} to raise or lower indices of E_A, E^A and their tensor products.

In computations, it is often useful to introduce the ‘projectors’ from E^A to the components E[1], E_a[1] and E[−1] which are determined by a choice of scale. They are respectively denoted by X_A ∈ E_A[1], Z_{Aa} ∈ E_{Aa}[1] and Y_A ∈ E_A[−1], where E_{Aa}[w] = E_A ⊗ E_a ⊗ E[w], etc. Using the metrics h_{AB} and g_{ab} to raise indices, we define X^A, Z^{Aa}, Y^A. Then we see that

(8) Y_AX^A = 1, Z_{Ab}Z^A_c = g_{bc},

and all other quadratic combinations that contract the tractor index vanish. In (6) note that ^α = α and hence X^A is conformally invariant.

The curvature Ω of the tractor connection is defined on E^C by [∇_a, ∇_b]V^C = Ω_{ab}^C_EV^E . Using (7) and the formulae for the Riemannian curvature yields (9) Ω_{abCE} = Z_C^cZ_E^eC_{abce} − 2X_{[C} Z_{E]}^eA_{eab}

6 Josef Šilhan

Given a choice of g ∈ [g], the tractor-D operator D_A : E_{B···E} [w] → E_{AB···E} [w − 1] is defined by

(10) D_AV := (n + 2w − 2)wY_AV + (n + 2w − 2)Z_{Aa}∇^aV − X_A□V,

where □V := ΔV + wJV . This is conformally invariant, as can be checked directly using the formulae above (or alternatively there are conformally invariant constructions of D, see e.g. [18]).

The operator D_A is strongly invariant. That is, it is invariant as an operator D_A : E_{B···E} [w] → E_{AB···E} [w − 1] where now we interpret ∇ in (10) as the couple Levi–Civita–tractor connection. Note the strong invariance is a property of a formulae, see [19, p.21] for a more detailed discussion and [15, (2)] for an illustrative example. We shall say an operator is strongly invariant if it is clear which formula we mean. Note composition of two strongly invariant operators is strongly invariant.

2.2. Tractor connection and standard tractors. Using the standard tractors X_B , Z^b_B and Y_B, the tractor connections takes the form ∇_aY_Bσ = Y_B∇_aσ + Z^b_BP_{ab}σ, σ ∈ E[w] ∇_aZ^b_B μ_b = −Y_B μ_a + Z^b_B ∇_aμ_b − X_B P_a^bμ_b, μ_b ∈ E_b[w] ∇_aX_B ρ = Z^b_B g_{ab}ρ + X_B ∇_aρ, ρ ∈ E[w] (11)

which follows from (7) (or see e.g. [21]). More accurately, ∇ denotes the coupled tractor–Levi-Civita connection in expressions like in the previous display.

We shall need, more generally, to know how the composition of several applications of the tractor connection acts on standard tractors. In fact, we shall need this only on R^{p,q} . It follows from (11) (and can be verified easily by induction wrt. k ≥ 1) that ∇_{(a1} . . . ∇_{ak )}Y_Bσ = Y_B∇_{(a1} . . . ∇_{ak)}σ + ct, ∇_{(a1} . . . ∇_{ak )}Z^b_Bμ_b = − kY_B δ^b_{(a1} ∇_{a2} . . . ∇_{ak )}μ_b + Z^b_B∇_{(a1} . . . ∇_{ak)}μ_b + ct, ∇_{(a1} . . . ∇_{ak)}X_B ρ = − 1 2 k(k − 1)Y_Bg_{(a1a2} ∇_{a3} . . . ∇_{ak )}ρ + kZ^b_B g_{b(a1} ∇_{a2} . . . ∇_{ak )}ρ + X_B∇_{(a1} . . . ∇_{ak)}ρ + ct where σ ∈ E[w], μ_b ∈ E_b[w], ρ ∈ E[w] and “ct” denotes terms which involve curvature and at most k − 2 derivatives. (That is, “ct” vanishes on R^{p,q} .) Here and below, (. . .) denotes symmetrization of the enclosed indices and the notation (. . .)_0 will denote the projection to the symmetric trace-free part. In fact, the previous display holds also for k = 0 if we consider expressions with k free indices a_1 · · · a_k simply being absent for k = 0. Henceforth we shall use this convention. It follows from the previous display (or can be verified by induction directly) that for k ≥ 0

Conformally invariant quantization – towards complete classification 7

we obtain ∇_{(a1} . . . ∇_{ak)0} Y_B σ = Y_B∇_{(a1} . . . ∇_{ak )0} σ + ct, ∇_{(a1} . . . ∇_{ak )0} Z^b_B μ_b = − kY_Bδ^b_{(a1} ∇_{a2} . . . ∇_{ak )0} μ_b + Z^b_B ∇_{(a1} . . . ∇_{ak )0} μ_b + ct, ∇_{(a1} . . . ∇_{ak )0} X_Bρ =kZ^b_B g_{b(a1} ∇_{a2} . . . ∇_{ak )0} ρ + X_B∇_{(a1} . . . ∇_{ak)0} ρ + ct

(12)

and for ℓ ≥ 0 we have

Δ^ℓY_B σ = Y_BΔ^ℓσ + ct, Δ^ℓZ^b_B μ_b = − 2ℓY_B∇^bΔ^{ℓ−1}μ_b + Z^b_BΔ^ℓμ_b + ct, Δ^ℓX_Bρ = − ℓ(n + 2ℓ − 2)Y_BΔ^{ℓ−1}ρ + 2ℓZ^b_B∇_bΔ^{ℓ−1}ρ + X_B Δ^ℓρ + ct

(13)

where σ ∈ E[w], μ_b ∈ E_b[w], ρ ∈ E[w].

