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SUPER UNITARY REPRESENTATIONS REVISITED

GIJS M. TUYNMAN

ABSTRACT. With the usual definition of a super Hilbert space and a super unitary
representation, it is easy to show that there are lots of super Lie groups for which
the left-regular representation is not super unitary. I will argue that weakening
the definition of a super Hilbert space (by allowing the super scalar product to
be non-homogeneous, not just even) will allow the left-regular representation of
all (connected) super Lie groups to be super unitary (with an adapted definition).
Along the way I will introduce a (super) metric on a supermanifold that will
allow me to define super and non-super scalar products on function spaces and I
will show that the former are intimately related to the Hodge-star operation and
the Fermionic Fourier transform. The latter also allows me to decompose certain
super unitary representations as a direct integral over odd parameters of a family
of super unitary representations depending on these odd parameters.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The generally accepted definition of a super unitary representation of a super Lie
group G is the one that can be found (among others) in [CCTV06, Def. 2, §2.3]
and [AHL13|. It starts with the interpretation of a super Lie group G as a super
Harish-Chandra pair (G,, g), in which g = go @ g1 is a super Lie algebra (over R)
and GG, an ordinary Lie group acting on g such that:

A1. the Lie algebra of G, is (isomorphic to) go;

A2. the action of G, preserves each g, (the action is “even”);

A3. the restriction of the G, action to go is (isomorphic to) the adjoint action of G,
on it Lie algebra.

The next item to be defined is a super Hilbert space (H, (-, -),.#), which is usually
taken to be a graded Hilbert space H = Ho@® H; with scalar product (-, -) and super
scalar product . (a graded symmetric non-degenerate sesquilinear form) satisfying
the following conditions:

B1. <7‘[0,H1> = 0;

B2. for all homogeneous x,y € H we have . (z,y) = il*l - (z,y).

With these ingredients a super unitary representation of (G,, g) on the super Hilbert
space (H, (-, -),) then is a couple (p,, T) in which p, is an ordinary unitary repre-
sentation of G, on the Hilbert space H and 7 : g — End(C*(p,)) an even super Lie
algebra representation of g on C'(p,), the space of smooth vectors for p, defined
by

C™(po) ={W € H | g+ p(g)t is a smooth map G — H}
satisfying the conditions:

C1. for each g € G, the map p,(g) preserves each H, (the representation is “even”);

C2. for each X € go (the Lie algebra of G,!) the map 7(X) is the restriction of the
infinitesimal generator of p,(exp(tX)) to C*(p,);

C3. for each X € g, the map 7(X) is graded skew-symmetric with respect to .#;

C4. for all g € G, and all X € g; we have

(9 X) = polg)eT(X)opolg™)
where on the left we denote by ¢g - X the action of G, on g.

Actually, condition B2 tells us that the super scalar product . can be deduced
from the scalar product (-,-). Moreover, using B2 one can show that condition C3 is
equivalent to the condition that a suitable multiple of 7(X) is essentially self-adjoint
on C*(p,). In other words, one can dispense completely with the notion of the super
scalar product ..

In the context of non-super Lie groups, any Lie group GG admits a canonically
defined unitary representation: the left-regular representation on L?*(G), the space
of square-integrable functions on G (with respect to an invariant (Haar) measure).
Unfortunately, this no longer is true for super Lie groups when we adopt the above
definition of a super unitary representation. One can easily show that there are
lots of super Lie groups for which there is no way to turn the natural left-regular
representation into a super unitary one according to the above definition. The easiest
example is the additive (abelian) group of graded dimension 0|1 usually denoted as
RO,

Of course one could accept this fact as a particularity of super Lie groups, but I
want to argue that we have another option: changing the definition of a super Hilbert
space by allowing the super scalar product to be non-homogeneous (not only even). I
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will show that with this weaker definition (and an adapted version of a super unitary
representation) one can turn the left-regular representation of any super Lie group
into a super unitary one. More precisely, I propose to define a super scalar product
to be any (not necessarily even or homogeneous) non-degenerate sesquilinear map
S+ H xH — C, and then to define a super Hilbert space (H, (-,-),.%) by the

condition

the map . : H x ‘H — C is continuous with respect to the topology induced
by the scalar product (-, -).

I also change the viewpoint of a super unitary representation by defining a super
unitary representation of a super Lie group G on a super Hilbert space (H, (-,),.%)
to be a couple (D, p) with the following properties. D C H is a dense graded
subspace and p : G — Aut(D ® A¥) (notation to be explained in the main text) a
group homomorphism satisfying the following conditions.

D1. For all g € G the map p(g) preserves ..

D2. For all ¢ € D the map Fy, : G — D, Fy(g) = p(g)y is smooth.

D3. For all g € BG the map p(g) preserves (-, -).

D4. The couple (D, p) is maximal with respect to the previous conditions.

Before showing that this definition of a super unitary representation is equivalent
to a lookalike of the standard definition given by the conditions C above, let me first
make some comments on this definition. The space BG is the underlying non-super
Lie group and condition D3 says that it is unitary. It thus extends naturally to
a unitary representation p, of BG on H. Looking at condition D2 then says in
particular that all elements ¢» € D belong to C*(p,), i.e., D C C*(p,). Moreover,
this condition says that D is a dense graded subspace of smooth vectors for the
whole representation p. And then condition D4 can be interpreted as saying that D
is the whole space of smooth vectors for p. On the other hand, as it is natural that
the set of smooth vectors for a subgroup is larger than the set of smooth vectors for
the whole group, it seems reasonable that we cannot require equality D = C*(p,).
With these remarks in mind, the following result should not come as a total surprise.

1.1. Theorem (a reformulation of [4.6]). Giving a super unitary representation
of a super Lie group G on a super Hilbert space (H, (-,-),-) in the form of a couple
(D, p) satisfying the conditions D above is equivalent, in terms of the super Harish-
Chandra pair (G,, ) = G, to a triple (p,, D, T) with the following properties. p, is a
unitary representation of G, = BG on H, D C C*(p,) is a dense graded subspace
of H and 7 : g — End(D) an even graded Lie algebra morphism satisfying the
conditions:

(i) for each g € G, the map p,(g) preserves each H,, (the representation is “even”);
(ii) for each X € go (the Lie algebra of G,!) the map 7(X) is the restriction of
the infinitesimal generator of p,(exp(tX)) to D;
(iii) for each X € g, the map 7(X) is graded skew-symmetric with respect to .7 ;
(iv) for all g € G, and all X € g1 we have

7(9- X) = po(9) e T(X) e polg™")
(v) the couple (D, 1) is maximal with respect to the above conditions.

With these ingredients, the maps 7(X) with X € g, are the infinitesimal generators
of the representation p.
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Comparing this result with the conditions C shows that they really are a lookalike.
The one exception is that 7 acts on a dense subspace of C*(p,) and not on the whole
of it. But the change in the definition of a super Hilbert space has one far more
important consequence: the maps 7(X) with X € g, are no longer (essentially)
self-adjoint (nor a suitable multiple)! Now this should not worry the reader, simply
because we have no use for it: even if (a multiple) were (essentially) self-adjoint, the
1-parameter unitary group it generates plays no role, as the 7(X) with X € g; are
odd operators, and thus (as is obvious from the proof of the above equivalence) we
are only interested in exp (§T(X)) =1+ ¢&7(X) with € € Ay an odd parameter.

The main consequence

Let GG be a super Lie group in the A-manifold setting for which we want to show
that its left-regular representation is super unitary. To do so, we consider the space
C>=(G) of (super) smooth functions on G (with values in A€). The group G acts
on C*(G) by left-translation as

(p(9)) (h) = ¥(g~'h)

If g is any left-invariant super metric on GG, we have a natural left-invariant super
density v (unique up to a scalar multiple) which allows us to integrate elements
of C°(G) C C(G), the compactly supported elements of C®°(G). As vg is left-
invariant, we obtain a super scalar product .#; on C°(G) that is preserved by the
(left-regular) representation p.

But the super metric g also allows us to define a scalar product/metric (-, -)g on
C>(G;AC). This scalar product is obtained via Batchelor’s theorem (describing
C*° (@) as sections of an ordinary (i.e., non-super) vector bundle over the ordinary
manifold G, = BG). Moreover, this ordinary scalar product is invariant under p(g)
for g € G,. And, even more important, the super scalar product .7, defined above
is continuous with respect to (-, -)g.

We are now in business: we can define H as the completion of C2°(G) with respect
to (-,-)g. The representation p of G, = BG on C°(G) extends in the natural way
to a unitary representation p, on H. And because the super scalar product .7
is continuous, it also extends to H (and happens to remain non-degenerate). It
then suffices to take the (sic!) maximal (with respect to conditions D1-3) invariant
subspace D, C C*(p,) to obtain a super unitary representation (D,,p) of G' on

(Hv <'7 '>g7 yg)

Weakening the definition of a super Hilbert space not only allows us to show that
the left-regular representation of any super Lie group is super unitary. It also allows
us to use direct Berezin-integrals of super unitary representations indexed by odd
parameters (over which we take the Berezin integral) and to prove that the result
is again a super unitary representation. And once we have this notion of a direct
Berezin-integral of representations, we can use the Fermionic Fourier transform (the
super version of the Fourier transform which, as we will show, is closely related to
the Hodge-star operation and which will allow us to provide, in special cases, a close
link between the ordinary scalar product (-, -)g and the super scalar product .%) to
decompose super unitary representations as a direct integral over odd parameters,
just as one uses the ordinary Fourier transform to decompose unitary representations
as a direct integral over even (real) parameters.

An outline
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Let me finish this introduction with an outline of this paper. I will be working
with A-manifold theory (my version of the geometric H* version of DeWitt su-
permanifolds), which is equivalent to the theory of graded manifolds of Leites and
Kostant (see [DeW84], [Kos77], |[Lei80], [Rog07| [Tuy04], [Var04]). Any reader using
a (slightly) different version of supermanifolds should be able to translate the results
to her /his version of supermanifolds. Readers unfamiliar with my approach will find
in the appendix §14 some notational conventions as well as an extremely succinct
overview of A-manifold theory. We start, in §2, with a motivating example in which
we perform heuristic computations that are a lookalike to computations one usually
makes for the Heisenberg group: determination of the left-regular representation
and decomposition as a direct integral of Fourier modes. In order to turn these
heuristic computations into valid ones, we start in §3 with the definition of super
scalar products and super metrics. With these ingredients we are able to state, in
§4, our weakened definition of a super Hilbert space and to prove our equivalence
theorem [4.6].

In §5 we recall the definition of the Batchelor bundle associated to an A-manifold
M, we introduce the notion of a super metric on an A-manifold, and we show how to
deduce an ordinary metric on C2°(M). This will allow us to obtain a Hilbert space
as the completion of this space of compactly supported smooth functions; it will be
the analogue of the space of square integrable functions on an ordinary non-super
manifold with respect to a metric volume form. We also will show that a metric
preserving diffeomorphism of M satisfying a “linearity” condition induces a unitary
map of C°(M). In §6 we will recall some basic facts about Berezin integration on
A-manifolds and we will show that any super metric on an A-manifold M defines a
natural super scalar product on the space C2°(M) of compactly supported smooth
functions on M (just as an ordinary metric does for an ordinary manifold). In
§7 we prove a ‘“change of variables” formula for Berezin integration of functions
depending upon odd parameters (more precisely, depending upon a point in an A-
manifold). This will allow us to justify that the natural super scalar product on
C°(M) associated to an invariant super metric is invariant under left-translation
by the group. The next section then treats the Berezin-Fourier transform. In it
we show that a generalization of the Berezin-Fourier transform to any .A-manifold
equipped with a super metric is closely related to the Hodge-star operation and to
a natural super scalar product on C°(M). In §9 we apply our results to the left-
regular representation of a super Lie group and prove our main result [9.23], viz, that
the natural (left-regular) representation of G on the space of compactly supported
smooth functions (on G) admits a unique maximal extension to a super unitary
representation (D,, p). Moreover, the definition of D, is a lookalike of the description
of the space of smooth vectors of the left-regular representation of an ordinary Lie
group, reinforcing our interpretation of the dense subspace in the definition of a
super unitary representation as the set of smooth vectors of this representation.

Before we return our attention to the motivating example of §2, we first define in
§10 the notion of a direct (Berezin) integral of super unitary representations. The
last three sections then treat three examples: in §11 we come back to our motivating
example and provide the justifications for all heuristic computations given in §2. In
§12 we treat the a& + 8 group, which is interesting because it is an example in which
we indeed have D # C*(p,). It also provides us with a second example (after the
one of our motivating example) of a decomposition by a Berezin-Fourier transform
with an odd parameter (more examples of such decompositions (albeit in a more
primitive form) can be found in [Tuy09]). And in §13 we treat the super Lie group
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OSp(1,2), which is interesting because its super scalar product is less “trivial” than
in the previous two examples.
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2. A MOTIVATING EXAMPLE

My motivating example will be the analogue of (a part of) the standard decom-
position of the left-regular representation of the classical Heisenberg group R? with
group multiplication

(z,y,2) (2',y,7) = (x—f—x’ + %(xy’ — 2y y+y, 2+ z')

The computations in this section will be heuristic but ... everybody will recognize
that, when done in the ordinary non-super context, only a few cautionary phrases
(in particular concerning domains of definition) will suffice to make them rigorous.
On the other hand, the knowledgeable reader will certainly see lots of problems in
the super context, some of which will be pointed out at the end. I will not always
be very precise and some notions might not be defined here. However, all details
can be found in the main text.

