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A bstract

W estudy therecently introduced K rein structure(inde�nitem et-

ric) ofthe N = 1 supersym m etry and present the way into physical

applications outside path integralm ethods. From the m athem atical

pointofview som eperspectivesarem entioned attheend ofthepaper.

1 Introduction

Itwasclaim ed [1]thattheN = 1 superspace in fourspace-tim e dim ensions

hidesan inherent inde�nite m etric which can be realized asa Krein space.

Itgivesrise by standard m ethodsto an invariantHilbertspace realized on

supersym m etricfunctions(supersym m etricHilbertspace).Thepairofthese

two spaceswascalled in [1]theKrein-Hilbert(orHilbert-Krein)structureof

supersym m etry.

In thispaperwe presentseveraldetailed sim ple proofsofthisassertion to-

gether with the �rst steps towards the study ofquantum supersym m etric

�elds outside path integralm ethods. In particular our m ethods open the

way into lesswell-known subjectsasforinstancethecanonicalquantization

ofsupersym m etriesand thesupersym m etricK�allen-Lehm ann representation.

The paperis structured as follows: in Section 2 we describe ournotations

and conventions. Generally they coincide with those of[2]with only one

exception (see Section 2).OurM inkowskim etric is(�1;1;1;1).Ourstudy

needsconsiderationson supersym m etric functionswith com m uting num eri-

calspinorcom ponentsinstead oftheusualsupersym m etric�eldsused in the

fram ework ofpath integralm ethods. In orderto cope with both,functions
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and �elds,in Section 3wem odify and enrich them ethodsofcom putationsin

aform which wecallm ixed van derW aerden calculus.Sections4,5,6contain

preparatory m aterial. The m ain pointofthe paperisexplained in Section

7.Proofsarepresented in Sections8 and 9 and theresultsareevaluated in

Section 10. Sections 11 and 12 contain technicalaswellasphysicalappli-

cationsto the supersym m etric quantum �eld theory. Note thatourHilbert

supersym m etric space isdi�erent from the superHilbertspace of[3,4,5].

Thelatterisnotused in thispaper.

W e close the Introduction by som e rem arkswhich m ighthelp the readerto

placethecontentsofthispaperinto an adequatefram ework.

Inde�nite m etric is wellknown in quantum physics. For exam ple in elec-

trodynam ics it appears under the nam e ofGupta-Bleuler and St�uckelberg

quantization aswellasquantization usingghost�elds.Itcould beofinterest

in non-abelian gaugetheoriestoo.In arigoroussetting,which isunusualand

therefore lessknown to physicists(we apologise forusing a lesswellknown

approach)itappearsin theform ofaKrein space[6,7].Itm akesnoproblem s

because an adequate Hilbertspace can be easily recovered. From technical

pointofview the rigoroussetting usesthe so called axiom atic approach to

quantum �eld theory in which quantum �elds are after allsuposed to be

operator-valued distributions[8]. According to generalrulesofdistribution

theory,operationson �eldsaretransfered to testfunctions.Asa particular

exam ple,which m ighthelp understanding thepresentpaper,wem ention the

wellknown Gupta and Bleuler subsidiary (annihilation) condition. It can

be transfered to testfunctionsand helpsde�ning the physicalpositive de�-

niteHilbertspaceon functionsofspace-tim e.Thesam eprocedureworksin

electrodynam icsin the St�uckelberg quantization oreven quantization using

ghost�elds(seeforinstance[9]Chapter1 orthereview paper[10]).In this

paperwe�rstwork outin detailtheintrinsicinde�nitem etricoftheN = 1

superspace claim ed in [1]in the m assive case and startapplicationsofthis

structure(physicaland m athem atical)keeping in m ind theanalogy with the

above discussion ofinde�nitenessin quantum electrodynam ics.Ourconsid-

erationswillnotbe lim ited to free �elds(see the lastsection ofthe paper).

Testfunctionsand distributionscan beextended to supertestfunctionsand

super distributions but the Hilbert space keeps its m eaning exactly,being

now realized on superfunctions(Hilbertsuperspace).Asalready m entioned

above itisdi�erentfrom the so-called superHilbertspace used som etim es

in supersym m etry (which is neither a Krein nor a Hilbert space) in which

theinde�nitenessism orestringentthan in theKrein space itselfbecause it

containsvectorsofim aginary lengts.Followingthepaperthereaderwill�nd

outthatourm ethodsareappropriatefortherelativisticcasebutnotforthe

supersym m etric quantum m echanics.
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2 N otations and C onventions

ThesignatureofM inkowskispaceis(�1;1;1;1).AssociatedtoxinM inkowski

space there are two-com ponent Grassm ann variables�;��. Basically we use

com m on notations and conventions following [2]with only one exception

concerning thesign of�0 which isonein thispaperinstead ofm inusonein

[2]. They fully coincide with the notationsin [11]. W e m ake di�erence be-

tween supersym m etricfunctions,supersym m etric�eldsand quantum super-

sym m etric �elds. The supersym m etric functionssim ulate (up to regularity

properties) both wave functions as wellas test functions. Supersym m etric

�elds,which arecom m on in physicaltextbooks,arem ilestonesofpath inte-

grals. Because ourwork liesoutside path integrals,they willnotbe really

used in this paper (except for som e side rem arks). Supersym m etric (test)

functionsofz= (x;�;��);� = (��);� = 1;2;�� = (��_�);_� = _1;_2 arewritten as

X (z)= X (x;�;��)=

= f(x)+ �’(x)+ ����(x)+ �
2
m (x)+ ��2n(x)+

+��l��vl(x)+ �
2����(x)+ ��2� (x)+ �

2��2d(x) (2.1)

whereforde�nitnesswechoosethecoe�cientsof�;�� to beregularfunctions

ofx decreasing to zero atin�nity (forinstancein theSchwartzspaceS)but

eventually we willallow som e singularities (distributions). The coe�cients

ofodd powersofGrassm ann variablesarenum ericalspinorsi.e.spinorswith

num ericalcom ponents. Bar m eans com plex conjugation for num bers and

functions e.g. �’ _� = ’� = (’�)
� aswellas conjugation forthe Grassm ann

variables e.g. ��_� = (��)
�. The variables�;�� are looked atasindependent.

Forvl(x)wecan writeequivalently

��
l��vl(x)= �

���
_�
v
� _�
(x) (2.2)

where

v
� _�
(x)= �

l

� _�
vl(x) (2.3)

and otherway round

v
l(x)= �

1

2
��l

_��
v
� _�
(x) (2.4)

Thisshowsthatthecom ponentsoftheGrassm ann variablesin (2.1)arear-

bitrary functionsofx (in S)asthey should be.Asstated beforex,orm ore

precisely itscom ponentsxl;l= 0;1;2;3,are num bers(base)buteventually

wewillbeforced toadm itthatthey acquireeven elem entsoftheGrassm ann
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algebra.In thiscase we tend to perform the Taylorexpansion retaining for

x only thebase.

W e consider the com plex linear space ofsupersym m etric functions oftype

(2.1). Eventually we willconsider supersym m etric functions and distribu-

tionsofseveralspace-tim e and Grassm ann variablestoo.W edo notunder-

takeanye�ortin ordertom athem aticallyde�nefunctionsofseveralvariables

(especially Grassm ann);instead weinvokeatthispointthehandwaveing ar-

gum entsin physics.

Usually expressions ofform (2.1) used in physics where the coe�cients of

theodd powersoftheGrassm ann variablesarespinorswith anticom m uting

com ponents (which anticom m ute with �;�� too) are called (classical) �elds

and appearin theprocessofsupersym m etricpath integralquantization.W e

willencountersupersym m etric �eldsin thispaperonly m arginally.

In whatfollowswe use a m ixed van derW aerden calculuswhich takesinto

account as usualthe anticom m utativity ofthe com ponents of�;�� as well

asthe com m utativity ofthe num ericalspinorcom ponentsam ong them and

with Grassm ann’s �;�� too. Forthe convenience ofthe reader,in the next

section,wegive a fullaccountofcom putationalrulesforthem ixed van der

W aerden calculus.

3 M ixed van der W aerden C alculus

The standard van derW aerden calculus[2,11]turnsspinorm atrix algebra

into a spinortensorcalculuscom m on forvectorsand tensors. Itisused in

supersym m etry togetherwith an overallconvention ofanticom m utativity of

the Grassm ann variables and spinor com ponents. The m ain tools are the

antisym m etric "m etric tensors" (���);(���);�21 = �12 = 1;�12 = �21 = �1

and the �� m atrix

��l_�� = �
_� _�
�
��
�
l

� _�
l= 0;1;2;3 (3.1)

Them atrices�l� _�;l= 1;2;3 aretheusualPaulim atrices:

�
1 =

�

0 1

1 0

�

;�
2 =

�

0 �i

i 0

�

;�
3 =

�

1 0

0 �1

�

and �0 = 1. Here �
_� _�
= ���;�

_� _� = ���. Forthe Kroneckersym bol�
�
� = �

_�

_�.

W e have ����
�
 = �
�;�_� _�

�
_� _
 = �

_


_�. Note the standard index positionsfor�

and �� which m akecontacttothem atrix interpretation:up for��,down for�.

Eventually when reading up som e Hilbertspace propertiesfrom the form al

van derW aerden calculustofollow thiscaution willbeim portant.In m atrix

4



form wehave �� = (�0;��1;��2;��3).

Spinors with upperand lowerindicesarerelated through the�-tensor:

 
� = �

��
 �; � = ��� 

� (3.2)

On the way we accept in som e places nonstandard index positions for�;��

obtained with thehelp of�;�� asin [11]butreturn tostandard positionsin the

end ofthecom putation,especially when we connectto them atrix interpre-

tation. Nonstandard index positionsin �;�� m ay easily produce confusions

and thereforethey m ustbeused with care.

W ehave

��l_�� = �
l
� _� = �l

� _�
= (�l

� _�
)�; ��l

_��
= �

l

� _�
(3.3)

Carem ustbepaid alsotothebaron � which hasdoublem eaningbutisclear

from the context. Forexam ple in ��l
_��
= �l

� _�
the upperbarm eanscom plex

conjugation. These relations are com patible with (3.1). W e also write for

instance

��
l�

_� = �
l�

_� = �
l_�
�

i.e. knowing thatalwaysfor� the �rstindex isunderstood to be undotted

whereasthesecond oneisdotted and vice-versafor�� though typographically

in ournotations this is not visible for�
l�

_� ;��
l�

_� ;�
l_�
� . Note thatthe com plex

conjugation barchangesindices(asforinstancein (3.3)).

W ehaveforl;m = 0;1;2;3

tr(�l��m )= �
l

� _�
��m

_�� = �2�lm (3.4)

�
l

� _�
��
_��

l
= �2����

_�

_�
(3.5)

(�l��m + �
m ��l)�� = �2�lm ��� (3.6)

(��l�m + ��m �l)_�_� = �2�lm �_�_� (3.7)

where � isthe M inkowskim etric tensor(�1;1;1;1). In the anticom m uting

casei.e.in thestandard van derW aerden calculuswehave

 � =  
�
�� = � ��

� = �
�
 � = � 

� �� = � _� �� _� = � � _� ��
_� = ��� � � = �� � 

Theconjugation (��)
� = �� _�;(�

�)� = �� _� reversestheorderofspinorcom po-

nents:

(� )� = � = �� � = � _� ��
_� = � �� = �� � =  � = ( �)�
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W e also have the usuallist ofrules in the (anticom m uting) spinor algebra

given in Appendix A and Appendix B of[2]:

(��)(� )= �
1

2
(� )�2

(����)(��� )= �
1

2
(�� � )��2

��
l� = � � ��l�

��l� =  �
l��

W eusenotationslike’�l;�l�’;�’��letc.m eaningthespinors(’�l)_� = ’��l
� _�
;(�l�’)� =

�l
� _�
�’
_�;(�’��l)� = �’ _�

��l
_��;(��l’)

_� = ��l
_��’� i.e. respecting the standard index

positionsin �.Forexam ple

(����l) = (����l)� � = �� _���
l_��
 � = ��(��l )= ����l 

Concerning thedi�erentialand integralcalculusin theGrassm ann variables

we follow usualconventions too (see for instance [11]). The Grassm ann

derivativesare

@� =
@

@��
;@

� =
@

@��
;�@_� =

@

@��_�
;�@_� =

@

@��_�

de�ned through

@��
� = �

�
�;@

�
�� = �

�
�;
�@_�
��
_� = �

_�

_�;
�@_� ��_� = �

_�
_�

�@_��
� = @�

��
_� = 0;f@�;@�g= f�@_�;

�@_�
g= 0

DerivativesofproductsofGrassm ann variablesarede�ned usingtheproduct

rulewherethederivativesanticom m utewith thevariables.In particular

@��
2 = 2��;�@_�

��2 = �2��_�;@
�
�
2 = �2��;�@ _� ��2 = 2��_�

where�2 = ��;��2 = ����.