3. Tractor construction of conformal quantization and critical weights We assume σ^{a1...ak} ∈ E^{(a1...ak)}[δ] =: S_{δ,k} and f ∈ E[w]. Our aim is to construct a quantization i.e. a differential operator Q^σ_δ : E[w] → E[w +δ] with the leading term σ^{a1...ak} ∇_{a1} · · · ∇_{ak} . The bundle of symbols E^{(a1...ak )}[δ] decomposes into irreducibles as E^{(a1...ak )}[δ] = ⌊^k_2 ⌋⨁

i=0 E^{(a1...ak−2i)0} [δ + 2i] where ⌊a⌋ denotes the lower integer part of a ∈ R. We can assume σ is irreducible (as Q^σ_δ is linear in σ) so σ^{a1...ak} = σ^{′(a1 ...ak′} g^{ak′+1ak′+2} . . . g^{ak′+2ℓ−1ak′+2ℓ)}, k^′ + 2ℓ = k where (σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∈ E^{(a1···ak′ )0} [δ^′], δ^′ = δ + 2ℓ since g^{ab} ∈ E^{ab}[−2].

Henceforth we consider the irreducible symbol σ^′ as in the previous display. Our aim is to construct a differential operator Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ} : E[w] → E[w + δ^′ − 2l] Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ}(f) = (σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_{(a1} . . . ∇_{ak′ )0} Δ^ℓf + lot (14)

which is conformally invariant as the bilinear operator Q_k′_{,ℓ} : E^{(a1···ak′ )0} [δ^′]×E[w] → E[w + δ^′ − 2l]. Here “lot” denotes lower order terms and we have suppressed the parameter δ^′ in the notation for Q. The reason is that we will define the operator Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ} : E[w] → E[w + δ^′ − 2l] by a universal tractor formula for all δ^′ ∈ R. Then we shall discuss when (i.e. for which δ^′) Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ} fails to have the required leading term.

The construction of Q_k′_{,ℓ} is divided into two steps – the cases ℓ = 0 and ℓ > 0.

8 Josef Šilhan

3.1. The quantization Q_k′_{,0}. This case is more or less known. Here we shall formulate it as follows.

Theorem 3.1. Let (σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∈ E^{(a1...ak′ )0} [δ^′]. There is an explicit formula for the quantization Q^{σ′}_k′_{,0} : E[w] → E[w + δ^′] with the leading term (σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} for every weight δ^′ ∈ R satisfying

(15) δ^′ ∉ Σ_k′_{,0} where Σ_k′_{,0} = { {−(n + k^′ + i − 2) | i = 1, . . . , k^′} k^′ ≥ 1 ∅ k^′ = 0.

Moreover, Q_k′_{,0} is strongly conformally invariant in the following sense: if we replace f ∈ E[w] by f ∈ T ⊗ E[w] for any tractor bundle T and, in the formula for Q_k′_{,0}, we replace the Levi–Civita connection acting on f by the coupled Levi– Civita–tractor connection then Q_k′_{,0} is a conformally invariant bilinear operator E^{(a1...ak′ )0} [δ^′] × T ⊗ E[w] → T ⊗ E[w + δ^′]. Remark. The conformal quantization for the case Q_k′_{,0} was constructed recently in [29] but the strong invariance of this result is unclear. To clarify this point and to keep our presentation self–content, we present the complete proof here.

Proof. We shall use certain splitting operators from E[w] and E^{(a1...ak′ )0} [δ^′] into symmetric tensor products of the adjoint tractor bundle E_{[A}1_A2_] and their subquotients. To simplify the notation, we shall introduce adjoint tractor indices A := [A^1A^2]. These are just abstract indices of the adjoint tractor bundle. We shall use the notation f_{(AB)} =^1_2 (f_{AB} + f_{BA}), f_{AB} ∈ E_{AB} for the symmetrization, the symmetric tensor products of the adjoint tractor bundle will be denoted by E_{(A1...Ak)}. Let us note this notation means symmetrization over adjoint indices (not not over standard tractor indices), i.e. f_{(AB)0} ≠ 0. The completely trace free component with respect to h^{AB} will be denoted by E_{(A1...Ak)0} . Note the latter bundles are generally not irreducible tractor bundles.

The skew symmetrization with the tractor X_A0_i defines bundle maps E_{(A1...Ak)0} → E_{A1...[A}0_{i Ai]...Ak} . The joint kernel of all these maps for i = 1, . . . , k will be denoted by Ē_{(A1...Ak)0} . Using the complement Ē ⊥_{(A1...Ak)0} ⊆ E_{(A1...Ak)0} (via the tractor metric

h), we obtain the quotient bundle Ẽ_{(A1...Ak)0} := E_{(A1...Ak)0} /Ē^⊥_{(A1...Ak)0} . One can easily see that choosing a metric from the conformal class, sections of the these have the form

F̄_{(A1...Ak)0} =^k ∑ i=0 X^{a1}_{A1} . . . X^{ai}_{Ai} W_{Ai+1} . . . W_{Ak} f̄^i_{(a1 ...ai)0} for F̄_{(A1...Ak)0} ∈ Ē_{(A1...Ak)0} ,

F̃_{(A1...Ak)0} =^k ∑ i=0 Y^{a1}_{A1} . . . Y^{ai}_{Ai} W_{Ai+1} . . . W_{Ak} f̃^i_{(a1 ...ai)0} for F̃_{(A1...Ak)0} ∈ Ẽ_{(A1...Ak)0}

for some sections f̄^i_{(a1...ai)0} and f̃^i_{(a1 ...ai)0} . Note i is not an abstract index here. This describes the composition series for Ē_{(A1...Ak)0} and Ẽ_{(A1...Ak)0} . (In particular, choosing a metric in the conformal class, both these bundles decompose to exactly k + 1 irreducible components, e.g. Ē_{(A1...Ak)0} = E ⊕ E_{a1} ⊕ . . . ⊕ E_{(a1...ak)0} .) Also note

Conformally invariant quantization – towards complete classification 9

the latter bundle is the dual of the former one. Finally, taking the tensor product with density bundles, we obtain Ē_{(A1...Ak)0} [w] and Ẽ_{(A1...Ak)0} [w] for any w ∈ R.

