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A bstract

W e study the recently introduced K rein structure (inde niem et-
ric) ofthe N = 1 supersymm etry and present the way Into physical
applications outside path Integralm ethods. From the m athem atical
point of view som e perspectives arem entioned at the end ofthe paper.

1 Introduction

T wasclained [l] that the N = 1 superspace In four space-tin e din ensions
hides an inherent inde nite m etric which can be realized as a K reln space.
Tt gives rise by standard m ethods to an Invarant H ibert space realized on
supersym m etric functions (supersym m etric H ibert space) . T he pair of these
two spaceswas called in [l] the K rein-H ibert (orH ibertK rein) structure of
supersymm etry.
In this paper we present several detailed sin ple proofs of this assertion to-
gether with the rst steps towards the study of quantum supersym m etric
elds outside path integral m ethods. In particular our m ethods open the
way into less welkknown sub ects as for instance the canonical quantization
of supersym m etries and the supersym m etric K allen-1.ehm ann representation.
T he paper is structured as follow s: In Section 2 we describe our notations
and conventions. G enerally they coincide with those of R] with only one
exception (see Section 2). OurM inkow skimetric is ( 1;1;1;1). Our study
needs considerations on supersym m etric finctions w ith com m uting num eri-
cal spinor com ponents Instead of the usual supersymm etric eldsused in the
fram ew ork of path integralm ethods. In order to cope w ith both, functions
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and elds, in Section 3 wem odify and enrich them ethods of com putations in

a form which we callm ixed van derW aerden calculus. Sections 4,5,6 contain
preparatory m aterial. The m aln point of the paper is explained In Section
7. P roofs are presented in Sections 8 and 9 and the resuls are evaluated in
Section 10. Sections 11 and 12 contain technical as well as physical appli-
cations to the supersym m etric quantum eld theory. Note that our H ibert
supersymm etric space is di erent from the super H ibert space of [3, 14, 5].
T he Jatter is not used In this paper.

W e close the Introduction by som e ram arks which m ight help the reader to
place the contents of this paper into an adequate fram ework.

Inde nie metric is well known in quantum physics. For exam ple In elec—
trodynam ics it appears under the nam e of G upta-B keuler and Studkeberg
quantization aswell as quantization using ghost elds. It could be of Interest
In non-abelian gauge theories too. In a rigorous setting, which isunusualand
therefore less known to physicists we apologise for using a less well known
approach) it appears n the form ofa K rein space [6,/7]. Tt m akesno problem s
because an adequate H ibert space can be easily recovered. From technical
point of view the rigorous setting uses the so called axiom atic approach to
quantum eld theory In which quantum elds are after all suposad to be
operatorvalued distriutions [B]. A coording to general rules of distrbution
theory, operations on elds are transfered to test functions. A s a particular
exam ple, which m ight help understanding the present paper, wem ention the
well known Gupta and B luler subsidiary (@anniilation) condition. It can
be transfered to test functions and helps de ning the physical positive de —
nite H ibert space on fiinctions of spacetin e. T he sam e procedure works In
electrodynam ics in the Stuckeberg quantization or even quantization using
ghost elds (see for nstance [9] Chapter 1 or the review paper [L0]). In this
paperwe rst work out in detail the intrinsic inde nite m etric ofthe N = 1

superspace clained In [ll] In the m assive case and start applications of this
structure (physical and m athem atical) kesping in m Ind the analogy w ith the
above discussion of Inde niteness in quantum electrodynam ics. O ur consid—
erations w ill not be lin ited to free elds (see the last section of the paper).
Test functions and distributions can be extended to super test functions and
super distributions but the H ibert space kesps its m eaning exactly, being
now realized on super functions {H ibert superspace). A s already m entioned
above i is di erent from the so—called super H ibert space used som etin es
In supersymm etry Which is neither a K rein nor a H ibert space) in which

the Inde niteness ism ore stringent than in the K reln space itselfbecause it
contains vectors of in aginary lengts. Follow Ing the paper the readerw ill nd

out that ourm ethods are appropriate for the relativistic case but not for the
supersym m etric quantum m echanics.



2 N otations and C onventions

T he signature ofM Inkow skispaceis ( 1;1;1;1). A ssociated tox In M inkow ski
soace there are two-com ponent G rassm ann variables ; . Basically we use
comm on notations and conventions follow ng R] with only one excsption
conceming the sign of ° which is one in this paper nstead ofm inus one i
2]. They fully concide w ith the notations In [L1]. W e m ake di erence be-
tween supersym m etric finctions, supersymm etric elds and quantum super—
symm etric elds. The supersym m etric finctions sin ulate (up to regulariy
properties) both wave functions as well as test fiinctions. Supersym m etric
elds, which are comm on in physical textbooks, are m ilestones of path inte-
grals. Because our work lies outside path integrals, they will not be really
used In this paper (except for som e side ram arks). Supersymm etric (test)
functionsofz= &; ; ); = (); = 1;2; = ( );_= L2arewriten as

X@Z)=X&; ;)=
=f&+ &+ ®+ ‘mEx+ ‘nk+
+ Tyt 7 ®+ P @+ ?AdE) 1)

where for de nitnesswe choose the coe cientsof ; to be regular finctions
of x decreasing to zero at In nity (for nstance In the Schwartz space S) but
eventually we will allow som e sngularities (distrbutions). The coe cients

of odd pow ers of G rassn ann variables are num erical soinors ie. spinorsw ith
num erical com ponents. Bar m eans com plex conjigation for numbers and

functionseg. © =7 = (' ) aswellas conjigation for the G rassn ann
varigbleseg. = ( ) . Thevariabls ; are looked at as ndependent.
Forwv; (X) we can w rite equivalently

k)= vV _®) 22)
where

v _®)= &) @3)
and other way round

1
V= S TV k) (2 .4)

T his show s that the com ponents of the G rassn ann variables in 2.1) are ar-
birary functionsofx (in S) as they should be. A s stated before x, orm ore
precisely its com ponents x';1= 0;1;2;3, are numbers (pase) but eventually
we w illbe foroed to adm it that they acquire even elem ents ofthe G rassm ann



algebra. In this case we tend to perform the Taylor expansion retaining for
x only the base.
W e consider the com plex linear space of supersym m etric finctions of type
(21). Eventually we will consider supersym m etric finctions and distrdbou-—
tions of several spacetim e and G rassn ann variables too. W e do not under-
take any e ort In order tom athem atically de ne functions of severalvariables
(especially G rasan ann); instead we Invoke at this point the handw aveing ar-
gum ents In physics.
Usually expressions of orm (2.1) used In physics where the coe cients of
the odd powers of the G rassm ann variables are soinors w ith anticom m uting
com ponents Which anticommute wih ; too) are called (classical) elds
and appear in the process of supersym m etric path integral quantization. W e
w ill encounter supersymm etric elds in this paper only m arginally.
In what llow s we use a m ixed van der W aerden calculus which takes Into
acoount as usual the anticom m utativity of the com ponents of ; as well
as the com m utativity of the num erical spinor com ponents am ong them and
wih Grassmann’s ; too. For the convenience of the reader, in the next
section, we give a f1ll account of com putational rules for the m ixed van der
W aerden calculus.

3 M ixed van der W aerden C alculus

T he standard van der W aerden calculus [2,111] tums spinor m atrix algebra
Into a spinor tensor calculis comm on for vectors and tensors. It is used in
supersym m etry together w ith an overall convention of anticom m utativity of
the G rasan ann variables and spinor com ponents. The m ain tools are the
antisymm etric "metric tensors" ( );( )= 2 =1;,= = 1
and the m atrix

==t 1=0;1;2;3 3d1)

T he m atrices l_;l= 1;2;3 are the usualPaulim atrices:

1 _ 0 1 2 _ i 3 _ 1 0
10 ' o ' 0 1
and %= 1. Here = -, = _.FortheKroneckersymbol = :
W e have = ; —= ~. Note the standard Index positions for

and which m ake contact to them atrix Interpretation: up or ,down for
Eventually when reading up som e H ibert space properties from the form al
van derW aerden calculus to follow this caution w illbe In portant. In m atrix



form wehave = (% Y; ?%; ).

Spinors with upper and lower indices are related through the -tensor:
- . = 32)

On the way we accspt In som e places nonstandard index positions for ;
obtained w ith thehelp of ; asnIlll]but retum to standard positions In the
end of the com putation, especially when we connect to the m atrix Interpre—
tation. Nonstandard index positions n  ; may easily produce confiisions
and therefore they m ust be used w ith care.

W e have

L= 1 = 1 = (ty, 1 =1 33)

Caremustbepaid also to thebaron which hasdoublem eaning but is clear

from the context. Forexamplin ' = ! _ the upper bar m eans com plex

conjugation. These relations are compatble wih (31). W e also wrte for

nstance
11 1-

ie. know ing that always for the st index is understood to be undotted
w hereas the second one is dotted and viceversa for though typographically
in our notations this is not visble for l_ ; l_ ; 7. Note that the com plex
con jugation bar changes indices (@s for lnstance in (3.3)).