Forderivativeswehave

�
��
@� = �@

�
;���@

� = �@�;�
_� _� �@_�

= � �@ _�
;�

_� _�
�@
_� = � �@_�

The Grassm ann derivative isan operator.In orderto connectto standards

in physics we willintroduce the conjugation ofoperatorsbutnotuse itin

thispaper.Theconjugation oftheGrassm ann derivativeisde�ned usingthe

leftderivativeto be[11]

(@�)
� = @� =

 �
�@ _�

6



Itcan beproved that

(@�)
� = @� = � �@_� (3.8)

where the signs appearifwe apply the derivative to an even orto an odd

function oftheGrassm ann variables.Thisisatthesam elevelofform ality as

the de�nition ofconjugation ofthe usualderivative: (i @

@xl
)� = �i @

@xl
which

hasto becontrasted with thede�nition oftheL2 (Hilbert)-adjointoperator

(i @

@xl
)y = i @

@xl
.Lateron wewilldiscusssupersym m etricadjointoperatorsin

aHilbertspacetobestillde�ned.Theaboveconjugation willplay norolein

thispaperalthough itcould beused to givequick alternativeproofsofsom e

relationsto follow in Section 5.W ede�ne�nally @2 = @�@�;
�@2 = �@_�

�@ _�.

Som eparticularaspectsofBerezin integration in ourcontexti.e.in thepres-

ence ofcom plex and Grassm ann conjugation,willbe discussed later on in

thepaper.

Aslong aswework in physicswith supersym m etric �eldsthestandard (an-

ticom m utative) van derW aerden calculus described above issu�cient and

very useful. Butifwe wantto apply itto supersym m etric functionsofthe

form (2.1)with num ericalspinor coe�cients the rules have to be m odi�ed

and enriched.W edescribe now theseenrichm ents.

Supposethatthespinorcom ponentsareassum ed tocom m utebetween them -

selvesand with theGrassm ann variables�;��.Up to thism odi�cation were-

tain allconventionsfrom above.Obviously the anticom m utativity property

oftheGrassm ann variablesand thevan derW aerden rulesforthem rem ain

unchanged. W e startby giving the corresponding counterpart ofthe rules

aboveforthecom m utativespinoralgebra.They are:

 � =  
�
�� = � ��

� = ��
�
 � = �� 

� �� = � _� �� _� = � � _� ��
_� = � �� _� � _� = � �� � 

� = �� � = �� _� � _� = � _� ��
_� = � �� = � �� � = � �

(��)(� )=
1

2
(� )�2

(����)(��� )=
1

2
(��� )��2

��
l� = � ��l�

��l� =  �
l��

7



The�-spinoralgebra relationsrem ain unchanged,e.g.

�
�
�
� = �

1

2
�
��
�
2
; ���� =

1

2
����

2

��_� ��
_� =

1

2
�
_� _���2; ��_� ��_� = �

1

2
�
_� _�
��2

(��l��)(��m ��)= �
1

2
�
2��2�lm

aswellasforGrassm ann conjugation

�1��2� :::�n
 = ��n _
 :::��2 _�
��1_�

W eseethattherearesign discrepanciesto theanticom m utivity convention.

In particulartheconjugatefunction �X (z):

X
� = �X = �X (x;�;��)=

= �f(x)� ��(x)� �� �’(x)+ �
2�n(x)+ ��2 �m (x)+

+��l���vl(x)� �
2��� (x)� ��2��(x)+ �

2��2�d(x) (3.9)

isdi�erentfrom theconjugate�eld asitappearsin physicstextbooks:

X
� = �X = �X (x;�;��)=

= �f(x)+ ��(x)+ �� �’(x)+ �
2�n(x)+ ��2 �m (x)+

+��l���vl(x)+ �
2��� (x)+ ��2��(x)+ �

2��2�d(x) (3.10)

In both cases ��X = X . The term ��l���vl = ��l��vl can also be written as

follows

��
l���vl= �

� ��
_��v
� _�

= ��l��vl= ����_�v� _� = �
���

_�
v� _�

which im plies

�v
� _�

= v� _� = (v� _�)
� (3.11)

aswellas�v�_� = v_�
�
etc.whereindicesarem oved (up and down)with thehelp

of�;��.In v and in �v too undotted indicesareon the�rstand dotted indices

on thesecond place(thesituation isdi�erentfrom �;�� ).

Notethatthetransition from X to �X in thecom m utingcaserequiresthefol-

lowingreplacem ents:f;’;��;m ;n;v;��; ;dgoto �f;��;� �’;�n;�m ;�v;� � ;��;�d.
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4 Som e usefulrelations

Up tonow supersym m etry i.e.thesym m etry underthePoincaresupergroup

(or superalgebra) played no role. In this section we prepare som e tools in

superspaceconnected tosupersym m etry.Letusconsiderthesupersym m etric

covariant(and invariant)[2,11]derivativesD ;�D with spinorialcom ponents

D �;D
�;�D _�;�D

_� de�ned as

D � = @� + i�
l

� _�
��
_�
@l (4.1)

D
� = �

�

D 
 = �@

� + i�
l�
_�
��
_�
@l (4.2)

�D _� = � �@_� � i�
�
�
l
� _�@l (4.3)

�D _� = �
_�_
 �D _
 = �@ _�

� i�
�
�
l_�
� @l (4.4)

W eacceptherelikein Section 3 nonstandard index positionsfor� writing

�
��
�
l
� _� = �

l�
_�

Third powersm onom ialsofD -operatorsaswellasof �D -operatorsvanish.

ForotherpropertiesoftheD ;�D -operatorssee[11].Notethat �D _�;�D
_� were

explicitly de�ned by (4.3),(4.4)(notby operatorconjugation).Thisrem ark

applies to allbar-operators to be introduced below (see also the com m ent

before (3.8)). Besidescovariantderivativeswe need supersym m etric gener-

ators [11](the de�nition in [2]di�ers by an unit im aginary factor)Q �;�Q _�

de�ned as

iQ � = @� � i�
l

� _�
��
_�
@l (4.5)

i�Q _� = � �@_� + i�
�
�
l
� _�@l (4.6)

satisfying theanticom m uting relationsofthePoincaresuperalgebra [2,11]

fQ �;�Q _�
g = 2�l

� _�
Pl (4.7)

fQ �;Q �g= 0;f�Q _�;�Q _�
g= 0 (4.8)

where Pl isthegeneratorofspace-tim etranslationsrealized on functionsas

Pl= �i@l.The com ponentsofQ;�Q com m ute with thoseofD ;�D .Form ally

one obtainsiQ;i�Q from D ;�D by changing @l to �@l or� to ��.Notethat

D � doesnotcontain thevariables� and �D _� doesnotcontain thevariables��

such thatwecan easily writeattheoperatorlevel:

D
2 = D

�
D � = �(@�@� � 2i@� _� ��

_�
@
� + ��2�) (4.9)

�D 2 = �D _�
�D _� = �(�@_�

�@ _� + 2i��@� _� �@
_� + �

2 �) (4.10)

9



where

� = �
lm
@l@m

isthed’Alem bertian,� istheM inkowskim etrictensor(in ourcase(-1,1,1,1))

and

@� _� = �
l
� _�@l

W em akeuseofoperatorsde�ned as

c= �D 2
D

2
;a = D

2 �D 2
;T = D

� �D 2
D � = �D _�D

2 �D _� = �8� +
1

2
(c+ a) (4.11)

which areused to de�neform alprojections[2,11]

Pc =
1

16�
c;Pa =

1

16�
a;PT = �

1

8�
T (4.12)

on chiral,antichiraland transversalsupersym m etric functions (to be rig-

orously de�ned below). These operatorsare,forthe tim e being,form albe-

causetheycontain thed’Alem bertian in thedenom inator.Problem swith the

d’Alem bertian in (4.12)in thedenom inatorwillbeexplained laterin thispa-

perbut,ifwe wish,forthe tim e being we m ay m ake sense ofPi;i= c;a;T

when applied tofunctionswhich in m om entum spacevanish in asm allneigh-

borhood ofthe zero m om entum . W hen applied to such functions they are

wellde�ned in m om entum space and as such in the coordinate space too.

There is an alternative way to look atthe inverse d’Alem bertians (see the

assum ption after(5.40)in Section 5). Note that�c;�a;�T;�Pc;�Pa;�PT were not

de�ned becausewedo notneed to de�nethem .

Chiral,antichiraland transversalfunctions are linear subspaces ofgeneral

supersym m etric functionswhich arede�ned by theconditions[2,11]

�D _�
X = 0;_� = 1;2;;D �

X = 0;� = 1;2;D 2
X = �D 2

X = 0

respectively.Itcan beproved thattheserelationsareform ally equivalentto

therelations

PcX = X ; PaX = X ; PTX = X

respectively.Theindex cstaysforchiral,a forantichiraland T fortransver-

sal.W ehaveform ally

P
2

i = Pi;PiPj = 0; i6= j;i;j= c;a;T

and Pc + Pa + PT = 1. Accordingly, each supersym m etric function can

be form ally decom posed into a sum ofa chiral,antichiraland transversal

10



contribution (from a rigorous point ofview this statem ent m ay be wrong

and hasto bereconsidered because oftheproblem swith thed’Alem bertian

in thedenom inator;fortunately we willnotrun into such di�cultiesasthis

willbem adeclearlaterin thepaper).Itturnsoutthatcentralforourstudy

willbetheoperator

J = Pc+ Pa � PT (4.13)

which is no longera projection butJ2 = 1. J is also non-localbecause it

involvestheinverse d’Alem bertian.Forseveralpurposeswealso need [2]

P+ =
1

4
p
�
D

2 (4.14)

P� =
1

4
p
�
�D 2 (4.15)

They arenotprojection operatorsasthenotation m ightsuggest.

Letusnow specify thecoe�cientfunctionsin (2.1)forthechiralX c,antichi-

ralX a and transversalX T supersym m etric functions[2,11](they also can

beread up from theform ulasofthenextsection).

ForthechiralcaseX c wehave:

�� =  = n = 0;vl= @l(if)= i@lf;
�� =

i

2
��l@l’;d =

1

4
�f (4.16)

Heref;’ and m arearbitrary functions.

FortheantichiralX a case:

’ = �� = m = 0;vl= @l(�if)= �i@lf;

 =
i

2
�
l
@l��;d =

1

4
�f (4.17)

Heref;�� and n arearbitrary functions.

ForthetransversalcaseX T [11]:

m = n = 0;@lv
l= 0;

�� = �
i

2
��l@l’; = �

i

2
�
l
@l��;d = �

1

4
�f (4.18)

Heref;’;�� arearbitrary and v satis�es@lv
l= 0.

Itisim portantto stress thatin the above relations,forinstance in (4.16),

we used �� = i

2
��l@l’ for �� _� = i

2
(��l@l’)

_� = i

2
��l_��@l’� and  = i

2
�l@l�� for

 � = i

2
�l
� _�
@l��

_� i.e. we read up starting with standard index positions in
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�;��. In the sam e vain these relations are equivalent to �� = � i

2
@l’�

l or

� = i

2
�l@l�’ m eaning �� _� = � i

2
@l’

��l� _� and �� =
i

2
�l
� _�
@l�’

_� respectively etc.