The left-regular representation

Let E be a graded vector space of dimension 1|n (with n € IN) and denote by
(x,&1,...,&,) global coordinates on Ej (the even part of E, with x being even and
the & being odd coordinates). We define the group G as being G = Ej equipped
with the group multiplication®

(xaf)'(xlagl) = ($+£L‘l+%<f,€l>,f+f/) )

where (-,-) denotes the standard scalar product:
&y => ¢&-¢
i=1

Any smooth function f on G is of the form

fl, &= > filx)-&

Ic{1,...n}

where the f; are smooth functions of a single real/even variable, and where &’ is
defined as

(2.1) f=1 and I={h<--<i} = =& ¢

It thus seems reasonable that the Hilbert space on which the left-regular represen-
tation is defined is given as

H={ @)= Y wile)¢ | wrelP® N f= (RN
Ic{1,..,n}

equipped with the natural super scalar product .# defined by

S0 = [ @) [ dede G vl
The left-regular representation p itself is defined in the usual way by

(p(y, M) (z,&) =¢((y,m) " (#,8) =v(@—y—3 1,8, —n)

n [AHL13]| this is called a Clifford-Heisenberg group; it is a special case of what I called, in
[Tuy10], a “Heisenberg-like group.”
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As the Lebesgue measure and Berezin integration are translation invariant, it is
immediate that p(y,n) preserves the super scalar product:

2 (ol m) . ply, M) = /R dA(z) / ae, - At (o)) (@ 6) - (ol ) (.€)

:/owa:) /d&---dfn @ —y—LmeE—m
R

iz —y—5(0,6),E—n)
z=z-y-1m8) :/de(z) /d£1~--d§n x(z,§—n) (2§ —n)

P :/RdA(z> /dc1-~-dcn X0 - (=0
=7(x,v)

It thus seems reasonable to say that p is a super unitary representation.

Fourier decomposition via the central coordinate

But we can go (at least) one step further. We start with the observation that
functions of the form v (x, ) = 9 (€) €'** with k € R are invariant under the action

of p(y,n):
(p(5.1) (2,€) = 0l — = H(1,),€ — ) = € — ) eHrv309)
= (£ —n) o~ k(yt5(n.8)) gikz

This suggests the family of representation p, of G on the space of (complex val-
ued) functions depending on the odd coordinates £ only, a space we denote as
C>(A}; A®), given by

(0 (y, m)X) (€) = X(€ — 1) e~ KW+ 3(n)

It then is immediate that a partial Fourier transform F with respect to the (real)
variable x intertwines the representation p with this family pg, £ € R:

(Flolrm) (k.6 = <= [ e (plym)o) (2.6) da

m/ ek (z — y — L, €),€ — 1) du

z=z-y-%n8) \/ﬁ/ e~ o2 (2, € — 1) dz
= o W) (Fy)(k, € — 1) = (pr(y, n)(F)) (k. €)

The super unitary representation p thus decomposes as a direct integral of the
family of representations pp. Moreover, these representations preserve the natural
super scalar product on C*®(A7}; A€) given by

ﬂx,w>:/d§1---dgnx< J () |

simply because Berezin integration is translation invariant:

S0 P (s ) = / a6, - déy (el ) (€) - (Buly m)¥) (€)
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= /dél e d€, (€ — ) ekt ng)
(€ =) o~ ik(y+3 ()
— [ag a6 xE=m wie -0

(C=¢—n) =/d41~--dcnm-¢(€“)=f(x,w)

Again it thus is reasonable to say that the representations py are super unitary.

Decomposing the 0-Fourier mode

We now first concentrate on the super unitary representation pp—g, which is given
by

(Pr—o(y, M) (€) = (& — )

Analogously to the case of the representation p, we first note that functions of the
form (&) = ¢ e &% = c. e %8 with k = (ky, ..., k) n odd parameters (we write
k € A7) are invariant under the action of py(y,n):

(D=0 m)W) (€) = (& —m) = ¢ T = ¢ e7Him) et

This suggests the family of representations p,, k € A} of G on the 1-dimensional
space AC of constant (functions) ¢ given by

pulpm)e = e 0 e =g o
We now “recall” that the standard Berezin-Fourier transform F on functions in

C>=(A?; A€) is defined as

(Fo)(x) = / A6y - dé, e 6 ()

It then is immediate that this Berezin-Fourier transform intertwines the representa-
tion pr—o with the family p,:

(Fproly, m)) (k) = / 061 - - d&y R (peoly, V) (€)
- / 0, - - dé, e~ (g — )

C=t-m) = / ¢y - -+ dG, € =R () = e (Fyp) (k)
= (e (y, M) (F¥)) ()

The super unitary representation p—q thus decomposes as a direct Berezin integral of
the family of representations p,. Moreover, it is immediate that these representations
preserve the natural (super) scalar product .#(c¢,¢) = ¢- ¢ on these 1-dimensional
spaces, so these representations are super unitary.

Decomposing the k-Fourier mode for k # 0

In order to keep this motivating example sufficiently simple, we will not investigate
the general representation p, with k # 0, but we will concentrate on the special
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cases n = 1 and n = 2. For n = 1, any (smooth) function of a single odd variable is
determined by two (complex) constants according to

V() =to+&
In terms of these constants the super scalar product is given by
Z(x, 1) = Yo - X1+ ¥1 - Xo

and the representation pj is given by

(Y M) (&) = (€ = m) e T2 = (g + (€ = m)n) - e ™ - (1= Likne))
= "™ ((tho — mp1) + & (1 + 5 ikmibo))
or in terms of the couple (g, 11):

Pr(y,m) - (Z?) = . (% z‘lkn _177> . (i(l))

For k # 0 it is easy to show that there do not exist invariant graded subspaces, so
the representations py are irreducible for k # 0 and n = 1.

We next turn our attention to the case n = 2, where a function of two odd
coordinates is determined by four complex constants g, 11, 12, 912 by

V(€1,6) = Yo+ b + & + 1620

In terms of these four components, the representation py is given by

(i (3, M) (€1, E2) = ™ HWHIME+I®E) (45 4 (& — ) 4y
+ (& — ) V2 + (&1 — m) (&2 — m2) Y12)

The (infinitesimal) operators 7;( f;) (essentially the derivative of py(y, ) with respect
ton; at (y = 0,7 =0) ) are given by

Te(f)U (61, &) = =3 ik & (Yo + Eav2) — (1 + Exthna)
T(f2)V(&1, &) = —5 ik & (Yo + &1thr) — (2 — E1vd12)

or in matrix form:

0 -1 0 0 0 0 —1 0
. —Lik 0 0 0 . 0 0 0 1
Tk(fl) = 20 0 0 -1 ) Tk(fQ) = —%Zk‘ 0 0 0

0 0 —1ik 0 0 Lik 0 0

A direct computation shows that the representation space C*°(A2%; A€) for py,
splits as the direct sum of two invariant graded subspaces C*°(A2%; A€) = H_, & H,
where 7., e = +1 (of dimension 1|1) is generated by the (even and odd) functions
Xe0 and x.1 given by

_la 1 - —18 ) .
Xeo(1, &) = e 27418 and Xei(€1,&) = e3R8 (£ 1 e &)

or equivalently:
A~ 1 .
. € He — Ve(&r, &) = e 2@ (A4 (& +ick)p) , AueC
On these two subspaces the representation is given by
() (€1, 62) = o beksEs g hetm =it —iem i
(A= O +iem) p+ (& +ic&) )
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or in terms of the basis xo, x1:

~ —iky—1L . .
Pr(y, m)xe0 = e~ T2 (o — Lik(ny — iema)Xen)

~ —iky—1 .
Py, m)xeq = e~ VTR (— (g e ) X0 + € X )

A slightly longer computation shows that these two subspaces H. are the only graded
subspaces that are invariant under the representation p,. We thus have decomposed
the representation p, for k # 0 and n = 2 as a direct sum of two irreducible
representations.

Does it work?

Now even if the above computations look reasonable, just a slightly better look
at them reveals quite a lot of problems. The first question one should ask is how
we justify our choice for the Hilbert space H as consisting of L2-functions? We
did not obtain it as a completion of a vector space equipped with a scalar product.
More precisely, we only introduced a super scalar product, which is not suitable
for the business of completion. But even if we accept that H should be the right
Hilbert space, the computation that intertwines p with the family py is fraught with
problems. In the first place, the notion of nilpotent translation of the Lebesgue
measure is not defined, i.e., the term (n,£) in the change of coordinates z = = —
y — (n,€)/2. And even if it were, such a translation is not well defined on L?2-
functions: the extension of a function of an even variable to nilpotent arguments
uses derivatives. More precisely, if n is any (even) nilpotent element, we have

2

2w

>t
flotn) =3 5 fO) = f() 0 () + 5
5=0
which is actually a finite sum because of the nilpotency of n. The problem of course
is that L2-functions do not have derivatives in general.

But let us assume that this problem has been solved, then the next problem is that
the family of representations pj, is not well defined on the L?-direct integral space
L?(R; C*>(A7; A®)) (the image of our Hilbert space H under the Fourier transform).
The problem is that it contains the factor e *&)/2 which is multiplication by
[;(1— %z’k,‘njfj), and multiplication by k is not globally defined on L*(R;C). Now
this is of course the other side of the same coin that says that derivation is not
globally defined on L2-functions. So one could hope that the solution of the previous
problem solves this problem at the same time.
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3. SUPER SCALAR PRODUCTS AND RELATED STUFF

3.1. Conventions and definitions. e In this paper we will deal with the two
fields R and C and two associated graded rings A (over R) and its complexification
A€ = A®r C (over C). Some results will be the same for all four objects, some only
for two of them. In order not to have to repeat any statement twice (or sometimes
even four times), we will introduce the symbol K for either R or C, A for either
A = AR or A€ and K for one of the four objects R, C, A or AC.

e More in particular, an AX-vector space denotes a graded bi-module E over AX
of the form £ = V @k A¥ with V a graded vector space over K (see also §14). The
body map B : E — V is defined by B(v® A) = v-BA. We will in particular identify
V with BE, thus writing £ = BE ®k AK. In the same spirit we will identify v ® A
with v - A\, which is the same as saying that we identify v € BE with v ® 1 € E.

e For a K-vector space E we denote by End(E) the space of (right-) linear endo-
morphismes:

End(E)={f:FE — E| f is right-linear over K }
and by Aut(E) the space of automorphisms of E, i.e.the even invertible elements of
End(E):

Aut(E) = { f € End(F) | f even and bijective } .

e In the non-super context there is a difference in terminology when dealing with
real or complex vector spaces concerning maps that preserve a metric: in the real
case one talks about orthogonal maps, and in the complex case of unitary ones. As
most of our results apply to both cases, it would be rather cumbersome to distinguish
these two cases, the more so when we use K to denote either R of C. We thus will
stick exclusively to the name “super unitary”, even when we are considering graded
vector spaces over AR (where one would expect the name super orthogonal). A
similar remark applies to the terminology symmetric versus hermitian: the first is
used in the real context, the second in the complex case. Being totally inconsistent,
we stick to the name “symmetric” in both cases (we will mainly be concerned with
graded skew-symmetric maps, which thus will include the ones that appear in the
complex setting and should be called graded skew-hermitian).

e Let x be any graded object, which we can decompose as z = zy + x; with =z,
homogeneous of degree . We then define the conjugation operator € by

C(z) =Czg+ 1) =20 — 14

For any n € Z or Z/2Z we define (as usual) the operator €" to be either the identity
(when n is even) or € (when n is odd).

e For any graded homogeneous object = we will denote by |z| its parity, i.e., |z|
is either 0 (when z is even) or 1 (when x is odd). However, we will use the same
“operation” on finite sets I to denote their cardinal: |{a,b,c}| = 3. But we will use
this nearly exclusively in combination with other parities, in which case we interpret
|I| as the cardinal of I modulo 2.

We start with a reminder of the classical definition of scalar products and metrics,
not because we think the reader needs them, but in order to show the analogy with
our definitions in the super context. Now already in ordinary differential geometry
we have two kinds of metrics: normal, euclidean or Riemannian metrics on the
one hand, and Lorentzian or pseudo-Riemannian metrics on the other, where the
difference lies in the fact that the former is positive definite, while the latter is not.
In this paper we will adopt the following naming convention. By a (hermitian)
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scalar product we will mean a non-degenerate symmetric sesquilinear form on an
ordinary (ungraded) vector space over K (a Lorentzian metric), and by a metric we
will mean an ordinary (euclidean) positive definite hermitian scalar product, again
on an ungraded vector space over K. When we add the qualification “super”, we get
a super scalar product and a super metric, both of which will be defined on graded
vector spaces of any kind. The super scalar product has “only” the natural non-
degeneracy condition, whereas a super metric has an additional condition reflecting
the positive definiteness condition for euclidean metrics.

3.2. Classical Definitions. Let V' be a vector space over C.

e A hermitian scalar product on V is a non-degenerate symmetric sesquilinear form
(,):V xV — C. More precisely, the map (, ) : V x V — C should satisfy the
three conditions.