W ehave or ;m = 0;1;2;3

te(t ™M)=t "~ = 2™ 34)

=2 - 35)
(*m"+ ™ hH = 2m 3.6)
O (3.7)

where isthe M inkow skim etric tensor ( 1;1;1;1). In the anticom m uting
case ie. In the standard van der W aerden calculis we have

I
"
%
g
0]
O
o)
0
&
ke
S
o
:
g
q

The conjugation ( )
nents:



W e also have the usual list of rules in the (@nticom m uting) soinor algebra
given In Appendix A and Appendix B of R]:

1 2
( ) )= 2( )
1 2
() )= 2( )
1o_ 1
1 — 1
W eusenotationslke’ % Y ;’ 'etc.meaningthesphors( 1) ="' ' ;(Y) =
Prse ) =5 (Y)T= 7 ie. regpecting the standard index

positions in . Forexam ple
(H=0chH = _= = ()= "1

Conceming the di erential and integralcalculus In the G rasan ann variables
we follow usual conventions too (see for instance [L1]). The G rasan ann
derivatives are

@ @ @

@
@ = —;@ = —;@ = —;@-—= —
@ c - Q- @

de ned through

@ = ;0@ = ;@ = ;@- _= -

@ =@ ~=0;f@ ;@ g= f@ ;@ g= 0

D erivatives of products ofG rassm ann variables are de ned using the product
rule where the derivatives anticom m ute w ith the varables. In particular

where 2= ;2=

@ = @ee; @ = @; @@= @ @ = @

The G rasan ann derivative is an operator. In order to connect to standards
In physics we w ill ntroduce the oconjigation of operators but not use it in
thispaper. T he conjugation ofthe G rassn ann derivative isde ned using the
¥ft derivative to be [11]

@) =@ = @

(&)



It can be proved that

@) =@ = @ 38)

where the signs appear if we apply the derivative to an even or to an odd
function ofthe G rasan ann varables. T his is at the sam e level of form ality as
the de nition of conjigation of the usual derivative: (i@%l) = 1@%1 which
has to be contrasted w ith the de nition ofthe L.? ®H ibert) -ad pint operator
(i@%l Y= l@ixl . Later on we w ill discuss supersym m etric ad pint operators in
a H ibert space to be stillde ned. T he above conjugation w illplay no role in
this paper although it could be used to give quick altemative proofs of som e
relations to ollow in Section 5. W ede ne nally @°= @ @ ;@2=@ @-.
Som e particular aspects of Berezin Integration In our context ie. In the pres—
ence of com plex and G rasan ann oconjigation, w ill be discussed later on In
the paper.

A s long as we work in physics w ith supersym m etric elds the standard (@n-
tiocom m utative) van der W aerden calculus described above is su cient and
very usefil. But ifwe want to apply i to supersymm etric functions of the
form (21) wih num erical soinor coe cients the rules have to be m odi ed
and enriched. W e describe now these enrichm ents.

Suppose that the soinor com ponents are assum ed to com m ute between them —
*=lves and w ith the G rasan ann variabls ; .Up to thism odi cation we re-
tain all conventions from above. O bviously the anticom m utativity property
of the G rasan ann variables and the van der W aerden rules for them rem ain
unchanged. W e start by giving the corresponding counterpart of the rules
above for the com m utative spinor algebra. They are:




The -sohoralgebra relations ram ain unchanged, eg.

[

'_l

|

N
NIRPNI R

N

aswell as for G rassm ann con jugation
1 2 iigp = g it 1

W e see that there are sign discrepancies to the antiocom m utivity convention.
In particular the conjugate function X (z):

X =X=X& ;)=
= f (x) ® T ®+ ‘nk)+ ‘m &)+
+ tuxk) 7 ® 7 @+ ?dE) 3.9)

isdi erent from the conjigate eld as it appears In physics textbooks:

X =X=X& ;)=
=fx+ &+ ' ®+ ‘nk+ ‘m &+

+ Tuxk)+ o+ P &+ ?dk) (3.10)
In both cases X = X . The tem Ly = 1 ; can also be written as
ollow s
1 _ — _ 1 _ _ —_
= v = V= v = v
whicth mmplies
v =V _ =& ) (3.11)

aswellasv = v-etc. where indicesarem oved (up and down) w ith the help

of ; .Invand in v too undotted Indices are on the st and dotted indices
on the second place (the situation isdi erent from ;).

N ote that the transition from X to X in the comm uting case requires the fol-

Iow ing replacem ents: £;’ ; ;m;n;v; ; ;dgotof; ;T n;m ;v ; ;d.



4 Som e useful relations

Up to now supersymm etry ie. the sym m etry under the P oincare supergroup

(or superalgebra) played no roke. In this section we prepare som e tools In
supersoace connected to supersym m etry. Let us consider the supersym m etric
covariant (and invariant) ,|11] derivatives D ;D w ith spinorial com ponents
D ;D ;D ;D -de ned as

D =@ +1i' & 4.1)
D = D= @ +i' W 42)
D = @ i '@ 4 3)
D-= —D =Q@- i_ @, 44)

W e acospt here like in Section 3 nonstandard index positions for w riting

Third powers m onom ials of D -operators aswell as of D -operators vanish.
For other properties of the D ;D -operators see [L1]. Note thatD ;D - were
explicitly de ned by (4 .3),(4.4) (ot by operator conjugation). T his ram ark
applies to all baroperators to be introduced below (see also the comm ent
before (3.8)). Besides covariant derivatives we need supersym m etric gener—
ators [11] (the de nition in [2] di ers by an uni inagihary factor) Q ;Q
de ned as

0 =@ i' 4 5)
0 = @ +1i '@ 4 .6)

satisfying the anticom m uting relations of the P oincare superalgebra 2,111]

0 ;0 g=2"'P, @.7)

fo ;0 g= 0;£fQ ;0 g= 0 4.8)

where P, is the generator of spacetin e transhtions realized on functions as
P;= i@d;. The com ponents ofQ ;Q comm ute w ith those ofD ;D . Fom ally
one obtains 10 ;iQ from D ;D by changing @; to @, or to . Note that

D doesnot contain the variables andD — does not contain the variables
such that we can easily w rite at the operator level:

D’=D D = @@ 2@ @ + %) 4.9)
D?=D D-= @@-+2i @ @+ % ) (4.10)



w here
= M@e,

isthed’A Jem bertian, istheM inkow skim etric tensor (in ourcase (1,1,1,1))
and

W em ake use of operators de ned as

1
c=D?D%a=D?D%T=D DD =D D?D-= 8 +§(c+a) @11)

which are used to de ne form alprojctions [2,111]

1 1 1

P.= FC;Pa = Fa;PT = 8—T 4.12)
on chiral, antichiral and transversal supersym m etric functions (to be rg—
orously de ned below ). These operators are, for the tin e belng, form albe-
cause they contain the d’A Jem bertian in the denom inator. P roblem sw ith the
d’A Jem bertian In (4.12) In the denom natorw illbe explained later in thispa-
per but, ifwe wish, or the tin e being we m ay m ake sense of Py;i= ¢;a;T
when applied to functionswhich In m om entum space vanish in a an allneigh—
borhood of the zero m om entum . W hen applied to such functions they are
well de ned In mom entum space and as such in the coordinate space too.
There is an altemative way to look at the inverse d’A lembertians (see the
assum ption after (5.40) in Section 5). Note that c;a;T ;P.;P,;Pr were not
de ned because we do not need to de ne thanm .
Chiral, antichiral and transversal functions are linear subspaces of general
supersym m etric functions which are de ned by the conditions [2,111]

DX =0; =1;2;;D X =0; =1;2;D°Xx =D?*X =0

respectively. Tt can be proved that these relations are form ally equivalent to
the relations
PX =X; P,X =X; P;X =X

respectively. The Index c stays for chiral, a for antichiraland T for transver—
sal. W e have form ally

P7=Py;PiPs=0; i6 §;i;3= ca;T

and P.+ P, + Py = 1. Accordingly, each supersymm etric function can
be form ally decom posed nto a sum of a chiral, antichiral and transversal

10



contrbution (from a rigorous point of view this statem ent m ay be wrong
and has to be reconsidered because of the problem s w ith the d’A lem bertian
In the denom nator; fortunately we willnot run into such di culties as this
w illbem ade clear lJater in the paper). It tums out that central for our study
w ill be the operator

J=P.+P, Pg (413)

which is no Ionger a profction but J? = 1. J is also non-local because it
Involves the nverse d’A Jem bertian. For ssveral purnpooses we also need [2]

1
P, = =D ? @.14)
4
1
P = Zp:Dz @ .15)

T hey are not profction operators as the notation m ight suggest.

Let usnow specify the coe cient functionsin 2.1) forthe chiralX ., antichi-
ral X , and transversal X ¢ supersym m etric functions [, [11] (they also can
be read up from the fom ulas of the next section).

For the chiral case X . we have:

i 1
= =n=0;v= @{f)=1&,f; = > Q) ;d= v £ 4 16)
Here f;’ and m are arbirary functions.
For the antichiral X , case:
"= =m = 0;,vy= @ ( if)= 1&,f;
_ 2 o, ;d= Log @17)
2 Ty

Here f; and n are arbitrary functions.
For the transversal case X ¢ [L1]:

m =n= 0;Qv = 0;
Doer; = e - ot @18)
2 2 4
Here f;’; arearbitrary and v satis es @, v' = 0.

It is In portant to stress that in the above relations, for lnstance n (4 16),
weused =1 '@ Pr -=3(%)-=7 '@’ and =1'e for

= 51 17@1 ~ ie. we read up starting with standard index positions in

11



; In the sam e vain these relations are equivalent to = Ei@l' Lor
= 2 ' @) ~ respectively etc.