Note that if�f;�’�;� ��
_� 6= 0;� = 1;2;_� = _1;_2 there is no overlap be-

tween two (orthree)sectors,chiral,antichiraland transversal. W e willpay

attention to satisfy thiscondition.

5 M oreon covariantand invariantderivatives

In thissection weprovideexplicitly som ederivativesofsupersym m etricfunc-

tions(not�elds)and provesom eform ulaswhich in thiscasewillbeneeded in

thesequel;in particulartheso called "transferrules" [11].Firstwecom pute

D �X = ’� + �
�(2m ���)+ ��_�(�v

_�
� � i�

l_�
� @lf)+

+ ��2( � �
i

2
�
l
� _�@l��

_�)+ �
���_�(2����� _� � i�

l
� _�@l’�)+

+�2��_�(�i�
l_�
� @lm )+

��2��(2���d+
i

2
�
l_�
� @lv� _�)�

i

2
�
2��2�l� _�@l

�� _� (5.1)

D �X = �’ _�
+ ��(� �v

�
_�
+ i�

l�
_�
@l
�f)+ ��_�(�2�m �

_� _�
)+

+�2(� _�
+
i

2
�
l

� _�
@l�

�)+ �
���_�(2�

_� _�
�� + i�

l

� _�
@l�’ _�)+

+�2��_�(�2�
_� _�
�d�

i

2
�
l�
_�
@l�v� _�)+ ��2��(i�

l�
_�
@l�m )+

i

2
�
2��2�l

� _�
@l�

� (5.2)

�D _�
X = �� _�

+ �
�(v

� _�
� i�

l

� _�
@lf)+ ��_�(2n�

_�
_�
)+

+�2(�� _�
+
i

2
�
l

� _�
@l’

�)+ �
���_�(2�

_� _�
 � + i�

l

� _�
@l�� _�)+

+�2��_�(2�
_�
_�
d+

i

2
�
l�
_�
@l�v

_�
�)+

��2��(�i�l
� _�
@ln)+

i

2
�
2��2�l

� _�
@l 

� (5.3)

W eneed also

D �
�X = ��� + ��(2�n�

�
�)� �_�(�v

_�
� + i�

l_�
� @l

�f)+

+ ��2(��� +
i

2
�
l
� _�@l�’

��)+ �
���_�(�2��� � _� + i�

l
� _�@l��)+

+�2��_�(i�l� _�@l�n)�
��2��(2�

�
�
�d�

i

2
�
l_�
� @l�v

�
_�)+

i

2
�
2��2�l� _�@l

� _� (5.4)
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D �
�X = � �� _�

+ ��(�v
�
_�
+ i�

l�
_�
@lf)+ ��_�(�2n�

_� _�
)+

+�2(� �� _�
�
i

2
�
l

� _�
@l’

�)+ �
���_�(�2�

_� _�
 � � i�

l

� _�
@l�� _�)+

+�2��_�(�2�
_� _�
�d�

i

2
�
l�
_�
@l�v� _�)+ ��2��(i�

l�
_�
@ln)�

i

2
�
2��2�l

� _�
@l 

�) (5.5)

�D _�
�X = � �’ _�

+ �
�(�v

� _�
� i�

l

� _�
@l
�f)+ ��_�(2�m �

_�
_�
)+

+�2(� � _�
�
i

2
�
l

� _�
@l�

�)+ �
���_�(�2�

_� _�
�� � i�

l

� _�
@l�’ _�)+

+�2��_�(2�
_�
_�
�d+

i

2
�
l�
_�
@l�v

_�
�)+

��2���(�i�l
� _�
@l�m )�

i

2
�
2��2�l

� _�
@l�

� (5.6)

in orderto proveby inspection that

D �X = � �D _�
�X ;D �

�X = � �D _�
X (5.7)

where� m eans� foreven and + forodd X in Grassm ann variables.There

areno sim ple form ulasform ixed X i.e.neithereven norodd.W ecom pute

furthersim ilarexpressionsforQ;�Q.ForQ �;
�Q _�

we�nd

Q �X = ’� + �
�(2m ���)+ ��_�(�v

_�
� + i�

l_�
� @lf)+

+ ��2( � +
i

2
�
l
� _�@l��

_�)+ �
���_�(2����� _� + i�

l
� _�@l’�)+

+�2��_�(i�
l_�
� @lm )+

��2��(2���d�
i

2
�
l_�
� @lv� _�)+

i

2
�
2��2�l� _�@l

�� _� (5.8)

and

�Q _�
X = �� _�

+ �
�(v

� _�
+ i�

l

� _�
@lf)+ ��_�(2n�

_�
_�
)+

+�2(�� _�
�
i

2
�
l
� _�@l�’

�)+ �
���_�(2�

_� _�
 � � i�

l

� _�
@l�� _�)+

+�2��_�(2�
_�
_�
d�

i

2
�
l�
_�
@l�v

_�
�)+

��2��(i�l
� _�
@ln)�

i

2
�
2��2�l

� _�
@l
� � (5.9)

Thereadercan also com pute

Q �X ;�Q _�
�X ;Q �

�X ;Q �
�X

and verify asabovethat

Q �X = � �Q _�
�X ;Q �

�X = � �Q _�
X (5.10)
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where� m eans� forX even and + forX odd.

W eneed explicitly forseveralpurposesthequadraticderivatives

D
2
X = �4m + ��(�4�� � 2i��l@l’)+ ��2(�4d+ 2i@lv

l
� �f)+

+��l��(4i@lm )+ ��2�(�2i�l@l�� � �’)+ �
2��2(��m ) (5.11)

�D 2
X = �4n + �(�4 � 2i�l@l��)+ �

2(�4d� 2i@lv
l
� �f)+

+��l��(�4i@ln)+ �
2��(�2i��l@l � � ��)+ �

2��2(��n) (5.12)

D
2 �X = �4�n + ��(4� + 2i��l@l�)+ ��2(�4�d+ 2i@l�v

l
� � �f)+

+��l��(4i@l�n)+ ��2�(2i�l@l� + ��)+ �
2��2(�� �n) (5.13)

�D 2 �X = �4�m + �(4� + 2i�l@l�’)+ �
2(�4�d� 2i@l�v

l
� � �f)+

+��l��(�4i@l�m )+ �
2��(2i��l@l� + � �’)+ �

2��2(�� �m ) (5.14)

orin a m oresuggestiveway

D
2
X = �4m + ���� + ��2(�4d+ 2i@lv

l
� �f)+ ��

l��(4i@lm )+

+ ��2�(
1

2
i�

l
@l
��)+ �

2��2(��m ) (5.15)

�D 2
X = �4n + �� + �

2(�4d� 2i@lv
l
� �f)+ ��

l��(�4i@ln)+

+�2��(
1

2
i��l@l�)+ �

2��2(��n) (5.16)

whereweused thenotations

� = �4� � 2i�l@l�’; � = �4 � 2i�l@l�� (5.17)

�� = �4�� � 2i��l@l’; �� = �4� � 2i��l@l� (5.18)

orexplicitly �� = �4�� � 2i�l
� _�
@l�’

_� etc.W ealso can write

�D 2 �X = �4�m � �� + �
2(�4�d� 2i@l�v

l
� � �f)+ ��

l��(�4i@l�m )�

��
2��(

i

2
��l@l�)+ �

2��2(�� �m ) (5.19)

D
2 �X = �4�n � ���� +��2(�4�d+ 2i@l�v

l
� �f)+ ��

l��(4i@l�n)�

� ��2�(
1

2
i�

l
@l��)+ �

2��2(�� �n) (5.20)
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Note that in going from X to �X we have to replace �;�� by � ��;��. By

inspection we�nd that

D 2X = �D 2 �X ;�D 2X = D
2 �X (5.21)

Anotherderivation ofthisform ula is

D 2X = (D �D �)X = D �(D �X )= � �D _�
D �X =

= (�)(�)D _�(�D _�
�X )= �D

_�(�D _�
�X )= �D _�

�D _� �X = �D 2 �X

From (5.21)followsthat

cX = a �X ; aX = c�X ; (c+ a)X = (c+ a)�X ; TX = T �X (5.22)

i.e.theconjugateofcX assuperfunction isthesuperfunction a �X etc.Indeed

cX = �D 2D 2X = �D 2(D 2X )= D
2(D 2X )= D

2 �D 2 �X = aX

and sim ilarly fora.ForT wehave

TX = D �(�D 2D �X )= � �D _�(�D 2D �X )=

= � �D _�
D

2
D �X = (�)(�)�D _�

D
2 �D _�

�X =

= � �D _�
D

2 �D _�
�X = �D _�D

2 �D _� �X = T �X

W erem ind thereaderthat�c;�a;�T;�Pc;�Pa;�PT werenotde�ned.Thesituation

willbe cleared up later when de�ning Krein- and Hilbert space operator

adjoints.W ehavetoo

PcX = Pa �X ; PaX = Pc �X ; (Pc+ Pa)X = (Pc+ Pa)�X ;

PTX = PT �X ; P+ X = P� �X ; P� X = P+ �X ; JX = J �X (5.23)

RecallthatJ = Pc + Pa � PT. W e also need som e m ore relationsinvolving

the covariantderivatives D ;�D which appearin [11]orare consequences of

those.LetX ;Y besupersym m etric functionsasabove.Then wehave

D �(X Y )= (D �X )Y � X (D �Y ) (5.24)

�D _�(X Y )= (�D _�X )Y � X (�D _�Y ) (5.25)

Q �(X Y )= (Q �X )Y � X (Q �Y ) (5.26)

�Q _�(X Y )= (�Q _�X )Y � X (�Q _�Y ) (5.27)
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where� m eans+ forX even and � forX odd in theGrassm ann variables.

Itfollowsthat

D
2(X Y )= D

�
D �(X Y )= (D 2

X )Y + X (D 2
Y )� 2(D �

X )(D �Y ) (5.28)

�D 2(X Y )= D _�
�D _�(X Y )= (D 2

X )Y + X (D 2
Y )� 2(�D _�X )(�D

_�
Y ) (5.29)

forX even and odd respectively.

Now weintroducesom ekernelfunctionstogetherwith theirderivativeswhich

willbe used in the next sections. These are functions ofthe two variables

z1 = (x1;�1;��1);z2 = (x2;�2;��2)which are supposed to be Taylorexpanded

in thecom ponentsofthevariables�1;��1;�2;��2.Letusconsider

k(z1 � z2)= �
8(z1 � z2)= �

2(�1 � �2)�
2(��1 � ��2)�

4(x1 � x2) (5.30)

K 0(z1 � z2)= �
2(�1 � �2)�

2(��1 � ��2)
(x 1 � x2) (5.31)

where �2(�1 � �2)= (�1 � �2)
2;�2(��1 � ��2)= (��1 � ��2)

2 are Grassm ann ��

functionsand


�(x)= 
(x)=
1

(2�)2

Z

e
ipx
d�(p); �
(x)= 
(�x) (5.32)

where d�(p) = �(p)dp is a positive m easure such that the integral(5.32)

existsasdistribution.W ehaveK 0(z1 � z2)= K 0(z2 � z1).