(i) Vo,y,z € V.Vr € C: (x,y +rz) = (z,y) + r(z, 2) (linearity in the second
variable).

(ii) Vo,y,z2 € VVr € C: (x +ry,z) = (x,2) +T (y,2) (anti-linearity in the first
variable).

(iii) Yo,y € V: (x,y) = (y,x) (symmetry).

(iv) Ve e V:(VyeV:(xr,y) =0) = 2z =0 (non-degeneracy).
e A metric on V is a positive definite hermitian scalar product ( , ) on V. More
precisely, the hermitian scalar product should satisfy the additional condition

(v) Ve e V : (z,2) > 0.
e If V is a vector space over R, we can define a scalar product as a non-degenerate
hermitian symmetric sesquilinear map (, ) : VxV — C (i.e., satisfying exactly the

conditions (i)-(iv) above, restricting the scalar r to r € R) satisfying the additional
(reality) condition

(vi) Yo,y € Vi (z,y) = (z,y).
This amounts to requiring that ( , ) takes its values in R. And as for a vector space
over C, a metric on a vector space over R is a positive definite scalar product.
e A Hilbert space is a vector space V (over R or C) equipped with a metric ( , )
such that V' is complete with respect to the norm ||z|| = \/(z, ).

3.3. Definition. Let V be a graded vector space over K.

e In the case K = K, a (graded, right-) sesquilinear form on V is a map . :
V x V — C satisfying the conditions (i) and (ii) below; in the case K = A¥ it is a
map . : V x V — AC satisfying these conditions.

(i) Right-linearity in the second variable: for all v, wy,ws € V and all A € K we
have

(v, w1 + wad) = (v, wy) + L (v, wg) - A

(ii) Anti-right-linearity in the first variable (see also [3.6] and [3.7]): for all vy, ve, w €
V and all A € K we have

(1 + v\, w) = L (v1,w) + L (v2, Aw)

o If .7 is a graded sesquilinear form on a graded vector space V over A¥, then the
map B.¥ : BV x BV — C defined by

(B.7)(v,w) = B(.L (v, w))
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is a graded sesquilinear form on the graded vector space BV over K.

e In the case K = AK, a graded sesquilinear form .7 on V is said to be smooth if it
satisfies the condition

(iii) Smoothness: . (BV,BV) C C.
Another way to state this condition is that B.# equals the restriction of . to BV
e A graded sesquilinear form on V is said to be graded symmetric if it satisfies the
condition

(iv) Graded symmetry: for all homogeneous w,v € V' we have
S (w,v) = (—1)'“’””'% .
e A graded symmetric graded sesquilinear form on V' is said to be non-degenerate if
it satisfies the condition
(v) Non-degeneracy:
YoeBV : v#0 = ZJweBV:BY)(v,w)#0 |,
where, in the case of L = K the use of the body map should be ignored.

e A super scalar product on V is a graded symmetric non-degenerate graded
sesquilinear form on V.

e A graded sesquilinear form . is said to be homogeneous of degree o € Z /27 if
for all 5, € Z/2Z we have the inclusion

y(vﬁv VW) - AS+5+’Y )

where in the case X = K we use the inclusion C C A€ to interpret .7 as taking
values in A®. Any hermitian form decomposes as the sum of two homogeneous
hermitian forms . = % + .1 when we define ., by

Fo(v,w) = S (vo, wo) o + 7 (Vo, W1)ag1 + L (V1, Wo)ag1 + L (V1,W1)a
where .7 (z,y)s denotes the homogeneous part of degree 8 of . (x,y) € A°.

e A right-linear map A : V — V is said to be graded skew-symmetric with respect
to a graded sesquilinear form . on V' if we have, for any two v,w € V:

S (Av,w) + .7 (v, Agw) + 7 (€(v), Ajw) =0,

where A = Ag + A; is the decomposition of A into its homogeneous parts.

3.4. Nota Bene. We explicitly do not require a super scalar product to be homo-
geneous!

3.5. Remarks. e We have defined the notion of a hermitian form on a graded
vector space over R or A as taking values in C respectively A€. The reader might
have expected that in those two cases it should take values in R respectively A
only. Our definition does not exclude that possibility, but we will need later on the
possibility (necessity!) that a super scalar product on a graded vector space over R
or A is allowed to take values in these larger sets (see in particular [3.10] and [3.14]).

e We have formulated the non-degeneracy condition in the case K = A¥ in terms
of B.¥. For smooth . one can show that this condition is equivalent to the same
condition without the body maps. But we will need it this way because when we
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define a metric on an A-manifold M, it will not be smooth in the sense given above
on every tangent space.

e The name “smoothness” we used above for graded sesquilinear forms might look
strange to some. However, when V is finite dimensional, it is the necessary and
sufficient condition for such a map to be smooth in the category of A-manifolds
(see also §14). Now, looking carefully at the definitions of smooth maps defined on
open sets of finite dimensional A-vector spaces as explained in §14 shows that it
should be rather straightforward to generalize this notion to smooth maps defined
on open sets of arbitrary graded vector spaces of the form V @y A¥ with V a normed
vector space over K. If that indeed works, only an additional continuity condition
is needed with our definition of smoothness to make these graded hermitian forms
smooth maps over A. (As any (multi-) linear map defined on a finite dimensional
vector space is automatically continuous (with respect to the euclidean topology), no
continuity condition is needed for the finite dimensional case.) On the other hand,
careful checking of all the details is outside the scope of this paper, so we only retain
our “smoothness” condition without claiming (or using) any kind of smoothness
property of a graded hermitian form in the category of A-manifolds (but we will
add a continuity condition in our definition of a super Hilbert space [4.1]).

3.6. Lemma. LetV be a graded vector space over K and let . be a graded sesquilin-

ear form on V. Then we have the following “anti-linearity” property (for v,w € V
and A € K):

(M, w) =X Fy(v,w) + CN) - A (v, w)
Ao L (v,w) + A1+ (F(v,w) — S (v,w))

3.7. Remark. Let . be a graded sesquilinear form on V' and let ., be its homo-
geneous parts. It then follows from [3.6] that the (anti-) linearity conditions are such
that .7, acts as an object of parity a, meaning that interchanging a super object
with .7, gives an additional sign. As we write the symbol .7 to the left of the vectors
on which we evaluate, it follows that the parity of a graded sesquilinear form is con-
centrated on the left. The way we formulated the condition of “anti-right-linearity”
in [3.3] avoids all mention of parity.

3.8. Lemma. Let V be a graded vector space over AX.
(i) If & is a graded sesquilinear form on V', then B.¥ is a graded sesquilinear
form on BV . And if . is homogeneous, graded symmetric or non-degenerate,
so is B.7.
(ii) Any graded sesquilinear form " on BV extends in a unique way to a smooth
graded sesquilinear form . on'V (i.e., B = ") by defining
LN wep) =" (v,wo) - Ao - pp+ L (v, w1) - Ao - ph
+ ,7’"(1)7w0) ’ )\1 i ’yT(Uu wl) ' X1 e
=" (v,wo) - A+ p+ L (v, wy) - E(N)

forv,w € V oand \,p € K. If " is homogeneous, graded symmetric or
non-degenerate on BV | then so is its extension . to V.
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3.9. Nota Bene. Contrary to a normal scalar product, for a super scalar product
we do not have the implication . (v,w) = 0 = .(w,v) = 0. A simple counter
example is given by a graded vector space of dimension 1|2 with basis e, fi, fo and
the (smooth, even) super scalar product defined by .#(e,e) = 1, L (f1, f2) =1 =
—(fe, f1), all other scalar products between basis elements being zero. Then
L (e+ fi,e+ fo) =2 and L (e+ fa,e+ f1) =0.

We can modify the above even super scalar product to a non-homogeneous super
scalar product by “adding” the “products” (e, f;) = L (fi,e) = 1, leaving the
Z(fi, fi) to be the only super scalar products between basis elements that are zero.
In this case we have ./ (f,e + f1) =0 and (e + f1, f2) = 2.

3.10. Lemma. Let.” be an even super scalar product on a graded vector space V
over AX. Then:

(i) (B.)(BVy, B11) = 0;
(ii) the restriction of B. to BVy is a hermitian scalar product on the ungraded
vector space BVy over K in the sense of [3.2];
(iii) the restriction of —i-B.% to BV} is a hermitian scalar product on the ungraded
vector space BVy over K in the sense of [3.2].

3.11. Definition. A super scalar product . on a graded vector space V over C
or A€ will be called a super metric if it is even and satisfies the two conditions

(i) Yo € BV, : (BY)(v,v) > 0 and
(ii) Yo € BV} : —i - (B.¥)(v,v) > 0.

3.12. Remark. In the definition of a super metric we have made an arbitrary
choice by requiring that —i - (B.#)(v,v) > 0 for all v € BV;. We could as well have
required that +i- (B.7)(v,v) > 0. However, there are two other instances where we
can make an arbitrary choice of a sign: in the definition of an equivalence of super
Hilbert spaces [4.4] and in the definition of the Berezin-Fourier transform [8.3|. If
one wishes to have consistent results, these choices are not independent: fixing one
choice imposes the other two.

3.13. Corollary. If.¥ is a super metric on a graded vector space V over C or A€,
then B.7|gy, and —i - B.Z|gy, are metrics (in the sense of [3.2]) on the ungraded
vector spaces (over C) BVy and BV) respectively.

3.14. Discussion. In [3.11] we have defined the notion of a super metric for graded
vector spaces over C or AC. For graded vector spaces over R or A the definition
of a super metric is similar, but with a slightly unexpected twist: they should still
take values in C or A€ respectively! There are several arguments in favor of this
definition.

In the first place, defining a metric on a graded vector space over R as a non-
degenerate graded symmetric bilinear form with values in R implies automatically
that the odd dimension of this vector space should be even (as on the odd-odd part
such a form defines a skew-symmetric form and thus non-degeneracy implies even
dimension). In the second place, even when we restrict attention to graded vector
spaces with an even dimension of the odd part, we will miss an important property,
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needed when we want to apply partition of unity arguments: a linear combination
with positive coeflicients is not guaranteed to remain non-degenerate. And in the
third place, we have seen that in the complex setting, the restriction of a super
metric to the odd part of the graded vector space is i times an ordinary (hermitian!)
metric.

3.15. Definition. Let V be a graded vector space over R or A. A super metric
on V is a super metric . on V in the sense of [3.11] with the additional reality
condition

Vv, w € BV homogeneous : (B.7)(v,w) = (—1)"*l (B.7) (v, w)

This condition should be compared with condition (vi) in [3.2] for metrics on un-
graded vector spaces over R (see also [Tuy04, §IV.7]).

3.16. Lemma. We collect here some interesting properties of super metrics on a
graded vector space V over R or A.

(i) Let V' be a graded vector space over A and let . be a super metric on' V', then
B.% is a super metric on BV

(ii) Let V be a graded vector space over A and let . be a super metric on BV .
Then there exists a unique smooth super metric ./ on V with B4 = 7.

(ili) IfV is a graded vector space over A and . a super metric on V', then B.”|gy,
and —iB.7|gy, are (ordinary) metrics in the sense of [3.2] on the ungraded
vector spaces (over R) BVy and BV] respectively.

(iv) Let %, a=1,...,L be super metrics on V', a graded vector space over R or
A, and letrq,...,ry be elements in R respectively Ay such that Br, > 0. Then
Zi:l Tq - L 15 a super metric on V.
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4. SUPER HILBERT SPACES AND SUPER UNITARY REPRESENTATIONS

4.1. Definitions. As said in the introduction, I propose to weaken the definition
of a super Hilbert space. Let us start with the definition of a proto super Hilbert
space, by which I will mean a triple (E, (-, -),.%) in which F is a graded vector space
over K, (-,-) a metric on F seen as an ungraded vector space and .¥ a super scalar
product on E satisfying the following two conditions.

SHS1. (Fy, Eq) = 0.

SHS2. . is continuous with respect to the topology induced by the metric (-, -).
And then a super Hilbert space will be a proto super Hilbert space (H, (-, -),.#) such
that # is complete with respect to the topology induced by the metric (-, ), i.e., the
couple (H, (-, -)) is a Hilbert space in the usual sense. When (E, (-, -),.¥) is a proto
super Hilbert space, the couple (E, (-,-)) is a usual inner product space, one which
we can complete to a Hilbert space H. And as .% is continuous on F, it extends to
a continuous sesquilinear map on H. However, non-degeneracy of the extension of
- to H is not automatic and has to be checked separately before one can conclude

that we have a super Hilbert space. The basic example of a super Hilbert space is
K itself, with (-,-) and .¥ given by

(r,y) =S (x,y) =Ty
With this notion of a super Hilbert space, I now define a proto super unitary
representation of a super Lie group G on a super Hilbert space (H,(-,-),-7) as a
couple (D, p) with the following properties. D C H is a dense graded subspace and
p: G — Aut(D ® A¥) a group homomorphism satisfying the following conditions.

SURI. for all g € G, p(g) preserves . (or more accurately: preserves the restriction
to D @ A¥ of the extension of . to H ® A¥);

SUR2. For all ¢ € D the map Fy : G — D ® A¥, F,(g9) = p(g) is smooth.

SURS3. For all g € BG the map p(g) preserves (-, ).

