arXiv:2103.05740v3 [math-ph] 7 Aug 2022

C*-ALGEBRAIC APPROACH TO INTERACTING QUANTUM FIELD THEORY: INCLUSION OF FERMI FIELDS

ROMEO BRUNETTI, MICHAEL DÜTSCH, KLAUS FREDENHAGEN, AND KASIA REJZNER

Abstract. We extend the C*-algebraic approach to interacting quantum field theory, proposed recently by Detlev Buchholz and one of us (KF) to Fermi fields. The crucial feature of our approach is the use of auxiliary Grassmann variables in a functorial way.

1. Introduction

In a recent paper [BF20] it was shown that the formal S-matrices (as generating functionals of time ordered products) generate a net of local C*-algebras which form a Haag-Kastler net. The S-matrices are there interpreted as local operations labeled by classical interaction Lagrangians, and it was shown that a few relations involving relativistic causality and a classical Lagrangian yield a structure which contains the canonical commutation relations and allows the construction of Haag-Kastler nets for quite general interactions. Let us briefly recall the technical steps: we consider a real classical scalar field ϕ and use its full configuration space, namely E ≡ C^∞(M, R) over some globally hyperbolic spacetime M = (M, g) (in the jargon of physicists, we are “off-shell” i.e. we are not restricting to configurations which are solutions of equation of motion). The space of observables F (M) is considered to be the linear space of local functionals over E of polynomial kind, e.g.

F [ϕ] = N∑ k=0 ∫ M f_k(x)ϕ(x)^k , with compactly supported smooth densities f_k on M. The support of the functionals (supp F ) is defined as the union of the supports of the test densities f_k, k ≥ 1, and hence they are all compactly supported on M . When N > 2 these functionals describe local self-interactions of the field ϕ. This allows us to introduce (interacting) Lagrangian densities M ∋ x → L(x)[ϕ] = ( 1 2 ( g(dϕ(x), dϕ(x)) + m^2ϕ(x)^2 ) − N∑ k=0 g_kϕ(x)^k ) dμ_g (x) , where m^2 ≥ 0 and g_k are real numbers (coupling constants), and then consider full Lagrangians L as F -valued maps, namely, D(M) ∋ f → L(f)[ϕ] .= ∫ M L(x)[fϕ] . The, in general ill defined, global action functional (i.e., corresponding to f ≡ 1), is replaced by the introduction of relative Lagrangians, i.e. by defining

δL(ϕ_0)[ϕ] .= L(f_0)[ϕ]^{ϕ0} − L(f_0)[ϕ] .= L(f_0)[ϕ + ϕ_0] − L(f_0)[ϕ] ,

where ϕ_0 ∈ E_0 ⊂ E is compactly supported and f_0 ∈ D(M) such that f_0 ≡ 1 on supp ϕ_0. Note that the relative Lagrangians do not depend upon the choice of f_0 and belong to F (M), since in the subtraction the kinetic terms disappear and the linear terms with derivatives of the field ϕ can be written as linear terms in ϕ after integration by parts.

We have now all ingredients for the core construction: we fix one such Lagrangian L and define abstractly unitary symbols S(F ) labelled over F (M). We may interpret these symbols as formal S-matrices (scattering matrices: justifications for this interpretation can be found in

Date: August 9, 2022. 1

[BF20, BDFR21]). We then generate freely a group G_L out of these symbols modulo the following relations

• S(F )S(δL(ϕ_0)) = S(F^{ϕ0} + δL(ϕ_0)) = S(δL(ϕ_0))S(F ), ϕ_0 ∈ E_0, F ∈ F (M), • S(F + G + H) = S(F + G)S(G)^{−1}S(G + H), F, G, H ∈ F (M), provided supp F is causally later than supp H.

Notice that the first requirement corresponds to the incorporation of an equation of motion w.r.t. to the total action given by L plus F (unitary version of the Schwinger-Dyson equation) and the second enforces a causality notion in G_L implied by the causality properties of spacetime. It is now a classical construction to pass from the group G_L to a group algebra A_L and moreover to show [BF20] that the last can be promoted to a C*-algebra (and we use the same symbol for both). It is a first gratifying surprise to discover that in [BF20] one shows that the C*-Weyl algebra of the canonical commutation relations is contained as a proper C*-subalgebra in A_L. Actually, one can do more by localization of the functionals, namely we can redo the construction for any open bounded (non empty) subregion O of M and prove that the association O → A_L(O) is a Haag-Kastler net of C*-algebras (see again [BF20] where this is shown for Minkowski spacetime^1).

The formalism just described was restricted to scalar fields. It is the main goal of the present paper to generalize it to interacting Fermi fields.

Classical functionals for Fermi fields can be considered as linear functionals on the Grassmann algebra over the space of field configurations (Section 2, see also [Rej11]). Following the construction recalled above, one would like to associate to each such functional a formal S-matrix, but only even functionals have a direct interpretation as arguments of formal S-matrices. On the other hand, the restriction to even functionals does not allow to formulate the unitary version of the Schwinger-Dyson equation, by which the classical Lagrangian enters the framework.

There is a well known way out, namely the use of auxiliary Grassmann variables (the so-called η-trick, see, e.g., [Düt19,IZ06]). These auxiliary variables are needed for shifting the combinatorics to the bosonic situation, but besides this they should not influence the structure of the theory. A finite number of Grassmann parameters is always sufficient, but nothing should depend on their choice. Therefore the action of the generated Grassmann algebra should be functorial in the sense that all operations commute with homomorphisms between finite dimensional Grassmann algebras. (See [Lle20,HHS16] for an extensive discussion.) Moreover, even linear relations between such homomorphisms should be respected, so that the embedding of the auxiliary variables into the theory does not change any relations between them. We prove that such a covariant action of Grassmann variables on algebras can always be embedded into a tensor product of the Grassmann algebra with a uniquely determined algebra (Section 3).

We then present an adapted version of the axioms of [BF20] in Section 4 and show that they imply for the free Dirac field the canonical anticommutation relations (Section 5).

This is used for solving another problem, namely the construction of a net of C*-algebras. Due to the fact that odd elements of a Grassmann algebra are nilpotent, it is not possible to equip the tensor product of a nontrivial Grassmann algebra with the algebra A of quantum fields with a C*-norm. Moreover, for the same reason, S-matrices of functionals which depend on these Grassmann variables have an expansion in polynomials in Grassmann variables with coefficients in A. There is no reason to expect that these coefficients have to be bounded, in general. Instead one applies the abstract construction of the C*-algebra first to the subalgebra generated by Smatrices of even functionals, and adjoins then the smeared Dirac fields which are bounded due to the anticommutation relations (Section 6).

Our construction avoids a famous no go theorem of Powers [Pow67], who proved that in dimension > 2 canonical anticommutation relations for time zero fields are incompatible with interactions. Powers showed that the boundedness of canonical fermi fields together with causal (anti-)commutation relations imply the boundedness of time derivatives of fermi fields which then leads to vanishing of interaction under rather general conditions. The construction of interacting theories in terms of S-matrices as described above, however, does not involve the time zero fields

1The generalization to any fixed globally hyperbolic spacetime M is straightforward. However, the step towards

local covariance requires some non trivial arguments which can be found in [BDFR21].

and also does not provide, in the interacting case, information about a possible restriction of fields to a Cauchy surface. In the free case, such an information is obtained from the unitary Schwinger Dyson equation and yields the canonical anticommutation relations for the time zero fields, as shown in Section 5.

In Section 7 we check that our axioms are satisfied in renormalized perturbation theory. In the appendix we briefly describe the modifications which occur when both, Bose and Fermi fields, are present.

2. Fermionic functionals

A (local or nonlocal) fermionic functional on some real vector space V is a linear form on the Grassmann algebra ΛV over V . Equivalently it is a sequence F = (F_n)_{n∈N0} of alternating n-linear forms on V with

F (v_1 ∧ · · · ∧ v_n) = F_n(v_1, . . . , v_n) , F (1_{ΛV} ) = F_0 ∈ R . (2.1)

The pointwise product of fermionic functionals is defined by

(F · G)_n(v_1, . . . , v_n) = ∑ σ∈S_n sign(σ) n∑ k=0 1 k!(n − k)! F_k(v_{σ(1)}, . . . , v_{σ(k)})G_{n−k}(v_{σ(k+1)}, . . . , v_{σ(n)}) . (2.2)

Let now V be the space of functions on some topological space T , and let F be a fermionic functional on V . The support of F is defined by

supp F = {x ∈ T | for all neighborhoods U of x ∃n ∈ N, v_1 , . . . , v_n ∈ V

with supp v_1 ⊂ U such that F_n(v_1, . . . , v_n) ≠ 0} (2.3)

A fermionic functional F is called additive if it satisfies for all n the condition

F_n(v_1 + w_1+z_1, . . . , v_n + w_n + z_n) = F_n(v_1 + w_1, . . . , v_n + w_n) − F_n(v_1, . . . , v_n) + F_n(v_1 + z_1, . . . , v_n + z_n) (2.4)

if supp (w_1, . . . , w_n) ∩ supp (z_1, . . . , z_n) = ∅. We remind that supp (w_1, . . . , w_n) = ∪^n_{j=1}supp (w_j ).

Consider now the special case where V = Γ(M, E) is the space of sections of some vector bundle E over the smooth manifold M, equipped with its natural Fréchet topology. Since we are now talking about topological vector spaces, we need to specify the topology for the tensor product Λ^kV . Fortunately, in the case we consider, V is nuclear, so all the tensor products are equivalent. The appropriate notion of alternating k-linear continuous forms in this case is the topological dual of the completed tensor product ^Λ^kV , which turns out to be the completion of Λ^kΓ^′(M, E) with respect to the topology of Γ^′(M, E)^{^⊗k} ∼= Γ^′(M^k, E^{⊠k}) where all the duals are strong. This completion is the space of compactly supported antisymmetric distributional sections of the vector bundle E^{⊠k} over M^k. We denote it by O^k(V [1]) where the number in the square brackets denotes the degree shift (meaning that all the elements are understood to be in degree 1) and O means the space of functions, so O^k(V [1]) is understood as a space of functions on the graded manifold V [1].

We define the smooth fermionic functionals as

O(V [1]) .= ∞∏ k=0 O^k(V [1]) , (2.5)

where O^0(V [1]) ≡ C . An element F ∈ O(V [1]) will be represented by the sequence (F_n)_n, where F_n ∈ O^n(V [1]). Note that, due to the required continuity, smooth fermionic functionals are always compactly supported, in contrast to the bosonic case (cf. [BFR19]). They are also always differentiable in the following sense:

Definition 2.1. Let F ∈ O^k(V [1]), h ∈ V^{^⊗k−1}, ⃗h ∈ V . The left derivative of F at h in the direction of ⃗h is defined, for every integer k ≥ 0, ⟨ ⃗h, F^{(1)}(h) ⟩ = F (⃗h ∧ h), for k > 0, (2.6)

F^{(1)} = 0 F ∈ O^0(V [1]) . (2.7) This definition is then extended to O(V [1]) in a natural way. The right derivative is defined analogously.

To illustrate this definition, consider the case M = M of Minkowski spacetime, E = M × R and V = Γ(M , E). We define F ∈ O^2(V [1]) by

F (h_1 ∧ h_2) = 3∑ μ,ν=0 ∫ f(x)a^{μν} ∂_μh_1(x)∂_ν h_2(x) d^4x , (2.8)

where h_1 and h_2 are in Γ(M , E) = C^∞(M ), f is in C^∞_0 (M , C ) and a is any antisymmetric, constant 4 × 4 matrix. Now we have, for h and ⃗h in Γ(M , E): ⟨ ⃗h, F^{(1)}(h) ⟩ = 3∑ μ,ν=0 ∫ f(x)a^{μν} (∂_μ⃗h∂_ν h)(x) d^4x . (2.9)

As a second example, take M = M , E = M × R^k and again V = Γ(M , E). Let h_1 = (h^j_1)^k_{j=1}, h_2 = (h^j_2)^k_{j=1} and h = (h^j )^k_{j=1} be three sections in Γ(M , E). Define

G(h_1 ∧ h_2) = k∑ i,j=1 ∫ a_{ij} (x) h^i_1(x)h^j_2(x) d^4x , (2.10)

with any antisymmetric k×k matrix (a_{ij} (x)), all coefficients satisfying a_{ij} ∈ C^∞_0 (M , C ). We obtain ⟨ ⃗h, G^{(1)}(h) ⟩ = ∑ i<j ∫ a_{ij} (x) ( ⃗h^i(x)h^j (x) − ⃗h^j (x)h^i(x) ) d^4x. (2.11)

It has been shown, see e.g. [Rej11] that the left derivative defined this way satisfies the Leibniz rule. Iterating this definition, we can define the nth left derivative F^{(n)} of a fermionic functional.