' and =3
1;2 there is no overlap be-

= 51 @) meaning = Ei@l’
Note that if £; 7 ; -6 0; = 1;2;,_=
tween two (or three) sectors, chiral, antichiral and transversal. W e will pay

attention to satisfy this condition.
5 M ore on covariant and invariant derivatives

In this section we provide explicitly som e derivatives of supersym m etric finc—
tions (not elds) and prove som e form ulaswhich in this case w illbe needed in

the sequel; In particular the so called "transfer rules" [L1l]. F irst we com pute

D X='"+ @n )+ (v i®@f)+

+o2 51 e, 0+ - itey )+
2 1_ 2 _l 1 _l 22 1 _
+ 2 (item)+ @ d+ > v ) o @ (5.1)
DX='+ (v +i'ef)+ —(2m )+
+ 20+ El e )+ -2 +1i bey )+
2 l 1 2 1 l 2 2 1
+ (2 d P S Qv )+ @~ @m)+ 2 @ 62)
D X= + (v it @f)+ @n O+
+ 2(,+511@1’ )+ @ +ite )+
2 i 1 2 1 i 2 2 1
+ ° @ d+ 5 T Q) + (i~ @n)+ 2 @ 63)
W e need also
D X = + @2n ) @+ 1)+
+ 2 + 51 IR -( 2 +ite )+
2 a1 2 i 1 i,,, _
+ @ 7@111) @2 d 5 @1V7)+ 5 7@1 G 4)

12



D X = + (v +it@f)+ —(2n )+

e R T S S
+?2-(2 d Ell,@N,H > @ 'en) 512217@1 ) (5.5)
DX= '+ &_ i'@fi+ em )+
PO S te v (2 iter s
2 i 1 2 1 i 2 2 1
+ _(2 :d‘l' 5 _@lV_)+ (i _@lm) 5 _@]_ 5.0)
In order to prove by Inspection that
D X= DX;DX= DX 5.7)

where means foreven and + forodd X in G rasgn ann variables. T here
are no simple formulas form ixed X ie. neither even nor odd. W e com pute
further sim ilar expressions forQ ;Q . ForQ ;0 we nd

QX=' 4+ @Em )+ (v-+i@f)+

+ 2+ El e+ @ _+ite )+
+2 @lem)+ 2 @ d 51 leyv )+ 51 221 g, - 5 8)
and
QX= _+ & _+i'@f)+ @n )+
+ 2( _ é_ li@l’ ) + -2 _ i l_@l 7)+
2 i 1 2 1 i 2 2 1
t7ed e G’ en) - @ (5.9)
T he reader can also com pute
Q X;0 X;0 X;0 X
and verify as above that
Q X= 0QX;0X= QX (510)

13



where means forX even and + forX odd.
W e need explicitly for ssveral purposes the quadratic derivatives

D?X = 4m + (4 2i%Q/)+ ?( 4d+ 28y f)+
+ Y o@iem)+ % (2i'e Y+ 22( m)
D?X = 4n+ (4 2i% )+ ?2( 4d 2iewv’ )+
+ 1 (4en)+ % ( 2i'e; )+ 22( n)
D2X = 4n+ (@ +2i'e )+ 2( 4d+ 2wt £)+

+ 1 o@ien)+ ? eile, + Y+ 22( n)

DX = 4dm+ @ +2i%Q/)+ 2( 4d 2ieyt  £)+

+ b (4i@m)+ 2 @i, + )+ 2 ( m)
or In a m ore suggestive way
D?X = 4m + + 2( 4d+ 21@v* fy+ 1 @iem )+

1
+2Sil@1)+22( m)

D?X = 4n+ + 2( 4d 214t £+ 1 ( 4i@n)+
1
+ 2 Sl l@l )+ 2 2( n)

where we used the notations

= 4 2i%e/; = 4 21 '@,
= 4 21 l@l' ; = 4 21 l@l
orexplicitly = 4 21 @ ~etc. W e also can write
D2X = 4m +2( 4d 24evt £+ 1 ( 4i@m)
i
D?X = 4n + 2( 4d+ 2ievt £)+ 1 @ien)

1
2Ei1@l)+22( n)

14
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(512)

(513)

(5.14)

(5.15)

(5.16)

(5a7)
(5.18)

(5.19)

(520)



Note that n going from X to X we have to replace ; by ; . By
Ihsoection we nd that

D2X = D?X ;D2X = DX (521)

A nother derivation of this formula is

D2X =0 D X =D @O X)= DD X =
= ()()D-D0 X)= D-O X)=D DX =D%X

From (521) follow s that
X =aX; aXx = X; (+aX = c+a)X; TX =TX (522)

ie. the conjugate of X assuperfunction isthe superfunction aX etc. Indeed

X =D2D2X =D2(D2X)=D?D2X )=D?D?X = aX

and sim ilarly fora. For T we have

T =D (02 X)= D-02 X)=
= DDD X=()()DDD X =
= DD’ X =D D’ X =TX
W e ram Ind the reader that ¢;a;T ;P.;P.;Pr were not de ned. T he situation

will be cleared up later when de ning K rein— and H ibert space operator
adpints. W e have too

PX =P, X; P X=PX; @.+P)X = P.+P)X;

P X =PX; P, X=P X; P X =P, X,; JX =JX (523)

Recallthat J = P.+ P, Pt . W e also need som e m ore relations involving
the covarant derivatives D ;D which appear in [11] or are consequences of
those. Let X ;Y be supersym m etric fiinctions as above. Then we have

D XY)= 0O X)Y XD Y) (5.24)
D XY)= 0O X)Y X0 Y) (5.25)
Q XY)= Q X)Y X Q Y) (526)
Q XY)= Q@ X)Y X @Q.Y) 627)

15



where means+ forX even and forX odd in the G rasam ann variables.
Tt follow s that

D°XY)=D D ®XY)= OD?X)Y+X D%) 2D X)D Y) (528)
D’®XY)=D D-XY)= O*X)Y +X D?Y) 20 X)D YY) (529

for X even and odd respectively.

Now we Introduce som e kemel functions togetherw ith their derivatives w hich
will be used In the next sections. These are functions of the two variables
Z1 = (X5 17 1)iZ = &X2; 2; 2) whith are supposed to be Taylor expanded
In the com ponents of the variabls :; 1; 2; 2. Let us consider

Kz z)= %@ z)= (1 2)%(1 2) %' x) (5.30)
Kol )= “(1  2)%(1 2) ®1 x) 5.31)

where 2 (. 2) = (1 2% 2 (1 2) = (1 ,)? are G rasan ann
functions and
Z

1 .
®) = &= Z 7 e”d @) ®= ( x) (5.32)

where d () = (p)dp is a positive m easure such that the integral (5.32)
exists asdistrbution. W ehave K (27 z)= Koz 7).

Connected to these kemels we have a set of "transfer rules" which are given
below :

D, 8(Zl z,)= Dy 8(Zl Zy) 533)
D, %@ =z)= D, @ =z) (5.34)
and
D?%@ 2)=D7°%@z z) (5.35)
D?°%@z 2)=D:%@ 2z (5.36)

where the derivative indices refer to the regpective variables. Relations of
ype 633)-(536) hold orK o (z 2z) lnstead ofk (z; 2z) too, for nstance

D; Ko@ Z)= D Ko@m z) (537)
DKo@ 2z)=D3Kol z) (5.38)

etc. W e can now com pute

DD?Ko(z 2)=DDKo@ z)=

=DD Ko 2)=DID2K,y(z z) (539)
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because in independent variables D #;D 2] = 0. By the sam e reasoning we
obtain sin ilar "transfer rules" fora;T . It llow s that for K  depending on
z1 Zp we have

aKo= aKo; aiKo= Ko TiKg= T2Ky (5.40)

A ssum ing that them easure d (o) satis es a regularity condition at zero m o—
mentum (for instance vanishes in m om entum space in a sn all neighborhood
ofp= 0) weget

PuKo=PaKo PaiKog=PoKg PriKg= P12Ky
J]_Ko = JzKO (5.41)

Transfer nulesholdseven orQ ;0 . W ewilluse only

Q1 Kol@m z)= 0, Ko@m z) (5 42)
Q%KO(ZI Zz)=Q§Ko(21 Z) (543)

and sin ilar relations forQ .

6 Som e supersym m etric integrals

In this section we present som e results conceming G rasan ann B erezin) inte—
gration which w illbe used in the next sections. In particular we concentrate
on Integration (hcliding partial ntegration) of som e conjugated (com plex
and G rassm ann) supersym m etric finctions (ot elds). Recall rstthe stan—
dard notations conceming Berezin integration In supersymm etric context
[1,2]:

1 1 1 1
& =2d'd’= -@d )d »d = =d'd*= =-d )d -
> 4( )d ); p 4( dan)
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oonsistent w ith the de nitions above because

W e have -function relations, for exam ple
Z

& 20 e LGS H=£(N 05

Denoting &z = d'xd* ;& =& & wehave
Z Z

d®zp X = &z X =0 61)

foran arbitrary reqular function X going to zero at spacetin e in nity. From
(524) and
Z Z

&fzp ®xy)= &z ®KY)=0 62)

it follow s that forX ;¥ going to zero at n niy
Z Z

BzxD Y

&fz0 X)Y 63)

d®zxD Y

Ffz0 x)Y ©4)

according as X is even or odd In the G rasan ann variables. There are no
sin ple omulas of type (63),(64) for X being neither even nor odd. For
arbitrary X we have

z z
EzxD?y = &z %X )Y 6.5)
VA z
EzxD?y = PEz0*X)Y (6.6)
z z
PEzx Py = LPzE.X)Y 6.7)
z z
Ezx Py = EzeX)Y (6.8)
z z
EzxPrYy = EzPrX)Y (6.9)
WeussdD?=D D = D D etc.