Connected to thesekernelswehavea setof"transferrules" which aregiven

below:

D 1��
8(z1 � z2)= �D 2��

8(z1 � z2) (5.33)

�D 1_��
8(z1 � z2)= � �D 2_��

8(z1 � z2) (5.34)

and

D
2

1
�
8(z1 � z2)= D

2

2
�
8(z1 � z2) (5.35)

�D 2

1�
8(z1 � z2)= �D 2

2�
8(z1 � z2) (5.36)

where the derivative indices refer to the respective variables. Relations of

type(5.33)-(5.36)hold forK 0(z1 � z2)instead ofk(z1 � z2)too,forinstance

D 1�K 0(z1 � z2)= �D 2�K 0(z1 � z2) (5.37)

D
2

1
K 0(z1 � z2)= D

2

2
K 0(z1 � z2) (5.38)

etc.W ecan now com pute

�D 2

1D
2

1K 0(z1 � z2)= �D 2

1D
2

2K 0(z1 � z2)=

= D
2

2
�D 2

1
K 0(z1 � z2)= D

2

2
�D 2

2
K 0(z1 � z2) (5.39)
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because in independent variables [�D 2
1;D

2
2]= 0. By the sam e reasoning we

obtain sim ilar"transferrules" fora;T.ItfollowsthatforK 0 depending on

z1 � z2 wehave

c1K 0 = a2K 0; a1K 0 = c2K 0 T1K 0 = T2K 0 (5.40)

Assum ing thatthem easured�(p)satis�esa regularity condition atzero m o-

m entum (forinstancevanishesin m om entum spacein a sm allneighborhood

ofp= 0 )weget

Pc1K 0 = Pa2K 0 Pa1K 0 = Pc2K 0 PT1K 0 = PT2K 0

J1K 0 = J2K 0 (5.41)

Transferrulesholdseven forQ;�Q.W ewilluseonly

Q 1�K 0(z1 � z2)= �Q 2�K 0(z1 � z2) (5.42)

Q
2

1
K 0(z1 � z2)= Q

2

2
K 0(z1 � z2) (5.43)

and sim ilarrelationsfor �Q.

6 Som e supersym m etric integrals

In thissection wepresentsom eresultsconcerningGrassm ann (Berezin)inte-

gration which willbeused in thenextsections.In particularweconcentrate

on integration (including partialintegration) ofsom e conjugated (com plex

and Grassm ann)supersym m etricfunctions(not�elds).Recall�rstthestan-

dard notations concerning Berezin integration in supersym m etric context

[11,2]:

d
2
� =

1

2
d�

1
d�

2 = �
1

4
(d��)(d��);d

2�� = �
1

2
d��1d��2 = �

1

4
(d��_�)(d��

_�)
Z

d
2
�(�2)=

Z

d
2
�(���

�)=

Z

d
2
�(�2�1�2)= 1

Z

d
2��2(��2)= 1

with allotherintegralsvanishing.In factintegration coincideswith di�eren-

tiation:

Z

d
2
� =

1

2

@

@�1

@

@�2
=
1

4
@
�
@� =

1

4
@
2
;

Z

d��2 = �@_�
�@ _� =

1

4
�@2
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consistentwith thede�nitionsabovebecause

@
2
�
2 = �@2��2 = 4

W ehave�-function relations,forexam ple

Z

d
2
��

2(�
0

� �)f(�1;�2;��
_1
;��

_2)= f(�1
0

;�
20

;��
_1
;��

_2)

Denoting d8z= d4xd4�;d4� = d2�d2�� wehave

Z

d
8
zD �X =

Z

d
8
z�D _�X = 0 (6.1)

foran arbitraryregularfunction X goingtozeroatspace-tim ein�nity.From

(5.24)and

Z

d
8
zD �(X Y )=

Z

d
8
z�D _�(X Y )= 0 (6.2)

itfollowsthatforX ;Y going to zero atin�nity

Z

d
8
zX D �Y = �

Z

d
8
z(D �X )Y (6.3)

Z

d
8
zX �D _�Y = �

Z

d
8
z(�D _�X )Y (6.4)

according as X is even or odd in the Grassm ann variables. There are no

sim ple form ulas oftype (6.3),(6.4) for X being neither even nor odd. For

arbitrary X wehave

Z

d
8
zX D

2
Y =

Z

d
8
z(D 2

X )Y (6.5)

Z

d
8
zX �D 2

Y =

Z

d
8
z(�D 2

X )Y (6.6)

Z

d
8
zX PcY =

Z

d
8
z(PaX )Y (6.7)

Z

d
8
zX PaY =

Z

d
8
z(PcX )Y (6.8)

Z

d
8
zX PTY =

Z

d
8
z(PTX )Y (6.9)

W eused D 2 = D �D � = �D �D
� etc.

Now westateapartialintegration resultwhich involvesconjugated functions
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(com plex and Grassm ann)in the integrandsand willbe particularly useful

forthispaper.Indeed from (see(6.3),(6.4))
Z

d
8
z �X D �Y = �

Z

d
8
z(D �

�X )Y

Z

d
8
z �X �D _�Y = �

Z

d
8
z(�D _�

�X )Y

and from (5.7)weobtain
Z

d
8
z �X D �Y = (�)(�)

Z

d
8
z(�D _�X )Y =

Z

d
8
z(�D _�X )Y (6.10)

Z

d
8
z �X �D _�Y = (�)(�)

Z

d
8
z(D �X )Y =

Z

d
8
z(D �X )Y (6.11)

forX ;Y arbitrary satisfying theregularity conditions.

Sim ilarrelationshold forsupersym m etry generatorsQ;�Q:
Z

d
8
z �X Q �Y =

Z

d
8
z(�Q _�X )Y (6.12)

Z

d
8
z �X �Q _�Y =

Z

d
8
z(Q �X )Y (6.13)

They willbe im portantforwhatfollows.The key forthevalidity of(6.10)-

(6.13)goesback to (3.9)forfunctionsinstead of(3.10)for�elds. Certainly

wehave
Z

d
8
z �X D

2
Y =

Z

d
8
z(D 2 �X )Y =

Z

d
8
z(�D 2X )Y (6.14)

Z

d
8
z �X �D 2

Y =

Z

d
8
z(�D 2 �X )Y =

Z

d
8
z(D 2X )Y (6.15)

and
Z

d
8
z �X PcY =

Z

d
8
z(Pa �X )Y =

Z

d
8
z(PcX )Y (6.16)

Z

d
8
z �X PaY =

Z

d
8
z(Pc �X )Y =

Z

d
8
z(PaX )Y (6.17)

Z

d
8
z �X PTY =

Z

d
8
z(PT �X )Y =

Z

d
8
z(PTX )Y (6.18)

W em ention therelations
Z

d8zX =

Z

d
8
z �X (6.19)

Z

d8zX Y =

Z

d
8
zX Y =

Z

d
8
z�Y �X (6.20)
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where on the l.h.s. the barm eans num ericalcom plex conjugation whereas

on ther.h.s.itstaysforcom plex aswellasGrassm ann conjugation.W ealso

have

Z

d
8
zX iYi= 0; i= c;a (6.21)

Indeed forexam ple

Z

d
8
zX cYc =

Z

d
8
zX cPcY =

Z

d
8
z(PaX c)Y = 0

and

Z

d
8
zX aYa =

Z

d
8
zX aPaY =

Z

d
8
z(PcX a)Y = 0

Thereisno sim ilarrelation forPT.

Although prom ising,the relations (6.10)-(6.13) and (6.14)-(6.18) unfortu-

nately do notsay anything aboutHilbertspace operatoradjointness prop-

erties.The reason isthatthe integralsin superspace which appearin these

relations cannot be sim ply turned into positive de�nite sesquilinear form s.

Thesolution to thisproblem startsin thenextsection.

Before ending letusrem ark thatallconsiderationsin the previoussections

concerning functions(not�elds)ofone supervariable can be generalized to

functions ofseveralsupervariables. This isnotentirely trivial(see [11]for

conventions regarding Grassm ann integration in severalvariables). In par-

ticular the validity ofthe relations (6.10)-(6.13)and (6.14)-(6.18)forX ;Y

depending on the integration variable z1 and on param etersz2;z3;:::hasto

bequestioned.Thereason isthattheGrassm ann di�erentiation and conju-

gation m ustrespectorder. Thism akesno problem asthe readercan easily

convince him self.

Atthe end ofpresenting allthe preparatory m aterialofSections1 to 6 the

readerm ightask him selfwhy we,atextra cost,have abolished �eldsin fa-

voroffunctions. The pointisthatin the nextsections we wantto do not

only algebra,butcom eacrossquestionstouching positivity,scalarproducts,

unitarity etc.forwhich (wave)functionsinstead of�eldsareunavoidable.

7 Inde�nite m etric: the facts

In the vectorspace ofsupersym m etric functionswe wantto de�ne positive

sesquilinear form s. This isa nontrivialtask asexperience with integration
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overGrassm ann variables(Berezin integration)shows.Indeed ifweform

< X ;Y > 0=

Z

d
8
z �X (z)Y (z) (7.1)

where d8z = d4xd2�d2��,itiseasy to see thatitishighly inde�nite. Never-

thelessin theGrassm ann sectoralonethereexistsim pleexam plesofpositive

sesquilinearform s(seeforinstance[12]).Ifwewanttocopewith thecanoni-

calform alism in theHam iltonian approach tosupersym m etricquantum �eld

theory orto otherm orerigorousapproachesthan path integrals,wehaveto

start �nding positive sesquililear form s oftype (7.1). First we write down

anotherform of(7.1).Letk(z1 � z2)bede�ned asabove(see(5.30)).Then

(7.1)willbe

< X ;Y > k=

Z

d
8
z1d

8
z2 �X (z1)k(z1 � z2)Y (z2) (7.2)

Preparing theway into relativisticsuperspace wem odify (7.2)furtherto

< X ;Y >=

Z

d
8
z1d

8
z2 �X (z1)K 0(z1 � z2)Y (z2) (7.3)

whereasin Section 5

K 0(z1;z2)= K 0(z1 � z2)= �
2(�1 � �2)�

2(��1 � ��2)
(x 1 � x2)

and


�(x)= 
(x)=
1

(2�)2

Z

e
ipx
d�(p); �
(x)= 
(�x)

i.e. 
(x) is the inverse Fourier transform ofthe m easure d�(p) = �(p)dp

(for the de�nition ofthe Fourier transform see (8.11)). Although not yet

necessary,forapplication purposeswe willassum e thatthe (spectral)m ea-

sure d�(p)isconcentrated inside the interiorofthe forward lightcone and

eventually that it is Lorentz invariant. The prototype ofsuch a m easure

is d�(p) = �(p0)�(p
2 + m 2)dp where m > 0 is the m ass,�(p2 + m 2) the

delta-function concentrated on them assshellp2 = �m 2 and �(p0)theHeav-

iside function equalto 1 for positive and to 0 for negative p0. The m ass-

less case m = 0 has to be discussed separately (see [1]). Experience with

quantum �eld theory suggests that the form < X ;Y > should be a good

candidate forthe (supersym m etric invariant)sesquilinearform de�ning the

physicalHilbert space. Indeed the relation < Y;X > =< X ;Y > follows

from K (z)= K (�z).Butunfortunately itcan beveri�ed thatthissesquilin-

earform isstillhighly inde�nite.Using Pc + Pa + PT = 1 itcan bewritten
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equivalently

< X ;Y >=

Z

d
8
z1d

8
z2 �X (z1)[(Pc+ Pa + PT)K 0(z1 � z2)]Y (z2) (7.4)

where Pc;Pa;PT acton the �rstvariable z1 in K 0(z1 � z2). Adm itting that

Pc;Pa;PT can be hopefully realized astrue orthogonalprojection operators

the inde�niteness of(7.3)or(7.4)seem sto be a bad signal: itm eansthat

theHilbertspacewearelooking forcannotbea directsum

H = H c� H a � H T = H c+ a � H T (7.5)

ofHilbertspacesH i;i= c;a;T ofthe chiral,antichiraland transversalsec-

torsin thespace ofsupersym m etric functions.W em ustconclude thatsuch

decom positionswhich do appearin the physicalliterature on supersym m e-

try can beatm ostform al.In factthisform aldecom position waswell-known

from the �rstdaysofsupersym m etry (see forinstance the historicalreview

[13]). It resem bles the decom position in electrom agnetism into transversal

and longitudinalcom ponentsbutthisisnotquitetrue;seethediscussion in

Section 10 forprecisestatem ents.In supersym m etry thisfactwasnottaken

up seriously atthe levelofquantization.The reason isthatquantization in

supersym m etry isgenerallydonebythepath integralm ethod which although

being extrem ely successfulliesoutsideHilbertspaceand isnotableto catch

positivity.In electrom agnetism itisvery m uch related to theGupta-Bleuler

and St�uckelberg quantization m ethod. Now,from rigorous point ofview,

the longitudinal/transversaldecom position in electrodynam ics givesrise to

inde�nite m etric(in form ofa Krein space)from which thephysicalHilbert

space can be recovered by a sim ple procedure [6,7]. Itisreasonable to ask

ourselftowhatextentthesupersym m etry inducesasim ilarstructure,i.e.to

whatextenttheform aldecom position (7.5)should bereplaced byahopefully

rigorouscounterpart,forinstance

H = H c� H a 	 H T = H c+ a 	 H T (7.6)

with positivescalarproductgiven by

(X ;Y )=

Z

d
8
z1d

8
z2 �X (z1)K (z1;z2)Y (z2)=

=

Z

d
8
z1d

8
z2 �X (z1)[JK 0(z1 � z2)]Y (z2)=

=

Z

d
8
z1d

8
z2 �X (z1)[(Pc+ Pa � PT)K 0(z1 � z2)]Y (z2) (7.7)