Note that the derivative of F ∈ O^k(V [1]) is a jointly continuous map

F^{(1)} : V × V^{^⊗k−1} −→ R . (2.12) It can be identified with a vector-valued distribution in Γ^′(M, E) ^⊗O^{k−1}(V ). More generally, the nth derivative F^{(n)} is an element of Γ^′(M^n, E^{⊕n}) ^⊗O(V [1]). The completed tensor product used here is the projective tensor product. For more details, see e.g. section 3.3 of [Rej16]. As noted in [Rej11], the definitions of a wavefront set can be extended to such vector-valued distributions and the usual theorems about multiplying distributions apply to this case.

The “standard” characterization of locality for a compactly supported functional F ∈ O^k(V [1]) is the requirement that F has the form

F (h_1, . . . , h_k) = ∫ M α(j_x(h_1), . . . , j_x(h_k)) , (2.13)

where α is a compactly supported density-valued alternating function on k arguments from the jet bundle. Note that α automatically depends only on the finite jet of the arguments, due to multilinearity and continuity.

It is easy to see that every local functional (2.13) is additive (2.4); however, additivity does not suffice for locality – an additional smoothness assumption is needed. For the analogous problem for bosonic functionals, locality is proved for two different versions of this additional assumption, see [BDLGR18, Thm. VI.3] and [BFR19, Prop. 2.2]). We give here the fermionic analogon of the former theorem, the general case of functionals depending on both fermionic and bosonic variables is treated in the appendix.

Theorem 2.2. Let F ∈ O(V [1]). Assume that

(1) F is additive. (2) For every h ∈ ⨁ k∈N V^{^⊗k}, the first derivative F^{(1)} of F has empty wave front set as a vector-valued distribution and the map h → F^{(1)}(h) is Bastiani smooth^2 from ⨁ k∈N V^{^⊗k} to Γ_c(M, E^∗). Here E^∗ denotes dual bundle.

Then F is local.

Proof. The proof is patterned after the paper [BDLGR18], and we provide the necessary ideas to fill the gaps for the use of their results in our context.

Let F ∈ O^k(V [1]), k ≠ 0. We have

F (h_1 ∧ · · · ∧ h_k) = 1 k k∑ i=1 (−1)^{k−1} ∫ M F^{(1)}(h_1 ∧ . . . ^h_i · · · ∧ h_k)(x)h_i(x) dx = ∫ M F^{(1)}(h_2 ∧ · · · ∧ h_k)(x)h_1(x) dx , (2.14)

Denote h .= h_1 ∧ · · · ∧ h_k and write

F (h) = ∫ M c_h(x) dx , (2.15)

where c_h(x) = ev_x ( F^{(1)}(h_2 ∧ · · · ∧ h_k)h_1 ) . Now, we use the fact that, by assumption, the wavefront set of F^{(1)} is empty and the map h → F^{(1)}(h) is Bastiani smooth, to apply proposition VI.14 of [BDLGR18] and conclude that the function c_h depends only on finite jets of h_1, . . . , h_k. Finally, we use Lemma VI.15 of the same reference and their Proposition VI.4 to conclude that the resulting function α on the jet bundle is smooth. Hence, F is local. □

3. Covariant Grassmann multiplication

We are confronted with the following problem: We want to construct the algebra of observables, extended also to fermionic operators. But the relations characterizing this algebra A contain auxiliary Grassmann parameters whose only purpose is to allow the use of combinatorial formulas known from the bosonic case. We thus obtain in a first step subalgebras A_G of tensor products G ⊗ A of Grassmann algebras G with A that are generated by even elements and the Grassmann algebra itself (understood as G ⊗ 1_A). The aim is to reconstruct the algebra A from that family of subalgebras. To this end we equip this family of subalgebras with the following structure.

Let Grass denote the category of finite dimensional real Grassmann algebras, with homomorphisms as arrows and let Alg^{Z2} be the category of Z_2-graded unital associative algebras, with unital homomorphisms respecting the Z_2 gradation as arrows. Let now R : Grass → Alg^{Z2} be the inclusion functor.

Definition 3.1. A covariant Grassmann multiplication algebra is pair (G, ι) consisting of a functor

G : Grass → Alg^{Z2} (3.1)

and a natural embedding ι : R ⇒ G i.e. a family (ι_G)_G of injective homomorphisms ι_G : G → GG with ι_G′ ∘ χ = Gχ ∘ ι_G , for homomorphisms χ : G → G^′ . (3.2) G G^′

GG GG^′ χι^G Gχι_{G′}

We require the following properties of (G, ι):

2See [Mic38,Bas64,Ham82] for details on this notion of differentiability and smoothness of functionals on locally convex topological vector spaces, and [BDLGR18] for a pedagogical review.

(1) ι_G(G) is graded central in GG, in the sense that

ι_G(η) a = (−1)^{dg(η)dg(a)} a ι_G(η) , η ∈ G, a ∈ GG , (3.3)

where dg(·) ∈ {0, 1} denotes the degree.^3 (2) Let λ_i ∈ R and χ_i : G → G^′, i = 1, . . . , n be homomorphisms between Grassmann algebras with ∑_n i=1 λ_iχ_i = 0. Then ∑_n i=1 λ_i Gχ_i = 0.^4

The first property in the above definition is quite natural to require. The second one is a condition motivated by the specific problem we are trying to solve, namely, without this condition we would not be able to prove the key reconstruction result (i.e. the reconstruction of the algebra A). Indeed, the condition does not follow from the other conditions, as may be seen from the example GG = G ⊗ G and Gχ = χ ⊗ χ. We observe that the linearity condition (2) may be understood as a minimality condition on the extension by anticommuting parameters.

An example of a covariant Grassmann multiplication algebra is the functor G^A with a graded unital algebra A which maps Grassmann algebras G to tensor products G^AG = G ⊗ A with the product

(η_1 ⊗ a_1) · (η_2 ⊗ a_2) .= (−1)^{dg(η2 )dg(a1)} (η_1η_2) ⊗ (a_1a_2), η_1, η_2 ∈ G, a_1, a_2 ∈ A , (3.4)

and morphisms χ : G → G^′ to morphisms G^Aχ : G ⊗ A → G^′ ⊗ A by

G^Aχ(η ⊗ a) = χ(η) ⊗ a , η ∈ G , a ∈ A . (3.5)

The natural transformation ι is given by

ι_G(η) = η ⊗ 1_A , η ∈ G . (3.6)

It is easy to see that also the linearity condition (2) of Definition 3.1 is satisfied. In the following we simplify the notation by identifying ι_G(η) with η for η ∈ G and 1_G ⊗ a with a for a ∈ A, and similarly we write ηa for η ⊗ a ∈ G ⊗ A.

We apply this construction to the exterior algebra over some vector space V (i.e. A = ΛV ) as well as to its dual, the algebra of fermionic functionals on V . The latter we mainly restrict to the subspace of local functionals (denoted by F_{loc}), such that G^{Floc} associates to every Grassmann algebra G a G-bimodule. A fermionic functional induces, for any G, a G-module homomorphism F_G from G ⊗ ΛV to G by F_G(ωη) = F (ω)η = ηF (ω) , ω ∈ ΛV, η ∈ G , (3.7) and we identify ηF with the map ω → ηF (ω). The ∧-symbol for the product in ΛV is usually omitted. At some places we use it in order to make clear that V is identified with Λ^1(V ).

As an example, for v^1, v^2 ∈ Λ^1(V ) = V and odd elements η_1, η_2 ∈ G, we obtain F_G ( (v^1η_1)(v^2η_2) ) = F_G ( (v^1v^2)(η_2η_1) ) = F (v^1 ∧ v^2)η_2η_1 . (3.8)

The family (F_G)_G is a natural transformation F : G^{ΛV} =⇒ G^R, that is,

G^Rχ ∘ F_G = F_G′ ∘ G^{ΛV} χ . (3.9) G ⊗ ΛV G^′ ⊗ ΛV

G ⊗ R G^′ ⊗ R G^{ΛV} χ F_G^RχF_G′

3In the literature, often the degree in the Grassmann algebra and the degree of intrinsic fermionic variables

are distinguished, such that intrinsic variables and auxiliary Grassmann parameters always commute. While this sometimes avoids sign factors in practical calculations (see e.g. [Düt19, Chap. 5]) it seems to be less appropriate in a conceptual analysis.

4This entails that G is a functor between enriched categories (over the category of vector spaces).

F is already fixed if we know the maps F_G on all elements of the form exp ∑ i∈I v^iη_i (3.10)

with odd elements η_i ∈ G, v^i ∈ Λ^1(V ) = V and a finite index set I ∈ P_{finite}(N), where F_G(1_G) = F_01_G (see (2.1)). (This is called the “even rules principle” in [DEF^+99,CCF11,Lle20].) So fermionic functionals F on V can be characterized as coherent families of G-valued maps F_G ∘ exp on the even part of the Grassmann modules G ⊗ V .

In particular we can define shifts in the arguments as they occur in the unitary Dyson-Schwinger equation (i.e., the relation ’Dynamics’ given in (4.3) below). A shifted functional F^{⃗w}, with ⃗w = ∑ j∈J ⃗w^j θ_j with odd elements θ_j of some Grassmann algebra G^′ and ⃗w^j ∈ V , J ∈ P_{finite}(N), is defined as a family (F^{⃗w}_G )_G of G-module maps from G ⊗ ΛV to G ⊗ G^′, F^{⃗w}_G ( exp ∑ i∈I v^iη_i ) = F_{G⊗G}′ ( exp ( ∑ i∈I v^iη_i + ∑ j∈J ⃗w^j θ_j ) )

= ∑ n≥0 ∑ i_1 <...<i_n F^{⃗w}_n (v^{i1} , . . . , v^{in} )η_{in} · · · η_{i1} , (3.11)

with alternating multilinear G^′-valued maps F^{⃗w}_n as components

F^{⃗w}_n (v^1, . . . , v^n) = ∑ k≥0 ∑ j_1 <...<j_k ∈J F_{k+n}(v^1, . . . , v^n, ⃗w^{j1} , . . . , ⃗w^{jk} ) θ_{jk} · · · θ_{j1} . (3.12) We will see that every covariant Grassmann multiplication algebra is almost of the form G^A for some graded algebra A, which is universal in the following sense.

Theorem 3.2. Let G be a covariant Grassmann multiplication algebra as defined above. Then there exists a graded unital algebra A and a natural embedding

σ ≡ (σ_G)_G : G =⇒ G^A (3.13)

such that for any other graded unital algebra A^′ with a natural embedding σ^′ : G =⇒ G^{A′} there exists a unique homomorphism τ : A → A^′ with σ^′_G = (id ⊗ τ) ∘ σ_G. A_G .= GG

G ⊗ A G ⊗ A^′ σ_G σ^′_G id ⊗ τ

The proof of the theorem will be splitted into four parts.

First part of the proof. We construct A together with natural embeddings

σ_G : A_G .= GG → G ⊗ A , (3.14)

i.e. injective homomorphisms satisfying

σ_G′ ∘ Gχ = G^Aχ ∘ σ_G (3.15)

for homomorphisms χ : G → G^′.