Now we state a partial ntegration result which nvolves conjigated fiinctions
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(com plex and G rasan ann) In the Integrands and w ill be particularly usefuil
for this paper. Indeed from (see (6.3),(6.4))

Z z
dzxD Y = dfzp X)Y
Z z
d®zxD Y = d&fzo x)Y
and from (5.7) we obtain
Z Z z
dzxD Y= ()() d&z0 x)y= d&z0 X)v (6.10)
Z Z z
dzxD Y= ()() d&z0 x)y= d&z0 X)v 6411)

for X ;Y arbitrary satisfying the regularity conditions.
Sin ilar relations hold for supersym m etry generatorsQ ;Q :
Z Z

dfzxo Y= d&zQ X)Y 612)
z Z
d®zx Q Y

£zQ X)Y 613)

They willbe im portant for what follow s. T he key for the validity of (6.10)—
(613) goes back to (3.9) for functions instead of (3.10) for elds. Certainly
we have

z z
PFzxD?y = PFzpX)y = Pz02X)Y (6.14)
z z z
PFzxD?y = PEzpX)y = Pz02X)Y (6.15)
and
z z z
Ezx Py = Eze.x)Y = EzeX)Y (6.16)
z z z
PEzx Py = EzPX)Y = EzE.X)Y 6.17)
z z z
PFzxPrY = EzEX)Y = EFzexX)Y (6.18)
W e m ention the relations
z_ 3z
dBzx = Pzx (6.19)
z 7 z
BzXx Y = Fzxy = d&Pzyx (6 20)
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where on the lhs. the bar m eans num erical com plex conjigation whereas
on the rh s. it stays for com plex aswellas G rassn ann con jigation. W e also
have

z
d®zX ;Y;= 0; i= ca 621)
Indeed for exam ple
z z z
Pfzx Yo= PzX PY = PzP.X)Y =0
and
z z z
Bzx Y= Pzx Py = FzPX,Y =0

T here is no sin ilar relation forP .

A though prom ising, the relations (6.10)—-(6.13) and (6.14)—(6.18) unfortu—
nately do not say anything about H ibert space operator ad pintness prop—
erties. The reason is that the integrals In superspace which appear in these
relations cannot be sin ply tumed into positive de nite sesquilinear fomm s.
T he solution to this problem starts in the next section.

Before ending Jt us ram ark that all considerations in the previous sections
conceming functions (ot elds) of one supervariable can be generalized to
functions of several supervariables. This is not entirely trivial (see [L1] for
conventions regarding G rasan ann integration In several variables). In par-
ticular the validity of the relations (6.10)—(6.13) and (6.14)-(6.18) for X ;Y

depending on the Integration variable z; and on param eters z,;z3; ::: has to
be questioned. T he reason is that the G rasan ann di erentiation and conju—
gation m ust respect order. Thism akes no problam as the reader can easily
convince hin self.

At the end of presenting all the preparatory m aterial of Sections 1 to 6 the
reader m ight ask hin selff why we, at extra cost, have abolished elds in a-
vor of finctions. The point is that in the next sections we want to do not
only algebra, but com e across questions toudching positivity, scalar products,
unitarity etc. forwhich Wwave) functions instead of elds are unavoidable.

7 Inde nite m etric: the facts

In the vector space of supersym m etric functions we want to de ne positive
segquilinear form s. This is a nontrivial task as experience w ith integration
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over G rassn ann variables Berezin integration) show s. Indeed if we form
Z
< X;Y >o=  dzX @)Y () (7.1)

where &z = d'xd?® & , i is easy to see that i is highly inde nite. Never—
theless in the G rasan ann sector alone there exist sin ple exam ples of positive
segquilinear form s (see for nstance [L2]) . Ifwe want to cope w ith the canoni-
calform alisn In the H am iltonian approach to supersym m etric quantum eld

theory or to otherm ore rigorous approaches than path integrals, we have to

start nding positive sesquililar formm s of type (7.1). First we write down

another form of (71). Letk(z; z) be de ned as above (see (5.30)). Then

(71) willbe

< X;Y >=  &EzdzX @)k@ )Y (@) (72)

P reparing the way into relativistic superspace we m odify (72) further to

Z

< XY >= P dzX @)Ko@  2)Y (2) (7.3)

where as in Section 5
Ko@iz) =Kol 2z)= (1 2) (1 2) &1 X)
and Z
_ _ 1 ipx . _

®x)= &)= W e™”d @); ®)= ( x)

ie. (x) is the Inverse Fourier transform of the measure d () = (o)dp

(for the de nition of the Fourier transform see (8.11)). A lthough not yet
necessary, for application purposes we w ill assum e that the (spectral) m ea—
sure d (o) is concentrated inside the interior of the forward light cone and
eventually that it is Lorentz invariant. The prototype of such a m easure
isd ) = @) &+ m?)dpwherem > 0 isthemass, (¢ + m?) the
delta-finction concentrated on them ass shellp? = m? and (g) the Heav—
iside function equal to 1 for positive and to 0 for negative py. The m ass—
Esscasem = 0 has to be discussed separately (see [U]). Experience wih
quantum eld theory suggests that the form < X ;Y > should be a good
candidate for the (supersym m etric invariant) sesquilinear form de ning the
physical H ibert space. Indeed the relation < Y;X > =< X;Y > Pllows
from K (z) = K ( z).Butunfortunately it can be veri ed that this sesquilin-
ear form is still highly Inde nite. UshgP.+ P, + P = 1 it can be w ritten

21



equivalently
<X;Y>= EFadzX @) [P+ Pat Pr)Ko@ 2 (2) (7.4)

where P.;P_ ;P acton the rstvariablke z; h Ko (z; 2).Adm itting that
P.;P.;Pr can be hopefully realized as true orthogonal pro fction operators
the inde niteness of (7.3) or (7.4) seam s to be a bad signal: i m eans that
the H ibert space we are Jooking for cannot be a direct sum

H=H, H, Hr=Hg, Hr (7.5)

of H ibert spaces H ;;i= c;a;T ofthe chiral, antichiral and transversal sec—
tors In the space of supersym m etric fiinctions. W e m ust conclude that such
decom positions which do appear in the physical literature on supersymm e~
try can be atm ost form al. Tn fact this form aldecom position was welbknown
from the st days of supersymm etry (see for instance the historical review

[L3]). & resambles the decom position in electrom agnetian into transversal
and longitudinal com ponents but this is not quite true; see the discussion in
Section 10 for precise statem ents. In supersym m etry this fact was not taken
up seriously at the level of quantization. T he reason is that quantization in
supersym m etry is generally done by the path integralm ethod w hich although
being extrem ely successfuil lies outside H ibert space and is not able to catch
positivity. In electrom agnetism it is very much related to the G upta-B keuler
and Stuckeberg quantization m ethod. Now, from rigorous point of view,
the Iongitudinal/transversal decom position in electrodynam ics gives rise to
Inde nitemetric (n form ofa K rein space) from which the physical H ibert
space can be recovered by a sin ple procedure [6,7]. Tt is reasonable to ask
ourself to what extent the supersym m etry Induces a sin ilar structure, ie. to
what extent the form aldecom position (7.5) should be replaced by a hopefully
rigorous counterpart, for instance

H=H:.; Hs Hr=Hqa Hp (7.6)

w ith positive scalar product given by

Z
X;Y)= z2dz%X @)K 2;2)Y @)=
Z
= d821d822X @)Kz Z)NY (z2)=
Z
= &zd%X )P+ P, Pr)Ko@ z)Y @) 7.7)
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nstead of (7.3),(74). Here
K (z1;2)=JKo@z 2Z)= P.+P, Pr)Ko@z z) (7.8)

is the m ost in portant kemel in this paper. The answer to this question is
a m ative. P roofs will be provided in the next sections. The integrals in
(7.7) can accom m odate In m om entum Soace the inverse d’A Jem bertian ifthe
measuredensity (o) isconcentrated Inside the forward light cone. T he kemel
K (z1;22) is no longer translation invariant (w ith respect to the G rassn ann
translations). A s above the operatorsP;;i= c¢;a;T act on the st variabl
z; of K g but they can be transferred to the second variable z, of K ( using
(541). Because the scalar product (7.7) doesn t change by this transfer we
take the lberty of om itting the hint on which variabl they act. Letting J
act on the second variable we can w rite equivalently
Z

®;Y)= EPadznX @Ko@ 2)IY (2) (7.9)

Wedenote P, , = P.+ P,. It ollow s that
X;Y)=<X;Pea Pr)¥ >=<X;JY > (710)

where both nner products < ::>; (53 are supersymm etric invariant. W e
have used (6166.18). This istypical fora K rein space and its H ibert space
associate. For precise de nitions see Section 10 below .

The quest of an inde nite m etric inducing the physical H ibert space in su—
persymm etry was asked and answered a m atively in [/1]. Recognizing the
H ibert space of supersymm etry as being generated by the inde nie m et-
ric m ay have applications to rigorous supersym m etric quantum eld theory
outside path integralswhich includes supersym m etric canonical quantization
[L5].