22



instead of(7.3),(7.4).Here

K (z1;z2)= JK 0(z1 � z2)= (Pc+ Pa � PT)K 0(z1 � z2) (7.8)

isthe m ostim portantkernelin thispaper. The answer to thisquestion is

a�rm ative. Proofs willbe provided in the next sections. The integrals in

(7.7)can accom m odatein m om entum spacetheinversed’Alem bertian ifthe

m easuredensity�(p)isconcentrated insidetheforwardlightcone.Thekernel

K (z1;z2)isno longertranslation invariant(with respectto the Grassm ann

translations).Asabove theoperatorsPi;i= c;a;T acton the �rstvariable

z1 ofK 0 butthey can be transferred to the second variable z2 ofK 0 using

(5.41). Because the scalarproduct(7.7)doesn‘tchange by thistransferwe

take the liberty ofom itting the hinton which variable they act. Letting J

acton thesecond variablewecan writeequivalently

(X ;Y )=

Z

d
8
z1d

8
z2 �X (z1)K 0(z1 � z2)JY (z2) (7.9)

W edenotePc+ a = Pc+ Pa.Itfollowsthat

(X ;Y )=< X ;(Pc+ a � PT)Y >=< X ;JY > (7.10)

where both innerproducts< :;:>;(:;:)are supersym m etric invariant. W e

haveused (6.16-6.18).Thisistypicalfora Krein spaceand itsHilbertspace

associate.Forprecise de�nitionsseeSection 10 below.

The questofan inde�nite m etric inducing the physicalHilbertspace in su-

persym m etry wasasked and answered a�rm atively in [1]. Recognizing the

Hilbert space ofsupersym m etry as being generated by the inde�nite m et-

ric m ay have applicationsto rigoroussupersym m etric quantum �eld theory

outsidepath integralswhich includessupersym m etriccanonicalquantization

[15].

Thereareseveralproofsof(7.6),(7.7),som eofwhich weresketched in [1].In

thispaperwe provide a sim ple proofwhich givesnottoo m uch insightinto

them atterand a second one,com putationally m oreinvolved,worked outin

every detail,which providesm uch m oreinform ation then the�rstproof.

Atthisstage a word ofcaution isnecessary:talking aboutphysicalHilbert

space we certainly do notm ean the form idable physicalHilbertspace ofan

interacting quantum �eld theory. From the physicalpointofview ourcon-

struction can reach (beside the free �eld and variants ofit as for instance

W ick productsofafree�eld orageneralized free�eld)atm ostthe2-particle

(two point)function ofan interacting quantum �eld asthisisillustrated in

thelastsection.From them athem aticalpointofview wearesatis�ed by the

fact that in our construction the supersym m etric Hilbert space is realized
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on supersym m etric functionsofspace-tim e and Grassm ann variables. This

m ighthave som e advantages(also ofphysicalnature)which willnotbe de-

scribed in thispaper.

Beforestartingwork letusrem ark thatourstatem entsapply totherelativis-

tic case. W e do nottouch the supersym m etric quantum m echanics sim ply

because our m ethods do not apply in this case. In rigorous supersym m e-

try,asthisappearsforinstance in [5],the Hilbertspace ofsupersym m etry

(relativistic ornot)isderived from a generalsuperHilbertspace (which is

nota Hilbert space). The inde�niteness ism uch m ore stringent because a

super Hilbert space contains vectors ofim aginary lengths. The two struc-

tures:superHilbertspace and ourKrein-Hilbertstructure are di�erent. In

therelativisticcasewepreferourstructureforreasonsto beexplained later.

Itisalso interesting to rem ark thatthestudy ofdynam icalsupersym m etric

system s related to the usualBRST quantization [14]also provideshints of

inde�nite m etric.

In thenexttwo sectionswegiveproofsofthefollowing statem ents:

(X ;Y )= (Y;X ) (7.11)

(X ;X )� 0 (7.12)

for arbitrary supersym m etric X ;Y where the bar on the r.h.s. of(7.11)

m eansnum ericalcom plex conjugation.

8 Inde�nite m etric: �rst proof

Our�rstproofdoesn’tgivefullinsightintotheinde�nitem etricoftheN = 1

superspacebutithastheadvantageofbeing com putationally sim ple.Using

thede�nition oftheproduct(:;:)in (7.7)and (6.19),(6.20)wewrite

(Y;X )=

Z

d
8
z1d

8
z2�Y (z1)JK 0X (z2) (8.1)

(Y;X )=

Z

d
8
z1 �Z(z1)Y (z1) (8.2)

where

Z(z1)=

Z

d
8
z2JK 0(z1 � z2)X (z2) (8.3)

W eused herethefactthatforarbitrarysuperfunctionsF;G (ofoneorseveral

variables)FG = �G �F holds.UsingJK 0 = J �K 0 and K 0(z1 � z2)= K 0(z2� z1)
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weget

�Z(z1)=

Z

d
8
z2 �X (z2)JK 0(z2 � z1)

and

(Y;X )=

Z

d
8
z1[

Z

d
8
z2 �X (z2)JK 0(z2 � z1)]Y (z1)=

=

Z

d
8
z1d

8
z2 �X (z1)JK 0(z1 � z2)Y (z2)= (X ;Y ) (8.4)

Thisproves(7.11).W ith a littlem oree�ortthereadercan provethat(7.11)

rem ainstrueeven ifJ isreplaced by oneoftheoperatorsPc+ Pa;PT;P+ + P�
orcom binationsofthem with realcoe�cients.

Now we go over to (7.9) taking Y = X and write, using the projection

property,transferrulesand partialintegration (6.16)-(6.18)

(X ;X )=

Z

d
8
z1d

8
z2 �X (z1)(Pc+ Pa � PT)K 0X (z2)=

=

Z

d
8
z1d

8
z2 �X (z1)(P

2

c + P
2

a � P
2

T)K 0X (z2)=

=

Z

d
8
z1d

8
z2[

X

i= c;a

(PiX (z1))K 0(PiX (z2))� PTX (z1)K 0(PTX (z2))]=

=

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2
(x 1 � x2)(Ic(x1;x2)+ Ia(x1;x2)� IT(x1;x2)) (8.5)

with

Ii(x1;x2)=

Z

d
4
�1d

4��2�
2(�1 � �2)�

2(��1 � ��2)�X (z1)PiX (z2)=

=

Z

d
4
��X i(x1;�;��)Xi(x2;�;��); i= c;a;T (8.6)

where d4� = d2�d2��. Here Xi = PiX ;i= c;a;T are chiral,antichiraland

transversalrespectively. W e have �X i = PiX ;i= c;a;T. W e startnow the

separatestudy of

(X ;X )i= (X i;X i)=

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2
(x 1 � x2)Ii(x1;x2) ;i= c;a;T (8.7)

In the chiralcase itfollowsfrom Section 4,(4.16)thatthere are functions

f;’;m ;vl = i@lf;
�� = i

2
��l@l’;d = 1

4
�f (other then those which appear in
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X ;�X ,(2.1)and (3.9);thism akesthedi�erenceto thesecond proofto follow

in Section 9)such that

X c = f + �’ + �
2
m + ��

l��vl+ �
2���� + �

2��2d (8.8)

and therefore

�X c = �f � �� �’ + ��2 �m + ��
l���vl� ��2�� + �

2��2�d (8.9)

Recallthat �� = i

2
��l@l’ (equivalent to � = i

2
�l@l�’)m eans ��

_� = i

2
��l_��@l’�

(equivalentto �� =
i

2
�l
� _�
@l�’

_� ).W e�nd

Ic(x1;x2)= �d(x1)f(x2)�
1

2
�(x1)’(x2)+

1

2
�
lm �vl(x1)vm (x2)+

+ �m (x1)m (x2)�
1

2
�’(x1)��(x2)+ �f(x1)d(x2) (8.10)

Now wegototheFourierm om entum space.TheFouriertransform isde�ned

to be

~f(p)=
1

(2�)2

Z

e
� ixp

f(x)dx; f(x)=
1

(2�)2

Z

e
ipx ~f(p)dp (8.11)

where xp = x:p isthe M inkowskiscalarproduct. The derivative @l goesin

m om entum spaceasusualto � 1

i
pl.Thefollowing form ulaswillbeused

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2 �F(x1)
(x 1 � x2)G(x2)=

Z

d
4
p
�~F(p)�(p)~G(p) (8.12)

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2
�F(x1)
(x 1 � x2)�G(x2)=

Z

d
4
p
�~F(p)�(p)(�p2)~G(p) (8.13)

with thebarbeing thecom plex conjugation.W eneed thecaseF = G.The

contributionsof �m (x1)m (x2)and of

�d(x1)f(x2);
1

2
�
lm �vl(x1)vm (x2); �f(x1)d(x2)

in (X ;X )c evaluated with (4.16),(8.12),(8.13)in m om entum space areposi-

tive.Now wepassto thecontributionsin (X ;X )c induced by �
1

2
�(x1)’(x2)

and � 1

2
�’(x1)��(x2).Using (4.16)and

@1l
(x 1 � x2)= �@2l
(x 1 � x2)

itiseasy to seethatthey areequalsuch thatitisenough to study

A = �

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2
(x 1 � x2)

i

2
�’ _�(x1)��

l_��
@l’�(x2) (8.14)
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Indeed wehave

�
1

2
�(x1)’(x2)=

i

4
@l�’(x1)��

l
’(x2)= �

i

4
�’(x1)��

l
@l’(x2)

�
1

2
�’(x1)��(x2)= �

i

4
�’(x1)��

l
@l’(x2)

In orderto passwith A to m om entum space we need the following variant

of(8.12),(8.13)

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2 �F(x1)
(x 1 � x2)(�i

@

@xl
2

)H (x2)=

Z

d
4
p
�~F(p)�(p)pl~H (p) (8.15)

which in a m atrix generalization reads

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2
(x 1 � x2)�F(x1)M (�i

@

@x2
)H (x2)=

=

Z

d
4
p�(p)

�~F(p)M (p)~H (p) (8.16)

where F;H arevectorsand M a m atrix with entriesdepending on �i @

@x2
=

(�i @

@xl
2

).Using (8.16)with F = H weobtain in m om entum space

A =
1

2

Z

d
4
p�(p)�~’ _�(p)��

l_��
pl~’�(p)=

1

2

Z

d
4
p�(p)�~’(p)(��p)~’(p) (8.17)

and thisispositive because the m atrix ��p = ��lpl (aswellas�p)ispositive

de�nite in the forward lightcone where the m easure d�(p)isconcentrated.

Certainly we were carefully enough in order to have at this �nalstage of

com putation standard index positionsin the van derW aerden �;�� (m atrix

interpretation).Thepositivity ofthem atrix ��p (and �p)can beeasily veri-

�ed by readingup itstraceand determ inant.W erem ind thatourconvention

is�0 = 1.

The com putation ofthe antichiralcontribution to (8.5)issim ilarand gives

a positiveresulttoo.

Thetransversalcontribution to(8.5)ism oreinterestingbecauseunexpected.