Assume k^′ ≥ 1. We shall start with f ∈ E[w]. For an arbitrary chosen metric from the conformal class, we consider the inclusion ῑ : E[w] → Ē_{(A1 ...Ak′ )0} [w], f^ῑ→ W_{A1} · · · W_{Ak′} f. Now ῑ(f) can be extended to a conformally invariant section F̄_{A1...Ak′} ∈ Ē_{(A1...Ak′ )0} [w] as follows: we put F̄_{A1...Ak′} := P̄ (C)(ῑ(f)_{A1...Ak′} ) where the operator P̄ (C) is a suitable polynomial in the curved Casimir C : Ē_{(A1...Ak′ )0} [w] → Ē_{(A1...Ak′ )0} [w] [10]. It follows from the composition series for Ē_{(A1...Ak′ )0} [w] that the degree of the polynomial P̄ is k^′. Let us compute the highest order term of P̄ (C) ( W_{A1} · · · W_{Ak′} f ) . For this it is sufficient to work on R^n with the standard metric. Then if P is a polynomial of degree r, 0 ≤ r ≤ k^′ then there is a (degree r) polynomial p such that P (C) ( W_{A1} · · · W_{Ak′} f ) = W_{A1} · · · W_{Ak′} p(w)f+. . .+X^{a1}_{(A1} . . . X^{ar}_{Ar} W_{Ar+1} · · · W_{Ak′ )}∇_{(a1} · · · ∇_{ar )0} f up to a (nonzero) scalar multiple. This can be easily verified by the induction. Putting r := k^′, there is a k^′–order polynomial p̄(w) such that (16) F̄_{A1...Ak′} = W_{A1} · · · W_{Ak′} p̄(w)f + . . . + X^{a1}_{(A1} . . . X^{ak′}_{Ak′ )}∇_{(a1} · · · ∇_{ak′ )0} f

up to a nonzero scalar multiple.

The splitting for (σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∈ E^{(a1...ak′ )0} [δ^′] is analogous. We shall start with the inclusion ι̃ : E^{(a1 ...ak′ )0} [δ^′] → Ē_{(A1...Ak′ )0} [δ^′], (σ^′)^{a1...ak′ ι̃}→ Y^{a1}_{A1} · · · Y^{ak′}_{Ak′} (σ^′)_{a1...ak′} for a chosen metric in the conformal class. Then we apply a suitable polynomial operator in the curved Casimir to obtain a conformally invariant extension F̃_{A1...Ak′} := P̃ (C)(ι̃(σ′)_{A1...Ak} ) ∈ Ẽ_{(A1...Ak)0} [δ′]. A similar reasoning as above shows that P̃ has order k^′ and (17) F̃_{A1...Ak′} = Y_{A1 a1} · · · Y_{Ak′ ak′} p̃(δ^′)(σ^′)^a1^{...a}k′ +. . .+W_{(A1} . . . W_{Ak′ )}∇_{(a1} · · · ∇_{ak′ )0} (σ^′)^a1^{...a}k′

on R^n for a polynomial p̃ of the order k^′. In this case we need to know p̃(δ^′) explicitly; following [10] we computes

p̃(δ^′) = k^′∏

i=1 (δ^′ + n + k^′ + i − 2).

In fact, analogues of this splitting are well–known, see e.g. [23, 6.2.3] or [31, 2.1.4].

In the last step we use the duality between Ē_{(A1...Ak)0} and Ẽ_{(A1...Ak)0} . From this it follows that that Q^{σ′}_k′_{,0}(f) := F̃^{A1...Ak′} F̄_{A1...Ak′} is a conformally invariant bilinear operator. Considering Q^{σ′}_k′_{,0} as a linear operator E[w] → E[w + δ^′], it follows from (16) and (17) that F̃^A1^{...A}k′ F̄_{A1...Ak′} = p̃(δ^′)(σ^′)^a1^{...a}k′ ∇_{(a1} · · · ∇_{ak′ )0} f + lot where “lot” denotes the lower order terms.

It remains to verify the strong invariance of Q^{σ′}_k′_{,0}(f). But this follows from the fact that the curved Casimir is a strongly invariant linear differential operator. □

10 Josef Šilhan

Remark. The formula for the curved Casimir operator can be easily given explicitly via tractors. First we define put H_{AB} := h_A1_B1 h_A2_B2 where we skew over [A^1A^2] = A (hence also over [B^1B^2] = B). Since E_B is the adjoint tractor bundle, there is an inclusion E_B → End(T ) for any tractor bundle T . This yields also E_{AB} → E_A ⊗ End(T ), the image of H_{AB} under this inclusion will be denoted by H_A ∈ E_A ⊗ End(T ). If F ∈ T , the application of this endomorphism will be denoted by H_A ♯F ∈ E_A ⊗ T . Explicitly, H_A ♯F_C = H_{AC}^P F_P for T = E_C and the general case T ⊆ ( ⨂ E_C ) ⊗ E[w] is given by the Leibnitz rule. (We put H_A ♯ to be trivial on E[w].)

If T is a tractor bundle then the differential operator

D_A : T ⊗ E[w] → T ⊗ E_A[w], D_A := wW_A + X^a_A ∇_a + H_A ♯

is the (conformally invariant) fundamental derivative [7] up to a nonzero scalar multiple. The curved Casimir C is defined as C := D^AD_A : T ⊗ E[w] → T ⊗ E[w]. The explicit formula for C in terms of a chosen Levi–Civita connection from the conformal class can be easily obtained from the previous display.

3.2. The general case Q_k′_{,ℓ}. Recall k^′, ℓ ≥ 0, (σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∈ E^{(a1...ak′ )0} [δ^′] and f ∈ E[w], δ^′, w ∈ R. We shall construct Q_k′_{,ℓ} by an inductive procedure. The main step is the construction of Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ+1} from Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ}.

Proposition 3.2. Fix δ^′ ∈ R and assume there is an explicit construction of the quantization Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ} : E[w] → E[w + δ^′ − 2ℓ], k^′, ℓ ≥ 0 with the leading term σ^{a1...ak′} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^ℓ for every w ∈ R. Also assume Q_k′_{,ℓ} is strongly invariant in the sense of Theorem 3.1. Then ~Q^{σ′}_{k′,l} := D^BQ^{σ′}_{k′,ℓ}D_B : E[w] → E[w + δ^′ − 2(ℓ + 1)], ~Q^{σ′}_{k′,ℓ}(f) = −(δ^′ − ℓ)(n + 2δ^′ + 2(k^′ − ℓ) − 2)σ^a1^{...a}k′ ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^{ℓ+1} + lot for every w ∈ R. Here “lot” denotes lower order terms.