We use the fact that any finite dimensional real Grassmann algebra is isomorphic to ΛR^n for some n ∈ N_0 . In a first step we study the linear hull of homomorphisms from ΛR^n to ΛR^m . Let η_i, i = 1, . . . , n denote the generators of ΛR^n and θ_j , j = 1, . . . , m the generators of ΛR^m . Then {η_I , I ⊂ {1, . . . , n}} with η_I = ∏ i∈I η_i is a basis of ΛR^n , and {θ_J , J ⊂ {1, . . . , m}} with θ_J = ∏ j∈J θ_j is a basis of ΛR^m .

Lemma 3.3. Let χ be a linear map from ΛR^n to ΛR^m with

χ(η_I ) = ∑ J⊂{1,...,m} c_{IJ} θ_J . (3.16) χ is a linear combination of homomorphisms of Grassmann algebras if and only if c_{IJ} = 0 (3.17) whenever |I| + |J| is odd or |J| < |I|. Proof. By definition, homomorphisms χ of Grassmann algebras preserve the degree mod 2, and χ(η_I ) = ∏ i∈I χ(η_i) has form degree at least |I| if χ(η_I ) ≠ 0. This proves the only if statement of the lemma.

To prove the other direction we construct matrix units E_{JI} , E_{JI} (η_I ′ ) = δ_{II} ′ θ_J for |I| + |J| even and |J| ≥ |I| as linear combinations of homomorphisms. Obviously the given linear map χ (3.16) can be written as χ = ∑ I⊂{1,...,n}, J⊂{1,...,m} c_{IJ} E_{JI} . (3.18)

To show that E_{JI} is a linear combination of homomorphisms of Grassmann algebras, let P_I be the homomorphism of ΛR^n with P_I η_i = η_i if i ∈ I and P_I η_i = 0 otherwise. Then E_I .= P_I ∏ i∈I (id − P_{I\{i}}) (3.19)

projects onto the subspace of multiples of η_I . Given I = {i_1, . . . , i_{|I|}} (with i_1 < · · · < i_{|I|}) and J with |I| + |J| even and |J| ≥ |I|, let (J_1, . . . , J_{|I|}) be a partition of J into odd subsets such that the indices in J_k are smaller than those in J_l if 1 ≤ k < l ≤ |I|, and consider the homomorphism χ^{JI} : ΛR^n → ΛR^m with χ^{JI} (η_{ik} ) = θ_{Jk} , 1 ≤ k ≤ |I|, and χ^{JI} (η_l) = 0 for l ∉ I. Hence, χ^{JI} (η_I ) = θ_J . Then E_{JI} = χ^{JI} ∘ E_I (3.20) is a linear combination of homomorphisms. □

In the following we denote these matrix units by E^{mn}_{JI} in order to indicate that they are mappings from ΛR^n to ΛR^m ; note that E^n_I .= E_I (3.19) can be written as E^n_I = E^{nn}_{II} . Also the projections P_I get an upper index n. Moreover, we extend the action of the functor G to linear combinations of homomorphisms: G( ∑ i λ_iχ_i) .= ∑ i λ_i Gχ_i. We use the following notations:

π_K = GP^n_K ρ_K = GE^n_K (3.21)

The projections π_• satisfy the relation π_K π_J = π_{K∩J} , (3.22) which shows that they commute with each other, and the definition (3.19) turns into

ρ_K = π_K ∏ k∈K (id − π_{K\{k}}) . (3.23)

The projections ρ_• form a direct sum decomposition of A_{ΛR}n: Lemma 3.4. The projections ρ_• have the following properties:

(i) Direct sum decomposition ρ_K ρ_J = δ_{JK} ρ_K , (3.24) ∑ K⊂{1,...,n} ρ_K = id_{AΛRn} . (3.25)

(ii) Convolution ρ_K (ab) = ∑ J⊂K ρ_J (a)ρ_{K\J} (b) . (3.26)

Proof. (i) Since (E^n_K )_{K⊂{1,...,n}} is precisely the set of projections onto the one dimensional subspaces of ΛR^n corresponding to the basis (η_K )_{K⊂{1,...,n}}, they satisfy E^n_K E^n_J = δ_{JK} E_K and ∑ K E^n_K = id_{ΛR}n. Under application of the functor G, these relations are maintained; in particular, by definition of a functor it holds that G(E^n_K E^n_J ) = ρ_K ρ_J and G(id_{ΛR}n) = id_{AΛRn} .

(ii) To prove (3.26) we consider the homomorphisms χ_λ of ΛR^n , λ ∈ R^n , given by the action η_i → λ_iη_i on the generators. Obviously it holds that

χ_λ E^n_K = E^n_K χ_λ = λ^K E^n_K with λ^K .= ∏ k∈K λ_k. (3.27)

Looking at the pertinent homomorphism (Gχ_λ) of A_{ΛR}n and using part 3 of Definition 3.1, the formula (3.27) turns into (Gχ_λ) ρ_K = ρ_K (Gχ_λ) = λ^K ρ_K . (3.28) Hence, we obtain

(Gχ_λ) ρ_K ( ρ_J (a) ρ_I (b) ) = ρ_K ( (Gχ_λ)ρ_J (a) (Gχ_λ)ρ_I (b) ) , (3.29)

which implies λ^K ρ_K ( ρ_J (a) ρ_I (b) ) = λ^J λ^I ρ_K ( ρ_J (a) ρ_I (b) ) ∀λ ∈ R^n . (3.30) We conclude that ρ_K ( ρ_J (a) ρ_I (b) ) = 0 unless K = I ∪ J, I ∩ J = ∅. (3.31) Therefore, by using also (3.25), we may write

ρ_K (ab) = ∑ J,I ρ_K ( ρ_J (a) ρ_I (b) ) = ∑ J⊂K ρ_K ( ρ_J (a) ρ_{K\J} (b) ) . (3.32)

In view of the formula (3.23) for ρ_K , we note that π_K ( ρ_J (a) ρ_{K\J} (b) ) = ρ_J (a) ρ_{K\J} (b) for J ⊂ K, (3.33)

and for K_0 ⊊ K π_{K0} ( ρ_J (a) ρ_{K\J} (b) ) = π_{K0} ρ_J (a) π_{K0} ρ_{K\J} (b) = 0 (3.34) since at least one of the factors vanishes. So we arrive at ρ_K ( ρ_J (a) ρ_{K\J} (b) ) = ρ_J (a) ρ_{K\J} (b) (3.35)

which completes the proof of (3.26). □

Second part of the proof. Let A^n .= ρ_{{1,...,n}}(A_{ΛR}n) be the subspace of the highest Grassmann degree elements. We have a ∈ A^n iff π_{{1,...,n}\{k}}(a) = 0 for 1 ≤ k ≤ n. We define products

A^n × A^m → A^{n+m} (3.36) by a · b .= (−1)^{m dg(a)}Gχ^{n+m}_{{m+1,...,m+n}}(a) Gχ^{n+m}_{{1,...,m}}(b) (3.37) where, for J ≡ {j_1, . . . , j_{|J|}} ⊂ {1, . . . , n}, χ^n_J : ΛR^{|J|} → ΛR^n is the homomorphism induced by η_i → η_{ji} with j_1 < j_2 < · · · < j_{|J|}. The term on the right hand side of the equation is indeed an element of A^{n+m}. Namely we have P_K ∘ χ^n_J = χ^n_J ∘ P_{{i|ji ∈K}} (3.38) hence π_{{1,...,n+m}\{k}}(a · b) = ±Gχ^{n+m}_{{m+1,...,m+n}} ∘ π_{{1,...,n}\{k−n}}(a) · Gχ^{n+m}_{{1,...,m}} ∘ π_{{1,...,m}\{k}}(b) = 0 (3.39) since for k ≤ n the second and for k > n the first factor vanishes.

The product is associative. This follows from a straightforward calculation. Let a ∈ A^n, b ∈ A^m and c ∈ A^k. Then

(a · b) · c = (−1)^{dg(a)m+dg(a)k+dg(b)k} · Gχ^{n+m+k} {k+m+1,...,k+m+n}(a) Gχ n+m+k {k+1,...,k+m}(b) Gχ n+m+k {1,...,k} (c) = a · (b · c) . (3.40)

In the next step we define an inductive system A^n ∋ a → ι_{k,n}(a) .= η_1 · · · η_{k−n}Gχ^k_{{k−n+1,...,k}}(a) ∈ A^k , k ≥ n (3.41) with ι_{k,n} ∘ ι_{n,m} = ι_{k,m}. If k = n mod 2 , we can also write ι_{k,n} = GE^{kn}_{{1,...,k},{1,...,n}} (3.42) with the matrix units defined before.

This system of embeddings is compatible with the product defined above: Lemma 3.5. Let a ∈ A^m and b ∈ A^k, hence a · b ∈ A^{m+k}. For n ≥ m and l ≥ k it then holds that ι_{n,m}(a) · ι_{l,k}(b) = ι_{n+l,m+k}(a · b) . (3.43) Proof. We insert the definitions of the embeddings and the product and obtain, for the left hand side, ι_{n,m}(a) · ι_{l,k}(b) = ϵ η_1 . . . η_{l−k}η_{l+1} . . . η_{l+n−m} Gχ^{n+l}_{{l+n−m+1,...,l+n}}(a) Gχ^{n+l}_{{l−k+1,...,l}}(b) (3.44) with ϵ = (−1)^{k(n−m+dg(a))}, and for the right hand side ι_{n+l,m+k}(a · b) = ϵ^′ η_1 . . . η_{n+l−m−k} Gχ^{n+l}_{{l+n−m+1,...,l+n}}(a) Gχ^{n+l}_{{n+l−m−k+1,...,n+l−m}}(b) (3.45) with ϵ^′ = (−1)^{dg(a)k}. Finally we use that any element of A^{n+l} is totally antisymmetric under a permutation of the indices of the η’s, again due to part 3 of definition 3.1. Hence, applying the permutation p = ( (l − k + 1) · · · l (l + 1) · · · (l + n − m) (l − k + 1 + n − m) · · · (l + n − m) (l + 1 − k) · · · (l + n − m − k) ) (3.46)

to (3.44) we indeed obtain (3.45), since sign(p) = (−1)^{k(n−m)}. □ Third part of the proof. We use now Lemma 3.5 and define A as the inductive limit of this system with injections ι_n : A^n → A such that ι_k ∘ ι_{k,n} = ι_n for k ≥ n (3.47) and where the product is defined by ι_n(a) · ι_m(b) .= ι_{n+m}(a · b) for a ∈ A^n, b ∈ A^m . (3.48) We equip A with a grading such that dg(ι_n(a)) .= (dg(a) + n) mod 2 . (3.49) It remains to construct the embeddings σ_G : A_G → G ⊗ A. Again it is sufficient to consider the case G = ΛR^n , n ∈ N_0 . For J ≡ {j_1, . . . , j_{|J|}} ⊂ {1, . . . , n} (with j_1 < j_2 < . . . < j_{|J|}) let χ^J_n : ΛR^n → ΛR^{|J|} denote the homomorphism induced by η_{ji} → η_i and η_k → 0 if k ∉ J. (Note the relations χ^J_n ∘ χ^n_J = id_{ΛR}|J| and χ^n_J ∘ χ^J_n = P^n_J .) Then we define σ_{ΛR}n(a) .= ∑ J⊂{1,...,n} η_J ⊗ ι_{|J|} ∘ Gχ^J_n ∘ ρ_J (a) . (3.50)

Lemma 3.6. σ_{ΛR}n has the following properties:

(i) It satisfies the naturality condition (3.15). (ii) It is a homomorphism of graded algebras.