Although itlookssim ilarto the othertwo contributions itturnsoutto be

negative! Indeed we have (with othercoe�cients than those which appear

in X ;�X )

X T = f + �’ + ���� + ��
l��vl+ �

2���� + ��2� + �
2��2d

�X T = �f � �� � �� �’ + ��
l���vl� �

2��� � ��2�� + �
2��2�d
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with (4.18)

@lv
l= 0;�� = �

i

2
��l@l’; = �

i

2
�
l
@l��;d = �

1

4
�f

and hence

IT(x1;x2)= �d(x1)f(x2)�
1

2
�(x1)’(x2)�

1

2
� (x1)��(x2)�

�
1

2
�
lm �vl(x1)vm (x2)�

1

2
�’(x1)��(x2)�

1

2
�(x1) (x2)+ �f(x1)d(x2) (8.18)

with @lv
l= 0.Theonly new term to bestudied is

�
1

2
�
lm �vl(x1)vm (x2)= �

1

2
�vl(x1)v

l(x2); @lv
l= 0

Ithasto besubtracted in (8.5)such thatwehaveto provethat�vl(x1)v
l(x2)

gives a positive contribution. For proving this assertion we use a nice old

argum ent.Firstnotethatin m om entum spacewehavepl~v
l(p)= 0.Suppose

that ~v(p)has realcom ponents ~vl(p). Then the relation pl~v
l(p) = 0 m eans

that the vector with com ponents ~vl(p) is orthogonalin euclidean sense to

the vectorp = (pl). Butthe vectorp iscon�ned to the interiorofthe light

cone because the m easure d�(p) is and therefore the vector with com po-

nents~vl(p)isspace-like.Thism eansthatin them etric(�1;1;1;1)wehave

~vl(p)~v
l(p)> 0 and we obtain thedesired result.If~v(p)iscom plex i.e.som e

ofitscom ponentsorallofthem are,then wesplititin a realand an im agi-

nary partand apply twicethesam eargum entto provethat~vl(p)~v
l(p)> 0.

By this the �rst proofofthe inde�nite m etric (Krein-Hilbert structure) of

theN = 1 superspace iscom pleted.

9 Inde�nite m etric: second proof

In thissection weusePT = 1� Pc� Pa and explicitly com pute

(X ;X )=

Z

d
8
z1d

8
z2 �X (z1)(Pc+ Pa � PT)K 0X (z2)=

= (X ;X )c+ (X ;X )a � (X ;X )T = (X ;X )a+ c� (X ;X )T =

=

Z

d
8
z1d

8
z2 �X (z1)(2Pc+ 2Pa � 1)K 0X (z2)=

=

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2
(x 1 � x2)(2Ic(x1;x2)+ 2Ia(x1;x2)� I0(x1;x2)) (9.1)
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and separately

(X ;X )c+ a =

Z

d
8
z1d

8
z2 �X (z1)(Pc+ Pa)K 0X (z2)=

=

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2
(x 1 � x2)(Ic(x1;x2)+ Ia(x1;x2))

(X ;X )T =

Z

d
8
z1d

8
z2 �X (z1)PTK 0X (z2)=

=

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2
(x 1 � x2)(�Ic(x1;x2)� Ia(x1;x2)+ I0(x1;x2))

in term softhecoe�cientsofX .In (9.1)wedenoted

Ic = Ic(x1;x2)=
1

16�

Z

d
2
�d

2���D 2 �X (x1;�;��)D
2
X (x2;�;��) (9.2)

Ia = Ia(x1;x2)=
1

16�

Z

d
2
�d

2��D2 �X (x1;�;��)�D
2
X (x2;�;��) (9.3)

and

I0 = I0(x1;x2)=

Z

d
2
�d

2���X (x1;�;��)X (x2;�;��) (9.4)

Here Ic;Ia;I0 (and later IT;I� ) are integrands and this explains the free

m anipulationswith d’Alem bertians. Note thatIi;i= c;a;T in thissection

aredi�erentfrom thoseofSection 8.W euse(5.11)-(5.14)and obtain

16�Ic = �4�m (x1)(��m (x2))+

+
1

2
(4�(x1)+ 2i�l@l�’(x1))(�2i�

m
@m

��(x2)� �’(x2))+

+(�4�d(x1)� 2i@l�v
l
x1)� � �f(x1))(�4d(x2)+ 2i@lv

l(x2)� �f(x2))�

�
1

2
�
lm (�4i@l�m (x1))(4i@m m (x2))+

1

2
(2i��l@l�(x1)+ � �’(x1))�

�(�4��(x2)� 2i��l@l’(x2))+ (�� �m (x1)(�4m 2(x2)) (9.5)

16�Ia = �4�n(x1)(��n(x2))+

+
1

2
(4� (x1)+ 2i��l@l�(x1))(�2i��

m
@m  (x2)� � ��(x2))+

+(�4�d(x1)+ 2i@l�v
l
x1)� � �f(x1))(�4d(x2)� 2i@lv

l(x2)� �f(x2))�

�
1

2
�
lm (4i@l�n(x1))(�4i@m n(x2))+

1

2
(2i�l@l� (x1)+ ��(x1))�

�(�4 (x2)� 2i�l@l��(x2))+ (�� �n(x1)(�4n2(x2)) (9.6)
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Notethatin Ic+ Ia them ixed contribution of�v with d;f and ofv with �d;�f

vanish.M oreoverIc doesnotdepend on �; and Ia doesnotdepend on ’;�.

W eobtain

Ic+ Ia = �m (x1)m (x2)+ �n(x1)n(x2)+

+
1

8�
(4�d(x1)+ � �f(x1))(4d(x2)+ �f(x2))+

1

2�
(@l�v

l(x1))(@m v
m (x2))+

+
1

2�
�(x1)�

l(�i@l)��(x2)+
1

8
�’(x1)��

l(�i@l)’(x2)�

�
1

4
�(x1)’(x2)�

1

4
�’(x1)��(x2)+

+
1

2�
� (x1)��

l(�i@l) (x2)+
1

8
�(x1)�

l(�i@l)��(x2)�

�
1

4
� (x1)��(x2)�

1

4
�(x1) (x2) (9.7)

wherewehaveused relationsofthetype

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2(�

l
@l�’(x1))(�

m
@m

��(x2))=

= �

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2�’(x1)� ��(x2)

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2(��

l
@l�(x1))(��

m
@m ’(x2))=

= �

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2�(x1)�’(x2)

which can beproved using (3.6),(3.7).From 2Ic+ 2Ia wesubtract

I0 = �f(x1)d(x2)�
1

2
�(x1) (x2)�

1

2
�’(x1)��(x2)+ �n(x1)n(x2)+

+ �m (x1)m (x2)�
1

2
�
lm �vl(x1)vm (x2)�

1

2
� (x1)��(x2)�

�
1

2
�(x1)’(x2)+ �d(x1)f(x2) (9.8)

Thenicefactisthatallm ixed contributionsofcoe�cientfunctionsin (X ;X )

considered as integrands (i.e. taking into account the m inus one factor at

the transfer of@l from the variable x1 to the variable x2 or vice-versa) in

Ic+ Ia � IT = 2(Ic+ Ia)� I0 vanish.

Thecom putationsaboveareelem entary.Therearesom epointswhich m ight

bem entioned,forinstancethecontributionsin Ic ofthetype

(2i��l@l�(x1))(�4��(x2))
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m ustberead correctly:

�8i(��l@l)�(x1)��(x2)= �8i(��l@l�(x1))_���(x2)
_� = 8�(x1)�

l(�i@l)��(x2)

i.e. the sum m ation in _� goes south-east to north-west (not north-west to

south-eastwhich would givethewrongsign),thisbeingclearfrom theprove-

nienceofthisterm inIc.Havingcom putedIc+Ia andI0 wecanobtain(X ;X )

using (9.1). In orderto write down the resultletusdenote by km k2,...the

contributionsofm ;�m ,...in (X ;X )= kX k2 asgiven below

km k
2 =

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2
(x 1 � x2)�m (x1)m (x2)

knk
2 =

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2
(x 1 � x2)�n(x1)n(x2)

kfk
2 =

1

4

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2
(x 1 � x2)�f(x1)�f(x2)

kdk
2 = 4

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2
(x 1 � x2)�d(x1)

1

�
d(x2)

kvk
2 =

1

2

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2
(x 1 � x2)[��(x 1)

1

�
�(x 2)+ �Vl(x1)V

l(x2)]

and

k’k
2 =

1

4

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2
(x 1 � x2)�’(x1)��

l(�i@l)’(x2)

k�k
2 =

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2
(x 1 � x2)�(x1)

1

�
�
l(�i@l)��(x2)

k�k
2 =

1

4

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2
(x 1 � x2)�(x1)�

l(�i@l)��(x2)

k k
2 =

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2
(x 1 � x2)� (x1)

1

�
��l(�i@l) (x2)

where

�(x)= @ lv
l(x); Vl(x)= vl(x)� @l

@m v
m (x)

�
(9.9)

Hereweapplied therelation often used in electrodynam ics

1

�
(@l�v

l(x1))(@m v
m (x2)))+ �vl(x1)v

l(x2)= �Vl(x1)V
l(x2) (9.10)

@lV
l(x)= 0 (9.11)
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The relation (9.11)showsthatV l(x)isspace-like in m om entum space and

thedisscusion attheend ofSection 8showsthat �Vl(x1)V
l(x2)givesapositive

contribution and thereforekvk2 ispositive.W eget

kX k
2 = (X ;X )= kfk

2 + k’k
2 + k�k

2 + km k
2 + knk

2 + kvk
2+

+k�k2 + k k
2 + kdk

2

In factwecould havecom puted

(X 1;X 2)= (f1;f2)+ (’1;’2)+ (�1;�2)+ (m 1;m 2)+ (n1;n2)+

+(v1;v2)+ (�1;�2)+ ( 1; 2)+ (d1;d2) (9.12)

wherethescalarproducts(f1;f2)etc.can beread up from thecorresponding

norm s. Roughly speaking our Hilbert space turns up to be an orthogonal

directsum

H = �H com ponents (9.13)

Thisisasurprisingsim pleresult.Notethatthesupersym m etryisresponsible

forthespeci�cnum ericalfactorsand d’Alem bertiansin thenorm sand scalar

productsrespectively.By this,thesecond,explicitproofofinde�nitem etric

and oftheHilbertspacescalarproductgenerated by itiscom pleted.

Analog com putationsprovidetheresultsfor(X ;X )c+ a;(X ;X )T.Theresult

for(X ;X )c+ a = kX k2c+ a can bewritten in com pactform using�;�� introduced

in Section 5.Because wearenotespecially interested in thisscalarproduct

we willnotwrite itdown explicitly. W e concentrate on �(X ;X )T = kX k2T
obtaining from IT = I0 � Ic� Ia

�(X ;X )T =

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2
(x 1 � x2)[

1

8�
(4�d(x1)� � �f(x1))(4d(x1)� �f(x1))+

+
1

2
�Vl(x1)V

l(x2)+

+
1

32�
�
T(x1)�

l(�i@l)��
T(x2)+

1

32�
��T(x1)��

l(�i@l)�
T(x2)] (9.14)

where

�
T = �4� + 2i�l@l�’; �

T = �4 + 2i�l@l�� (9.15)

��T = �4�� + 2i��l@l’; ��T = �4� + 2i��l@l� (9.16)

The scalar product �(X ;Y )T oftwo supersym m etric functions can be in-

ferred from (9.14).Notethatin kX kT and (X ;Y )T the"auxiliary functions"

m ;n do notappearatall. The discussion ofresultsisdeferred to the next

section.
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10 Inde�nite m etric: discussion ofresults

Letusstartby givingtheprecisede�nition ofaKrein spacetogetherwith its

Hilbertspace counterpart.Assum e thatin a Hilbertspace H there isgiven

a self-adjoint operator J satisfying the relation J2 = 1 and introduce the

projectionsP1 =
1

2
(1+ J);P2 =

1

2
(1� J).TheprojectionsP1;P2 generatea

decom position oftheHilbertspaceH into thedirectsum oftwo orthogonal

subspaces.W ehaveforX 2 H theuniquedecom position X = P1X � P2X =

X 1 � X 2.Introduce in H a new non-degenerate innerproduct< :;:> such

that

< X ;Y >= (X ;JY ) (10.1)

W ehaveJ = P1 � P2 such that

< X ;Y >= (X 1;Y1)� (X 2;Y2) (10.2)

and (forJ 6= �1)wegeneratean inde�nitem etricin H .ThespaceH looked

atasa vectorspace with innerproduct< :;:> iscalled a Krein space K.