The operator ~Q_k′_{,l} : E^{(a1...ak′ )0} [δ^′] × E[w] → E[w + δ^′ − 2(ℓ + 1)] is a conformally invariant bilinear operator. Moreover, it is strongly invariant in the sense of Theorem 3.1. We put Q^{σ′}_k′_{,l+1} := ~Q^{σ′}_k′_{,l}.

Proof. We shall start with the discussion on the invariance. Since Q_k′_{,ℓ} : E^{(a1...ak′ )0} [δ^′]× E[w] → E[w + δ^′ − 2ℓ] is assumed to be strongly invariant (in the sense of Theorem 3.1), it is also invariant as Q_k′_{,l} : E^{(a1...ak′ )0} [δ^′] × E_B [w] → E[w + δ^′ − 2ℓ]. Therefore the composition E^{(a1...ak′ )0} [δ^′]×E[w]^{id ×DB}−→ E^{(a1...ak′ )0} [δ^′]×E_B [w−1]^{Qk′,ℓ}−→ E[(w−1)+δ^′−2ℓ]^{DB}−→ E[w+δ^′−2ℓ−2] is a conformally invariant bilinear operator. The strong invariance of ~Q_k′_{,l} follows from the strong invariance of D^B.

It remains to compute the leading symbol of ~Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ}, we shall do it by a direct computation. The operator D^B is explicitly given by the sum of three terms on the right hand side of (10). Decomposing both application of tractor D in the formula for ~Q^{σ′}_k′_{,l} accordingly, we obtain overall 9 leading terms. Note Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ}D_Bf =

Conformally invariant quantization – towards complete classification 11 [ (σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} + lot ] Δ^ℓD_B f ∈ E_B[w^′] where f ∈ E[w] and w^′ = w + δ^′ − 2ℓ − 1.

Although the tractor D is of the second order and Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ} is of the order k^′ + 2ℓ, the leading term of ~Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ} turns out to have order k^′ + 2ℓ + 2 in the generic case. (We use the tractor D twice so one might expect the order k^′ + 2ℓ + 4.) To show this we will collect all terms of the order at least k^′ + 2ℓ + 2. In fact, we shall do this in details only for the leading term (σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^ℓ of Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ}. But it will be obvious from the form of all 9 summands this is sufficient. Below we shall use lot_{≤o} to denote terms of the order at most o, lot_{<o} will denotes cases of order smaller than o. To simplify the notation we will henceforth work with the Euclidean metric; then all terms on the right hand side of (12) and (13) denoted by “ct” vanish.

We shall start with w^′(n+2w^′ −2)Y^B Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ}D_Bf; decomposing D_B here according to (10) yields first three summands. The first one is

w^′(n + 2w^′ − 2)Y^B Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ} [ w(n + 2w − 2)Y_Bf ] = = w^′(n + 2w^′ − 2)w(n + 2w − 2)Y^B (σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^ℓY_B f = 0.

(18)

The reason is that the tractor Y^B contracts nontrivially only with X_B according to (8) and X_B appear on the right hand side of ∇_{(a1} . . . ∇_{ak′ )0} Δ^ℓY_B f according to (12) and (13) involves curvature. Analogously we obtain

(19) w^′(n + 2w^′ − 2)Y^B Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ}[(n + 2w − 2)Z^b_B∇_bf] = 0.

Looking at the X_B-terms of Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ}(−X_B Δf), we see from (12) and (13) that

w^′(n + 2w^′ − 2)Y^B Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ}[−X_B Δf] = = −w^′(n + 2w^′ − 2)(σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^{ℓ+1}f + lot_{≤k}′_{+2ℓ+1}. (20)

Next we shall compute (n + 2w^′ − 2)Z^{Bb}∇_bQ^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ}D_B f, we obtain again three summands. This is contraction of (n + 2w^′ − 2)Z^b_B with ∇_bQ^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ}D_B f = [ (∇_b(σ^′)^{a1...ak′} )∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} + (σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_b∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} + lot_{<k}′ ] Δ^ℓD_B f. We need to discuss here only the first two terms in the square bracket here and only Z^{b̄}_B -terms according to (8). First, it is easy to see that (n + 2w^′ − 2)Z^{Bb}(∇_b(σ^′)^{a1...ak′} )∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^ℓD_B f = lot_{≤k}′_{+2ℓ+1}. (The component w(n+2w −2)Y_B of D_B does not contribute to the right hand side of the previous display at all and the remaining components (n + 2w − 2)Z^{b̄}_B∇¯_b and −X_B Δ contribute by terms of the equal ≤ k^′ + 2ℓ + 1.) Hence it remains to collect Z^{b̄}_B -terms of (σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_b∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^ℓD_B f. Applying (10) to D_B, we

12 Josef Šilhan

obtain three more summands. A short computation reveals that (n + 2w^′ − 2)Z^{Bb}(σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_b∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^ℓ [ w(n + 2w − 2)Y_Bf ] = 0,

(21) (n + 2w^′ − 2)Z^{Bb}(σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_b∇_{a1′} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^ℓ [ (n + 2w − 2)Z^{b̄}_B∇¯_bf ] = (22)

= (n + 2w^′ − 2)(n + 2w − 2)Z^{Bb}(σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_bZ^{b̄}_B ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^ℓ∇¯_bf =

= (n + 2w^′ − 2)(n + 2w − 2)σ^{a1...ak′} Δ^{ℓ+1}f (n + 2w^′ − 2)Z^{Bb}σ^{a1...ak′} ∇_b∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^ℓ [ −X_B Δf ] = (23) = −(n + 2w^′ − 2)Z^{Bb}σ^{a1 ...ak′} ∇_b∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} [ 2ℓZ^{b̄}_B ∇¯_bΔ^ℓ + X_B Δ^{ℓ+1} ] f = = −(n + 2w^′ − 2)Z^{Bb}(σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_b [ X_B ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^{ℓ+1} + Z^{b̄}_B ( 2ℓ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} ∇¯_bΔ^ℓ + k^′g¯_{ba1} ∇_{a2} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^{ℓ+1} )] f = = −(n + 2w^′ − 2)(2ℓ + k^′ + n)(σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^{ℓ+1}f.

Beside the fact that Z^{Bb} contracts nontrivially only with Z^{b̄}_B, we have used (13) to commute Δ^ℓ with Z^{b̄}_B , (12) to commute ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} with Z^{b̄}_B and (11) to commute

∇_b with Z^{b̄}_B .