If (D, p) and (D', p') are two proto super unitary representations of G on the super
Hilbert space (H, (-,),.%), then (D', p’) extends (D, p) if D C D" and for all g € G
we have p'(g)lp = p(g). We will say that a proto super unitary representation
(D, p) is a super unitary representation of G on H if it does not admit a non-trivial
extension.

4.2. Lemma. If the couple (D, p) is a proto super unitary representation of G on
(H, (-,-),), then:
(i) Yg € BG the map p(g) preserves D (thus justifying SUR3);
(i) the group homomorphism p : BG — Aut(D) extends to a unitary representa-
tion p, of BG on (H,(-,-));
(iii) we have the inclusion D C C*®(p,).

Proof. 1f (D, p) satisfies SUR2, the map Fy : G — D ® A¥ is smooth. But
smoothness implies that when applied to an element of BG the result lies in B(D®
AK) = D. Tt thus makes sense to require that p(g) with ¢ € BG preserves (-, ) (and
not its extension to D @ AK).

Once we know that p(g) with ¢ € BG preserves D, condition SUR3 says that it
is unitary. It thus extends by continuity to a unitary representation p, on the whole
of H. We then recall that the set C*(p,) of smooth vectors for p, is defined by

C*(po) = { € H | Fy|Bg is smooth }
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Condition SUR 2, applied to the restriction of F,, to BG, then tells us that we have
the inclusion D C C*(p,).

In the non-super context, a unitary representation is a group homomorphism
p : G — Aut(#H) such that each p(g) preserves the metric on the Hilbert space
H. Associated we then have the space of smooth vectors C*°(p) C H; they form a
common dense domain of essential self-adjointness for the infinitesimal generators

7(X) defined as

F(X) = 3 plexp(X0)u

In the super context the interplay between a super unitary representation and its
set of smooth vectors is a bit more complicated. For a super unitary representation
(D, p) it is the set D that is/plays the role of the set of smooth vectors of this
representation according to condition SUR2 and the fact that there is no non-trivial
extension. In [4.2] we have shown that we can extend the restriction of p to BG
to a unitary representation p, of BG on H. Now there is a very simple reason why
we cannot extend p to ‘H on the whole of G: if D is the domain of definition of an
odd generator 7(X), X € Bg; (and nobody will be surprised that the domain of a
generator is not the whole of #), then its flow is given by exp (ST(X )) for an odd
parameter . But then the smoothness condition tells us that we have

exp(éT(X)) =1+¢&7(X)

and thus the domain of definition of this flow is the same as the domain of 7(X).
In the conventional approach to a super unitary representation, the infinitesimal
generators 7(X) for X odd are supposed to be defined on C*(p,) and they (or a
suitable multiple) are supposed to be essentially self-adjoint. However, the condi-
tion to be (essentially) self-adjoint is equivalent to the condition that it generates
a l-parameter unitary group of transformations, and for odd generators, this 1-
parameter group has no role in the super representation, as we are interested only
in exp (£T(X )) with & an odd parameter. Moreover, nobody will be surprised that
the set of smooth vectors for a subgroup is larger than the set of smooth vectors for
the whole group. And thus it should not come as a surprise that the alleged set of
smooth vectors D for p might be smaller than the set of smooth vectors C*(p,) for
the subgroup BG C G. In our motivating example it turns out (see §11) that we
have equality D = C*°(p,), but in the “a + §7-group (see §12) we have an example
with D # C*(p,).

4.3. Definition (notions of equivalence). e Let (E, (-, ") g, ) and (F, (-, ), SF)
be two proto super Hilbert spaces. We will say that these two spaces are equivalent
if there exists a linear bijection A : E — F satisfying the following conditions (where
A = Ay + A; is the decomposition of A into homogeneous parts).
(i) ker(Ag) +ker(A;) = E (and thus E = ker(Ag) @ ker(4,) ).
(i) Vo,y € E: (Az, Ay)r = (z,9) 5.
(i)
Sr(z,y) reFE | yeker(4)
Fr(Azx, Ay) = { Sp(Cr,y) x € ker(Ay) , y € ker(Ay)
i .g(Cx,y) z,y € ker(Ap)
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Alternatively we will say that a map A satisfying these conditions is an equivalence
between the two super Hilbert spaces.

e Let G be an A-Lie group, let (Dg, pg) be a proto super unitary representation
of G on (Hg, (-,")r,%r) and let (D, pr) be a proto super unitary representation
of (the same) G on (Hp, (-, ") r, ). We will say that these two representations are
equivalent is there exists an equivalence of proto super Hilbert spaces A : Dy — Dp
intertwining the two representations:

Vge G : pr(g)eA=Acpp(g)

4.4. Remarks. e One might have expected that an equivalence of two proto super
Hilbert spaces should be an even linear bijection. However, the following argument
should convince the reader that at least odd linear bijections are completely natural
as equivalences for super unitary representations. Let E be a graded vector space
over R of graded dimension p|q and let F' = [[ E be the parity reversal of E of
graded dimension ¢|p. It is immediate that the two groups Aut(£) and Aut(F) are
isomorphic: it suffices to look at their matrix representation. It thus is quite natural
to say that the two tautological representations on £ and F' are equivalent. But the
equivalence is given by the parity reversal map, and thus is odd. And once we have
accepted the idea of an odd equivalence, non-homogeneous ones appear naturally
by taking direct sums. Condition (i) might be too restrictive, but it is compatible
with the procedure of taking direct sums.

e The reader might have expected that our (non-homogeneous) linear bijection
A : E — F should not only be compatible with the metrics as in condition (ii), but
also with the super scalar products in the form of the condition

vx??JEE : LSﬂF(‘A:[;?‘Ay):'SﬂE('CIj>y)

However, just looking at an odd map A shows that such a condition is not compatible
with the properties of a super scalar product. In particular graded symmetry (and
reality in the case of K = R) are incompatible with this formula. On the other
hand, when taking condition (i) into account, some elementary computations show
that the given formula in condition (iii) is compatible with these properties (and
that it nearly is imposed by them). Moreover, when we extend to A¥ vector spaces,
it will be compatible with anti-right-linearity in the first variable. There is, though,
one arbitrary choice I made: the use of the factor 7 in the case z,y € ker(Ay).
Choosing —¢ instead will also produce a formula compatible with the properties of
a super scalar product. However, the choice for +i is imposed when we want that a
super metric [3.11] is equivalent to a super metric (the opposite choice will turn the
positive definite condition into negative definite, see also [3.12]).

o If (H,(-,-),-) is a super Hilbert space and D C H a dense graded subspace,
then the triple (D, (-, -)|p,|p) is again a super Hilbert space and in particular the
restriction of . to D remains non-degenerate (something that is not true for an
arbitrary graded subspace!). This implies that the definition of equivalence of two
proto super unitary representations makes sense.

4.5. Lemma. Let (Dg,pg) be a proto super unitary representation of G on the
super Hilbert space (Hg, (-, Y, E) and let (Dg, pr) be a proto super unitary rep-
resentation of G on (Hp, (-,-)r,-%r). Then the following properties are equivalent.
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(i) There exists a homogeneous equivalence of super Hilbert spaces A : D — Dp
intertwining pg and pp.

(ii) There ezists a homogeneous equivalence of super Hilbert spaces A : Hp — Hp
such that A(Dg) = Dr and intertwining pg and pp.

4.6. Theorem (see also [dGM16, Thm 4.18]%. Let (H, {(-,-),.”) be a super Hilbert
space, let G be a connected A-Lie group and let (D,p) be a proto super unitary
representation of G on H. If we denote by g = T.G the graded Lie algebra of G,
then the map T : Bg — End(D) defined by (see SUR2)

(4.7) T(X)yp = XFy,
1s an even graded Lie algebra morphism with the following properties.

(i) For each X € Bgg the map 7(X) is the restriction of the infinitesimal generator
of po(exp(tX)) to D (see [4.2]).
(ii) For all X € Bg the map 7(X) is graded skew-symmetric with respect to ..
(iii) For all g € BG and all X € Bg; we have

7(Ad(9)X) = po(g) o T(X) o po(g™")
The triple (po, D, T) is called the infinitesimal form of (D, p).

Conversely, if a triple (p,, D, T) satisfies the conditions (i)-(iii) with p, an even
unitary representation of BG on ‘H (meaning that p,(g) preserves H, ), D C C*(p,)
a dense graded subspace of H and invariant under the maps p,(g), g € BG and
7: Bg — End(D) an even graded Lie algebra morphism, then there exists a unique
group homomorphism p : G — Aut(D ® AX) satisfying the conditions SUR 1-3 such
that the map T is given by (4.7) and such that the restriction of p to BG is p,.

As a consequence, (D, p) is a super unitary representation (no non-trivial exten-
sion) if and only if the couple (D, T) does not admit a non-trivial extension in the
sense that if (D', 7') satisfies the same conditions with D C D' and 7' (X)|p = 7(X)
for all X € Bg, then D' =D (and thus 7" = T).

Proof of [4.6], direct part. Suppose that (D, p) is a proto super unitary representation
of GG. Our first task is to show that the map 7 is well defined. According to SUR2
the map Fy, : G — D ® A¥ defined as F,,(g) = p(g)1 is smooth for all fixed ¢ € D.
As such we thus can apply the tangent vector X € g = gBT.G to this function
to obtain an element of D, which shows that the element 7(X)1) is well defined.
Because p(g) in linear, it is immediate that 7(X)w is right-linear in v for fixed
X € Bg, and thus we have indeed a map 7 : Bg — End(D). Moreover, applying
a tangent vector is a linear operation, from which it follows immediately that 7 is
left-linear in X. Now if X and ¢ are homogeneous, F, is homogeneous of the same
parity as ¢ and hence 7(X)y = XF, is homogeneous of parity |X| + |¢|. This
shows that 7 is even.

Remains to prove that this 7 is a super Lie algebra morphism satisfying the
properties (i)—(iii). To start with property (i) we take X € Bgg and ¢ € D and
we note that (more or less by definition of the action of a tangent vector on a
(smooth) function) 7(X) can be defined as the derivative at ¢ = 0 of the smooth

2After completion of this paper (which had a long gestation period), I became aware of the
paper [dGM16] and realized that I could and should have known of its existence. Their theorem
4.18 is, apart from inessential details, the same as my theorem [4.6]. Moreover, their proof is much
tighter than mine. Credit for this result thus is theirs.
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map t — p(exp(tX))Qp from Ay to D @ A¥. But this is a smooth map of a single
even coordinate, so it must be the G-extension of “the same” smooth map from
R — D. Now, as exp(tX) € BG for t € R (and X € Bgp), we have (because p, is
the extension of p|g, to H, [4.2]) the equality

p(exp(tX))1h = po(exp(tX))y
Property (i) follows immediately.

For property (ii) we take two homogeneous v, y € D and we note that (by addi-
tivity) we only have to prove the graded skew-symmetry property for homogeneous
X. We thus start with X € Bgy and we consider the function f : R — C defined
by

£t = 7 (p(exp(tX) . plexp(tX) 1)

According to SUR1 this is a constant function. But according to SHS2 the map
& is sesquilinear continuous, hence smooth (we are here working in the category of
ordinary normed vector spaces). And thus, using SUR2, the map f is smooth as
composition of smooth maps. We thus can compute its derivative at ¢ = 0, which
should be zero, giving

d

OIf/(O):&t:o

= S (r(X)x, ¥) + 7 (x, 7(X)¥)

This is graded skew-symmetry with respect to . for X € Bg,.
For X € Bg; we start with the observation that for any smooth map f : A; —
E @ AX for any graded vector space E (over K), we necessarily have the equality

f©) = f0)+&- f(0)
with f(0), f(0) € E. When we apply this to the smooth (by SUR2) map f(&) =
p(exp(fX))z/} =F, (exp(fX)) for any X € Bg; and ¢ € D, we immediately find
the equality
(4.8) p(exp(€X)) = + & (X))

We then use SUR1 and the properties of a super scalar product to compute:

() = 7 (p(exp( 5X )X p(exp(€X)) 1)
(X +&-T(X)x ¥+ T(X)0)
(e ¥) + ( (X, ¥) + 7 (x, € T(X)Y)
()
+ (V(T(X)X,w) + (1) -y(X,T(XW)) L€+ (1)

As this is valid for all £ € Ay, it follows (it is one of the essential features of our
graded ring A) that we have

which is graded skew-symmetry with respect to . for X € Bgy, finishing the proof
of property (ii).

4 (p(exp(tX )X, pexp(tX ))1&)

S
5%
5
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For property (iii) we take g € BG, which guarantees that Ad(¢g)X € Bg; and
p(g~) € D, not in D @ AX | so we can use (4.8) to make the computation

U+ 7(Ad(9)X) ¥ = p(exp(¢Ad(9)X) )1 = p(g - exp(€X) - g~")u
= p(9) (p(exp(EX ) (p(g‘l)@b))

= plo)(plg™ )0+ € 7(X)(plg™)0) )
=y +&- (plg)om(X)ep(g™))v

Again because this is valid for all £ € A, it follows that we have

7(Ad(9)X)y = (p(g)oT(X) o plg™))¥
As p, is the extension of p|g. to H, it follows that for ¢ € BG and ¢ € D we have
the equality p(g)¥ = po(g)1, proving property (iii).