Proof. (i) Let χ be a homomorphism from ΛR^n to ΛR^m . For the right hand side of (3.15) we obtain G^Aχ ( σ_{ΛR}n(ρ_J (a)) ) = χ(η_J ) ⊗ ι_{|J|} ∘ Gχ^J_n ∘ ρ_J (a) = ∑ K⊂{1,...,m} c_{JK} θ_K ⊗ ι_{|J|} ∘ Gχ^J_n ∘ ρ_J (a), (3.51) by using (3.5) and (3.16); we recall that χ_{JK} is nonvanishing only if |K| − |J| ∈ {0, 2, 4, . . .}. Inserting the definitions into the left hand side we get σ_{ΛR}m ( Gχ(ρ_J (a)) ) = ∑ K⊂{1,...,m} θ_K ⊗ ι_{|K|} ∘ Gχ^K_m ∘ ρ_K ( Gχ(ρ_J (a)) ) . (3.52)

Both expressions are equal, namely for (3.52) we use

ρ_K (Gχ)ρ_J = G(E^m_K χE^n_J ) = c_{JK} GE^{mn}_{KJ} (3.53) and χ^K_m ∘ E^{mn}_{KJ} = E^{|K|,n}_{{1,...,|K|},J} , (3.54) So we obtain that (3.52) is equal to ∑ K c_{JK} θ_K ⊗ ι_{|K|} ∘ GE^{|K|,n}_{{1,...,|K|},J} (a). (3.55) For (3.51) we indeed obtain the same result, by inserting properties of the inductions ι, ι_{|J|} = ι_{|K|} ∘ ι_{|K|,|J|}, (3.56) ι_{|K|,|J|} = GE^{|K|,|J|}_{{1,...|K|},{1,...,|J|}} (3.57) by using that |K| − |J| ∈ {0, 2, 4, . . .}, and finally E^{|K|,|J|} {1,...|K|},{1,...,|J|}χ J nE^n_J = E^{|K|,n}_{{1,...,|K|},J} . (3.58) (ii) The degree is preserved, dg(σ_{ΛR}n(a)) = dg(a), as a consequence of (3.49). To prove that also the product is preserved we use (3.26) and find σ_{ΛR}n(a b) = ∑ K⊂{1,...,n} ∑ J⊂K η_K ⊗ ι_{|K|} ∘ (Gχ^K_n ) ( ρ_J (a) ρ_{K\J} (b) )

= ∑ K⊂{1,...,n} ∑ J⊂K σ_{ΛR}n ( ρ_J (a) ρ_{K\J} (b) ) . (3.59)

On the other hand we have σ_{ΛR}n(a) · σ_{ΛR}n(b) = ∑ J,L⊂{1,...,n} (−1)^{dg(a)|L|} η_Lη_J ⊗ ( ι_{|J|} ∘ Gχ^J_n ∘ ρ_J (a) ) · ( ι_{|L|} ∘ Gχ^L_n ∘ ρ_L(b) ) (3.60)

where only disjoint pairs L, J contribute, since otherwise η_Lη_J = 0.

Using (3.48) and setting K .= J ∪ L, we have ( ι_{|J|} ∘ Gχ^J_n ∘ ρ_J (a) ) · ( ι_{|L|} ∘ Gχ^L_n ∘ ρ_L(b) ) = ι_{|K|} ( (Gχ^J_n) ∘ ρ_J (a) · (Gχ^L_n ) ∘ ρ_L(b) ) , (3.61)

and by (3.37) we get

(Gχ^J_n) ∘ ρ_J (a) · (Gχ^L_n ) ∘ ρ_L(b) = (−1)^{dg(a)|L|} G(χ^K_n ∘ χ_{JL})(ρ_J (a)ρ_L(b)). (3.62)

where χ_{JL} is the automorphism of ΛR^n which is induced by a permutation p_{JL} on the indices of its generators. p_{JL} ∈ S_n maps (l_1, . . . , l_{|L|}, j_1, . . . , j_{|J|}) into (k_1, . . . , k_{|K|}) and acts trivially on the remaining indices. Here K = J ∪ L = {k_1, . . . , k_{|K|}} with k_1 < · · · < k_{|K|} , J = {j_1, . . . , j_{|J|}} with j_1 < · · · < j_{|J|} and L = {l_1, . . . , l_{|L|}} with l_1 < · · · < l_{|L|}. We insert (3.62) and (3.61) into (3.60) and obtain σ_{ΛR}n(a) · σ_{ΛR}n(b) = ∑ J,L⊂{1,...,n},J∩L=∅ η_Lη_J ⊗ ι_{|K|} ∘ G(χ^K_n ∘ χ_{JL})(ρ_J (a)ρ_L(b)) . (3.63)

Since η_K = χ_{JL}(η_Lη_J ) (3.64) and since ρ_K acts trivially on ρ_J (a)ρ_L(b) and commutes with Gχ_{JL}, we may write (3.63) as (notice that L = K \ J) ∑ K⊂{1,...,n} ∑ J⊂K χ^{−1}_{JL}(η_K ) ⊗ ι_{|K|} ∘ G(χ^K_n ) ∘ ρ_K ( (Gχ_{JL})(ρ_J (a)ρ_L(b)) )

= ∑ K⊂{1,...,n} ∑ J⊂K (G^Aχ^{−1}_{JL}) ∘ σ_{ΛR}n ( (Gχ_{JL})(ρ_J (a)ρ_L(b)) ) . (3.65)

The latter expression coincides with (3.59) by the naturality of σ_{ΛR}n. □

Fourth part of the proof. To complete the proof of the Theorem, we still have to verify the statement about the universality of A. Let A^′ be a graded algebra and σ^′ a natural transformation from G to G^{A′} . Taking into account that for any a ∈ A there is an n ∈ N such that a = ι_n(a_0) for some uniquely fixed a_0 ∈ A^n and that for this n the definition (3.50) gives σ_{ΛR}n(a_0) = η_{{1,...,n}} ⊗ a, we define a homomorphism τ : A → A^′ by

η_{{1,...,n}} ⊗ τ(a) = σ^′_{ΛR}n(a_0) , a_0 ∈ A^n . (3.66)

For an arbitrary b ∈ A_{ΛR}n we easily check

(id ⊗ τ) ∘ σ_{ΛR}n(b) = ∑ J (id ⊗ τ) ∘ σ_{ΛR}n(ρ_J (b)) = ∑ J (id ⊗ τ)(η_J ⊗ ι_{|J|}(Gχ^J_n ∘ ρ_J (b))) = ∑ J η_J ⊗ τ ( ι_{|J|}(Gχ^J_n ∘ ρ_J (b)) ) (3.67) = ∑ J G^{A′} χ^n_J ∘ σ^′_{ΛR|J|} ∘ Gχ^J_n(ρ_J (b)) = ∑ J σ^′_{ΛR}n(ρ_J (b)) = σ^′_{ΛR}n(b)

where the second last equality follows from the naturality of σ^′. □

4. The algebra of Fermi fields

We choose now V = Γ(M, E) where M is a globally hyperbolic spacetime and denote by V_c its subspace of compactly supported sections. V is interpreted as the space of field configurations. Let F_{loc} be the space of local fermionic functionals on V , and let L denote a generalized fermionic Lagrangian on V , i.e. a map C^∞_0 (M) ∋ f → L(f) ∈ F_{loc} with supp L(f) ⊂ supp f and with L(f + g + f^′) = L(f + g) − L(g) + L(g + f^′) if supp f ∩ supp f^′ = ∅. We restrict ourselves to generalized Lagrangians that lead to Green hyperbolic [Bär15] equations of motion.

We construct a covariant Grassmann multiplication algebra G : Grass → Alg^{Z2} in the sense of definition 3.1. The algebras A_G ≡ GG are generated by invertible elements^5 S_G(F ) with F ∈ G ⊗ F_{loc} with the following properties and relations:

• (Parity) S_G(F ) is even for even F .

• (Naturality) If χ : G → G^′ is a homomorphism of Grassmann algebras then

S_G′ ∘ G^{Floc} χ = Gχ ∘ S_G . (4.1)

G ⊗ F_{loc} G^′ ⊗ F_{loc}

A_G A_G′

G^{Floc} χ S_GGχS_G′

5S G(F ) can be expanded into a finite combination of (products of) Grassmann variables; such a combination is invertible if and only if the coefficient of 1_G is invertible.

• (Quantization condition) S_G(η) = ι_G(e^{iη} ) for η ∈ G. • (Causal factorization) S_G(F_1 + F_2 + F_3) = S_G(F_1 + F_2)S_G(F_2)^{−1}S_G(F_2 + F_3) (4.2) for even functionals F_1, F_2, F_3 with supp F_1 ∩ J_−(supp F_3) = ∅ where J_− denotes the past of the region in the argument.

• (Dynamics) Let ⃗h = ∑ i∈I η_i⃗h^i with odd elements η_i ∈ G, ⃗h^i ∈ V_c and I ∈ P_{finite}(N).^6 Then S_G(F ) = S_G(F^{⃗h} + δ_{⃗h}L) (4.3) where δ_{⃗h}L = L(f)^{⃗h} − 1_G ⊗ L(f) (4.4) with f ≡ 1 on supp⃗h and the unit 1_G of G.

Note that the Quantization condition implies S_G(0) = 1_{AG} . Setting F = 0 in the relation Dynamics, we obtain S_G(δ_{⃗h}L) = 1_{AG} , (4.5) which is characteristic for the on-shell algebra, cf. [BF20] and Sect. 7. We apply now Theorem 3.2 and obtain a graded algebra A and embeddings σ_G : A_G → G ⊗ A.

We still have to equip our algebras with an antilinear involution. On a real Grassmann algebra ΛV over some real vector space V we define an involution by v^∗ = v for v ∈ Λ^1(V ) = V , for linear maps A from ΛV to some graded *-algebra by A^∗(ω) = (−1)^{dg(A)dg(ω)}A(ω^∗)^∗ , ω ∈ ΛV (4.6) and for the tensor product G ⊗ A of a Grassmann algebra G with a graded *-algebra A we set (η ⊗ a)^∗ = (−1)^{dg(η)dg(a)}η^∗ ⊗ a^∗ , η ∈ G , a ∈ A . (4.7) For a covariant Grassmann multiplication algebra G we require that the algebras GG are *-algebras and the embeddings ι_G : G → GG are *-homomorphisms. The algebras A_G = GG defined by the axioms above obtain a *-operation by S_G(F )^∗ = S_G(F^∗)^{−1}. The subspaces A^n ⊂ A_{ΛR}n are invariant under the *-operation. The involution on the inductive limit A is induced by ι_n(a)^∗ .= (−1)^{n(n−1)/2+n(dg(a)+n)}ι_n(a^∗) . (4.8) Indeed, since for a ∈ A^n, b ∈ A^m equation (3.37) implies that (a · b)^∗ = (−1)^{m dg(a)+n dg(b)+nm} b^∗ · a^∗ , (4.9) the involution satisfies the condition (ι_n(a)ι_m(b))^∗ = ι_m(b)^∗ι_n(a)^∗ . (4.10) We observe that (σ_G)_G then is a family of *-homomorphisms. Namely, let G = ΛR^n and A_{ΛR}n ∋ a = ρ_J (a) for some J ⊂ {1, . . . , n}. Using that dg(η_J ) = |J|, η^∗_J = (−1)^{|J| (|J|−1)/2}η_J , dg(ι_{|J|} ∘ Gχ^J_n(a)) = (dg(a) + |J|) mod 2 and (Gχ^J_n(a))^∗ = Gχ^J_n(a^∗), we obtain σ_{ΛR}n(a)^∗ = ( η_J ⊗ (ι_{|J|} ∘ Gχ^J_n(a)) )_∗ = (−1)^{|J| (dg(a)+|J|)} η^∗_J ⊗ (ι_{|J|} ∘ Gχ^J_n(a))^∗ = (−1)^{|J| (dg(a)+|J|)+|J|(|J|−1)/2} η_J ⊗ (ι_{|J|} ∘ Gχ^J_n(a))^∗ (4.11) = η_J ⊗ (ι_{|J|} ∘ Gχ^J_n(a^∗)) = σ_{ΛR}n(a^∗) .

Hence, σ_G ∘S_G behaves under the ∗-operation equally to S_G, to wit, σ_G ( S_G(F ) )_∗ = σ_G ( S_G(F^∗) )_{−1} . The involution on A is universal, in the sense that the homorphism τ in Theorem 3.2 is a *- homomorphism provided σ^′ preserves the *-structure.

In the following we omit the symbols σ_G by identifying A_G with a subalgebra of G ⊗ A.

6At variance with the notations in (3.11), the Grassmann algebra G considered here contains the Grassmann

variables appearing in both the unshifted argument exp ∑ η_iv^i and the shift ⃗h.