It remains to compute −X^B ΔQ^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ}D_Bf. The computation is analogous to previous cases but getting more tedious. First we observe −X^B ΔQ^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ}D_B f = −X^B [ (Δ(σ^′)^{a1...ak′} )∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} + 2(∇^p(σ^′)^{a1...ak′} )∇_p∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} + (σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ + lot_{≤k}′_{−1} ] Δ^ℓD_B f. We shall discuss only the first three terms in the square bracket here. One can compute that −X^B [ (Δ(σ^′)^{a1...ak′} )∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} +2(∇^p(σ^′)^{a1...ak′} )∇_p∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} ] Δ^ℓD_B f = lot_{≤k}′_{+2ℓ+1}

so it remains to compute only −X^B (σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^{ℓ+1}D_B f. This yields three summands according to (10). After some computation we obtain − X^B(σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^{ℓ+1} [ w(n + 2w − 2)Y_Bf ] = (24) = −w(n + 2w − 2)(σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^{ℓ+1}f, − X^B(σ^′)^{a1...a′k} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{a′k} Δ^{ℓ+1} [ (n + 2w − 2)Z^{b̄}_B∇¯_bf ] = (25) = −(n + 2w − 2)X^B(σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} [ −2(ℓ + 1)Y^B ∇^{b̄}Δ^ℓ∇¯_b + Z^{b̄}_B ∇¯_bΔ^{ℓ+1} ] f = = −(n + 2w − 2) [ −2(ℓ + 1) − k^′ ] (σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^{ℓ+1}f, − X^B(σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^{ℓ+1} [ −X_B Δf ] = X^B σ^{a1...ak′} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} (26) [ −(ℓ + 1)(n + 2ℓ)Y_BΔ^{ℓ+1} + 2(ℓ + 1)Z^{b̄}_B ∇¯_bΔ^{ℓ+1} + X_B Δ^{ℓ+2} ] f = = [ −(ℓ + 1)(n + 2ℓ) − 2k^′(ℓ + 1) ] (σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^{ℓ+1}f. The last step of the proof is to sum up the right hand sides of 9 relations (18), (19), (20), (21), (22), (23) and (24), (25), (26) above. That is, we need to compute

Conformally invariant quantization – towards complete classification 13

the scalar

−w^′(n + 2w^′ − 2) + (n + 2w^′ − 2)(n + 2w − 2) − (n + 2w^′ − 2)(2ℓ + k^′ + 1) −w(n + 2w − 2) + (n + 2w − 2)(2ℓ + k^′ + 2) − (ℓ + 1)(n + 2ℓ + 2k^′)

where w^′ = w + δ^′ − 2ℓ − 1. This requires some work, the result is −(δ^′ − ℓ)(n + 2δ^′ + 2k^′ − 2ℓ − 2) and the proposition follows. Note the resulting scalar does not depend on w; this is a good verification that the computations throughout the proof are correct. □

Theorem 3.3. Let k^′, ℓ ≥ 0, (σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∈ E^{(a1...ak′ )0} [δ^′] and f ∈ E[w], δ^′, w ∈ R. Then Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ} := D^{B1} · · · D^{Bk′} Q^{σ′}_k′_{,0}D_{Bk′} · · · D_{B1} : E[w] → E[w + δ^′ − 2ℓ] defines the conformally invariant quantization with the leading term (σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^ℓ (up to a sign) for every weight δ^′ satisfying

(27) δ^′ ∉ Σ_k′_{,ℓ} := Σ_k′_{,0} ∪ Σ^′_k′_{,ℓ} ∪ Σ^{′′}_k′_{,ℓ}

where Σ_k′_{,0} is given by (15), (28) Σ^′_k′_{,ℓ} = {(j−1) | j = 1, . . . , ℓ}, Σ^{′′}_k′_{,ℓ} = {− 1 2 (n+2k^′−2j) | j = 1, . . . , ℓ} for ℓ ≥ 1. We put Σ^′_k′_{,0} = Σ^{′′}_k′_{,0} := ∅. Moreover, Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ} is strongly invariant in the sense of Theorem 3.1.

Proof. The set of critical weights Σ_k′_{,ℓ} easily follows (by induction with respect to ℓ) from Proposition 3.2. Since the tractor D and Q^{σ′}_k′_{,0} are strongly invariant, the last claim is obvious. □

Remark. Let us note the previous theorem yields an inductive formula for the conformal quantization as Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ+1} = D^B Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ}D_B . Similarly, we can describe the set of critical weights inductively as Σ_k′_{,ℓ+1} = Σ_k′_{,ℓ} ∪ {ℓ, −^1_2 (n + 2k^′ − 2ℓ − 2)} where Σ_k′_{,0} is given by (15).

4. Critical weights

We shall discuss the cases δ^′ ∈ Σ_k′_{,ℓ} from (27) in detail. First, a simple calculation shows

Lemma 4.1. (i) 2ℓ ∉ Σ_k′_{,ℓ} for all k^′, ℓ ≥ 0.

(ii) The sets Σ_k′_{,0} and Σ^′_k′_{,ℓ} ∪ Σ^{′′}_k′_{,ℓ} are disjoint. □

The symbols of the quantization E[w] → E[w] (i.e. with zero shift) are of a special interest [12]. The flat quantization developed there is never critical for such symbols [12, 3.1]. The previous lemma (i) recovers this observation for the curved quantization Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ}.