And thus it only remains to show that 7 is a graded Lie algebra morphism. In
order to do so, we will need the following preliminary result. Let A : D — D
be a homogeneous linear map, graded skew-symmetric with respect to . and let
X € Bgp. Then we have the equality

0
aal_ Aplexp@x))e) = A(r(x)w)
The reason that this is not as obvious as it looks, is because we do not assume that

A is continuous. To circumvent that problem, we use the graded skew-symmetry of
A and the continuity of . to compute, with an arbitrary y € D:

(4.9)

7 (5% x:oA(p(eXp(xX))w) 7 X) = % x:oy (A (p(exp(xX))w) : X)
= —% IZOY <p(exp(:vX))€‘A‘(¢)> AX)

= 7 (r(X) (@ W), Ax) = 7 (A (X)) x)

The result then follows from the non-degeneracy property of ..

Next we recall that the commutator of two vector fields can be realized as a second
order derivative involving their flows: if the vector fields X and Y have flows ¢X
and ¢Y, then we have

9, 0

t=0 88

0
X Y X
XY= o o] (@%e0) oo )m) = 5
This classical result remains valid for (smooth) homogeneous vector fields in the su-
per context [Tuy04, V.5.15]. We thus can apply it to left-invariant vector fields asso-
ciated to homogeneous X,Y € Bg, whose flows are right-multiplication by exp(tX)
respectively exp(sY') with ¢ and s of the appropriate parity.

Having said this, we start with ¢ € D, X € Bgy and Y € Bg homogeneous and

we compute:

(T¢)—(t)<y|¢tx(m))

t=0

r(X YD = 5| o] plexpleX) expluy) exp(-X))o
— ol o e pemp (oY) p(exp(-a )
zeRand po = plgg = % - 8%/ y:OpO (exp(zX))p(exp(yY))p(exp(—zX)) v
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9,
po(g) is continuous = % :Opo (eXp(xX))T(Y)p(eXp(—xX))w

(4.9) with A=7(Y) = 7(X) (T(Y)@D) +7(Y) (T(—X)’QD) = [T(X), T(Y)}@D

This proves the morphism property for X € Bgg and Y € Bg homogeneous.

By bilinearity and graded skew-symmetry of the graded Lie bracket, it now suffices
to show the morphism property for X, Y € Bg;, for which the computations start
similarly, but now with odd coordinates.

HLCYDE = ] | plexn€0)plexsn)o(exp(-€))s
= %LO(}% n:O(l & (X)) (L4 7(V)) (A +E-7(=X))e
B T (X)) 4 ()T (0)

= (1(X)7(Y) +7(V)7(X))y = [7(X),7(M)]v

which shows the morphism property for X,Y € Bg, finishing the proof that 7 is a
graded Lie algebra morphism.

In order to prove the “converse-part” of [4.6], we need a preliminary result, which
in turn needs several preliminary definitions.

4.10. Definition. Let E be a finite dimensional graded vector space of dimension
d|n over AX with homogeneous basis e, ..., €q, fi, ..., fn, i.€., €1, ..., €q i a basis of
BE, and f1,..., f, is a basis of BE;. It is immediate that an element x of Ej retains
information about the odd basis vectors because x is determined by d elements of
AE (its coordinates with respect to the even basis vectors e;) and n elements of AF
(its coordinates with respect to the odd basis vectors f;). But sometimes we wish
to retain only the even or only the odd basis vectors. We thus define the subspaces
Eodd dim. and Eeven dim. by

d n
even dim. { le e; | x; € AK } and [fedddim. _ { Zy] fj Y; € AK }
i=1 =1
A more intrinsic definition would be
Eeverdim — BEy @ AX = (BE, @ {0}) @ AX
pedddin _ B o AKX = ({0} @ BE) © AX |
but the previous one is easier to understand. Both Eeven dim- and pedd dim: are oraded

subspaces of £/ and we have in particular the following equalities:

. even dim. odd dim. o even dim. odd dim.
E=E o E and  Ey = ES @ ES

4.11. Forgetting the odd coordinates. Let f be a (local) smooth function of d
even coordinates and n odd ones. There thus exist ordinary smooth functions f; of
d real coordinates such that (see [14.13])

fe.6) =3 €(Cf)@)

ICn
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The body map B is defined on smooth maps and then yields what remains when we
“kill” all nilpotent elements. In particular we have

Bf = fo

When we now apply G, we get a function of d even coordinates, which is given by

(GBf)(z) = (Gf)(z) = f(x,0)

It follows that the combination of operations B and G first kills all nilpotent elements
(and in particular the odd coordinates) and then reestablishes the nilpotent parts in
the even coordinates. In other words, we get a smooth function of even coordinates
only, which is the functions f that has forgotten about the dependence on the odd
coordinates. The important observation is that these two operations are “intrinsic”
and thus preserve in particular equalities involving composition of maps.

Now let M be any ordinary manifold of dimension d. We then can take an
atlas with charts U,, a € I and extend all coordinate changes ¢ to functions
G between open sets of AZ. This defines an A-manifold GM of dimension d|0.
Conversely we can start with an A-manifold M of dimension d|n, take its body to
obtain an ordinary manifold BM of dimension d on which we can apply the above
construction to obtain an A-manifold GBM of dimension d|0. Looking carefully
at the construction of GBM will show that it boils down to start with an atlas
with coordinate charts and then to replace the transition functions ¢® by GBp®.
Said differently, we take an atlas and then forget about the odd coordinates (setting
them to zero) and we retain only the even coordinates. What should be obvious is
that if the A-manifold M is modelled on the graded vector space E, then GBM
is modelled on Ee¢ve® 4 For that reason we also denote the A-manifold GBM as
Mjeven dim.'

An important application of this notion is to a super Lie group G. A super Lie

group G is modelled on its super Lie algebra g and one can show that the map
P - Geven dim. % gde dim. — G defined by

(4.12) P(g, X) = g exp(X)

is a diffecomorphism of A-manifolds [Tuy04, VI.1.7|. This means that, as an A-
manifold, a super Lie group G is completely determined by the underlying ordinary
Lie group BG and the odd part Bg; of its super Lie algebra g, simply because we
have the equalities

@Geven dim. = GBG and godd dim. — Bgl ® A )

We will use the identification/diffeomorphism (4.12) quite often in the sequel. As
such it will turn out to be important to know how the product of two group elements

is given in this interpretation of G as a direct product. It is immediate that we have,
for g, h € Geven dim. and X, Y € gde dim.:

®(g,z) - P(h,Y) =g-exp(X)-h-exp(Y) = gh-exp(Ad(h™")X) - exp(Y)

Now Ad(h™1)X and Y belong to gd?d 4™  but their product does not necessarily
lie in the image of godd 4™ under exp. The purpose of [4.15] is to provide, for
XY € ggdddim  two elements BO(X,Y) € ggrendim and BW(X,Y) € ggdd dim-

such that we have

exp(X) - exp(Y) = exp(B(O)(X, Y)) - exp(B(l)(X, Y))
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And then we can finish our computation of the group product in terms of the dif-
feomorphism &:

B(g, X)- B(h,Y) = CID(gh exp(BOAd(h™)X,Y)) , exp(BD(Ad(hY)X, Y)))
or equivalently, omitting the map ®:

(g,X) - (h,Y) = (gh exp(BOAd(h )X, Y)) , exp(BD(Ad(hY)X, Y)))

4.13. Definition. Let g be a Lie algebra (super or not) and let B : g x g — ¢
be a map. We will say that B is a homogeneous algebraic expression in repeated
commutators of degree k > 2 if there exist constants ¢;, . ; € R, ¢; = 1,2 such that
for all X7, X5 € g we have

2

B(X1, Xs) = | > i (ad(X,) 0 -+ 0ad(Xy,) ) (X5,)

.....

(4.14) = Y e ik-{Xik,[Xik_l,...[Xi3,[Xi2, ]}H

i1y =1
We will say that B is an algebraic expression in repeated commutators (abbreviated
as AERC) if there exist a sequence By, k > 2 of homogeneous algebraic expressions in
repeated commutators By, of degree k such that we have B(X,Y) = 3", ., Bi(X,Y).
The typical example of an AERC is the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula. This
is the map Bgcy @ g X g — g such that
exp(X) - exp(Y) = exp(X + Y + Bpcu(X,Y))

It starts as (see [DKO0O, p31])
Byon(X,Y) = X, V] + & ([X, [X, Y]] + [, [v, X]] )
& [V XY X)) 4+
4.15. Lemma. Let g be a Lie superalgebra of finite dimension d|n. Then there
ezist AERC’s B9(X,Y) and BW(X,Y) with the following properties.

(i) Each term in B contains only an even number of commutators (only even k
in (4.14)) and each term in BYY contains only an odd number of commutators

(only odd k in (4.14)).
(i) For X,Y € g&% ™ we have the equality

exp(X) - exp(Y) = exp(BV(X,Y)) - exp(X + Y + BY(X,Y))
Proof. The proof is a “simple” application of the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula.

We write BO(X,Y) = 33 By (X,Y) and BO(X,Y) = 337, Boxy1(X,Y) and
we apply the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula on both sides of the wanted equality

exp(X) - exp(Y) = exp(BO(X,Y)) - exp(X + Y + BY(X,Y))
This gives us the equality
exp(X +Y + Bpen(X,Y)) = exp <B<O> (X,Y)+ X +Y + BYX,Y)

(4.16) + Been (BO(X,Y), X +Y + BO(X, Y)))
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For an ordinary (non-super) Lie algebra we should worry about convergence and we
will certainly not be allowed to deduce (without careful justification) the equality

(4.17)  Bpeu(X,Y) =B9(X,Y)+ BY(X,Y)
+ Bpen (BY(X,Y), X +Y + BY(X,Y))

However, X and Y belong to g§! 4™ and thus are of the form Y . & X; with
X; € Bgy and & € A;. In particular these coefficients are nilpotent. It follows
immediately that any homogeneous AERC f(X,Y) of degree k is identically zero
for any k£ > 2n. The argument is that with respect to a basis fi,..., f, of g; the
two vectors X and Y are expressed with (at most) 2n different odd coefficients.
And thus any term involving more than 2n terms must contain one of these odd
coefficients twice (multiplicatively), proving that such a term is zero.

This has two consequences: first that all AERC’s in X and Y only contain a finite
number of homogeneous terms, so no convergence problems arise. And secondly that
the arguments of the exponential function in (4.16) have zero body and thus lie in
the neighborhood where the exponential map is a diffeomorphism. We thus are
allowed to deduce the equality (4.17), which we (re)write as

(4.18)  Bpen(X,Y) =) Bi(X,Y)

k>2

+ Byon( Y. Ba(X,Y), X +Y + 3 By (X, 1))

k>1 k>1

We then note that if B, and B, are homogeneous AERC’s of degree k and ¢
respectively, then

[Bk(X, Y), Bi(X, Y)}

is a homogeneous AERC of degree k + ¢. It follows that we can determine the
homogeneous AERC’s By, iteratively from (4.18), starting with By. The reason this
works is because if we equate the homogeneous AERC’s of degree k in (4.18), we find
on the left hand side the homogeneous AERC of degree k of Bgcu(X,Y'), which is
known. On the right hand side we first find By (X,Y), followed by all homogeneous
AFERC’s of degree k coming from the Bgcy term. But as each term of Bgcy contains
at least one commutator, it follows that the terms of degree k can only involve B;’s
with ¢ < k.

To see how this works, let us determine the first few terms. Looking at the term
Bpcn on the right hand side of (4.18), we note that its first argument starts at degree
2 and its second argument at degree 1 (the X + Y term). As Bpcy itself starts at
degree 2, it follows that this term starts at degree 3. It follows that we can equate
By(X,Y) with the degree 2 term of Bgcu (X, Y') on the left hand side of (4.18), i.e.,

B2(X7 Y) - % [X> Y]

The only term of degree 3 appearing in the Bgcy term on the right hand side of
(4.18) comes from the degree 2 term of Bgcy and is given by

% [BQ(X7 Y)7 X + Y} )
which gives us the equality

12

! ( (X, [X, Y]] + [V, [V, X]] ) = B3(X,Y) + L [By(X,Y), X +Y]
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As we already know By(X,Y), this determines B3(X,Y") as
By(XY) = 3 [X, [X, Y]] - g [V, [V, X]]

Careful analysis shows that the only term of degree 4 appearing in the Bpcy term
on the right hand side of (4.18) comes from the degree 3 term of Bgcy applied to
By(X,Y) and X +Y; it is given by

1—12 [X +Y, [X +Y, By(X, Y)H
This gives us the equality

24

1 [y, X, [Y,X]H = ByX,Y)+ L [X+Y,[X +V,By(X, V)] ,
which tells us that B,(X,Y) is given by
Bi(X.Y) = [V [X. [V, X]]] = & [X [X. X V]| + 3 [V [V [, X]]

As B and BW satisfy by construction the properties (i) and (ii), this finishes
the proof.

Proof of [4.6], converse part. Given a triple (p,, D, T) satisfying conditions (i)—(iii),
we have to define a representation p of G on D®.A¥ satisfying the conditions SUR 1-
3 and to show that it is unique when 7 is given by (4.7). The idea is to extend the
representation p, of BG in two stages to the sought-for representation p: first to
Geven dim- and then to G, and to prove at each stage that the extension preserves .7.
In that way SUR1 and SUR 3 are automatically satisfied. Proving SUR2 then turns
out not to be very hard, only the homomorphism property requires some work.