T here are several proofs of (7.6),(7.7), som e ofwhich were sketched in [l]. In
this paper we provide a sin plk proofwhich gives not too much insight nto
the m atter and a second one, com putationally m ore involved, worked out in
every detail, which providesmuch m ore Infom ation then the rst proof.

At this stage a word of caution is necessary: talking about physical H ibert
soace we certainly do not m ean the form idable physical H ibert space of an
Interacting quantum eld theory. From the physical point of view our con—
struction can reach (eside the free eld and variants of it as for instance
W ick productsofa free eld ora generalized free eld) atm ost the 2-particle
(two point) function of an Interacting quantum eld as this is ilustrated in
the Jast section. From them athem aticalpoint of view we are satis ed by the
fact that in our construction the supersymm etric H ibert space is realized
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on supersym m etric finctions of spacetin e and G rassn ann variables. This
m ight have som e advantages (also of physical nature) which will not be de—
scribed In this paper.

Before starting work let us rem ark that our statem ents apply to the relativis-
tic case. W e do not touch the supersym m etric quantum m echanics simply
because our m ethods do not apply in this case. In rigorous supersymm e—
try, as this appears for instance in [B], the H ibert space of supersym m etry
(relativistic or not) is derived from a general super H ibert space which is
not a Hibert space). The inde niteness ismuch m ore stringent because a
super H ibert space contains vectors of In aginary lengths. The two struc—
tures: super H ibert space and our K rein-H ibert structure are di erent. In
the relativistic case we prefer our structure for reasons to be explained later.
It is also Interesting to rem ark that the study of dynam ical supersym m etric
systam s related to the usual BRST quantization [14] also provides hints of
Inde nite m etric.

In the next two sections we give proofs of the follow Ing statem ents:

X;iY)= (;X) (711)
x;x) 0 (7.12)

for arbitrary supersymm etric X ;Y where the bar on the rhs. of (7.11)
m eans num erical com plex conjigation.

8 Inde nite m etric: vrst proof

Our rstproofdoesn’t give full nsight nto the Inde nitem etric oftheN = 1
superspace but it has the advantage ofbeing com putationally s ple. U sihg
the de nition ofthe product (;;:) n (7.7) and (619),(620) we w rite

7
¥;x)= zudzY #)IK X () 8d)
7
¥;Xx)= 22 @)Y =) 82)
w here
7
Z ()= EPIKo@ %)X () (823)

W eused here the fact that forarbitrary superfunctions¥ ;G (ofone or ssveral
variables) FG = GF hO]d.S.USjIngK():JKOandKo(Zl 22)=K0(22 Z1)
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we get

7
7 (@)= %X @)IK,(z z)
and
7 7
v;Xx)= &zl PzX @)Kz z)N (@)=
Z
= &Pzd%X @)IKo@ %)Y )= K;Y) 8.4)

Thisproves (7.11). W ih a littlem ore e ort the reader can prove that (7.11)
ram alns true even ifJ is replaced by one ofthe operatorsP.+ P, ;P ;P + P
or com binations of them w ith real coe cients.

Now we go over to (7.9) taking Y = X and wrte, usihg the profgction
property, transfer rules and partial integration (6.16)—(6.18)

7
®;Xx)= zudzX )P+ P. Pr)KoX (z)=
7
= EadlzX @) PZ+ P2 PHK X ()=
Z X
= dFzdz[ PX @)KoP:iX (%) PrX @)K PrX (%)=
7 i=cja
= d'xid'x; &1 %) (&ixo) + L (X15%)  Ip (%15%5)) 8.5)
w ih
7
Lxix)=  did 5% (1 2) Y1 )X @)PX (z)=
7
=  d' Xi®y; ;X6 5 ); i= ca;T 8.6)
where d® = & & . HereX; = PX;i= ca;T are chirl, antichiral and

transversal repectively. W e have X ; = PX ;i= c;a;T . W e start now the
Ssparate study of

K;X )= KX 3)= d'x;d'%, (X1 %)L (K15%0) ji= ca; T (8.7)

In the chiral case it follow s from Section 4, (4.16) that there are functions

£;7 ;m ;v = i4f; = 51 Ry ;d = % f (other then those which appear In
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X;X, 21) and (3.9); thism akes the di erence to the second proofto follow
In Section 9) such that

Xe=f+ 7+ m+ ly+ 2 + 2729 8.8)
and therefore
Xo=f "+ m+ Ty 2+ 224 8.9)
Recallthat = El @) (equivalent to = El @) means - = 51 - @y
equivalentto =2 ' @’ ~).We nd
L (x17%2) = dxi)f (x) % (%1)" (x2) + % T %) ) (o) +
+m X)m (Xz) %’ 1) x2)+ £ (x)dx3) 8.10)

Now we go to the Fourierm om entum space. T he Fourier transform isde ned
to be
Z Z
1

. 1 }
£ o) = xp £ ; fx) = 2% £ (0)dh 811
O = 55 e TR £k = o I (8.11)

where xp = xp is the M Inkow ski scalar product. The derivative @; goes in
mom entum Soace as usualto ;ipl. T he follow Ing form ulas w illbe used
Z Z

d'xd'sF &1) (X1 %)G (x) =  d'oF (o) ()G ©) 812)
Z Z

d'x;d'5F (%1) (X1 %) G &)= dpFe) ©( F)CE ©613)

w ith the bar being the com plex conjugation. W e need the caseF = G . The
contributions ofm (x;)m (x,) and of

1
d&x)f K2); 5 th(Xl)Vm x2); f&X1)dRXK)

n ;X ). evalnated wih (4.16),8.12),(813) In m om entum space are post
tive. Now we pass to the contrbutions In X ;X ). induced by % %1)" x3)
and 3’ (x1) (x2).Using (4.16) and

@ &1 Xp) = @ (21 Xz)

it is easy to see that they are equal such that it is enough to study
Z

A= d*x,d* b ey
= 1d'x, X4 X2)2 _(x1) @' (x2) (8.14)
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Indeed we have

1 (x>'(><>——i@'(x>l'(x>— —i'(x>l@'<x)
2 1 2_41 1 2 4 1 1 2

ll _ il l@/
> x1) &)= 2 x1) @ x2)

In order to passwith A to mom entum space we need the follow ing variant
of (8.12),(8.13)
Z a Z
dxd'%F () & %) ((EH &)= dPF ) ERE @) ©6.15)
2
which In a m atrix generalization reads
g @
d'xid'x; 1 %)F )M ( i—)H (xp) =
7 @X2

= d'p EF EM @) (@) (8.16)

where F;H are vectorsand M a m atrix with entries depending on i&=

( i:%).Usihg 8.16) with F = H we obtain in m om entum space

@x;
Z Z

A= % d'p ©)~_) o~ )= % dp ©~E) (pP)~E)  ©17)
and this is positive because thematrix p= 1o @swellas p) is positive
de nie :n the forward light cone where the m easure d (p) is concentrated.
Certainly we were carefully enough In order to have at this nal stage of
com putation standard index positions in the van der W aerden ; m atrix
Interpretation). The positivity ofthem atrix p (@nd p) can be easily veri-

ed by reading up istrace and determ nant. W e rem Ind that our convention
is %= 1.
T he com putation of the antichiral contribution to (8.5) is sim ilar and gives
a positive resul too.
T he transversal contrbution to (8.5) ism ore Interesting because unexpected.
A Yhough it looks sim ilar to the other two contributions it tums out to be
negative! Indeed we have (W ith other coe cients than those which appear
n X;X)

Xe=f+ '+ + u+ 4 o+ 2+ 2%

Xy =f ry oty 2 2 4 229
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wih (4.18)

@1Vl: r=

i
1@1'; = 5 l@l ;d= f

N -

and hence
1 1
Ir X17%2) = dx1)f K2) 5 1) x2) 5 x1) &2)

1, 1 1
2 V1 (%1 )V (X2) 5' 1) (2) > ®1) &2)+ fx)dk&x2) (818)

with @vi= 0. The only new tem to be studied is
1, 1
5 Ve () = 5v1<xl>vl<x2>; @v'= 0

It has to be subtracted in (8.5) such that we have to prove that v; x; W (x5)
gives a positive contribution. For proving this assertion we use a nice od
argum ent. F irst note that in m om entum space we have piv' (o) = 0. Suppose
that v (o) has real com ponents v (). Then the relation piv' () = 0 means
that the vector w ith com ponents ¥' (o) is orthogonal in euclidean sense to
the vector p = (o). But the vector p is con ned to the interior of the light
cone because the measure d (o) is and therefore the vector wih com po—
nents v' (o) is spacelike. Thism eans that in themetric ( 1;1;1;1) we have
v )v ) > 0 and we obtain the desired result. If v (o) is com plex ie. some
of its com ponents or allof them are, then we solit it in a realand an In agi
nary part and apply tw ice the sam e argum ent to prove that v )v ) > 0.
By this the st proof of the inde nite m etric K rein-H ibert structure) of
the N = 1 superspace is com pleted.