Note that the ideal of G ⊗ A generated by the generators of G is annihilated by every positive linear functional on G ⊗ A.

5. Canonical anticommutation rules

We specialize now to the Dirac field on Minkowski space for simplicity, the generalization to globally hyperbolic spacetimes being straigthforward (see, e.g. [DHP09]). The space of field configurations h ∈ V is the space of smooth sections of the spinor bundle, equipped with a nondegenerate Lorentz invariant sesquilinear form (u, v) → uv on each fiber. (Note that u does not mean complex conjugation, see (5.3).) We may choose V = C^∞(M , C^4 ) with the Spin(2) ≡ SL(2, C ) action on C^4 by the matrix representation SL(2, C ) ∋ A → ( A 0 0 (A^∗)^{−1} ) (5.1)

which corresponds to the choice of γ-matrices

γ_0 = ( 0 1 1 0 ) , γ_i = ( 0 σ_i −σ_i 0 ) , i = 1, 2, 3 . (5.2)

The sesquilinear form is obtained from the standard scalar product (·, ·) on C^4 by uv = (u, γ_0v) (5.3) The γ-matrices are then hermitian with respect to the sesquilinear form.

For compactly supported sections we can define a sesquilinear form by

⟨h_1, h_2⟩ = ∫ dx h_1(x)h_2(x) . (5.4)

The classical Dirac field ψ is the evaluation functional ψ(x) : V → C^4 ; ψ(x)[h] .= h(x) (5.5)

and the conjugate field ψ maps the configuration into the dual space

ψ(x) : V → (C^4 )^∗; ψ(x)[h_1](v) .= h_1(x)v . (5.6) Smeared fields are defined as usual, that is, ψ(s)[h] .= ⟨s, h⟩, where s ∈ V_c is a test section of the spinor bundle, and ψ(s)[h] .= ⟨h, s⟩. Note that according to (4.6) we have ψ(s)^∗ = −ψ(s).

The Dirac Lagrangian L = ψ ∧ /Dψ with the Dirac operator /D = iγ∂ − m associates to any compactly supported test function f a 2-form L(f) on V , namely L(f)[h_1, h_2] = ⟨fh_1, /D(fh_2)⟩ − ⟨fh_2, /D(fh_1)⟩ . (5.7) Note that /D is hermitian with respect to the sesquilinear form ⟨·, ·⟩, hence L(f) takes imaginary values.

We want to use the (free) Dirac Lagrangian for constructing a covariant Grassmann multiplication algebra G, i.e. the local S-matrices in Minkowski spacetime as in the previous section, and the relation Dynamics and the Causal factorization to derive the anticommutation relations.

To this end we need to extend the used functionals to G-valued functionals by (3.7). We have for η ∈ G, s, h ∈ V_c ψ(s)_G[hη] = ψ(s)[h]η = ⟨s, h⟩η (5.8) and ψ(s)_G[hη] = ψ(s)[h]η = ⟨h, s⟩η (5.9) This suggests to extend the sesquilinear form ⟨·, ·⟩ to a G⊗C valued map ⟨·, ·⟩_G on (G⊗V_c)×(G⊗V_c) by ⟨ηh, h^′η^′⟩_G = η⟨h, h^′⟩η^′ (5.10) for h, h^′ ∈ V_c and η, η^′ ∈ G. We may also extend the fields ψ and ψ to test sections η_is^i ∈ G ⊗ V_c by ψ_G(ηs)[hη^′] = ηψ(s)[h]η^′ = ⟨ηs, hη^′⟩_G (5.11) and ψ_G(ηs)[hη^′] = ηψ(s)[h]η^′ = (−1)^{dg(η)dg(η′ )+dg(η)+dg(η′ )}⟨hη^′, ηs⟩_G (5.12) hence ψ_G(ηs) = ηψ_G(s) , ψ_G(ηs) = ηψ_G(s) (5.13) The extended Lagrangian L(f)_G (with spacetime cutoff f) is a quadratic form on even elements of G ⊗ V_c. Namely, let h = ∑ h^iη_i with h^i ∈ V and odd elements η_i ∈ G. Then

L(f)_G[e^h] = 1 2 L(f)_G[hh] = 1 2 ∑ L(f)[h^i ∧ h^j ]η_j η_i = ⟨fh, /Dfh⟩_G . (5.14) The variation under a shift ⃗h = ∑ i∈I ⃗hiθ_i, with odd elements θ_i ∈ G, ⃗hi ∈ V_c is then a sum of a linear and a constant functional, namely δ_{⃗h}L_G[e^h] = δ_{⃗h}L_G[1 + h] = ⟨⃗h, /Dh⟩_G + ⟨h, /D⃗h⟩_G + ⟨⃗h, /D⃗h⟩_G . (5.15) Since /D is selfadjoint with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩ we have ⟨⃗h, /Dh⟩_G = ⟨ /D⃗h, h⟩_G (5.16) and hence, using (5.12) δ_{⃗h}L_G = ψ_G( /D⃗h) − ψ_G( /D⃗h) + ⟨⃗h, /D⃗h⟩_G . (5.17) Let now s ∈ (G ⊗ V_c)_{even} and let D_G(s) .= ψ_G(s) − ψ_G(s) (5.18) be the smeared classical “doubled Dirac field” viewed as an element in (G ⊗ F_{loc})_{even}.

Proposition 5.1. Let s = ∑_n i=1 η_is^i with s^i ∈ V_c and η_i odd elements of G. The S-matrix S_G built with the doubled Dirac field has the expansion S_G ( D_G(s) ) = 1_A + n∑ k=1 i^k k! ∑ i_1<···<i_k η_{ik} . . . η_{i1} B_k(s^{i1} ∧ · · · ∧ s^{ik} ) (5.19)

with R-multilinear alternating maps B_k : V^k_c → A, k = 1, . . . , n, (the time ordered products of the doubled Dirac field).

Proof. Let χ : ΛR^n → G denote the homomorphism which acts on the generators of ΛR^n by χ(θ_i) = η_i. Then by the naturality of S we have

S_G(D_G(s)) = (S_G ∘ G^{Floc} χ)(D_{ΛR}n( n∑ i=1 θ_is^i)) = (Gχ ∘ S_{ΛR}n)(D_{ΛR}n( n∑ i=1 θ_is^i)) (5.20)

hence it suffices to treat the case G = ΛR^n with generators η_i, i = 1, . . . , n. By assumption, S_G(D_G( ∑_n i=1 η_is^i)) takes values in ΛR^n ⊗ A, hence it is of the form S_G ( D_G( n∑ i=1 η_is^i) ) = ∑ I⊂{1,...,n} η_I B^I (s^1, . . . , s^n) (5.21)

with B^I (s^1, . . . , s^n) ∈ A.

Let χ_λ, λ ∈ R^n denote the homomorphism of ΛR^n induced by η_i → λ_iη_i. Then by the naturality of S we get B^I (λ_1s^1, . . . λ_ns^n) = λ^I B^I (s^1, . . . , s^n) (5.22) hence B^I depends only on the variables s_i, i ∈ I and is homogeneous of degree 1 in every entry. In particular, for λ = 0 we obtain B^∅ = S_G(0) = 1. Moreover, as a function on k = |I| variables, B^I does not depend on the choice of I. We set i^k k! B_k(s^k, . . . , s^1) .= B^{{1,...,k}}(s^1, . . . , s^k). (5.23) Replacing χ by a permutation p ∈ S_n of the generators, we find ∑ i_1 <···<i_m η_{p(im )} . . . η_{p(i1 )}B_m(s^{i1} , . . . , s^{im} ) = ∑ i_1 <···<i_m η_{im} . . . η_{i1} B_m(s^{p−1 (i1 )}, . . . , s^{p−1(im )}) (5.24) for all 1 ≤ m ≤ n. Let p be such that it acts nontrivially only on {1, . . . , k}, i.e., p(j) = j for all k < j ≤ n. Identifying the coefficients of η_k . . . η_1 by using η_{p(k)} . . . η_{p(1)} = (−1)^{sign(p)}η_k . . . η_1, we see that B_k is totally antisymmetric.

It remains to prove that is B_k is additive in every entry. We have S_G ( D_G( k+1∑ i=1 η_is^i) ) = 1_A + k+1∑ m=1 i^m m! ∑ i_1 <···<i_m η_{im} . . . η_{i1} B_m(s^{i1} ∧ · · · ∧ s^{im} ) . (5.25)

We now choose the homomorphism χ which maps η_{k+1} to η_k and leaves all other generators invariant. Identifying again the coefficients of η_k . . . η_1, we find

B_k(s^1 ∧ · · · ∧ (s^k + s^{k+1})) = B_k(s^1 ∧ · · · ∧ s^k) + B_k(s^1 ∧ · · · ∧ s^{k−1} ∧ s^{k+1}) . (5.26) □ We now use f = ηs as the smearing object for D, with s ∈ V_c and η a generator of G.

The involution on A_G is defined by S_G(D_G(ηs))^∗ = S_G(D_G(ηs)^∗)^{−1}, and D(s) = ψ(s) − ψ(s) is selfadjoint. The above Proposition implies S_G(D_G(ηs))^∗ = 1 − iB_1(s)^∗η (5.27) and S_G(D_G(ηs)^∗)^{−1} = S_G(D_G(−ηs))^{−1} = (1 − iηB_1(s))^{−1} = 1 + iηB_1(s) (5.28) Since B_1(s) anticommutes with η, it is selfadjoint. We decompose it in its complex linear and antilinear parts,

B_1(s) = Ψ(s)^∗ + Ψ(s) , Ψ(s) ∈ A . (5.29) We interpret Ψ as the quantized Dirac field; it is an A-valued antilinear functional on V_c.

Theorem 5.2. The quantized Dirac field Ψ satisfies the canonical anticommutation rules over V_c: {Ψ(s^1)^∗, Ψ(s^2)^∗} = {Ψ(s^1), Ψ(s^2)} = 0 , {Ψ(s^1), Ψ(s^2)^∗} = ⟨s^2, i/Ss^1⟩1_A , (5.30) where /S = (iγ∂ + m)Δ (5.31) with Δ the commutator function of the scalar theory.^7 Proof. Let f = ∑ i∈I η_if^i and g = ∑ i∈I θ_ig^i, with f^i, g^i ∈ V_c, η_i, θ_i odd elements of G and I ∈ P_{finite}(N). We decompose f = f^′ + /D⃗h with supp⃗h, supp f^′ compact such that supp f^′ does not intersect the past of supp g. We may choose ⃗h = a/S^Rf (5.32) where a is a smooth function with a ≡ 1 on a neighborhood of the past of supp g, and where /S^R denotes the retarded inverse of /D. From (5.17) we have D_G( /D⃗h) = (δ_{⃗h}L) − ⟨⃗h, /D⃗h⟩_G , (5.33) hence, according to the relation Dynamics, we find S_G(D_G(f)) = S_G(D_G(f^′) + δ_{⃗h}L − ⟨⃗h, /D⃗h⟩_G) = S_G(D_G(f^′)^{−⃗h} − ⟨⃗h, /D⃗h⟩_G) = S_G ( D_G(f^′) − ⟨⃗h, f^′⟩_G − ⟨f^′,⃗h⟩_G − ⟨⃗h, /D⃗h⟩_G ) . (5.34) From Causal factorization we thus obtain S_G(D_G(f))S_G(D_G(g)) = S_G(D_G(f^′ + g) − ⟨⃗h, f^′⟩_G − ⟨f^′,⃗h⟩_G − ⟨⃗h, /D⃗h⟩_G) . (5.35) 7Instead of the usual notation S, SR, S±, SF for the propagators of the Dirac field, we write /S, /SR, /S±, /SF , because the letter ’S’ is reserved for the S-matrices. With regard to the factors (−1), i and 2π in the definition of these propagators, we use the conventions given in [Düt19, App. A.2].