We start by proving that p, preserves .. For x,¢¥ € D and X € Bg, we consider
the function f : R — C defined by

ft)y=2 (po(eXp(tX )) X Po(exp(tX ))1/))

As .7 is sesquilinear continuous, it is smooth (because, as in the proof of direct
part, we are here working in the category of ordinary normed vector spaces), so
f is smooth by composition of smooth maps and its derivative is given by (using

property (i) of 7)
7(t) = 7 (7(X)p (exp(X)) x, po(exp(tX)) )

+ 2 (e (t3)) 3, 7 (exp()) )

By graded skew-symmetry of the 7(X) with respect to . (condition (ii)) this is zero,
and hence f is constant. But exp defines a diffeomorphism between a neighborhood
of 0 € go and BG. And thus for all g in this neighborhood the map p,(g) preserves
. By the representation property and connectedness of G it follows that it is true
for all ¢ € BG.

We next extend the representation p, of BG to a map (also denoted by p,) p, :
Gevendim- = GBG — End (D®AK) as follows. For each ¢ € D the map F,, : BG —
D is smooth by the assumption D C C*(p,). Hence its G-extension (denoted by
the same symbol) Fy : GV dim — D @ AK is a smooth map in the category
of A-manifolds. It is elementary to show that for any g € G 4™ the map
Y+ Fy(g) is linear in . For each g € G 9™ we thus have a linear map (over
K) p.(g) : D — D ® AK. Moreover, as p,(g) preserves the subspaces H,, so does its
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G-extension. Extending this p,(g) by A¥-linearity to D @ A¥, we obtain an even
right-linear map (over AX)

po(g) : D@ AX - D AK

As we have the equality p,(gh)Y = po(g) (,oo(h)@/)) for all g, h € BG, this property
extends to the G-extension, proving that we have a morphism of groups

Do : Geven dim. — Aut (D ® AK)

In other words, we have a representation of Geve» 4™ on D @ AX.

In order to prove that this extension preserves . (or rather its extension to
D @ A¥), we argue as follows. For y,1 € D we have shown that the function
f:BG — C defined as

f(9) = Z(po(9)X, po(9)0)

is constant .(x,v). This implies that in any local coordinate system (ry,...,ry) on
BG all k-th order partial derivatives 0;, ...0;, f are zero. But we can also compute
Gf, the G-extension of f, directly from its definition in terms of the G-extension
of F, and Fy and the extension of .% to D ® A¥X. When we do this at a point with
local coordinates z; € Ay with z; = r; + n;, r; € R and n; nilpotent (and even), we
obtain:

o

(Gf)(xl,...,xd):y(

) d
1
)IEED DI INCS NETI

— Z ]% Oiy ... 0;, (5” (FX(T>, F¢(r))> Ny =+ N,
= Z ]% (821 azpf) (T) Uz nzp - y(Fx(T>, F¢<T))
=7(x.v) |

which shows that indeed p,(g) preserves . for all g € G¢¥" 4™ as wanted.?

We now recall that the map ®(g, X) = ¢g-exp(X) (4.12) defines a diffeomorphism
Geven dim. e godddim s & We will use (mostly implicitly) this diffeomorphism to
extend the representation p, of G¢¥" 4™ to a representation p of G on D ® AX by
defining p on such an element by

p(g - exp(X))Y = po(g) o exp(T(X))y

where exp(7(X)) is defined by its power series:

exp(r(X)g = 3 1 (X))

oo
k=0

3The second equality is a combinatorial fact using that .% is sesquilinear continuous (condi-
tion SHS2) and thus that we have, for any partial derivative, the equality 0; (5” ( f(x), g(:c))) =
S0 f)(x),9(t)) + 7 (f(z), (8;9)(x)). Writing out the details is a bit cumbersome, so I hope the
reader will forgive me for omitting them.
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More precisely, any X € godddim g necessarily of the form X = Y " | f, @ & =
Soi fir& with fi, ..., f, abasis of Bg; and & € A;. The map 7(X) € End(D®AX)
then is defined by linearity as

n

T(X) = Z 7(fi) - & or equivalently 7(X)(v ® \) Zfl ,

i=1

where we used that 7 is even and f; odd, which explains the minus sign in the second

formula. Because X contains n odd elements, it follows immediately that the power

series for exp (T(X )) actually stops at k£ = n, any higher order containing at least

the square of one of these odd elements, which yields zero. And finally we note

that the map exp(T(X )) is even, simply because each map 7(f;) is odd, as is its

coefficient &;.

In order to show that the maps F, : G — D ® AX, g — p(g)1 are smooth for
1 € D we argue as follows. Using the diffeomorphism Gever dim- x godd dim- o G e
have to prove smoothness in the couple (g, X) € Geven dim- x godd dim- > & Now the
expression exp(7(X)) is given by

n

eXp(T(X))i/}: %T(X)kv,b: Z ey

k=0 {1}

with ¢; € D an element of the form (with ¢; € R)

br=crr(fi)e - or(fi)¥
It follows that Fy(g, X) = p(g, X) (with (g, X) € Gevendim- x godddim o Gy jg

given by
> Epolg)

As p,(g)1 is smooth in g € Ge¥*" 4™ this shows that F is indeed a smooth function
as required for SUR2.

To show that this p is a homomorphism, we take g,h € Ge¥" 4™ and XY €
9339 dim- and we compute (writing Z = Ad(h™1)X € ggdd 4™ in the second line):

p(g - exp(X) - h-exp(Y)) = p(gh cexp(Ad(h)X) - exp(Y)>
= p(gh - exp(Z) - exp(Y))
.15] p<gh cexp(BO(2,Y)) -exp(Z + Y + BY(Z, Y)))
= po(gh-exp(BO(2,Y)) ) e exp(r(Z +Y + BU(Z,Y)))
—  polgh)epo (exp(B<0><Z, Y))> o exp <¢(Z +Y + Bz, Y)))
—  polgh) e exp (T(B(O)(Z, Y))) o exp <T(Z +Y + BO(zZ, Y)))
= pulgh)e exp(BO(r(2),7(V)) )
o exp(7(2) + (V) + BO(r(2),7(Y)) )
polgh) o exp(r(Z)) o exp(r( )z

= po(9) e po(h)e exp(7(Z)) o exp(7(Y))
= polg)e exp(po(h) o T(Z) o po(h) ") o po(h) o exp(7(Y))
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= polg)e exp(T(Ad(R)Z) ) < polh) e exp(r(V))
= po(9)e exp(7(X)) o po(h) e exp(r(Y))
= (g exp(X)) o p(h-exp(Y))

Let us explain this computation line by line.

line 1: We apply the definition of the Adjoint representation.

line 2: We abbreviate Ad(h™')X to Z.

line 3: We apply [4.15].

line 4: We first recall that for any Lie superalgebra we have [Bg,, Bgi] C Bgi_a.
It follows directly that necessarily B(Z,Y) € ggen 4™ and BM(Z,Y) €
ggdd dim- because B() only has repeated commutators of an even number of
elements in g§id 9™ = (Bg; ® A)y and BY only has repeated commutators
of an odd number of such elements. In particular exp(B(o) (Z, Y)) belongs to
Geven dim- 55 we can apply our definition of p.

line 5: We use that p, is a homomorphism.

line 6: We use the fact that 7 is the infinitesimal form of p, on D by hypothesis (i)
and that we have extended p, to G¢'*" 4™ by G-extension.

line 7: We use the fact that 7 is a graded Lie algebra homomorphism and that B
and BM are AERC’s, so we can commute these two operations.

line 8: We again use [4.15], which is allowed because this result is independent of
the particular A-Lie group.

line 9: We use again that p, is a homomorphism.

line 10: We use the definition of exp(7(Z)) as a power series (finite!).

line 11: This is our hypothesis (iii).

line 12: By definition of Z we have the equality Ad(h)Z = X.

line 13: And finally we apply our definition of p backwards.

Now that we have the representation p, we have to prove that it preserves .. As
we already know this to be true for g € Geve» 4™ it suffices to prove that we have

y(p(exp(X))x,p(eXp(X))d)) =S (X, %)

for any X € g§dd 4™ To do so, we start with the observation that the condition

that 7(X) with X € Bg; is graded skew-symmetric with respect to . (condition
(ii)) implies that, for A € A;, the even map 7(AX) is skew-symmetric with respect
to . and thus for any X € g§dd 4™ the (even) map 7(X) is skew-symmetric. We
then compute:

write p=k4+£ = Z m (_1)]{«5/(X77(X>pw)
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= (x;¥)

We now only have to prove uniqueness of p to finish the proof of [4.6]. So let
p: G — Aut(D ® A¥) be another map satisfying the conditions SUR1-3 with
infinitesimal form 7 and whose restriction to BG equals p,. Hence p and p coincide
on BG. But then by SUR?2 the restriction of p to G 4™ must be the G-extension
of the restriction to BG, hence p coincides with p on Geve* 4™ And finally, for
X € Bg; and £ € A; we must have by SUR2 and the fact that 7 is the infinitesimal
form of p:

pexp(€X)) v = v + £7(X) = p(exp(6X))
As the elements of the form £X with X € Bg; and £ € A; generate exp(ggdd 4m),
the homomorphism property shows that p and p coincide at all elements (g, X) €
@Geven dim. g8dd dim. ~~ G.

4.19. Remark. The condition in [4.6] that G should be connected is needed only
to prove, in the converse part, that p preserves . if 7 satisfies condition (ii). If one
knows by other means that the maps p,(g), g € BG preserve ., then one can drop
the connectedness condition on G.
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5. THE BATCHELOR BUNDLE AND METRICS

In this section we make the first step in our program to turn the left-regular
representation of any super Lie group into a super unitary one. We start by recalling
the definition of the Batchelor bundle of an A-manifold M. We then define the
notion of a super metric g on M and we show how this defines an ordinary metric
(-, )¢ on the space C>°(M; F @ A¥) of compactly supported smooth functions with
values in an arbitrary graded vector space F ® AX equipped with a metric. And we
terminate this section by showing that the pull-back action associated to a particular
kind of diffeomorphism of M will preserve the metric (-,-)g, and thus defines a
unitary map on C°(M; F @ AX). But we start with a notational convention that
will be used quite often in the sequel.

5.1. Definition/Notation. e Let X7,..., X,, be n objects that can be multiplied/
composed. Then for any I C {1,...,n} we define

X' =Xio0X,,

when I = {iy,... i} with i; < 45 < --- < iy, with the convention that X? = 1
(or X? = id in case of maps). This generalizes the convention (2.1). When the set
{1,...,n} itself appears in an exponent or subscript, we will abbreviate it as n, i.e.,

we define n to be shorthand for

n=A{1,...,n}

5.1 We start with an A-manifold

Let M be an A-manifold modelled on the even part of an A-vector space E of
graded dimension d|n and let &Y = {U, | @ € I} be an atlas of coordinate charts
Yo : Uy = O, C Ey. It is immediate that the maps By, : BU, — BO, C R?
form an atlas for BM. Denoting by (z%, &) the even and odd coordinates on a
chart U, (i.e., the coordinates on ¢,(U,) = O, C Ejy), the change of coordinates
" = g0, can be written as

(2°,€°) = (py o0 ) (2%, €7) = 9" (27, €°)
In [Bat79] (see also [Tuy04, §IV.8]) it is shown that for any .A-manifold there always
exists an atlas such that the change of coordinate functions ©*® have the following
special form:

(5:2) (%€ =@ ¢ with a2’ = @l(a") and & = AT(2") - |

J

where " and A% are smooth functions of the even coordinates z* only. We will
call such an atlas a Batchelor atlas.

Now let U be a Batchelor atlas (for the moment any atlas will do, but later on we
will need a Batchelor one). Then the maps By, : BU, — BO, C RY form an atlas
for the underlying ordinary manifold BM. Moreover, we can interpret the functions
BAY as smooth maps BA* : BU, N BU, — Gl(n,R). As such they satisfy the
cocycle condition

S (BAD)(m) (BAY)(m) = (BAZ)(m)

j=1
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simply because the ©® do. It follows that the functions 7% : BU,NBU, — Gl(n,R)
defined as T7°(m) = (BA“b(m));, i.e., T is the inverse-transpose of BA%  also
satisfy the cocycle condition. We thus can use them to define a vector bundle
VM — BM with typical fiber R™. More precisely, 7 : VM — BM is a vector
bundle with local trivializing charts ¥, : 7#=1(BU,) — BU, x R" and transition
functions

U = v, .Ut (BU, NBU,) x R" — (BU,NBU,) x R”
given by

T (m,v) = (m,w) with  w; = ZTZ}“(m) v, ER .
j=1

We will say that M is oriented in the odd directions, abbreviated as o0.0.d, when
the vector bundle VM — BM is oriented. This is possible only if there exists an
atlas for which all the matrices BA® have positive determinant, in which case there
are two possible choices for such an orientation. When M is o.0.d, we will say that
a Batchelor atlas is 0.0.d when it satisfies the condition that all matrices BA® have
positive determinant.