W ecallthecoupleoftwo spaces(K ;H )togetherwith thesesquilinearform

< :;:> on K and thescalarproduct(:;:)on H a Krein-Hilbertora Hilbert-

Krein structure.Theterm inology isnotstandard;thereaderm ay rejectit.

In applicationstophysicsitm ighthappen thatwe�rstconstructasesquilin-

ear form < :;: > on a vector space H ,choose an operator J and verify

that (X ;Y ) =< X ;JY > is positive de�nite. This m eans thatH is actu-

ally a Hilbert space. W e have only to check thatJ is Hilbert self-adjoint,

J2 = 1 and �nally < X ;Y >= (X ;JY ).Thisistheway weconstructed our

Krein-Hilbert structure which proves inde�nite m etric in superspace. This

inde�nitem etricoftheN = 1supersym m etry issim ilartothecorresponding

structure in electrodynam ics. Before explaining the m atterwe have to add

a word ofcaution. Talking about electrodynam ics we m ean here m assive

electrodynam ics. Indeed in thispaperwe are con�ned to the case in which

thede�ning m easured�(p)issupported in m om entum spaceinsidethelight

cone and doesn’t touch the boundary. This condition is needed in order

to m ake well-de�ne d’Alem bertiansin m any denom inators. Italso killsthe

null-vectors(in ourcaseaswellasin them assiveelectrodynam icstoo).W ith

som eextra work wecan show thatthiscondition can berem oved atthecost

ofrestricting theallowed supersym m etrictestfunctions(by standard factor-

ization followed by com pletion).Fortheconvenience ofthereaderwe recall

thatin electrodynam icstheinde�niteness[7]in thecaseofa vector�eld ap-

pearsin form ofaKrein spacetoowhich attheleveloftestfunctionsv = (vl)

boilsdown eitherto thephysicaltransversalHilbertspaceofGupta-Bleuler
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(obtained by im posing the above m entioned subsidiary condition) or m ore

generally to theSt�uckelberg Hilbertspace

H = H t	 H l (10.3)

where H l isthe longitudinalcontribution. Itturnsoutto arise in the pro-

cess ofquantization with wrong sign and therefore has to be subtracted.

The"subsidiary condition" annihilatesthelongitudinalcontribution and we

would stay with the transversalH = H t. In (10.3)from technicalpointof

view H t;H l areobtained with thehelp ofprojection m atrices

Ptrans = P
lm
trans = �

lm
�
@l@m

�
(10.4)

Plong = P
lm
long =

@l@m

�
(10.5)

wherel;m = 0;1;2;3.Therelations(10.4),(10.5)arereadasm atricesapplied

to vectors:

P
lm
transvm = (�lm �

@l@m

�
)vm = V

l (10.6)

P
lm
longvm =

@l@m

�
vm = @

l�

�
(10.7)

Thetransversality (Lorentz)condition is@Ptransv = 0 orexplicitely

@lP
lm
transvm = 0 (10.8)

The selfadjointPtrans;Plong areprojectionsP
2

long = Plong;P
2

trans = Ptrans and

we have Plong + Ptrans = 1;PlongPtrans = PtransPlong = 0. Finally the con-

siderations ofthe preceding section can be used to show thatH t� H l isa

Krein space and gives inde�nite m etric whereas the right Hilbert space is

H = H t	 H l.Theargum entshowing thatPtrans producesa positivecontri-

bution andPlong anegativeoneisthesam easin supersym m etry (seeSections

8,9).

Now,whatweobtained in supersym m etry

H = H c� H a 	 H T = H c+ a 	 H T

isvery sim ilar.Thev-norm from thepreceding Section

kvk
2 =

1

2

Z

d
4
x1d

4
x2
(x 1 � x2)[�Vl(x1)V

l(x2)+ ��(x 1)
1

�
�(x 2)]
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showsthatthe electrodynam ic H t	 H l iscontained (butnotexhausts)the

supersym m etric H . The �rst term with integrand �Vl(x1)V
l(x2) refers to

the transversalwhereas the second one with integrand ��(x 1)
1

�
�(x 2) (sign

changed!) tothelongitudinalcontribution.Theconclusion isthattheKrein-

Hilbertstructureofsupersym m etryisverysim ilartothecorrespondingstruc-

ture in electrodynam icsbeing overim posed on it. M ore precisely the Krein

transversal/longitudinalstructureofelectrodinam icsisincluded in theKrein

chiralplusantichiral/transversalstructureofsupersym m etry.

Last but notleast: the m inus sign ofthe supersym m etric Krein space has

nothing to do with thecelebrated m inussign ofthesupertrace.

11 C ovariantderivative operatorsand super-

sym m etric generators

W ehaveseen in Section 10 thata generalKrein-Hilbertstructure(K ;H )is

given by < X ;Y >= (X ;JY );J2 = 1;J = Jy where the daggerrepresents

theHilbertspaceadjointoperator.W ede�netwo typesofadjointoperator:

the Krein adjointA + called also J-adjointand the HilbertadjointA y ofa

given operatorA.In ordertosim plify them atterwewillleaveoutthedetails

concerning the dom ains ofde�nition,existence ofadjoints etc. The Krein

adjointisde�ned through

< X ;AY >=< A
+
X ;Y > (11.1)

Therelationbetween theHilbertspaceadjointA y andtheKreinspaceadjoint

A + ofA is

A
+ = JA

y
J; A

y = JA
+
J (11.2)

Asin thecaseofHilbertseftadjointnessA y = A,A issaid tobeJ-selfadjoint

ifA + = A.M oreoverif[J;A]= 0 then A + = A y.

Afterthesegeneralstatem entswecom eback to ourparticularKrein-Hilbert

structure.HereJ = Pc+ Pa � PT and

< X ;JY >=

Z

d
8
z1d

8
z2 �X (z1)K 0(z1 � z2)JY (z2)=

Z

d
8
z1d

8
z2 �X (z1)[JK 0(z1 � z2)]Y (z2)= (X ;Y ) (11.3)

W econsidernow theoperatorsD �;�D _�;D
2;�D 2;Q �;�Q _� etc.and askourselfto

whatextentthebarrepresentstheadjointand in thea�rm ativecasewhich
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adjoint.From therelationsproved in Section 6 followsthat �D _�;�D
_�;�Q _�;�Q

_�

areJ-adjointsofD �;D
�;Q �;Q

�.W econcludethatfortheseoperatorsbaris

identicaltotheJ-adjoint.W hatism oreinterestingisthequestionconcerning

theHilbertadjoints.W estartwith thecovariantderivative.Itisnotdi�cult

to convinceourselfthatD �;D
�;�D _�;�D

_� do notcom m utewith J = Pc+ Pa�

PT. It follows that �D _�;�D
_� are not Hilbert space adjoints ofD �;D

�. The

correctansweris

(D �)
y = J �D _�J (11.4)

(D �)y = J �D _�
J (11.5)

But we have (D 2)y = �D 2;(�D 2)y = D 2 and therefore (P+ )
y = P� ;(P� )

y =

P+ ;(PT)
y = PT.Furtherm orePc;Pa;PT areHilbertselfadjoints;a property

which m akesthem trueorthogonalprojection operators(with Pc+ Pa+ PT =

1).Onehasto contrastform ulaslike

PcX = Pa �X ;PaX = Pc �X

to

(Pc)
y = Pc;(Pa)

y = Pa

Onthecontraryitispleasanttoseethatthesupersym m etricgeneratorsm ake

no problem s atallbecause they com m ute with D -operators(and therefore

with theJ operator).Itfollowsthat

�Q _� = (Q �)
+ = (Q �)

y (11.6)

Having realized the generators ofthe translation supergroup (certainly in-

cluding thetranslationsP)asHilbertspaceoperatorswith sound adjointnes

properties,the �rst idea we can have is to exponentiate them in order to

generategroup elem ents.Form ally Salam and Strathdeebeautifully showed

thatthisexponentiation hastobedoneusingGrassm ann param eters�;�� (�;��

here have nothing to do with the m etric tensors in Section 3) in the form

exp (i�Q + i���Q). The problem we encounter in ourrigorousfram ework is

thattheGrassm ann param eters�;�� kick usoutoftheHilbertspaceofsuper-

sym m etric functionsofthevariablesx;�;�� on which theoperatorsQ;�Q are

realized.At�rstglancethisseem stobeunpleasantandwehaveto�nd away

out. There are severalpossibilities. One ofthem isto use Harish-Chandra

pairs[5]in orderto copewith therepresentation theory ofsupergroups.W e

willnotfollow thisrouteherebutapplyideasofdistribution theoryin thesu-

persym m etric contexti.e.wesm eartheaboveexponentialby testfunctions

in theparam eters�;��.A sim ilarprocedurewasproposed in [16]on thebases
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ofHopfalgebra (group algebra) considerations. A potentialapplication is

a rigorousW ignertype theory ofunitary irreducible representations ofthe

supersym m etric Poincare group on supersym m etric functions(see [17],p.91,

relation (14.22)).

Toclosethissection weform ulatetheinvarianceofsuperfunctionsand super

distributions ofseveralvariablesby m eansofthe generatorsP;Q;�Q ofthe

translation group.Thisisneeded in the nextsection. W e restrictourselves

to a function ordistribution F(z1;z2)oftwo variablesz1 = (x1;�1;��1);z2 =

(x2;�2;��2). Let P;Q i;�Q i;i= 1;2 be supersym m etric generators acting on

thevariablesz1 and z2 respectively.W esay thatthefunction ordistribution

F(z1;z2)issupersym m etric translation invariantif

(P1 + P2)F(z1;z2)= 0 (11.7)

(Q 1 + Q 2)F(z1;z2)= 0 (11.8)

(�Q 1 + �Q 2)F(z1;z2)= 0 (11.9)

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

(D 1 + D 2)F(z1;z2)= 0 (11.10)

(�D 1 + �D 2)F(z1;z2)= 0 (11.11)

by adopting therightinstead ofleftm ultiplication [2]p.26 (in thiscase the

covariantderivativesD ;�D and thechargeoperatorsQ;�Q areinterchanged).

Theform alm otivation ofthesede�nitionsisobvious.

12 T w o point functions of quantized super-

sym m etric quantum �eld theory

In thissection we look forapplicationsofthe m aterialexposed in the pre-

ceding sectionsto supersym m etricquantum �eld theory.Firstletusrem ark

thatwe have explicitly constructed alleastone exam ple ofa Hilbertspace

realized on supersym m etric functions which accom m odates the sym m etry

group generators as sound operators. It m ay serve as an exam ple ofthe

Hilbert space which m ust be postulated in rigorous (relativistic) quantum

�eld theory and asfram ework forstudying such resistantsubjectsascanon-

icalsupersym m etricquantization.Atthe�rstglancecanonicalquantization

in supersym m etry isham pered by the presence ofso called auxiliary �elds

which seem to be non-quantizable because they are non-propagating �elds.

Based on theKrein-Hilbertstructureitwaspossibleto show thatthisisnot

thecaseatleastatthelevelofcanonicalcom m utation relations[15].
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Herewe presentanotherapplication reaching freebutalso interacting �elds

which could be ofinterest. Itisrelated to the celebrated K�allen-Lehm ann

representation. The subjectwasalready touched in [15]butsom e term sin

therepresentation werem issed.