9 Inde nite m etric: second proof

In this section weuse Py = 1 P, P, and explicitly com pute
Z
X;X)= &zd®zX @) P+ Pa Pr)KoX (z) =

=(X;XEL+(X;X)a (X;X)T=O(;X)a+c X;X ) =

= &Pz dPX (2) CP.+ 2P, 1)K X (z) =

= d'xid'xy &1 %) QL (X1;%) + 2L X1;%2) T (X15%5)) 91)
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and ssparately
Z

KX )ra= 22X (z) P+ PL)K X (z) =
Z

= d'xid'x, X1 %) (L &x1;%0) + Lo %17%3))
Z

®K ;X)) = &Pzd%X @)PrK X (%) =
Z

= d'xid'x, ®1 %) ( &%) I &%)+ I (%15%5))

in tem s of the coe cients of X . In (9.1) we denoted

7
1

L= LX) = & & DX &y; ; DX &5 ;) 92)

Z
T, = I X1;%;) = % & & DX (x1; ; DX 65 ;) 9.3)

and
7

o= To®;x)= & & X 7 ;)X G; ;) 9.4)

Here I.;1,;I, (@nd later I; ;I ) are Integrands and this explains the fiee
m anipulations w ith d’A Jem bertians. Note that I;;i= c;a;T in this section
are di erent from those of Section 8. W euse (511)—(5.14) and cbtain

16 I.= 4m X1)( m (x))+
1
+§(4 (1) + 21 '@ (x1))( 21 ™M@, (x2) " x2))+
+( 4d(x) 2i@v'x;) f(x1)) ( 4d6zp) + 218V 6¢y) f ®2))
1

1
5 O 4iRm (x1)) 4iRy m (x5)) + 5(21 0 &)+ 7 (x))

(4 (%) 217 )+ ( m &) ( 4m, (%)) 9.5)
16 T.= 4n(x;)( n(xy))+
1
tS@ k)t 2i R 69)) (21 M@ (x2) (®2))+
+( 4d&y) + 2i@vx;) F®))( 4d&®y) 2i0vi&,)  f (%))

1w . : 1 .
2 (4i@n (x1)) ( 4i@y n (xp)) + 5(21 @ &)+ 1))
(4 (%) 2i'Q &)+ ( n&)( 4n,&y)) (©.6)
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Note that In I, + I, them ixed contrbution ofv wih d;f and ofv with d; £
vanish. M oreover I, doesnot depend on ; and I, doesnotdepend on ’ ;
W e obtain

L+ L=m®)n X)+ n&)n &)+

1 1
+8—(4d(X1)+ fx))@ddx:)+ £&x))+ 2—(@1V1(X1))(@mvm x2))+
1 1. 1 .
+2— (1) “( @) )+ g' 1) “( 1@y)" (x2)

1 4 l! +
2 ®1)" (x2) 2 ®1) )

1 1. 1 I
+2— (x1) ~( 1@y) (X2)+§ (1) ~( 1)) 22)
1 1 97
71 (1) (x2) Z (1) (22) 9.7)
where we have used relations of the type
Z
d'xid'%, (@) &) (MR &) =
Z
= d'xid'%y’ &) ()
Z
d'xidix, (0 i) (M@ (x2)) =

Z

d'x;d'%, (1) 7 (x2)

which can be proved using 3.6),(3.7). From 2I.+ 21, we subtract
1 1
I = f x)dx2) 2 1) x2) 5' 1) &2)+ n&)n &)+

14 1
+m X;)m (X3) 5 Vi (X1)Vn X2) 5 x1) &2)

1
> ®1)" (x2) + d&x1)f x2) 9.8)

T he nice fact isthat allm ixed contributions of coe cient finctionsin X ;X )
considered as integrands (ie. taking into acoount the m inus one factor at
the transfer of @; from the variabl x; to the variable x, or vicewversa) In
I+ I Ip= 2.+ 1) I, vanih.

T he com putations above are elem entary. T here are som e points which m ight
be m entioned, for nstance the contributions in I. of the type

i'% &) ( 4 (%))
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m ust be read correctly:

8i( @) 6x) ()= 8i( '@ 6x))  6)-= 8 (x) T( @) (xp)

ie. the summation n _ goes south-east to north-west (not north-west to
south-east which would give the w rong sign), thisbeing clear from the prove—
nience ofthisterm in I.. Having com puted I+ I, and I, we can obtain X ;X )
usihg (9.1). In order to write down the result et us denote by km k?,..the
contrioutions ofm ;m ,...n X ;X ) = kX k? as given below

Z
kmk? =  d'zidix; ®; x)m &)m (xp)
Z
knk® = d'x;d'x, 1 x)n &)n ()
7
kfk2=} dix;d'x, & x,)f x1) £ (x2)
4 1 2 1 2 1 2
Z
kdk?= 4 d'xdix, x; x,)dx )id(x )
1 2 1 2 1 2

Z
2_ 1 4. 44 1 1
kvk® = 5 dxidx, X1 X)[ ®1) X 2)+ Vi)V (xy)]

and
1Z
k'K =<  d'xdix, &1 %)’ &) TR (%)
1
k K¥=  d'sid'x &1 %) &)— Y 18) &)
Z
1
Kk k2=% dixd'x, 1 %) (%) T i8) (xp)
2 _ 4 4 i 1 .
k k= dxdx, K1 X)) X1) (10)) x2)
w here
Q, V"
®) = Qv &x); Vix)= vi) @li(x) 9.9)

Here we applied the relation often used In electrodynam ics

1
— R 1)) @ V" (%)) + Vi)V (2p) = Vi 621)V ;) (9.10)

ev'iE)=0 ©41)
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The relation (9.11) shows that V!(x) is space-lke in m om entum space and
the disscusion at the end ofSection 8 show sthat V; (x1)V ! (x,) gives a positive
contribution and therefore kvk? is positive. W e get

kX k= X;X)=kfk> + k' k> + k kK + km k? + knk? + kvk’+
+k K+ k K+ kdk?

In fact we could have com puted

K1;Xo)= E8)+ (177 2)+ (15 2)+ mi;mo)+ (y;ng)+
+ (Vsve)+ (17 2)+ (17 2)+ D1;dR) (©912)

where the scalarproducts (f;;£,) etc. can be read up from the corresponding

nom s. Roughly speaking our H ibert space tums up to be an orthogonal
direct sum

H = H components (9.13)

T his isa surprising sin ple result. N ote that the supersym m etry is responsible
for the speci ¢ num erical factors and d’A Jem bertians in the nom s and scalar
products respectively. By this, the second, explicit proof of inde nite m etric
and of the H ibert space scalar product generated by it is com pleted.
Analog com putations provide the resuls for X ;X )eras X ;X )z . The result
or ® ;X )ora = kX K2, , can bew ritten in com pact om ushg ; introduced
In Section 5. Because we are not egpecially interested in this scalar product
we willnot write i down explicitly. W e concentrate on X ;X ) = kX kZ
obtaining from I; = I, L. I,

Z
1

®;X)r = d'xd'x, &, x2) E— 4d (1) £ (1)) (4d (x1) £ (x1))+

l 1

+§V1(X1)V (22)+

1 1

Y T ) N iR T o)+ N Tx) M i8) T o)1 (9.14)
W here

T= 24 +2i%/; T= 4 +2i'e (915)
T= 4 +2i'%ey; T= 4 +2i' (9.16)

The scalar product X ;Y ) of two supersymm etric functions can be In—
ferred from (9.14).Note that In kX k; and X ;Y ); the "auxiliary functions"
m ;n do not appear at all. The discussion of results is deferred to the next
Section.
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10 Inde nite m etric: discussion of results

Let us start by giving the precise de nition ofa K rein space togetherw ih its
H ibert space counterpart. A ssum e that in a H ibert space H there is given
a selfadpint operator J satisfying the relation J? = 1 and introduce the
progctionsP; =  (1+ J);P, = 3 (1 J). The profctionsP;P, generate a
deoom position of the H ibert space H into the direct sum of two orthogonal
subspaces. W ehave orX 2 H theuniquedecom position X = P;X P,X =

X, X,.Ihtroduce n H a new non-degenerate inner product < 3 :> such
that

< XY >= X;JY) (1040)
Wehave J = P; P, such that
< XY >= X1;Y)  X2iYy) 102)

and (forJ 6 1) wegeneratean inde ntemetricin H . The space H looked
at as a vector space w ith inner product < 3;:> iscalled a Krelh space K .
W e call the coupk oftwo spaces K ;H ) together w ith the sesquilinear form

< 5:> onK and the scalarproduct (;:) on H a K rein-H ibert ora H ibert—
K reln structure. The tem nology is not standard; the readerm ay regct it.