The critical weights are closely related to existence to natural linear conformal operators. They are completely classified in the locally flat case [2, (3.1)] (or see the summary in [17, Section 3]). Using this we obtain

14 Josef Šilhan

Proposition 4.2. Assume the manifold M is conformally flat. If δ^′ ∈ Σ_k′_{,ℓ} then there exists a nontrivial natural linear conformal operator on E^{(a1...ak′ )0} [δ^′] as follows E^{(a1...ak′ )0} [δ^′] −→ E^{(a1...ai−1 )0} [δ^′], δ = −(n + k^′ + i − 2) ∈ Σ_k′_{,0}, E^{(a1...ak′ )0} [δ^′] −→ E^{(a1...ak′+j )0} [δ^′ − 2j], δ^′ = j − 1 ∈ Σ^′_k′_{,ℓ}, E^{(a1...ak′ )0} [δ^′] −→ E^{(a1...ak′ )0} [δ^′ − 2j], δ^′ = − 1 2 (n + 2k^′ − 2j) ∈ Σ^{′′}_k′_{,ℓ}. The case δ^′ ∈ Σ_k′_{,0} is a divergence type operator of the order k^′ −i+1, δ^′ ∈ Σ^′_k′_{,ℓ} is the conformal Killing operator of the order j and δ^′ ∈ Σ^{′′}_k′_{,ℓ} yields a Laplacian type operator of the order 2j. Note this operator is not unique as generally Σ^′_k′_{,ℓ} ∩Σ^{′′}_k′_{,ℓ} ≠ ∅. The operator Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ} does not provide a conformally invariant quantization for δ^′ ∈ Σ_k′_{,ℓ}. Such a quantization can exists, though, for certain w, as observed in lower order cases [13, 11]. (Note it is not unique even in the flat case then.) Assuming δ^′ ∈ Σ_k′_{,ℓ}, we shall find such w for all k^′, ℓ in the flat setting; the curved case is more involved. In particular, it is closely related to existence of natural linear conformal operators S_p : E[p − 1] −→ E_{(a1 ...ap)0} [p − 1], L_p : E[−n/2 + p] −→ E[−n/2 − p], S_p(f) = ∇_{(a1} . . . ∇_{ap)0} f + lot, L_p(f) = Δ^pf + lot, for p ≥ 1 (so p is not an abstract index here). If n is odd or M is conformally flat, these operators exist for all p ≥ 1. In the curved case for n even, S_p exists for all p ≥ 1 and L_p exists for 1 ≤ p ≤ n, see [9, 22, 20]. They are strongly invariant (can be given by a strongly invariant formula) in the flat case; in the curved case, S_p is strongly invariant always and L_p only for p < n.

Theorem 4.3. Assume δ^′ ∈ Σ_k′_{,ℓ} and f ∈ E[w]. Then there is always a choice of w ∈ R for which there is a quantization Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ} : E[w] → E[w + δ] with the leading term (σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^ℓf in the flat case. This is true also on curved manifols under an additional assumption ℓ ≤ n.

Explicitly, the quantization is given by formulae Q^{σ′}_k′_{,0}L_ℓ : E[−n/2 + ℓ] → E[δ^′ − n/2 − ℓ], δ^′ ∈ Σ^′_k′_{,ℓ} ∪ Σ^{′′}_k′_{,ℓ} D^{B1} · · · D^{Bℓ} ι(σ^′)S_k′ D_{B1} · · · D_{Bℓ} : E[k^′ + ℓ − 1] → E[δ^′ + k^′ − ℓ − 1], δ^′ ∈ Σ_k′_{,0} where ι(σ^′) is the complete contraction of the image of S_p with σ^′.

Proof. The conformal invariance is obvious (recall S_k′ has the source space E[k^′ −1] and is strongly invariant). It remains to verify the displayed operators have the required leading term (up to a nonzero multiple). In the case δ^′ ∈ Σ^′_k′_{,ℓ} ∪ Σ_k′_{,ℓ}, this follows from the leading term of L_ℓ, properties of Q^{σ′}_k′_{,0} in Theorem 3.3 and Lemma 4.1 (ii).

Assume δ^′ ∈ Σ_k′_{,0} and denote by Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ} the displayed operator for such δ^′. We need to compute the leading term of Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ}. Observe the generic quantization Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ}

Conformally invariant quantization – towards complete classification 15

is constructed in a similar way as Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ} – only the subfactor Q^{σ′}_k′_{,0} of Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ} (see the

display in Theorem 3.3) is replaced by ι(σ^′)S_k′ in Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ}. It is mentioned in the proof of Proposition 3.2 that only the term (σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^ℓ of Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ} contributes to the generic leading term (σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^{ℓ+1} of ~Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ}, see Proposition 3.2 for the notation. However ι(σ^′)S_k′ has the leading term (σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} for δ^′ ∈ Σ_k′_{,0} as well as Q^{σ′}_k′_{,0} for δ^′ ∉ Σ_k′_{,0}. It follows that Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ} has (σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^ℓ as the leading term for all δ^′ ∈ Σ^′_k′_{,ℓ} ∪ Σ^{′′}_k′_{,ℓ}. Using Lemma 4.1(ii) the theorem follows. □

Remark. As expected, the quantization used in the previous Proposition is not unique. If, for example, δ^′ ∈ Σ^′_k′_{,ℓ} ∪ Σ^{′′}_k′_{,ℓ} but δ^′ ∉ Σ^′_k′_{,ℓ0} ∪ Σ^{′′}_k′_{,ℓ0} for some ℓ_0 < ℓ, one can use also the operator Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ0} L_{ℓ−ℓ0} which is invariant on E[−n/2 + ℓ − ℓ_0]. (A similar idea can be used for δ^′ ∈ Σ_k′_{,0}.)

5. Comparision with related results

There are several related results concerning conformal quantization either in the flat case [12] or in lower order curved cases [13, 11, 26]. On the other hand, conformal quantization is a special case of bilinear operators constructed in [23]. We discuss [23] and [12] in more details here.

In the groundbreaking Kroeske’s thesis [23], a general construction of invariant bilinear operators (or “invariant pairing”) for (curved) parabolic geometries is developed. However, we require that Q^{σ′}_k′_{,ℓ} : E[w] → E[w + δ^′] is defined for every w ∈ R whereas the construction in [23] generally yields couples of critical weights (δ^′, w). Considering the conformal case, it is probably possible to obtain the quantization on densities from the detailed exposition in [23, Section 5] with some set of critical weights. Our construction of the bilinear operator Q is much simpler as it is designed to the special case needed here.

In [12], the study of conformal quantization was initiated. The set of critical weights (as a subset of “resonant” weights) agrees with our result up to the order 2. In the order 3, also the critical case E^{(a1a2a3)}[δ] where δ = −^2_3 (n + 2). (Note we have used E[−nw] = F_w (cf. the introduction) to pass to our notation. In fact, the value^{2(n+2)}_{3n} is obtained by the choice (k, l, s, t) = (3, 0, 1, 0) in [12, (3.7)], see also [12, Theorem 3.5,3.6].) E^{(a1a2a3)}[δ] has two irreducible components, in particular E^{(a1a2a3)0} [δ] and E^a[δ + 2]. However δ ∉ Σ_{3,0} and δ + 2 ∉ Σ_{1,1} for δ = −^2_3 (n + 2) and generic n. Note there is no nontrivial natural linear flat conformal operator on E^a[δ + 2] or E^{(a1a2a3)0} [δ] in generic dimensions.