Using f^′ = f − /D⃗h we get

D_G(f^′ + g) = D_G(f + g) + (δ_{−⃗h}L) − ⟨⃗h, /D⃗h⟩_G . (5.36)

We now use again the relation Dynamics: S_G ( D_G(f) ) S_G ( D_G(g) ) = S_G ( D_G(f + g) + (δ_{−⃗h}L) + c ) = S_G ( D_G(f + g)^{⃗h} + c ) , (5.37)

where c .= −⟨⃗h, f^′⟩_G − ⟨f^′,⃗h⟩_G − 2⟨⃗h, /D⃗h⟩_G. Taking into account that

D_G(f + g)^{⃗h} − D_G(f + g) + c = ⟨(f + g),⃗h⟩_G + ⟨⃗h, (f + g)⟩_G + c = ⟨f − f^′,⃗h⟩_G + ⟨⃗h, f − f^′⟩_G − 2⟨⃗h, /D⃗h⟩_G + ⟨g,⃗h⟩_G + ⟨⃗h, g⟩_G = ⟨ /D⃗h,⃗h⟩_G + ⟨⃗h, /D⃗h⟩_G − 2⟨⃗h, /D⃗h⟩_G + ⟨g,⃗h⟩_G + ⟨⃗h, g⟩_G (5.38) = ⟨g,⃗h⟩_G + ⟨⃗h, g⟩_G . we arrive at S_G ( D_G(f) ) S ( D_G(g) ) = S ( D_G(f + g) + E(f, g) ) = S_G ( D_G(f + g) ) S_G ( E(f, g) ) (5.39)

with E(f, g) ∈ G given by, E(f, g) .= ⟨g,⃗h⟩_G + ⟨⃗h, g⟩_G = ⟨g, /S^Rf⟩_G + ⟨/S^Rf, g⟩_G (5.40) where we replaced ⃗h = /S^R(f − f^′) by /S^Rf since supp (/S^Rf^′) ∩ supp g = ∅. (The second equality in (5.39) follows from Causal factorization and supp E(f, g) = ∅.)

The relation (5.39) implies the canonical anticommutation relations. To see this, we first observe that S_G(D_G(g))S_G(D_G(f)) = S_G(D_G(f))S_G(D_G(g))S_G(E(g, f) − E(f, g)) (5.41) with E(g, f) − E(f, g) = ⟨f, /Sg⟩_G − ⟨g, /Sf⟩_G (5.42) with the G ⊗ C -valued sesquilinear form ⟨g, /Sf⟩_G = ⟨g, /S^Rf⟩_G − ⟨/S^Rg, f⟩_G . (5.43) Let now f = η_1s^1 and g = η_2s^2 with s^1, s^2 ∈ V_c and odd elements η_1, η_2 ∈ G. Inserting

S_G(E(g, f) − E(f, g)) = 1 + iη_2η_1 ( ⟨f^1, /Sg^2⟩_G + ⟨g^2, /Sf^1⟩_G ) . (5.44)

and (5.29) into (5.41), we get a non-trivial identity only for the coefficients of η_1η_2: − ( Ψ(s^2)^∗ + Ψ(s^2) )( Ψ(s^1)^∗ + Ψ(s^1) ) = ( Ψ(s^1)^∗ + Ψ(s^1) )( Ψ(s^2)^∗ + Ψ(s^2) ) − i ( ⟨s^1, /Ss^2⟩_G + ⟨s^2, /Ss^1⟩_G ) . (5.45)

This equation must hold individually for the terms being linear/antilinear in s^1 and linear/antilinear in s^2. Hence, we obtain the canonical anticommutation relations (5.30).

To see that the definition /S .= /S^R − (/S^R)^∗ (5.43) (where (/S^R)^∗ denotes the adjoint of /S^R with respect to the sesquilinear form ⟨·, ·⟩, which coincides with the advanced inverse of the Dirac operator) agrees with the explicit formula (5.31) for /S, note that

/S^R = (iγ∂ + m)Δ^R, (/S^R)^∗(x) = (iγ∂_x + m)Δ^R(−x) (5.46)

and Δ(x) = Δ^R(x) − Δ^R(−x). □

Remark 5.3. To verify the consistency of our conventions, we check that ⟨·, i/S·⟩ is a positive semidefinite sesquilinear form on V_c. From (5.31) we obtain γ^0i/S(x − y) = (2π)^{−3} ∫ d^4p δ(p^2 − m^2)ϵ(p_0)(p_0 + ⃗α · ⃗p + mγ^0)e^{−ip(x−y)} (5.47)

(where α_k .= γ_0γ_k for k = 1, 2, 3) and thus ⟨f, i/Sf⟩ = 2π ∫ d^4p δ(p^2 − m^2)ϵ(p_0) ( f̃(p), (p_0 + ⃗α · ⃗p + mγ^0)f̃(p) ) (5.48) where f̃ denotes the Fourier transform of f. The positivity follows now from the fact that the matrix valued function p → ϵ(p_0)(p_0 + ⃗α · ⃗p + mγ^0) (5.49) is positive semidefinite on both components of the mass hyperboloid p^2 = m^2. �

6. C*-structure

The axioms define a graded unital *-algebra A = A_0 ⊕ A_1. We now want to equip it with a C*-norm. We start with S-matrices S(F ) with even fermionic functionals F without auxiliary Grassmann variables. There we can proceed as in the case of a bosonic field. We look at the group generated by these elements modulo the relations Causality and the Quantization condition S(c) = e^{ic}1 for constant functionals c and define a state on the group algebra by ω(U) = 0 for U ∉ {e^{ic}1|c ∈ R} . (6.1) The operator norm in the induced GNS representation is a C*-norm. We then equip the algebra with the maximal C*-norm [Pal94,Pal01]. Note that in contrast to the bosonic case the Dynamical relation does not lead to relations within this algebra.

We now want to extend this C*-norm. We cannot expect that it can be extended to the full algebra, since the presence of the Grassmann variables induces an expansion of the S-matrices into polynomials of Grassmann variables whose coefficients cannot be expected to be bounded, in general. An example is S(ηj_μ(f^μ)) = 1 + iηJ_μ(f^μ), (6.2) where η is an even element of G with η^2 = 0, with the classical current

j_μ(f^μ) = ∫ ψ ∧ γ_μψf^μ (6.3)

of the Dirac field and its quantized version J_μ (defined by (6.2)).

Instead we use the anticommutation relations (5.30) which imply that for ||f||_{Vc} = 1, with the seminorm ||f||^2_{Vc} = ⟨f, i/Sf⟩ , (6.4) Ψ(f)^∗Ψ(f) is a selfadjoint projection. Hence for every non-zero C*-seminorm ||Ψ(f)|| = ||f||_{Vc} (6.5) holds. Moreover, we have

Proposition 6.1. Ψ(f) = 0 if ||f||_{Vc} = 0.

Proof. Let f ∈ V_c with ||f||_{Vc} = 0. Then, due to the positive semidefiniteness of ⟨·, i/S·⟩, we may use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to obtain ⟨g, i/Sf⟩ = 0 for every g ∈ V_c. Thus /Sf = 0. But then, due to the general properties of normal hyperbolic operators, f must be of the form /Dh for some h ∈ V_c. So for an odd element η ∈ G we get D_G(ηf) = δ_{ηh}L, hence by the axiom Dynamics S_G(D_G(ηf)) = 1, thus Ψ(f) + Ψ(f)^∗ = 0. Since ||if||_{Vc} = ||f||_{Vc} , we can repeat the argument with if instead of f and arrive at Ψ(f) = 0. □

We conclude that the *-algebra generated by Ψ(f), f ∈ V_c is the algebra of canonical anticommutation relations.

Let us consider the sub-*-algebra B of A, generated by the S-matrices S(F ) with even F as above and the Dirac fields Ψ(f), then we have

Theorem 6.2. The maximal C*-seminorm on B exists and is a C*-norm.

Proof. Let us equip B with the norm ||A||_1 = inf{ ∑ i ∏ j ||C^j_i || | | A = ∑ i ∏ j U^j_i C^j_i } (6.6)

with products U^j_i of S-matrices S(F ) and their inverses and C^j_i elements of the *-algebra generated by the Dirac field, equipped with its unique C*-norm || · ||. For every element A as in (6.6) and any C*-seminorm p we get p(A) ≤ ∑ i ∏ j p(C^j_i ), since unitary elements are bounded by 1 in every C*-seminorm, then by uniqueness of the C*-norm || · || one gets p(C^j_i ) = ||C^j_i || hence the Banach norm || · ||_1 dominates every C*-seminorm, and we can equip B with its maximal C*-seminorm. It remains to show that this is actually a norm.

For this purpose we choose a family of unitaries in the algebra generated by the Dirac field which is a basis of a dense subset and which is closed under multiplication and adjunction, up to a factor. To obtain this basis, we use the fact that the algebra of canonical anticommutation relations (the CAR algebra) is, by the Jordan-Wigner transformation, isomorphic to a tensor product of 2 × 2-matrix algebras (see for instance [BR97], and the detailed treatment in [CDF21]) where the unit together with the Pauli matrices form such a basis. We consider the generated group U , together with a nontrivial (hence faithful) representation σ of the CAR algebra.

We then construct the induced representation of the full group V generated by U and the S-matrices S(F ) as above, by proceeding as follows: we choose from every coset j ∈ V /U a representative V_j . Then the induced representation π is defined on the Hilbert space

H_π = ⨁ j∈V /U H^j_σ (6.7)

where each summand is a copy of the representation space of σ, by

(π(V )v)_i = ∑ j∈V /U ,V^{−1}_i V V_j ∈U σ(V^{−1}_i V V_j )v_j for v = ⨁ j∈V /U v_j ∈ H_π . (6.8)

(Note that the sum contains only one term.)

π can now be extended to the group algebra over V which is a || · ||_1-dense subalgebra B_0 of B. This representation is faithful. To see this we apply a generic element ∑ V ∈V λV V , with λV ≠ 0 for a finite linearly independent subset of V , to the subspace corresponding to the coset of unity, denoted by ^0. Assume ∑ V ∈V λV π(V ) = 0. Let V^0 = 1 and v ∈ H ^0 σ . Then ∑ V ∈V λ_V π(V )v = ⨁ j∈V /U ∑ V ∈j λ_V σ(V^{−1}_j V )v . (6.9)

Since σ has a faithful extension to the CAR algebra, we conclude that for all j ∈ V /U ∑ V ∈j λ_V V^{−1}_j V = 0 . (6.10)

But the set {V^{−1}_j V |V ∈ j, λ_V ≠ 0} is linearly independent, hence λ_V = 0 for all V ∈ j. Thus the operator norm in this representation is a C*-norm on B_0. Moreover, since π is continuous, it has a unique extension to a C*-seminorm on B.

Finally, given any element of B ∈ B, B ≠ 0, there is some choice of U such that B ∈ B_0, hence there is a C*-seminorm nonvanishing on B. Thus the maximal C*-seminorm on B is indeed a norm. □

Remark 6.3. The proof uses only dense *-algebras. By completing B, it is clear that the CAR C*-algebra is properly contained in it.

Moreover, by restriction to open bounded subregions of Minkowski spacetime we can define a net of C*-algebras from B. This construction uses the Lagrangian of the free theory. But as shown in [BF20] (see also [BDFR21] for an explicit formula) the net of interacting observables can be constructed within the net of the free theory and vice versa. In particular operators satisfying the CAR can also be found in the interacting theory. �

7. Equivalence of the relation Dynamics to the Field equation in perturbation theory

For the perturbative description of Dirac spinor fields (see e.g. [Düt19, Chap. 5.1.1]), we aim to prove the equivalence of the relation ‘Dynamics’ (4.3) to the axiom ‘Field equation’ for timeordered products. The main idea of proof is taken from [BF20, Appendix]. We throughout work with extended fermionic functionals F_G with compact support, i.e., F_G is defined on G⊗ΛV , where

V = C^∞(M , C^4 ); this is not necessary, however, proceeding this way we may directly borrow some formulas from Section 5. By F we mean the space of all functionals of this kind and by F_{loc} the subspace of the local ones.