In applications to physics it m ight happen that we rst construct a sesquilin—
ear form < y:> on a vector space H , choose an operator J and verify
that X ;Y) =< X ;JY > ispositive de nite. Thismeans that H is actu—
ally a Hibert space. W e have only to check that J is H ibert selfadpint,
J?=1and nally < X;Y >= (X ;JY ). This is the way we constructed our
K rein-H ibert structure which proves Inde nite m etric in superspace. This
Inde nitem etric oftheN = 1 supersym m etry is sin ilar to the corresponding
structure In electrodynam ics. Before explaining the m atter we have to add
a word of caution. Talking about electrodynam ics we m ean here m assive
electrodynam ics. Indeed in this paper we are con ned to the case In which
the de nngmeasured (p) is supported In m om entum space Inside the light
cone and doesn’t touch the boundary. This condition is needed in order
to m ake welkde ne d’A Jem bertians in m any denom nators. It also kills the
nulkvectors (in our case aswellas in them assive electrodynam ics too) . W ith
som e extra work we can show that this condition can be ram oved at the cost
of restricting the allow ed supersym m etric test functions (oy standard factor-
ization followed by com pletion). For the convenience of the reader we recall
that In electrodynam ics the inde niteness [/] in the case ofa vector eld ap—
pears n form ofa K rein space too which at the level oftest functionsv = ()

boils down either to the physical transversal H ibert space of G upta-B keuler
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(cbtained by in posing the above m entioned subsidiary condition) or m ore
generally to the Stuckelberg H ibert space

H=H, H, (10.3)

where H; is the longitudinal contrlbution. Tt tums out to arise in the pro—
cess of quantization with wrong sign and therefore has to be subtracted.
T he "subsidiary condition" annihilates the longiudinal contribution and we
would stay with the transversalH = H¢. In (103) from technical point of
view H ;H ; are obtained w ith the help of profction m atrices

Qle"
Pians = Ptjjlfnans = = (104)

. een

ang = Plong =

(10.5)

where ;m = 0;1;2;3. The relations (104),(10.5) are read asm atrices applied
to vectors:

ele”

PR v = (" —) =V (10.6)
Qlem
P Vi = Yy = @ (10.7)

T he transversality (Lorentz) condition is @Pi.,,sv = 0 or explicitely
QPN v, =0 (10.8)

The selfad Pt PrransiPiong are proections meg = PingiPlans = Prrans and
we have Png + Prans = 1iPingPtrans = PransPiong = 0. Finally the con-—
siderations of the preceding section can be used to show that Hy H; isa
Kreln space and gives inde nite m etric whereas the right H ibert space is
H =H. H;.Theargument show Ing that Py..ns produces a positive contri-
bution and P 1,4 @ negative one isthe sam e as In supersymm etry (see Sections
8,9).

Now, what we obtained In supersym m etry
H=H., H, H;r=Hg, H;

is very sim ilar. The v-nom from the preceding Section
Z

kvkz—} d'x;d'x, & vi 1
=3 1d™x; 1 X))V )+ xX1) x2)]
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show s that the electrodynam ic Hy H; is contained (out not exhausts) the
supersymmetric H . The st temm wih integrand V; (x1)V!(x,) refers to
the transversal whereas the second one with integrand (x 1)+ (& ,) (sign
changed!) to the Iongitudinalcontrbution. The conclusion isthat the K rein—
H ibert structure of supersym m etry isvery sin ilarto the corresponding struc—
ture In electrodynam ics being overim posed on it. M ore precisely the K rein
transversal/Jongitudinal structure of electrodinam ics is lncluded in the K rein
chiral plus antichiral/transversal structure of supersym m etry.

Last but not last: the m inus sign of the supersym m etric K reln soace has
nothing to do w ith the celebrated m inus sign of the supertrace.

11 Covariant derivative operators and super-
sym m etric generators

W e have seen In Section 10 that a generalK rein-H ibert structure K ;H ) is
given by < X ;Y >= (X ;JY);J% = 1;J = JY where the dagger represents
the H ibert space ad pint operator. W e de ne two types of ad pint operator:
the K reln adpint A* called also J-adpint and the H ibert adpint AY of a
given operatorA . In order to sim plify them atterwe w ill leave out the details
conceming the dom ains of de nition, existence of ad pints etc. The K rein
adpint is de ned through

< X;AY >=< A X;Y > (111)

T he relation between the H ibert space ad pint AY and theK reln space ad pint
A" ofA is

At = JgAaYJ; AY=JA"J 112

A s in the case ofH ibert seftad pinthessAY = A, A issaid to be J-selfad pint
ifAT = A.Moreover if J;A]= Othen A" = AY,
A fter these general statem ents we com e badk to our particular K rein-H ibert
structure. Here J = P.+ P, P: and
Z
< X;JY >= Pz dPzX @)Ko@ 2)IY ()=
Z

EPudzX @)0Ko@ )N ()= K;Y) a13)

W e considernow the operatorsD ;D ;D ?;D?%;Q ;Q etc. and ask ourselfto
w hat extent the bar represents the ad pint and in the a m ative case which
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adpint. From the relations proved In Section 6 llowsthatD ;D —Q ;0 -
areJ-adpintsofD ;D ;0 ;0 .W econclude that forthese operatorsbar is
denticalto the J-ad pint. W hat ism ore interesting is the question conceming
the H ibert ad pints. W e start w ith the covarant derivative. It isnot di cult
to convince ourselfthatD ;D ;D ;D ~donotcommutewith J = P.+ P,
Pr. &kt ©lows that D ;D — are not Hibert space adpints ofD ;D . The
correct answer is

© ¥=JD J 11.4)
© )Y=JD-J (11.5)

But we have O0?)Y = D?; D?)Y = D? and therefore P, )Y = P ;P ) =
P,; Pr)Y = Pr.Furthem ore P.;P,;P: are H ibert s=lf ad pints; a property
which m akes them true orthogonalpro gction operators With P.+ P+ Py =
1). One has to contrast form ulas lke

to
CPc)y = Pg; CPa)y = P,

O n the contrary it ispleasant to see that the supersym m etric generatorsm ake
no problm s at allbecause they comm ute w ith D -operators (@nd therefore
w ith the J operator). Ik follow s that

0 =Q@ )= )V 11.6)

Having realized the generators of the translation supergroup (certainly in—
cluding the translations P ) as H ibert space operators w ith sound ad pintnes
properties, the rst idea we can have is to exponentiate them in order to
generate group elem ents. Formm ally Salam and Strathdee beautifilly showed
that this exponentiation hasto be done using G rassn ann param eters ; ( ;
here have nothing to do with the m etric tensors in Section 3) in the fom
exp 1 Q + 1Q0). The problem we encounter In our rigorous fram ework is
that the G rassn ann param eters ; kick usout ofthe H ibert space of super-
sym m etric functions of the variables x; ; on which the operatorsQ ;0 are
realized. At rstglancethis seem stobeunplasant and wehaveto nd away
out. There are several possbilities. O ne of them is to use H arish-Chandra
pairs [B] in order to cope w ith the representation theory of supergroups. W e
w illnot follow this route here but apply ideas ofdistribution theory in the su—
persym m etric context ie. we an ear the above exponential by test fiinctions
In theparameters ; .A sin ilarprocedure was proposed inlll6] on the bases
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of Hopf algebra (group algebra) considerations. A potential application is
a rigorous W igner type theory of unitary irreduchble representations of the
supersym m etric Poincare group on supersym m etric finctions (see [L7],0.91,
relation (14 22)).

To close this section we form ulate the invariance of super functions and super
distributions of several variables by m eans of the generators P;Q ;Q of the
translation group. This is needed in the next section. W e restrict ourselres
to a function or distrbution F (z,;2z,) oftwo varables z; = X1 15 1);2 =

(%27 27 2). Let P;0;;04;1= 1;2 be supersymm etric generators acting on
the variables z; and z, resgpectively. W e say that the function or distribution
F (z1;2) is supersym m etric translation nvariant if

P11+ P)F (z;z)=0 11.7)
Q1+ Q2)F (z;z)=0 (11.8)
Q1+ Q2)F (z9;2)=0 11.9)

Instead of (11.8),(11.9) wem ay adopt

O1+DF (z172)=0 (11.10)
O1+DF (z172)=0 (11.11)

by adopting the right instead of left m ultiplication P p 26 (in this case the
covariant derivatives D ;D and the charge operatorsQ ;Q are interchanged).
T he form alm otivation of these de nitions is obvious.

12 Two point functions of quantized super-
sym m etric quantum eld theory

In this section we look for applications of the m aterial exposed In the pre-
ceding sections to supersym m etric quantum eld theory. F irst ket us ram ark
that we have explicitly constructed al least one exam pl of a H ibert space
realized on supersymm etric fiinctions which accom m odates the symm etry
group generators as sound operators. Ik may serve as an exam pl of the
H ibert space which must be postulated in rigorous (relativistic) quantum

eld theory and as fram ew ork for studying such resistant sub fcts as canon-—
ical supersym m etric quantization. At the rst glance canonical quantization
In supersymm etry is ham pered by the presence of so called auxiliary elds
which seem to be non-quantizable because they are non-propagating elds.
Based on the K rein-H ibert structure i waspossible to show that this isnot
the case at least at the level of canonical com m utation relations [15].
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Here we present another application reaching free but also nteracting elds
which could be of interest. It is related to the celebrated K allen-1.ehm ann
representation. The sub ct was already touched in [L5] but som e term s in
the representation were m issed.