Now let F' be any graded vector space over K equipped with a topology. We then
can consider the space C®(M; F @ A¥) of smooth functions on M with values in
F ® AX, which is a graded vector space over K (and when F = K, it even is a
graded K-algebra). We will now argue that the choice of a Batchelor atlas allows
us to create an isomorphism (of graded vector spaces or graded K-algebras)

(5.3) 0:C®(M;F @A) > T*(A\VM®F - BM) |

i.e., between C*°(M; F @ A¥) and the space of smooth sections of the (non-super)
exterior algebra bundle (tensored with F) AVM®&F — BM. Todoso, let f: M —
F ® A¥X be a smooth function. Then, for any coordinate chart U, in the Batchelor
atlas there exist smooth functions f{ : BO, — F' such that we have

(5.4) (foe @& = Y (£ (Gf)(x")

(5.5) (Waoo(f)eBe,Na) = (20, 3 @ fia) )

where e, ..., e, denotes the canonical basis of R" and where e! is defined as &7 by
replacing the product in A by the wedge-product, see [5.1]. The definition of the
transition functions for the bundle VM together with the fact that our atlas is a
Batchelor atlas guarantee that these local sections glue together to form a global
smooth section. It is then routine to show that o is an isomorphism of graded
vector spaces over K (or in case F' = K of graded K-algebras). Moreover, it follows
directly from the definition of the DeWitt topology on M that o preserves compact
support, i.e., that ¢ also is an isomorphism between compactly supported smooth
functions on M with values in ' ® A¥ and compactly supported smooth sections

of \VM ® F.

5.6. Nota Bene. The Batchelor bundle (as well as the notion of “being oriented in
the odd directions”) can be defined without the use of a Batchelor atlas by noting
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that we have the equality

og

BAY (") = B ()

However, the identification between C*(M; F ® A¥) and T*( A\VM ® F — BM )
depends upon the choice of a Batchelor atlas.

5.7. Remark. The Batchelor atlas allows us to do more than make the identifi-
cation C*(M; F ® AX) 2 T*(AVM ® F — BM ), it also allows us to transport

the N-grading of I*( AVM @ F — BM ) = @, (AN'VM @ F - BM) to
C>®(M; F @ AX). This is a slightly stronger statement that the fact that o preserves
parity, which “only” says that ¢ provides an isomorphism

o (CH(M;F @ AX)) — @Ffj)(/\%*aVM ® F — BM)

keN

The functions of degree k € N are those functions whose expression in local coordi-
nates (5.4) in the given Batchelor atlas always have products of k odd coordinate
functions &7 (i.e., with cardinality of I being k).

5.8. Nota Bene/Convention. From now on we will always assume, unless stated
explicitly otherwise, that we have chosen a Batchelor atlas. If needed, we could
extend it to a maximal atlas by including all coordinate charts that have the change
of coordinate form (5.2) with all charts in the given Batchelor atlas.

An additional advantage of using a Batchelor atlas is that it allows us to extend
a partition of unity for BM to a partition of unity of M. More precisely, let U =
{U, | a € A} be a Batchelor atlas for M and let the family p, : BU, — [0, 1] be
a (smooth) partition of unity subordinated to the cover { BU, | a € A} of BM.
Then the family Gp, : U, — Ay is a partition of unity subordinated to the cover
U. This works because when expressing these functions in the same chart, we never
get an additional dependence on odd coordinates via a change of coordinates in the
Batchelor atlas.

5.2 An intermezzo on matrices

Let E be a finite dimensional graded vector space over K of graded dimension d|n,
let ey, ..., €4,€441,- -, €qrn be a homogeneous basis of E (recall that this means that
e1,...,eq is a basis of BEy (these are thus even vectors) and egy1, ..., €41, a basis
of BE; (and thus odd vectors), see also §14). If f : E — FE is a right-linear map,
we can associate to f its matrix f;; € Gl(d|n, ) (the set of square matrices of size
d + n with values in K) defined by

d+n

flei) = Zej i

j=1
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As we know that the first p basis elements are even, we can decompose this matrix
into four by writing

fii oo fiptg
(59) s ) = (é lB))

fp+q,1 cee fp+q,p+q

with A a square matrix of size p x p and the other three of appropriate corresponding
sizes. If f is even, A and D have even entries, whereas B and C' have odd ones.
For a left-linear map f : F — E we can also define its matrix, but now its
definition is given by
ptq

ve)f = Z fije;

But here again we can decompose this matrix in four submatrices as in (5.9), and
again if f is even, A and D will have even entries, whereas B and C will have odd
entries.

Yet another way to obtain a matrix is when we have a sesquilinear map S :
E x E — AC. In that case we define the matrix S;; € Gl(d|n, A®) by

(5.10) Sij = S(ei, )

And again we can decompose this matrix in four submatrices as in (5.9), and once
again: if S is even, A and D will have even entries, whereas B and C' will have odd
entries.

This decomposition of a matrix into four submatrices becomes quite natural in
the setting of tangent maps. Consider a smooth map ® : Ey — Ey (or only defined
on an open subset of Ey) and denote by (z,£) the even and odd coordinates on F
according to v = Zle Tie; + Z?:1 §j €drj- We the can write

®(z,8) = (F(,6),6(,))

with F' an even function (with d components) and ¢ an odd function (with n compo-
nents). With these notations, the matrix of its tangent map (the Jacobian matrix)
at a point v € Ej is given by

OF 0¢
20 5, )
(5.11) matrix(7,P) = OF 96

8_§(U) 8_§(U>

or explicitly in terms of a (tangent) vector:

oF 0¢
d n %(U) %(U) €1,...d
L(Z tie; + ij €d+j) Te=(t 7)- OF O ' (ed+1:f:::d+n>
i=1 j=1 8_§(U) 8_5(0)

(5.12) _Z(Zt +Z¢] 2];( )>-ep
B B e )
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When & represents the change of (local) coordinates on an A-manifold M, it is cus-
tomary to denote the coordinates on the source by (z, ) and to change the name at
the target, say to (y,n). In particular one writes ®(z,&) = (y,n) = (y(x, €),n(z, 5))
In that case the homogeneous basis is given by the tangent vectors (0,,,0,) or
(Oy;,Op;)- And then (5.12) takes the form of the associated change of basis in the
tangent space T,,M:

0 dy an 0

ozl %(f&f) %(%5) Enm
o oV 2o L) |2

€ b AT 1l

When both local coordinate systems belong to a Batchelor atlas, we have in partic-
ular dgy = 0.

5.3 We add a metric to obtain a Hilbert space

We define a super metric g4 on the A-manifold M to be a smooth assignment of
a super metric g(m) in the sense of [3.15] at T,, M for all m € M (see also [Tuy04,
§IV.7|).> Here the smoothness condition means that in terms of local coordinates
(even and odd together) (xy,...,z41,) the matrix elements

are smooth functions of m. In any local chart with coordinates (x,&) we then can
define the four matrices g**(x,€), o, 8 € Z/2Z (see the previous subsection) by

my Olm) , Gj=1,...,n+d

0 0 0 0
00 01
g, (1, 8) =gl — s A ;o 8, &) =gl -— s A
pa(T:8) (81:,, (zg) Oz, (m,g)) pa (6 <8xp @) 0& (xvé)>
0 0 0 0
10 z,§) = ey y A ) i T,5)= A ey
gpq( 5) g( afp (6) axq ($,§)> gpq( 5) g( 85]) (,) agq (a:7f)>

The matrices g?° and g'! are even of size d x d and n x n respectively, whereas the
matrices g'® and g are odd and of size n x d and d x n respectively. Now if (2%, £%)
and (2%, £%) are two coordinate systems, we get two sets of matrices g&*? and gb¥.
Using (5.13) it is not hard to show that these two sets are related by

S (22y (22
(5 15) ga,OO ga,01 B o0t 9o gb,oo gb,Ol O e
. ga,lO ga,ll Oxb Gfb gb,lo gb,n _<a_§b>t (a_gby
dga Oga Oza oga

Now if we realize that 0,.£" and Jgax® are odd matrices, taking the body map of the
above equality gives us the two equalities

oxb O\t ol OEONt
a,00 _ X b,00 a1l _ . b,11
(5.16) Bg B_Ga:“ Bg B<_8:1:“> and Bg B_aga Bg B(—)

4As is usual, I use the letter g to denote a metric on a manifold. But as a generic element of
a group G is also denoted by the letter g, this might be confusing when both appear in the same
formula (even when most of the time it will be obvious who is what). I thus write a metric in bold
face, providing a visual distinction for these two objects.

5Note that this definition of a super metric differs significantly from the more standard definition
of a super metric as given for instance in [GW12] or [LRT13]
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This shows in the first place that Bg®® defines a global metric gga; on BM. We
then recall that the matrices BA"™ = BO..£ are the inverse transpose of the transi-
tion functions of the Batchelor vector bundle VM — BM. Taking the definition of
a super metric into account, we conclude that the matrices (—i Bg®!')~! define an
ordinary metric gy, on (the fibers of) VM. More precisely, in the trivializing chart
U, the metric gyy(m) is defined by the equation

(5.17) ZgVM(m>(€j,6k) -B(—igy '(m) =6,
k=1

where, as before, the e; denote the canonical basis of the typical fiber R".

Following [War83, p79] we extend this scalar product to the exterior algebra
bundle A\ VM by setting the scalar product of homogeneous elements of different
degrees to zero, and by setting, in the trivializing chart U,,

gvamr(m)(vyp A Avg,wp A+ Awg) = det(gVM(m)(vp,wq))
It then follows that if vy,..., v, is an orthonormal basis of the fiber 771(m) = R"
above m € BM of the bundle VM, then the monomials v/ = v, A -+ A v, I C
{1,...,n} (see [5.1]) form an orthonormal basis of A 7~'(m) C A\ VM.
Now let F' be a graded vector space over K and (-,-)r an ordinary metric on
F' (seen without grading), thus providing a topology on E. We then can extend

the metric gy on the fibers of A\ VM to an ordinary metric gf;,, on the fibers of
A\ VM ® F by defining

gin(w@ew @¢) =gyu(w,w') - (e,€)r
Using this metric gf7,, on the fibers of A VM ® F and the metric ggs on BM, we can
define in a natural way an (ordinary) metric (-, -) on the space I'°( AVM®QF — M)
of compactly supported smooth sections of A VM ® F' as follows. Let us denote by

Volgg,, the metric volume density associated to the metric ggys given in a local
coordinate system z{, ...,z by

Volgg,, (2) = \/|det (Bga,OO(xa)” AN (z9)
For any two sections x,1 € [*( AVM ® F — M ) we then define (x,1)g by

(5.18) (0 ) = /B ) ((m). (1)) Volgg (m)

It is then routine to show that this is indeed a metric in the usual sense [3.2].

5.19. Remark. Just as for the Batchelor bundle we do not need a Batchelor atlas
to define the metrics ggyr and gyay.

5.20. Definition. With these preparations we now use the isomorphism o to trans-
port the (ordinary) metric (-, -)g on T ( AVM ® F — M) to C°*(M; F @ AX), the
space of compactly supported smooth functions on M (with values in F ® AX). By
abuse of notation we will denote this metric on C°(M; F @ A¥) also by (-, ). This
would result in the confusing definition for f,g € C°(M; F @ A¥):

{(f,9)6 = {o(f),o(9))e

where on the right hand side (-, -)g denotes the metric defined in (5.18), and on the
left hand side the induced metric on C°(M; F @ AK).
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We then define the (ordinary) graded Hilbert space L*(M; F'; g) as the completion
of the metric space (C2°(M; F ® AX), (-,+)g). The extended metric (scalar product)
on L*(M; F;g) will still be denoted by (-, )¢, while the metric on F' is understood
implicitly.

5.21. Lemma. If the homogeneous parts of F' are orthogonal with respect to (-, ),
e., {Fy, F1)p = 0, then the homogeneous parts of C>°(M; F @ AX) are orthogonal
with respect to (-, -)g.

Proof. Let f,g € C*(M; F ® A¥X) be such that f is even and g odd. In any local
coordinate chart (in the Batchelor atlas) we thus have

= > &f@  and = Y gl

Ic{1,..,n} Jc{1,...,n}

as

The fact that f is even implies that the parity of fr(z) equals ||, the parity of I;
similarly for g odd the parity of |g;(z)| equals |J| + 1. Now we have

g (X(@),0(@) = Y vl e!) - (fi(2), 9s(2))r

But for |I] # |J| we have gyu(e!, e”) = 0 (homogeneous elements of different degree
are orthogonal), and for |I| = |J| we have (f;(z),gs(x))r = 0 because then f;(z)
and g;(x) are of opposite parity in F. The conclusion is that for even f and odd g
we have gf, (x(x),¥(x)) = 0, proving that (f, g)g = 0 as wanted.

5.22. Lemma. Let g be a super metric on M and suppose we are given an atlas.
Then there exists a cover U = {U, | b € A} by local coordinate charts U, in (or
better: compatible with) the given atlas on which the matrices —i Bgb! are constant
the identity matriz. We will say that the resulting atlas U is adapted to g. If the
initial atlas is a Batchelor atlas and/or o.0.d, then so will be the resulting atlas.