It seems plausible the critical set Σ_k′_{,ℓ} is minimal for conformal quantization with the corresponding leading term. Although no non-existence results for higher orders are known (up to our knowledge), we conjecture that if (σ^′)^{a1...ak′} ∈ E^{(a1...ak′ )0} [δ^′], δ^′ ∈ Σ_k′_{,ℓ} then there is no conformal quantization E[w] → E[w + δ^′ − 2ℓ] with the leading term σ^{a1...ak′} ∇_{a1} . . . ∇_{ak′} Δ^ℓ for generic w ∈ R. The minimality is closely related to Proposition 4.2 and Theorem 4.3. In particular, we expect a version of Proposition 4.2 to be a necessary condition for nonexistence.

16 Josef Šilhan

6. Examples

The tractor formulae are easily rewritten to the usual formulae in the Levi– Civita covariant derivative and its curvature. We shall demonstrate this on the quantization of the order three (which in fact known [11]). There are two irreducible leading terms:

Example 6.1. We shall start with the case (σ^′)^{abc}∇_a∇_b∇_c where (σ^′)^{abc} ∈ E^{(abc)0} [δ^′]. We shall avoid the general result from [23] as one can directly verify the differential operators

(σ^′)^{abc} → M^{ABC}_{a b c} (σ^′)^{abc} := (n + δ^′ + 2)(n + δ^′ + 3)(n + δ^′ + 4)Z^A_a Z^B_b Z^C_c (σ^′)^{abc}

− 3(n + δ^′ + 2)(n + δ^′ + 3)X^{(A}Z^B_b Z^{C)}_c ∇_p(σ^′)^{pbc}

+ 3(n + δ^′ + 3)X^{(A}X^BZ^{C)}_c ( ∇_p∇_q + (n + δ^′ + 4)P_{pq} ) (σ^′)^{pqc} − X^AX^BX^C [ ∇_p ( ∇_q∇_r + (n + δ^′ + 4)P_{qr} ) + 2(n + δ^′ + 3)P_{pq}∇_r ] (σ^′)^{pqr} and f → ~D_{ABC} f :=w(w − 1)(w − 2)Y_AY_BY_C f + 3(w − 1)(w − 2)Y_{(A}Y_BZ^c_C ∇_cf

+ 3(w − 2)Y_{(A}Z^{(b}_B Z^{c)0}_{C)} ( ∇_b∇_c + wP_{bc} ) + Z^{(a}_{(A}Z^b_BZ^{c)0}_{C)} [ ∇_a(∇_b∇_c + wP_{bc}) + 2(w − 1)P_{bc}∇_a ] f where f ∈ E[w]. One easily verifies directly they are conformally invariant. (Note the M is a special case of the “middle operator” from [31, 2.1.4].).

The target space of the operator M^{ABC}_{a b c} is a subbundle of E^{(ABC)}[δ^′ + 3] and target space of ~D_{ABC} is a quotient of E_{(ABC)}[w − 3]. These two target spaces are dual to each other via the tractor metric h. Thus the contraction f → ( M^{ABC}_{a b c} (σ^′)^{abc} ) ~ D_{ABC} f =(n + δ^′ + 2)(n + δ^′ + 3)(n + δ^′ + 4)

(σ^′)^{abc}[∇_a(∇_b∇_c + wP_{bc}) + 2(w − 1)P_{bc}∇_a]f + lot

where lot means “lower order terms”, is conformally invariant. Note the we see directly from (8) which terms of M^{ABC}_{a b c} (σ^′)^{abc} and ~D_{ABC} f contract nontrivially with each other.

Example 6.2. Another possible leading term in the third order is (σ^′)^b∇_bΔ, (σ^′)^b ∈ E^b[δ^′]. Also this case can be solved without the general formula in Theorem 3.3. Similarly as in the previous example, we shall start with the conformally invariant operator (σ^′)^b → M^B_b (σ^′)^b := (n + δ^′)Z^B_b (σ^′)^b − X^A∇_p(σ^′)^p. Next we apply

Conformally invariant quantization – towards complete classification 17

the operator D_A and symmetrize over the tractor indices. Overall we obtain

(σ^′)^b →M^B_b (σ^′)^b → D^{(A}M^{B)}_b (σ^′)^b = δ^′(n + δ^′)(n + 2δ^′)Y^{(A}Z^{B)}_b (σ^′)^b

+ (n + 2δ^′)Z^{(A}_a Z^{B)}_b [ (n + δ^′)∇^{(a}(σ^′)^{b)0} + 1 n δ^′g^{ab}∇_p(σ^′)^p ] − δ^′(n + 2δ^′)X^{(A}Y^{B)}∇_p(σ^′)^p − X^{(A}Z^{B)}_b [ (n + 2δ^′ − 2) ( ∇^b∇_p + (n + δ^′)P^b_p ) (σ^′)^p + (n + δ^′) ( Δ + (δ^′ + 1)J ) (σ^′)^b ] + X^{(A}X^{B)} [( Δ + δ^′J ) ∇_p + (n + δ^′) ( (∇_pJ) + 2P_{pq}∇^q )] (σ^′)^p

after some computation using (10). The target space of D^{(A}M^{B)}_b is a subbundle of E^{(AB)}[δ^′]. Hence we need an operator which takes f ∈ E[w] in to the dual of this target space. Naively, we can use D_AD_B f but this would kill the leading term (σ^′)^p∇_pΔ for w = −^n_2 + 2. In fact, the dual (up to a conformal weight) to D^{(A}M^{B)}_b (σ^′)^b is a quotient of D_AD_Bf which we denote by ~T_{AB} f. After some computation, we obtain that f → ~T_{AB} f := w(w − 1)(n + 2w − 2)Y_AY_Bf+ + 2(w − 1)(n + 2w − 2)Y_{(A}Z^b_{B)}∇_bf

+ Z^a_{(A}Z^b_{B)} [ (n + 2w − 2) ( ∇_{(a}∇_{b)0} + wP_{(ab)0} ) + 2 n (w − 1)g_{ab} ( Δ + wJ )] f − 2(w − 1)X_{(A}Y_{B)} ( Δ + wJ ) f − 2X_{(A}Z^b_{B)} [ ∇_b ( Δ + wJ ) + (n + 2w − 2)P_b^p∇_p ] f is conformally invariant. Summarizing, we obtain the conformally invariant quantization on E[w] by f → ( D^{(A}M^{B)}_b (σ^′)^b ) T_{AB} f = = −δ^′(n + δ^′)(n + 2δ^′)(σ^′)^b [ ∇_b ( Δ + wJ ) + (n + 2w − 2)P_b^p∇_p ] f + lot where “lot” denotes lower order terms.