Suppose that generalprinciples ofquantum �eld theory de�ned in Hilbert

space[8]survive in thesupersym m etric setting up [16,1,15].Then thetwo

pointfunction W (z1;z2)ofa scalarneutral(oreven com plex)quantum �eld

m ustsatisfy thefollowing requirem ents:

i)itm ustbea superdistribution (i.e.ithassingularities)

ii)itm ustbeinvariantunderthesuperPoincaregroup

iii)itm ustbepositivede�nite

iv)itm ustsatisfy W (z1;z2)= W (z2;z1)

The question is to �nd generalW (z1;z2) satisfying i)-iv). Let us discuss

the �rst requirem ent. W e use a cheap de�nition ofsuperdistributions (in

two variables) requiring distribution coe�cients in the series expansion in

the Grassm ann variables. De�nitionsusing duality oflinearlocally convex

spaces oftest functions with appropriate topology are possible but willbe

notconsidered here(a naturalsystem ofsem inorm can begiven using [18]).

Thesecond requirem enton W is

(Q 1 + Q 2)W (z1;z2)= 0 (12.1)

(�Q 1 + �Q 2)W (z1;z2)= 0 (12.2)

whereforthem om entweleaveout(11.7).Using (4.5),(4.6)thisisa system

ofdi�erentialequationsin thesupersym m etriccontext.Thereadercan solve

iteasily by going to the new variables� = 1

2
(�1 + �2);� = �1 � �2 together

with theirconjugates�� = 1

2
(��1 + ��2);�� = ��1 � ��2 aswellasto x = x1 � x2 by

translation invariance.Theresultis[15]

W (x;�;��;�;��)= exp [�i(��l�� � ��
l��)@l]E (x;�;��) (12.3)

whereby invariance

E (x;�;��)= E1(x)+ �
2
E 2(x)+ ��2E 3(x)+

+��l��@lE 4(x)+ �
2��2E 5(x) (12.4)

with Lorentz invariant distributions E i = E i(x1 � x2);i = 1;2;:::;5. The

sam e conclusion follows ifwe adopt(11.10),(11.11)instead of(11.8),(11.9)

(and replaceD operatorsby Q operatorsand viceversa)butwith

exp [�i(��l�� � ��
l��)@l]
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in (12.3)replaced by

exp [i(��l�� � ��
l��)@l]

Explicitcom putationscan befound in [15](seealso [19]fora sim ilarreason-

ing butin a di�erentcontext). AsfarasE i are concerned itiswellknown

thatLorentzinvariantdistributionsareFouriertransform sofinvariantm ea-

suresin m om entum space (spectralm easures)ofslow increase concentrated

in thelightcone.

In this way we obtain a totalof�ve linear independent contributions to

the two point function which are supersym m etric invariant. On the other

hand,from theinvestigationsofthepreceding sectionsthereare�velinearly

independentexplicitly known invariantkernels

PiK i(z1 � z2); i= c;a;T;+;�

with K i(z1 � z2) Lorentz invariant distributions m ultiplicated by �2(�1 �

�2)��
2(��1 � ��2).ItfollowsthatW (z1;z2)= W (x;�;��;�;��)can be considered

asa superposition ofkernels oftype we already studied in thispaper. W e

getforW (z1;z2):

W (x1;�1;��1;x2;�2;��2)=
X

i

�iPiK i(z1 � z2) (12.5)

where�iarearbitrary com plex param etersand wesum overi= c;a;T;+;�.

Notethaton ther.h.s.Pi applied to K i(z1 � z2)inducesa z1;z2 dependence

notnecessarily ofthe form z1 � z2. By the fourth condition we m usthave

asin Section 8 K c = K a = K c=a;K + = K � = K � and �c = �a = �c=a;�+ =

�� = �� .

Fortheconvenienceofthereaderwegivetheexplicitform ulaswhich establish

theconnection between thecontributionsin (12.4)proportionaltoE iand Pi
applied to �= � 2(�1 � �2)�

2(��1 � ��2)(do notconfusewith � = �(x)which

appearsin Sections9 and 10).

Let

S1 = �
2
e
L

S2 = ��2eL

S3 = e
L

S4 = ��
l
@l
��eL

S5 = �
2��2eL = �

2��2

with

L = i(��l�� � ��
l��)@l= i(�2�

l��1 � �1�
l��2)@l
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Then wehaveby com putation

S1 = �
p
�P+ �

S2 = �
p
�P� �

S3 =
�

4
(Pc+ Pa � PT)�

S4 = �
i�

2
(Pc� Pa)�

S5 = �= (P c+ Pa + PT)�

Indeed therepresentationsofS1;S2 follow from the�rsttwo relations(9.41)

p.73 in [2]. The expression for S3 follows from p.74 in [2]. The relation

regarding S5 istrivial.Itrem ainsto provethat

S4 = �
i�

2
(Pc� Pa)�=

i

32
(D 2 �D 2

� �D 2
D

2)�

Thiscan bedoneby writing �D 2D 2�;D 2 �D 2� from (9.41)p.73 [2]in term sof

� = 1

2
(�1+ �2);� = �1� �2.Itisam atteroflongbutelem entarycom putations.

Itrem ainstopasstothethird condition concerningpositivity.Thepositivity

question can bepartially answered asin Section 9.W egetapositivede�nite

kernelifwe require �� = 0 ,positive �c=a and �T as wellas the m easures

d� (see Section 7)concentrated in theforward lightcone.Thiswasalready

noted in [15].Certainly no condition relating K c=a to K T isnecessary.

Butthereisa new interesting pointwhich appears.Indeed itturnsoutthat

P+ ;P� do not necessarily destroy positivity,m aking �� 6= 0 possible. W e

willshow in thissection thatthisisthecaseby dom inating thecontribution

from P+ + P� by thecontribution from Pc+ Pa.Thesim plestidea would be

to com puteexplicitly

Z

d
8
z1d

8
z2 �X (z1)[�c=a(Pc+ Pa)K c=a + �� (P+ + P� )K � ]X (z2) (12.6)

by the m ethodsused in the second proofofinde�niteness in Section 9 and

to inquire positivity. Butwe preferto return to the �rstproofofinde�nite

m etricin Section 8and splittheproblem intoindependentsectors:chiraland

antichiralon onesideand transversalon theotherside,X = X c+ X a + X T.

In order to start we com pute besides Ic in (8.10) also I+ for X c arbitrary

chiralgiven in (8.8),(4.16)as wellas Ia;I� for X a antichiral. Recallthat

duetothefactthatwecom puteintegrandswecan transferfreely space-tim e

40



derivativesbetween factors.W ehaveasin Section 8

Ic(x1;x2)=

Z

d
2
�d

2���X c(x1;�;��)Xc(x2;�;��)=

= �fc(x1)�fc(x2)�
i

2
�’c(x1)��

l
@l’c(x2)+ �m c(x1)m c(x2) (12.7)

Ia(x1;x2)=

Z

d
2
�d

2���X a(x1;�;��)Xa(x2;�;��)=

= �fa(x1)�fa(x2)�
i

2
�a(x1)�

l
@l��a(x2)+ �na(x1)na(x2) (12.8)

aswellas

I+ (x1;x2)=
1

4
p
�

Z

d
2
�d

2���X a(x1;�;��)D
2
X c(x2;�;��)=

= � �fa(x1)
p
� m c(x2)� �na(x1)

p
� fc(x2)+

1

2
�a(x1)

p
�’c(x2) (12.9)

I� (x1;x2)=
1

4
p
�

Z

d
2
�d

2���X c(x1;�;��)�D
2
X a(x2;�;��)=

= � �fc(x1)
p
� na(x2)� �m c(x1)

p
�fa(x2)+

1

2
�’c(x1)

p
� ��a(x2) (12.10)

Theidea isto dom inate�� (I+ + I� )by �c=a(Ic+ Ia).W estartby studying

thecase

K � = K c=a (12.11)

Thisisan extra condition which in physicscould bem otivated by requiring

sam e m ass spectrum for allcom ponents ofthe supersym m etric m ultiplet.

Butwe willelim inate itatthe end ofthe paper. If(12.11)holdsthan the

readercan convince him selfusing (12.7)-(12.10)thatthepositivity requires

(beside�c=a > 0)

��c=a < �� < �c=a (12.12)

Finally thetransversalcontribution doesn’tinteractwith othercontributions

and from Section 8aswellasfrom Section 9itfollowsthatpositivity im poses

�T > 0.

W e collect the results into the K�allen-Lehm ann representation forthe free

and interacting supersym m etric scalar�eld:

The generaltwo pointfunction ofthe scalarneutral(oreven com plex)su-

persym m etric �eld hastherepresentation

W (z1;z2)= (�c=a(Pc+ Pa)+ �� (P+ + P� ))K c=a(z1 � z2)�

��TPTK T(z1 � z2) (12.13)
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wherethe�-param etersarerestricted to

�c=a;�T > 0; ��c=a < �� < �c=a (12.14)

and K c=a;K T areoftheform (5.31),(5.32).

Ifwedo notassum e

K � (z)= K c=a(z)

then the result (12.13) changes only m inim ally. In this case positivity re-

strictsthegeneraltwo pointK�allen-Lehm ann representation to

W (z1;z2)= (�c=a(Pc+ Pa))K c=a(z1 � z2)+ (�� (P+ + P� ))K � (z1 � z2)�

��TPTK T(z1 � z2) (12.15)

where(12.14)hasto bereplaced by

�c=a;�T > 0 (12.16)

��c=a�c=a(p)< �� �� (p)< �c=a�c=a(p) (12.17)

In (12.17)�c=a(p)and �� (p)arethe densitiesofthem easureswhich appear

in the Fourier transform (5.32) for K c=a and for K � respectively. In fact

(because in this section the Lorentz invariance is im plicit) these m easures

depend only ofp2.The inequalities(12.17)should hold forallvaluesofthe

m om entum p.The condition (12.17)followsfrom thepositivity by restrict-

ing the coe�cientsofX c;X a to an arbitrary sm allneighborhood ofa given

m om entum p. The representation (12.15)could be sim pli�ed by absorbing

thepositive�-coe�cientsin K (and them easuresd�).

Finally note that using the m ethods ofthis paper it is possible to write

down a two by two m atrix K�allen-Lehm ann representation form odels[2]of

W ess-Zum ino type too. The problem iseven sim plerbecause the transver-

salsectorin notinvolved.The (m atrix)dom ination ofP+ ;P� by thePc;Pa
contributionsissim ilar. The supersym etric free two pointfunctions[2,20]

areparticularcasesof(12.13).

Attheend ofthissection and attheinterfacebetween m athem aticaland

physicalconsiderations,letusadd som ecom m entsand m ention atthesam e

tim esom eperspectivesofthepresentwork.Thepositivebilinearform (pro-

duced by the two pointfunction)isstrictly positive de�nite ifitisinduced

by thekernelstudied in Section 9:

JK 0 = (Pc+ Pa � PT)K 0 (12.18)
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Thisisparticularly interesting ifwetry to connectto theclassicalBochner-

Schwartztheorem ofdistribution theory [21].In thisclassicalcontextm ulti-

plicatively positivede�nitebilinearform sarecharacterized by positivetem -

pered m easures. Certainly the m easure theory collapses in the supersym -

m etricfram ework.Butthesituation isnotasbad asitappearsto be.First

ofalllet us rem ark that for the supersym m etric results ofthis section we

used Poincare supersym m etry which im pliesLorentz invariance. Butitcan

be shown [22]that fullPoincare supersym m etry is not needed;invariance

underthe supersym m etric translation group issu�cient. Thiswould im ply

a Bochner-Schwartz theorem for positive de�nite supersym m etric transla-

tion invariant bilinear form s. The m easure-theoretic fram ework has to be

m odi�ed;m oreprecisely ithastobeenriched by thesupersym m etricprojec-

tionsasthiswasworked outin thispaper. Returning to the classicalcase,

theBochner-Schwartztheorem isconnected to thefam ousBochnertheorem

which can beused in ordertostudyunitaryrepresentationsofthetranslation

group (Stone).Now theideaistousethesupersym m etricBochner-Schwartz

theorem in orderto study the supersym m etric counterpartofthe Stone (or

even SNAG)theorem (related tothesupersym m etrictranslationgroup).The

point is that m easure-theoretic aspects do not collaps com pletely and pre-

sum ably the"spectralprojections" oftheclassicalStonetheorem haveto be

enriched by exactly the supersym m etric projectionsPc;Pa;PT.Besidesthis

theonly new aspectshould betheKrein structureofthispaper.
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