Star product and unrenormalized time-ordered product. To define the star product let /S^±(x) .= ±(i/∂_x + m)Δ^+(±x), (7.1)

where Δ^+ is the scalar Wightman 2-point function (or a Hadamard function). Note that /S^+ and /S^− are related to the ”anticommutator function” /S appearing in Sect. 5 by /S(x) = −i ( /S^+(x)+ /S^−(x) ) . The star product is defined by (η_1 ⊗ F_{1,G}) ⋆ (η_2 ⊗ F_{2,G}) .= (−1)^{dg(η2 )dg(F1 )} (η_1η_2) ⊗ (F_{1,G} ⋆ F_{2,G}) (7.2) for F_{1,G}, F_{2,G} ∈ F , and η_1, η_2 ∈ G, and

F_{1,G}⋆F_{2,G} (7.3) .=^∞∑ n,k=0 ℏ^{n+k} n!k! ∫ dx_1 · · · dx_{n+k} dy_1 · · · dy_{n+k} δ^{n+k}_r F_{1,G} δψ_{t1} (x_1)_G · · · (n) δψ_{u1} (x_{n+1})_G · · · (k) ∧ n∏ j=1 /S^+_{tj sj} (x_j − y_j ) k∏ l=1 /S^−_{vl ul} (y_{n+l} − x_{n+l}) δ^{n+k}F^{2,G} δψ_{s1} (y_1)_G · · · (n) δψ_{v1} (y_{n+1})_G · · · (k) , where δ^n/δψ_{t1} (x_1)_G · · · (n) .= δ^n/δψ_{t1} (x_1)_G · · · δψ_{tn} (x_n)_G and^{δr}_{δψG} denotes the functional derivative from the right-hand side.^8

In addition we introduce the unrenormalized time-ordered product ⋆_F , by the same formulas (7.2) and (7.3), but with both /S^+(z) and (−/S^−(z)) replaced by /S^F (z) .= (i/∂_x + m)Δ^F (z) = θ(z^0) /S^+(z) − θ(−z^0) /S^−(z) (7.4) everywhere, where Δ^F is the scalar Feynman propagator. This product exists if the pertinent contractions do not form any loop diagram – we shall use it only in such instances. For example, for j^μ(x)_G .= ψ(x)_G ∧ γ^μψ(x)_G (i.e., the electromagnetic current) the last term in

j^μ(x)_G ⋆_F j^ν (y)_G = j^μ(x)_G ∧ j^ν (y)_G + ℏ ψ(x)_G ∧ γ^μ /S^F (x − y) γ^ν ψ(y)_G

+ ℏ ψ(y)_G ∧ γ^ν /S^F (y − x) γ^μ ψ(x)_G − ℏ^2 tr ( γ^μ /S^F (x − y) γ^ν /S^F (y − x) ) , (7.5) (where matrix notation for the spinors is used and tr(·) denotes the trace in C^{4×4} ) does generally not exist, but it is well-defined when smeared out with a test function f(x, y) which has support outside of the diagonal x = y.

Both ⋆ and ⋆_F are associative and the latter is commutative if both factors are even elements of G ⊗ F . For F_G = ∑ j η_j ⊗ F_{j,G} ∈ (G ⊗ F )_{even}, exponentials exp_∧(F_G) and exp_{⋆F} (F_G) are defined by the pertinent power series, where the powers are meant with respect to the indicated product.

We work with the sesquilinear form ⟨· , ·⟩_G (5.10) and the Lagrangian L(f)_G (5.14). We use that the variation of L(f)_G under a shift, δ_{⃗h}L_G (5.15) (where ⃗h = ∑ i∈I ⃗hiη_i, with odd elements η_i ∈ G, ⃗h^i ∈ V_c), may be written in terms of the smeared classical double Dirac field D_G(s) (5.18) as δ_{⃗h}L_G = D_G( /D⃗h) + ⟨⃗h, /D⃗h⟩_G ∈ (G ⊗ F_{loc})_{even}, (7.6) by using (5.17).

For F_G ∈ (G ⊗ F )_{even} we introduce the Euler derivative (ϵF_G)(⃗h) .= d du | | |_{u=0}F^{u⃗h}_G = ∫ dx ( ⃗h(x) δF^G δψ(x)_G + δ_rF_G δψ(x)_G ⃗h(x) ) . (7.7) 8By δFG δψ(x)G (h) or δFG δψ(x)G (h) we mean the integral kernel of the left (functional) derivative F (1) G (h) of F_G at h as introduced in definition 2.1; the functional derivative from the right-hand side is defined by δ_r δψ(y)_G ψ(x_1)_G ∧ · · · ∧ ψ(x_n)_G .= (−1)^{n−1} δ δψ(y)_G ψ(x_1)_G ∧ · · · ∧ ψ(x_n)_G

and similarly for δ_r /δψ(y)_G .

By using /D/S^+ = 0 = /D/S^− we obtain F_G ⋆ D_G( /D⃗h) = F_G ∧ D_G( /D⃗h) = D_G( /D⃗h) ∧ F_G = D_G( /D⃗h) ⋆ F_G (7.8) for all F_G ∈ (G ⊗ F )_{even} and all ⃗h of the above given form. For the product ⋆_F , the relation /D/S^F = iδ yields exp_{⋆F} (i D_G( /D⃗h)) = exp_∧(i D_G( /D⃗h)) · exp(−i ⟨⃗h, /D⃗h⟩_G). (7.9) The renormalized time-ordered product. The renormalized (off-shell) time-ordered product is a collection of linear maps T_n : F^{⊗n}_{loc} → F , n ∈ N, which is defined by certain basic axioms and renormalization conditions, see e.g. [Düt19, Chap. 5.1.1]; in particular T_{n,G} : ((G⊗F_{loc})_{even})^{⊗n} → (G ⊗ F )_{even}, defined by T_{n,G}(η_1 ⊗ F_{1,G}, . . . , η_n ⊗ F_{n,G}) .= (η_n · · · η_2η_1) ⊗ T_n(F_{1,G}, F_{2,G}, . . . , F_{n,G}), (7.10) is required to be invariant under permutations of (η_1 ⊗ F_{1,G}), . . . , (η_n ⊗ F_{n,G}). Due to the basic axiom ‘Causality’, T_{n,G} agrees with the n-fold product ⋆_F if supp F_{j,G} ∩supp F_{k,G} = ∅ for all j < k. The generating functional of the sequence of time-ordered products (T_{n,G})_{n∈N} is the S-matrix S_G : (G ⊗ F_{loc})_{even} → (G ⊗ F )_{even} defined by S_G(λF_G) .= T_G ( exp_⊗(iλF_G) ) ≡ 1 + ∞∑ n=1 i^nλ^n n! T_{n,G}(F^{⊗n}_G ) , (7.11)

which we understand as a formal power series in λ ∈ R. In particular, since δ_{⃗h}L_G does not contain any terms of second or higher order in ψ_G, ψ_G, there do not contribute any loop diagrams to S_G(δ_{⃗h}L_G), hence we obtain

S_G(δ_{⃗h}L_G) = exp_{⋆F} (iδ_{⃗h}L_G) = exp_∧(iD_G( /D⃗h)) , (7.12) where the second equality is due to (7.6) and (7.9).

The renormalization condition “(off-shell) Field equation” can be written in terms of the retarded interacting field, R_G ( exp_⊗(F_G), H_G ) . = d idλ | | |_{λ=0}SG(FG)^{⋆−1} ⋆ SG(FG + λHG) = S_G(F_G)^{⋆−1} ⋆ T_G ( exp_⊗(iF_G) ⊗ H_G ) , (7.13) (where F_G, H_G ∈ (G ⊗ F_{loc})_{even} and F_G is interpreted as the interaction), as R_G ( exp_⊗(F_G), [(ϵF_G)(⃗h) + D_G( /D⃗h)] ) = D_G( /D⃗h) , (7.14) see e.g. [Düt19, formula (5.1.51)]. By using Field Independence of the time-ordered product (which is a further renormalization condition), that is, T_G ( exp_⊗(iF_G) ⊗ (ϵF_G)(⃗h) ) = −i(ϵS_G(F_G))(⃗h) , (7.15) the identity (7.14) is equivalent to T_G ( exp_⊗(iF_G) ⊗ D_G( /D⃗h) ) = S_G(F_G) ⋆ D_G( /D⃗h) + i(ϵS_G(F_G))(⃗h), (7.16) which is the Schwinger-Dyson equation as given in [BF20, formula (A.2)] written for the Dirac field.

Equivalence of the relations Dynamics and Field equation. To derive the relation Dynamics from the field equation (7.14), note the relations d dλ F^{λ⃗h}_G = (ϵF^{λ⃗h}_G )(⃗h), d dλ δ_{λ⃗h}L_G = D_G( /D⃗h) + 2λ⟨⃗h, /D⃗h⟩_G, (7.17) and (ϵδ_{λ⃗h}L_G)(⃗h) = λ d du | | |_{u=0}DG( /D⃗h)^{u⃗h} = 2λ⟨⃗h, /D⃗h⟩G, (7.18) which follow from (7.7), (7.6) and (5.18). Hence, setting

K_G(λ) .= F^{λ⃗h}_G + δ_{λ⃗h}L_G ∈ (G ⊗ F_{loc})_{even} (7.19) we obtain d dλ K_G(λ) = ( ϵK_G(λ) ) (⃗h) + D_G( /D⃗h). (7.20)

In addition we introduce

U_G(λ) .= S_G(F_G)^{⋆−1} ⋆ S_G ( K_G(λ) ) . (7.21)

To obtain a simpler formula for U_G(λ), we compute^d_{idλ} U_G(λ) by using (7.20): d idλ U_G(λ) = S_G(F_G)^{⋆−1} ⋆ T_G ( exp_⊗(iK_G(λ)) ⊗ [ ( ϵK_G(λ) ) (⃗h) + D_G( /D⃗h)] )

= U_G(λ) ⋆ R_G ( exp_⊗(iK_G(λ)), [ ( ϵK_G(λ) ) (⃗h) + D_G( /D⃗h)] ) , (7.22)

after insertion of the identity S_G ( K_G(λ) ) ⋆ S_G ( K_G(λ) )_{⋆−1} = 1 in the middle of the first line. Now we insert the field equation (7.14) for the interaction K_G(λ) and, in a second step, we take into account the relation (7.8): d idλ U_G(λ) = U_G(λ) ⋆ D_G( /D⃗h) = U_G(λ) ∧ D_G( /D⃗h). (7.23)

Since U_G(0) = 1, we conclude that

U_G(λ) = exp_∧(iλD_G( /D⃗h)) = S_G(δ_{λ⃗h}L_G), (7.24)

where (7.12) is inserted in the second equality. This identity can equivalently be written as

S_G(F^{⃗h}_G + δ_{⃗h}L_G) = S_G(F_G) ⋆ S_G(δ_{⃗h}L_G) = S_G(δ_{⃗h}L_G) ⋆ S_G(F_G) , (7.25)

the second equality follows from (7.8). This is the “off-shell” version of the relation Dynamics (4.3) in terms of the perturbative S-matrix (7.11). More precisely, reducing the space of field configurations to the solutions of the Dirac equation, V_0 .= {h ∈ V | /Dh = 0}, (7.26) we have D_G( /D⃗h)|_{V0} = 0 and, hence, S_G(δ_{⃗h}L_G)|_{V0} = 1; that is, restricting the funtionals in this way, the relation (7.16) takes the on-shell form of the relation Dynamics (4.3).

That the field equation (7.14) follows from the relation Dynamics can easily be seen: applying d idλ | λ=0 to the relation dynamics in the form (7.24) and taking into account the formula (7.22), we obtain the field equation.

Validity of the further defining relations for the algebra A_G. The axiom Causality for the timeordered product T_{n,G} implies that S_G(F_G) = T_G(exp_⊗(iF_G)) satisfies the Causal factorization (4.2). The validity of the further defining relations for the algebra A_G is obvious, in particular S_G(F_G)^∗ = S_G ( (F_G)^∗ )_{⋆−1} is a further renormalization condition for T_{n,G}, which can easily be satisfied. Summing up, the algebra A .= ⋁ ⋆{S_G(F_G) | | F_G ∈ (G ⊗ F_{loc})_{even}} (7.27)

(where ⋁ ⋆ means the algebra, under the product ⋆, generated by members of the indicated set), fulfills all defining relations for A_G.