References

[1] T.N. Bailey, M.G. Eastwood, and A.R. Gover, Thomas’s structure bundle for conformal, projective and related structures. Rocky Mountain J. Math. 24 (1994) 1191–1217.

[2] B. D. Boe, D. H. Collingwood, A comparison theory for the structure of induced representations I , J. Algebra 54 (1985), 511–545.

[3] F. Boniver, P. Mathonet, IFFT-equivariant quantizations. J. Geom. Phys. 56 (2006), no.

4, 712–730.

[4] C.H. Conley, Quantization of modules of differential operators, Preprint abs/0810.2156, http://www.arxiv.org.

[5] A. Čap, and A.R. Gover, Standard tractors and the conformal ambient metric construction, Ann. Global Anal. Geom., 24 (2003), 231–259.

[6] A. Čap and A.R. Gover, Tractor bundles for irreducible parabolic geometries. In: Global analysis and harmonic analysis (Marseille-Luminy, 1999), pp. 129-154. Sémin. Congr., 4, Soc. Math. France, Paris 2000.

[7] A. Čap and A.R. Gover, Tractor calculi for parabolic geometries. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.

354, (2002) 1511-1548.

18 Josef Šilhan

[8] A. Čap, J. Slovák, Parabolic geometries I: Background and general theorey. To be published. [9] A. Čap, J. Slovák, V. Souček, Bernstein-Gelfand-Gelfand sequences. Ann. of Math. (2) 154 (2001), no. 1, 97–113.

[10] A. Čap, V. Souček, Curved Casimir operators and the BGG machinery. SIGMA Symmetry Integrability Geom. Methods Appl. 3 (2007), Paper 111, 17 pp.

[11] S.L. Djounga, Conformally invariant quntization at order three, Lett. Math Phys., 64 (3), 203–121, 2003.

[12] C. Duval, P. Lecomte, V. Ovsienko, Conformally equivariant quantization: existence and uniqueness. Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble) 49 (1999), no. 6, 1999–2029.

[13] C. Duval, V. Ovsienko, Conformally equivariant quantum Hamiltonians. Selecta Math.

(N.S.) 7 (2001), no. 3, 291–320.

[14] M. Eastwood, Higher symmetries of the Laplacian. Ann. of Math. (2) 161 (2005), no. 3, 1645–1665.

[15] M. Eastwood, Notes on conformal differential geometry. The Proceedings of the 15th Winter School “Geometry and Physics” (Srní, 1995). Rend. Circ. Mat. Palermo (2) Suppl. No. 43 (1996), 57–76.

[16] M. Eastwood, T. Leistner, Higher symmetries of the square of the Laplacian. Symmetries and overdetermined systems of partial differential equations, 319–338, IMA Vol. Math. Appl., 144, Springer, New York, 2008.

[17] M. Eastwood, J. Slovák, Semiholonomic Verma modules. J. Algebra 197 (1997), no. 2, 424–448.

[18] A.R. Gover, Aspects of parabolic invariant theory. In: The 18th Winter School “Geometry and Physics” (Srní 1998), pp. 25–47. Rend. Circ. Mat. Palermo (2) Suppl. No. 59, 1999.

[19] A.R. Gover, Conformal de Rham Hodge theory and operators generalising the Q-curvature.

Rend. Circ. Mat. Palermo (2) Suppl. No. 75 (2005), 109–137.

[20] A.R. Gover, K. Hirachi, Conformally invariant powers of the Laplacian—a complete nonexistence theorem. J. Amer. Math. Soc. 17 (2004), no. 2, 389–405 (electronic).

[21] A.R. Gover and L.J. Peterson, Conformally invariant powers of the Laplacian, Q-curvature, and tractor calculus. Commun. Math. Phys. 235, (2003) 339–378.

[22] C.R. Graham, R. Jenne, L.J. Mason, G.A. Sparling, Conformally invariant powers of the Laplacian, I: Existence. J. London Math. Soc. 46, (1992) 557–565.

[23] J. Kroeske: Invariant bilinear differential pairing on parabolic geometris. PhD thesis, The University of Adelaide, 2008.

[24] P. Lecomte, V. Ovsienko, Projectively equivariant symbol calculus. Lett. Math. Phys. 49 (1999), no. 3, 173–196.

[25] P. Mathonet, Equivariant quantizations and Cartan connections. Bull. Belg. Math. Soc.

Simon Stevin 13 (2006), no. 5, 857–874.

[26] P. Mathonet, F. Radoux, On natural and conformally equivariant quantizations. Preprint abs/0707.1412, http://www.arxiv.org.

[27] P. Mathonet, F. Radoux, Existence of natural and conformally invariant quantizations of arbitrary symbols. Preprint abs/0811.3710, http://www.arxiv.org.

[28] R. Penrose, and W. Rindler, Spinors and space-time. Vol. 1. Two-spinor calculus and relativistic fields. Cambridge Monographs on Mathematical Physics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1984. x+458 pp [29] F. Radoux, An explicit formula for the natural and conformally invariant quantization.

Preprint abs/0902.1543, http://www.arxiv.org.

[30] J. Šilhan, Bilinear invariant operators, quantization and symmetries. In preparation. [31] J. Šilhan, Invariant differential operators in conformal geometry. PhD thesis, The University of Auckland, 2006.

Max Planck Institute for Mathematics, Vivatsgasse 7, 53111 Bonn, Germany E-mail address: silhan@math.muni.cz