Suppose that general principles of quantum eld theory de ned in Hibert
space B] survive in the supersym m etric setting up [16,[1),[15]. Then the two
point function W (z;;z,) ofa scalar neutral (or even com plex) quantum eld
m ust satisfy the ollow Ing requirem ents:

1) Etmust be a superdistrbution (ie. it has singularities)

i) it m ust be Invariant under the super P oincare group

iil) it m ust be positive de nie

) tmust satisfy W (z1;2) = W (z;21)

The question is to nd general W (z1;2z,) satisfying i)-iv). Let us discuss
the st requirement. W e use a cheap de nition of superdistrbutions (in
two variables) requiring distrbution coe cients in the series expansion in

the G rasan ann variabls. D e niions using duality of linear locally convex
spaces of test functions w ith appropriate topology are possbl but will be
not considered here (@ natural system of sam inomm can be given using [L8]).
The second requirement on W is

Q1+ Q)W (z;2)=0 1231)
Q1+ Q)W (z;2)= 0 12 2)

where forthem om ent we leave out (11.7). Usihg (4.5),(4.6) this is a system
ofdi erentialequations in the supersym m etric context. T he reader can solve
it easily by going to the new variables =2 (1+ ,); = 1  together
w ith their conjigates :%(1"' ) = 1 > aswellastox = x; X, by
translation invariance. The result is [15]

W ;i oi)= exp [ i(? 'RE & ;) (12.3)
where by nvariance

Ek ; )=E &+ ‘E;&)+ °E;&*+
+ T REs&)+ 7 PEskx) (12 4)

w ith Lorentz Invariant distribbutions E; = E;&X; X,);i= 1;2;:35. The
sam e conclusion ollow s if we adopt (11.10),(1111) instead of (11.8),(11.9)
(@nd replace D operators by Q operators and vice versa) but w ith

exp [ i( ! te]
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n (123) rplaced by

E xplicit com putations can be found in [L3] (see also [L9] fora sim ilar reason—
Ing but In a di erent context). As farask ; are concemed it is well known
that Lorentz invariant distributions are Fourier transform s of invariant m ea—
sures In m om entum Space (spectralm easures) of slow increase conocentrated
In the light cone.

In this way we obtaln a total of ve linear Independent contributions to
the two point function which are supersymm etric invariant. On the other
hand, from the investigations of the preceding sections there are ve linearly
Ihdependent explicitly known invariant kemels

PiKi@ z); i= ca;T;+;

with K;(z  2z) Lorentz mvariant distrbutions multjplicated by 2 (;

2) 2(1 ). EPllowsthat W (z;z) =W ; ; ; ;) can be considered
as a superposition of kemels of type we already studied In this paper. W e
get orW (z;2z):

X

W Ri; 17 17%27 27 2) = PiKi@m z) (12.5)
where ; arearbitrary com plx param etersand we sum overi= c;a;T;+;
Notethaton therhs. P; applied toK ; (z;  z) Induces a z;;z, dependence
not necessarily of the form z; z,. By the fourth condition we m ust have
asin Section 8 K, = K, =K 3;Ky =K =K and .= 1= «a; + =
Forthe convenience ofthe readerw e give the explicit form ulasw hich establish
the connection between the contributions n (12 4) proportionalto E; and P;

appliedto = 2(; ) 2%(1 ,) donotconfusewith = (x) which
appears in Sections 9 and 10).
Let

S, = 2

S, = 2

S;= €

Ss= '8 €&

So= 22f - 22
w ith
L=i( *' Ye=1i(, Yy T oY



T hen we have by com putation

o
S = P,

P —
Sz= P

S3=Z(P0+Pa Pr)

i
Sy = 70—30 P.)

S5 = = P .+ Pa+Pr)

Indeed the representations 0fSq;S, follow from the rsttwo relations (9.41)
p.73 In R]. The expression for S; Pllows from p.74 In ]. The rwlation
regarding Ss is trivial. It ram ains to prove that

i i
Se= — Bc Pa) = —o’? DD?

This can bedoneby writihgD 2D 2 ;D 2D? from (9.41) p.73 [[2] .n tem s of
= % (1+ 2); = 1 2.Iisamatteroflongbutelm entary com putations.
It ram ains to pass to the third condition conceming positivity. T he positivity
question can be partially answered as in Section 9. W e get a positive de nite
kemel if we require = 0 , positive 5, and ¢ aswell as the m easures
d (see Section 7) concentrated In the forward light cone. This was already
noted In [L9]. Certainly no condition relating K —, to K ;¢ is necessary.
But there is a new interesting point which appears. Indeed it tums out that
P, ;P do not necessarily destroy positivity, m aking € 0 possblk. We
w ill show in this section that this is the case by dom inating the contribution
from P, + P by the contrbution from P.+ P,. The sin plest idea would be

to com pute explicitly
Z

Pz B2X @) oa Pet Po)K on + P, +P )X K (z) 12.6)

by the m ethods used in the seocond proof of inde niteness In Section 9 and
to lnquire positivity. But we prefer to retum to the rst proof of inde nite
m etric In Section 8 and split the problem Into independent sectors: chiraland
antichiral on one side and transversalon the otherside, X = X+ X+ X .
In order to start we com pute besides I, in (8.10) also I, for X . arbitrary
chirmlgiven n (8.8), (416) aswellas I,;I for X, antichiral. Recall that
due to the fact that we com pute Integrands we can transfer freely spacetin e
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derivatives between factors. W e have as in Section 8
Z

L&ijxp) = & & Xolxaj 7 Kelkos ;)=
= fox1) fox2) éi,c(xl) @) o (%2) + M (x1)m c (x7) 12.7)
L&ijxy)= & & Xale; ;7 )Xalkej ;)=
= fi &) fi &) 51 a®1) '@ 4 &)+ Ny &1)Ns K2) (12 .8)
aswellas
z

l 2 2
L(><1;Xz)=zp: & & X, ; DX 7 )=

P— P— P
= &) m.®;) n,&;) foxz) + a X1) "o X2) 12.9)

1

7 2

) = o 2 4 .. p? Ly

I (Xlrxz)_zp: d Xoi; 7 DX,25 7 )=

p— p— P—
fo 1) n, ®z) mcx;) fo &)+ =" 1) a X2) (12.10)

1
2
T he idea is to dom inate (L, + I )by oo+ L).W e start by studying
the case

K =K (1211)

T his is an extra condition which in physics could be m otivated by requiring
sam e m ass spectrum for all com ponents of the supersymm etric m ultiplet.
But we will elin lnate i at the end of the paper. If (12.11) holds than the
reader can convince hin self using (12.7)—(12.10) that the positivity requires
beside —, > 0)

cma < < =a 12.12)

F inally the transversal contribution doesn’t interact w ith other contrdbutions

and from Section 8 aswellas from Section 9 i follow s that positivity im poses
r > 0.

W e collect the results into the K allen-1.ehm ann representation for the fiee

and interacting supersym m etric scalar eld:

T he general two point function of the scalar neutral (or even com plex) su—

persymm etric eld has the representation

W (Z1722)= ( caPct Pa)+ Py +P )NKea Z)
tPrKr @ z) (12.13)
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where the -param eters are restricted to
c=ar T > 0; c=a < < c=a (12-14)

and K ;K are ofthe om (5.31),(532).
Ifwe do not assum e

K (@2)=Kc @)

then the result (1213) changes only m inim ally. In this case positiviy re—
stricts the general two point K allen-I.ehm ann representation to

W (21722)= ((=a P+ P))Kea@m 2z)+ ( P+ +P NK (= 2z)
tPrKr @ z) (12.15)

where (12.14) has to be replaced by

i 1> 0 (12 16)
e o ) < ©) < ca oa®d) 1217)

In 1217) a4 ) and (o) are the densities of the m easures which appear
In the Fourier transform (532) for K ., and for K resectively. In fact
(because In this section the Lorentz invariance is in plicit) these m easures
depend only of p?. The inequalities (12.17) should hold for all values of the
mom entum p. The condition (1217) ollow s from the positivity by restrict—
Ing the coe cients of X ;X 5 to an arbitrary an all neighborhood of a given
mom entum p. The representation (12.15) could be sim pli ed by absorbing
the positive -ooe clents in K (@nd themeasuresd ).

Finally note that using the m ethods of this paper it is possbl to wrie
down a two by two m atrix K allen-T.ehm ann representation form odels R] of
W essZum Ino type too. The problm is even sin pler because the transver—
sal sector In not Involved. The (m atrix) dom ination ofP, ;P by the P ;P,
contributions is sim ilar. T he supersym etric free two point functions 2, 120]
are particular cases of (12.13).

At the end ofthis section and at the Interface between m athem aticaland
physical considerations, ket us add som e com m ents and m ention at the sam e
tin e som e pergoectives of the present work. T he positive bilinear form (oro—
ducad by the two point function) is strictly positive de nite if it is lnduced
by the kemel studied In Section 9:

JKO: (Pc+ Pa PT)KO (12.18)
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T his is particularly interesting ifwe try to connect to the classical Bochner-
Schw artz theoram ofdistribution theory R1]. In this classical context m ulti-
plicatively positive de nite bilinear form s are characterized by positive tem —
pered m easures. Certainly the m easure theory ocollapses in the supersym —
m etric fram ework. But the situation is not asbad as it appears to be. First
of all ket us ram ark that for the supersym m etric results of this section we
used Pohcare supersymm etry which in plies Lorentz invariance. But it can
be shown [R2] that full Poincare supersymm etry is not needed; nvariance
under the supersym m etric translation group is su cient. Thiswould In ply
a BochnersSchwartz theorem for positive de nite supersymm etric translha-
tion invarant bilnear form s. The m easure-theoretic fram ework has to be
m odi ed; m ore precisely it has to be enriched by the supersym m etric pro gc-
tions as this was worked out In this paper. Retuming to the classical case,
the BochnerSchwartz theoram is connected to the fam ous B ochner theorem
which can beused in order to study unitary representations ofthe translation
group (Stone). Now the idea isto use the supersym m etric BochnerSchwartz
theoram in order to study the supersym m etric counterpart of the Stone (or
even SNAG ) theoram (related to the supersym m etric translation group) . T he
point is that m easure-theoretic agoects do not collaps com pltely and pre—
sum ably the "spectral proctions" of the classical Stone theorem have to be
enriched by exactly the supersym m etric progctions P.;P,;Pr . Besides this
the only new aspect should be the K rein structure of this paper.
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