This can also be shown for the algebra obtained by the algebraic adiabatic limit [BF00] of the relative S-matrices

(S_G)_{FG} (H_G) .= S_G(F_G)^{⋆−1} ⋆ S_G(F_G + H_G) , F_G, H_G ∈ (G ⊗ F_{loc})_{even}. (7.28)

Again, the only non-trivial step is the verification of the relation Dynamics – this can be done in precisely the same way as in [BF20, Appendix].

8. Conclusions and Outlook

In this paper we have proposed a new description of theories with fermionic degrees of freedom, which is compatible with the C^∗-algebraic framework introduced by [BF20]. A key feature is the fact that only finite dimensional Grassmann algebras are needed in our construction, but the dependence on Grassmann parameters has to be functorial. This is very much in line with the language of locally covariant quantum field theory [BFV03] and shows the power of this, slightly more abstract, category theory viewpoint. The importance of the functorial formulation is also emphasized by [Lle20, HHS16] in the treatment of supersymmetric theories. A potential future direction of research would be to apply our framework to some finite supersymmetric models, e.g. N = 4 SYM.

In our future investigations, we plan to apply this framework to study gauge fields coupled to fermions, with the hope that we would be able to describe the chiral anomaly in the framework of [BF20]. We addressed the issue of anomalies, at present only for scalar fields, in our paper [BDFR21]. Other possible applications include treatment of known exactly-solvable models including fermions, notably the Thirring model. In particular, we hope to be able to use the framework established in this work, together with the results of [BFR21] to put the known duality between the sine Gordon model and the Thirring model into the C^∗-algebraic framework of AQFT.

Data availability statement

Data sharing is not applicable to this article as no new data were created or analyzed in this study.

Appendix A. Graded functionals

For completeness, we include here the result on characterization of local functionals that depend on both fermionic and bosonic variables. Consider vector bundles E_0 → M and E_1 → M, with their spaces of smooth sections E_0 .= Γ(M, E_0) and E_1 .= Γ(M, E_1).

Let Γ^′_{p|q}(M^{p+q} , E^{⊠p}_0 ⊠ E_1^{⊠q} ) denote the appropriate completion of the space Γ^′(E_0)^{⊗sp} ⊗ Γ^′(E_1)^{∧q}, understood as the space of distributional sections symmetric in the first p and antisymmetric in the last q arguments.

Definition A.1. Define O^k(E_0 ⊕ E_1[1]) as the subspace of C^∞(E_0 × ∧^kE_1, C ) consisting of functionals that are totally antisymmetric and k-linear in the last k arguments. Let O(E_0 ⊕ E_1[1]) .= ∏_∞ k=0 O^k(E_0 ⊕ E_1[1]).

Derivatives with respect to the bosonic variable ϕ_0 are defined in the usual way and derivatives with respect to the fermionc variable ϕ_1 are given by Definition 2.1, with ϕ_0 fixed. In particular, for F ∈ O^k(E_0 ⊕ E_1[1]) δ^nF δϕ^n_0 (ϕ_0) ∈ Γ^′_{n|k}(M^{n+k}, E^{⊠n}_0 ⊠ E^{⊠k}_1 ) ∼= Γ^′_{n|0}(M^n, E^{⊠n}_0 ) ^⊗Γ^′_{0|k}(M^k, E^{⊠k}_1 ) (A.1)

so can be seen as a distribution with values in O^k(E_1[1]). For proof see Theorem III.10 of [BDLGR18] and Proposition 3.4 of [Rej16]. Similarly, for n < k, δ^nF δϕ^n_1 (ϕ_0) ∈ Γ^′_{0|n}(M^n, E^{⊠n}_1 ) ^⊗Γ^′_{0|k−n}(M^{k−n}, E^{⊠k−n}_1 ) , (A.2)

so it is identified with a distribution with values in O^{k−n}(E_1[1]). Hence, in general,^{δnF}_{δϕ}n_i (ϕ_0), i = 0, 1 is a distributional section on M^n with values in O(E_1[1]). The usual rules for multiplication of distributions with given wave front sets apply in this case as well. More details can be found in [Rej11, Rej16]

Theorem A.2. Let U be an open subset of E_0 and F ∈ O^k(U ⊕ E_1[1]) be smooth in the sense of Bastiani. Assume that

(1) F is additive.

(2) For every φ ∈ U, h ∈ ⨁ k∈N E^{^⊗k−1}_1 , the differentials^{δF}_{δϕ0} (φ, h) and^{δF}_{δϕ1} (φ, h) of F have empty wave front sets and the maps (φ, h) →^{δF}_{δϕ0} (φ, h), (φ, h) →^{δF}_{δϕ1} (φ, h) are Bastiani smooth from U × ⨁ k∈N E^{^⊗k}_1 to Γ_c(M, E^∗_0 ) and Γ_c(M, E^∗_1 ), respectively. Here B^∗_0 and B^∗_1 denote dual bundles.

Then, for every φ ∈ U, there is a neighborhood V of the origin in E_0, an integer N and a smooth C -valued function α on the N-jet bundle such that

F (φ + ψ; h_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ h_k) = ∫ M α(j^{i0}_x (ψ), j^{i1}_x (h_1), . . . , j^{ik}_x (h_k)) , (A.3)

where i_0, . . . , i_k < N, for all ψ ∈ V and h ∈ ⨁ k∈N E^{^⊗k}_1 . Proof. Let F ∈ O^k(E_0 ⊕ E_1[1]), k ≠ 0. The fundamental theorem of calculus implies that F (φ + ψ, h_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ h_k) = ∫_1 0 dt ∫ M δF δϕ_0(x) (φ + tψ, h_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ h_k)ψ(x)dx + 1 k k∑ i=1 (−1)^{k−1} ∫ M δF δϕ_1(x) (φ, h_1 ⊗ . . . ^h_i · · · ⊗ h_k)(x)h_i(x)dx

= ∫_1 0 dt ∫ M δF δϕ_0(x) (φ + tψ, h_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ h_k)ψ(x)dx + ∫ M δF δϕ_1(x)

(φ; h_2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ h_k)h_1(x)dx , (A.4)

as F (φ, 0) = 0 and F (φ, .) is totally antisymmetric. Denote h .= h_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ h_k. We apply lemma VI.13 of [BDLGR18] to the first term and conclude that for all φ ∈ U and all ψ ∈ V such that the segment φ + tψ ⊂ U for 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, F (φ + ψ, h) = ∫ M c_{0,ψ,h}(x)dx + ∫ M c_{1,ψ,h}(x)dx , (A.5) where c_{0,ψ,h}(x) = ∫_1 0 δF δφ_0(x) (φ + tψ; h)ψ(x)dt (A.6) and c_{1,ψ,h}(x) = δF δφ_1(x)

(φ; h_2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ h_k)h_1(x) . (A.7)

Now, we apply proposition VI.14 of [BDLGR18] and conclude that the functions c_{0,ψ,h} and c_{1,ψ,h} depend only on finite jets of ψ and h_1, . . . , h_k. Finally, we use Lemma VI.15 to conclude that the resulting function on the jet bundle is smooth. This concludes the proof. □

References [Bär15] C. Bär, Green-hyperbolic operators on globally hyperbolic spacetimes, Communications in Mathematical Physics 333 (2015), no. 3, 1585–1615.

[Bas64] A. Bastiani, Applications différentiables et variétés différentiables de dimension infinie, Journal d’Analyse mathématique 13 (1964), no. 1, 1–114.

[BDFR21] R. Brunetti, M. Dütsch, K. Fredenhagen, and K. Rejzner, The unitary master Ward identity:

Time slice axiom, Noether’s theorem and anomalies, arXiv:2108.13336, to appear in Ann. H. Poincaré. [BDLGR18] C. Brouder, N. V. Dang, C. Laurent-Gengoux, and K. Rejzner, Properties of field functionals and characterization of local functionals, Journal of Mathematical Physics 59 (2018), no. 2, [arXiv:math-ph/1705.01937].

[BF00] R. Brunetti and K. Fredenhagen, Microlocal analysis and interacting quantum field theories, Commun. Math. Phys. 208 (2000), no. 3, 623–661.

[BF20] D. Buchholz and K. Fredenhagen, A C^∗-algebraic approach to interacting quantum field theories, Communications in Mathematical Physics (2020), 1–23.

[BFR19] R. Brunetti, K. Fredenhagen, and P. L. Ribeiro, Algebraic structure of classical field theory:

Kinematics and linearized dynamics for real scalar fields, Commun. Math. Phys. 368 (2019), 519–584.

[BFR21] D. Bahns, K. Fredenhagen, and K. Rejzner, Local nets of von Neumann algebras in the sine- Gordon model, Commun. Math. Phys. 383 (2021), 1–33.

[BFV03] R. Brunetti, K. Fredenhagen, and R. Verch, The generally covariant locality principle—A new paradigm for local quantum field theory, Commun. Math. Phys. 237 (2003), 31–68.

[BR97] O. Bratteli and D. W. Robinson, Operator algebras and quantum statistical mechanics II, Springer, 1997.

[CCF11] C. Carmeli, L. Caston, and R. Fioresi, Mathematical foundations of supersymmetry, European Mathematical Society, 2011.

[CDF21] V. Crismale, R. Duvenhage, and F. Fidaleo, C*-fermi systems and detailed balance, Analysis and Mathematical Physics 11 (2021), 11.

[DEF^+99] P. Deligne, P. I. Etingof, D. S. Freed, L. C. Jeffrey, D. Kazhdan, J. W. Morgan, D. A. Morrison, and E. Witten, Quantum fields and strings: a course for mathematicians, vol. 1 and 2, American Mathematical Society Providence, 1999.

[DHP09] C. Dappiaggi, T. Hack, and N. Pinamonti, The extended algebra of observables for Dirac fields and the trace anomaly of their stress-energy tensor, Rev. Math. Phys. 21 (2009), no. 10, 1241–1312.

[Düt19] M. Dütsch, From classical field theory to perturbative quantum field theory, Progress in Mathematical Physics 74, Birkhäuser, 2019.

[Ham82] R. S. Hamilton, The inverse function theorem of Nash and Moser, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc 7 (1982).

[HHS16] T. Hack, F. Hanisch, and A. Schenkel, Supergeometry in locally covariant quantum field theory, Commun. Math. Phys. 342 (2016), no. 2, 615–673.

[IZ06] C. Itzykson and J.-B. Zuber, Quantum field theory, Courier Corporation, 2006. [Lle20] M. A. Lledó, Superfields, nilpotent superfields and superschemes, Symmetry 12 (2020), no. 6, 1024. [Mic38] A. Michal, Differential calculus in linear topological spaces, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 24 (1938), no. 8, 340.

[Pal94] Theodore W. Palmer, Banach Algebras and The General Theory of *-Algebras. Volume I: Algebras and Banach Algebras, Cambridge University Press, 1994.

[Pal01] , Banach Algebras and The General Theory of *-Algebras. Volume II: *-Algebras, Cambridge University Press, 2001.

[Pow67] R. T. Powers, Absence of interaction as a consequence of good ultraviolet behaviour in the case of a local Fermi field, Commun. Math. Physics 4 (1967), 145–156.

[Rej11] K. Rejzner, Fermionic fields in the functional approach to classical field theory, Reviews in Mathematical Physics 23 (2011), no. 9, 1009–1033.

[Rej16] , Perturbative Algebraic Quantum Field Theory. An introduction for Mathematicians, Mathematical Physics Studies, Springer, 2016.

Dipartimento di Matematica, Università di Trento, 38123 Povo (TN), Italy Email address: romeo.brunetti@unitn.it

Institute für Theoretische Physik, Universität Göttingen, 37077 Göttingen, Germany Email address: michael.duetsch3@gmail.com

II. Institute für Theoretische Physik, Universität Hamburg, 22761 Hamburg, Germany Email address: klaus.fredenhagen@desy.de

Department of Mathematics, University of York, YO10 5DD York, UK Email address: kasia.rejzner@york.ac.uk