Proof. Let U, be any local chart in the given atlas with local coordinates (z®, &%)
and let H*(x) be the matrix defined by
(r“,i“))

As g is a super metric, it follows that this is a positive definite symmetric bilinear
form. By a simple Gram-Schmid orthogonalization process we can find a smooth
matrix valued function S : BU, — Gl(n,R) with positive determinant (it will
actually be a triangular matrix) such that

9
oés

9
(zoga)  OEZ

ng(x“) = — Bg“’11<

Z Sjp ) Skq( ) - 5pq

7,k=1
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This suggests we introduce the chart U, with the change of coordinates ©*® defined
as Uy = U, and (2%, £%) = (2%, £%) with 2° = 2% and

5; = Z(GS>(xa)pq 53 = Z(Gs)(xb)pq 53

q q
As we have BOg{* = S(x°), it follows from (5.16) that we have

ng(xb) = 5pq )

i.e., the matrix valued function H® is constant the identity matrix on U,. As the
change of coordinates %@ is linear in the odd coordinates, it is immediate that
if the initial atlas is a Batchelor atlas, then so is the new one. And because the
determinant of S is positive, it follows immediately that if the initial atlas is o.0.d,
then so is the new one.

5.23. Lemma. LetUd = {U, | a € A} be a Batchelor atlas adapted to the super
metric g on M [5.22] and let x, € C(M;F @ AX) be smooth functions. Let

furthermore p, : U, — [0,1] be a smooth partition of unity subordinated to BU.
Then the metric {-,-)g on C®(M; F @ AX) is given by

Z/ A (%) pa(a®) - 1/ |det(Bgro0(2)|
acA Y BU
Z <Xa] ,[7Z)(II a)>F )

where (x*,£) denotes a local system of coordinates on U, and where the local ex-
pression of x (respectively 1) is given by

X@ e = Y (€ Xar(z?)

for smooth functions x.r: BU, — F.

Proof. As the atlas is adapted to the super metric, the matrices —i Bg®!! are

constant the identity. This implies that the canonical basis ey, ..., e, of the typical
fiber of VM is an orthonormal basis. We thus have

0D / gh, (m) (x (1), (m)) Volg,,, (m)
=3 [t om) (x(m). ) Vol ()

5[ s

a€A
Z gVM(GI, €J> : <Xa,1($a), ¢a,J($a)>F

as claimed.
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5.4 And then we add a diffeomorphism

5.24. Definitions. Let ® : M — M be a diffeomorphism. We will say that & is
linear in the odd coordinates (with respect to a Batchelor atlas), if for any m € M,
any coordinate system (z,¢) around m and any coordinate system (y,7n) around
®(m) (coordinate systems in the fixed Batchelor atlas) this diffeomorphism is of the
form

(5.25) ®(z,8) = (y,n) with y=(z) , ni= Z ©1,ij($)€j

for (local) smooth functions @y and @, ;; of the even coordinates = only (the condition
thus is slightly stronger than the name suggests, as the even coordinates y do not
depend upon the odd coordinates ). It is immediate that &5 : BM — BM is a
diffeomorphism of the underlying ordinary (i.e., non-super) manifold BAM and that
®;(x) is an invertible n x n matrix depending smoothly on z.

We will say that ® preserves the super metric g if for any m € M and any pair
of tangent vectors v, w € T,, M we have the equality

(5.26) go(m) (T ® (), T, ®(w)) = g (v, w)

5.27. Construction. If a diffeomorphism & : M — M is linear in the odd co-
ordinates, it defines a bundle isomorphism ®: VM — VM as follows. Let (x,§)
and (y,n) be as in (5.25) and let (z,v) with v € R™ be a point in VM above
Bz = Bm € BM in the local trivialization associated to the coordinate chart (z,§).
Then we define ®(z,v) by

EI\)(J}? U) - (ya U)) with Y= (I)()(.Z’) y Wi = Z((I)l('r>_1)ji Uj
j=1
Note that we use the inverse-transpose of the matrix ®;(z) (just as we did in the
definition of VM), which makes this definition a valid definition on VM. Associated
to this bundle isomorphism ® : VM — VM we have the induced bundle isomorphism
(denoted by the same symbol, taking the trivial action on F) & : AVM @ F —

A VM @ F. And this bundle isomorphism induces an isomorphism ®* of the space
of smooth sections I'( AVM ® F — BM ) as follows. For any smooth section
s:BM — AVM ® F we define

(875)(m) = 5" (s(@o(m))
It is then routine to show that the identification o (5.3) between super smooth

functions on M with values in F' @ A¥ and smooth sections of A\ VM @ F — BM

intertwines the usual pull-back ®* of super smooth functions with d*: for any f €
C>(M; F @ A¥) we have the equality

a(@'f) = @*(a(f))
5.28. Proposition. Let ® : M — M be a diffeomorphism that preserves the super

metric g and is linear in the odd coordinates (with respect to a given Batchelor atlas).
Then we have the following properties.
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(i) @ : BM — BM preserves the ordinary metric gg-
(ii) The induced vector bundles isomorphism d: VM — VM preserves the ordi-
nary metric gy .
(iii) The pull-back operation ®* : C°(M; F @ A¥) is an even map preserving the
metric (-,-)g. It thus induces an even unitary map on L*(M; F;g).

Proof. Using coordinate systems (z,£) and (y,n) as in (5.25) and using that ® is
linear in the odd coordinates, we have (see (5.12))

0 0
- 0, 0P, _-
L( Ox T — E(ﬂf) %(l’) & R
9 0 Oy (x) 9
o¢ ! an

Substituting this in the invariance condition of g and then taking the body map
gives us (just as (5.16)) the equalities

0P 0P
Bg"*(x) = B * - Bg®(®o(r)) - (B 1)

Bg™!!(z) = B&; (z) - Bg""! (®o(x)) - B(®: ()"

This means, taking the definition of the bundle isomorphism d into account, that
the diffeomorphism &, : BM — BM preserves the metric ggy; on BM and that

the bundle isomorphism ® preserves the metric gy, on the fibers of VM. It is
immediate that the induced/extended action on A VM ® F (with trivial action on
F) preserves the metric gf;,,. The following routine computation then shows that

®* preserves the metric (,)gon T (AVM @ F — M).

(@ ), = /B gl () (B (m), (379 (m) Volga,, (m)
| gtutm) (@ (x(@o(m))). 8" <¢(<I>g(m))>) Vol (m)

gl (@o(m)) (x(@o(m)), & (@o(m)) ) Volgg,, (m)

inv. of gf,,

S

g

inv. of gBM

(@o(m)) (x(@o(m)), & (@o(m)) ) Volgg,, (®o(m)

I
w\g\w\
5™

S

gvar(m) (x(m), 1 (m)) Volgg,, (m) = (x, ¥)g

As o intertwines ®* with ®* and as ®* preserves the parity of functions, it is imme-
diate that ®* preserves parity and the metric (-, ).
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6. DENSITIES, INTEGRATION ON A-MANIFOLDS AND SUPER SCALAR PRODUCTS

The purpose of this section is to start with a super metric g on an A-manifold
M and to use it to construct (via a trivializing density) a super scalar product %
on the space C>*°(M; E® A¥) of compactly supported smooth functions with values
in a proto super Hilbert space E. In order to do so, we first recall some well know
properties of the Berezinian and Berezin integration on .A-manifolds. We then recall/
introduce the notion of a (super) density and we show how to integrate densities over
A-manifolds. If M is 0.0.d, a super metric g defines two nearly identical trivializing
densities g and vp g, which allows us to define two super scalar product ., and
7B g- We finish by showing that the super scalar product .75 g always is continuous
with respect to the (ordinary) metric (-, -)g defined in [5.20].

6.1. Definition. Let E be a finite dimensional graded vector space over K and let
f : E'— E be an automorphism, i.e., an even bijective (right- and left-) linear map.
In order to define Ber(f), the Berezinian of f, we decompose its matrix with respect
to a homogeneous basis of F into four submatrices as in (5.9):

matrix(f) = <é‘ g)

And then Ber(f) is defined by the formula
Ber(f) = Det(A — BD7'C) - Det(D) ™" |

which is independent of the choice of the chosen homogeneous basis. We thus obtain
a map Ber : Aut(E) — K defined on the group of all automorphisms of £ and
taking values in Cy (the invertible elements in the even part of K). It is a group
homomorphism.

We also introduce Ber,(f), a variant of the Berezinian defined as

Ber, (f) = |Det(A — BD™'C)| - Det(D)™!

It is, as Ber, a homomorphism Aut(E) — K. Note that in case K = A¥, the
absolute value is only defined for elements = € Ky, i.e., for elements with Bx # 0,
in which case its definition reads

T
= |Bz| — .
] = [Ba] Bz

This is the standard G-extension of the smooth function “absolute value” defined

on K* =K\ {0}.

6.2. Nota Bene. The Berezinian is also defined for the matrix of a metric (which
is in particular an even sesquilinear map, see (5.10)). However, in that case its value
depends upon the choice of the homogeneous basis (as we will see in the proof of

6.16]).

6.3. Lemma. M is o.0.d only if there exists an atlas {U, | a € A} such that for
all a,b € A we have
BBer,(T¢") > 0

6.4. Berezin integration. Let E be a finite dimensional graded vector space over
A, let U C Ejy be an open set and let f : U — A be a smooth map. This implies
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that there exist smooth functions f; : U — A¥ I C {1,...,n} such that we have

fl. o= Y & (Gf)) |

where (z,€) are the even and odd coordinates on Ey. We then define the Berezin
integral of f over U as the element in K defined by

/U A9 7.8 = [ fule) N

provided of course that the function f, : BU — K is Lebesgue integrable over BU
(with A denoting the Lebesgue measure on R%).

6.5. Proposition (|Lei80|, see also |[Rot87| and [Var04, Thm. 4.6.1]). Let E be
a graded vector space of graded dimension d|n, let ¢ : U — V be a (super) diffeo-
morphism between two open subsets of Fy, and let (x,&) = (z1,...,24,&1, -, &)
denote the even and odd coordinates on Ey. Then for any function f : V — AK
with compact support we have the equality

(6.6) / d(2.€) Bery (Twe9) - f(ole.€)) = / A(y,m) F(y.m)

\4

6.7. Remark. The use of Ber, instead of the ordinary Berezinian Ber in (6.6)
allows us to ignore whether ¢ is orientation preserving (in the even coordinates) or
not.

6.8. Definitions. Let M be an A-manifold of graded dimension d|n modelled on
the graded vector space E (over A).

e The frame bundle F M — M is the bundle whose fibers JF,,, consist of all homoge-
neous bases of the tangent space T,, M (see [4.10] or just after [14.9]). It is a principal
Gl(d|n,.A) bundle over M. The right-action of Gl(d|n,.A) on F,,, M is defined as fol-
lows. For (vq,...,Va4n) € FnM, ie., a basis of T,,M, and (4;;) € Gl(d|n, A) we
have

d+n

(Ui) . (Ajk) = (wg) with w; = Zvj Aji

=1

o A density on M is a map v : FM — A¥ satisfying the condition that for all
v=(v;) € F,M and for all A= (Aj;) € Gl(d|n,.A) we have the equality

v(v- A) =Berg(A) - v(v)

A density can be seen as a section of the density “line” bundle 2 (M) associated to
the principal Gl(d|n,.A) bundle FM by the representation Gl(d|n, A) — Aut(A¥K),
A Ber,(A)7! on AX. Tt thus has A¥ as typical fiber.

6.9. Construction. Let v be a smooth density with compact support on an A-
manifold M of graded dimension d|n. We then can define the integral of v over
M, denoted as [, v as follows. We choose an open cover U = {U, | a € A}
of coordinate charts with (local, even and odd) coordinates %, &* and a (smooth)
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partition of unity p, associated to this cover. We then define [ vV by
0 0
V= d(l,a’ga) pa(xa’ga) ' V( )
[M Z / 81‘(1 (xn,7£a)

aea JUa (aeg) O€°
6.10. Remark. When we use a Batchelor atlas, we can “simplify” the partition of
unity used in the definition of [,, v. It then suffices to choose first a partition of
unity p, associated to the cover { BU, | a € A} of BM, and then to extend these
maps by G-extension to a partition of unity p, defined as

pa(2,6") = (Gp)(27)

independent of the odd coordinates.

6.11. Proposition. The value of fM v is independent of the choices of a coordinate
cover and the partition of unity.

6.12. Lemma. The map v — [, v defined on T(2(M)), the set of smooth
densities with compact support on M (smooth sections with compact support of the
density bundle 2(M)) is a homogeneous (right-) linear map of parity n (when d|n
is the dimension of M ).

6.13. Lemma. Let ¢ : M — M be a diffeomorphism, let v be a density with
compact support and let ¢*v be the density defined by

(@*vam) = V(SD*(Um)) = V((Tm(P)(Um)) )
where v, denotes any frame at m € M (and thus @.v,, a frame at p(m)). Then
Juv=Juev.

6.14. Examples. We consider two 2-dimensional manifolds: the cylinder Cyl =
S! x R and the Mobius bundle Méb, both (real) line bundles over the circle S', as
well as their graded counter parts Cyl°* and Mob®d4 of graded dimension 1]1. The
Mébius bundle M6b is defined using three charts U; x R with U; = (0,7) C R,
Uy = (37, 2m) and Us = (57, 2m). We “thus” have the maps % giving the change
of coordinates from (a part of) U; to (a part of) U;. For x € (3, ), the coordinate
change ¢?! is given by

" (z,y) = (z,y)
for z € (%7?, gﬁ) the coordinate change 32 is given by
p*(2,y) = (2,y)
and for z € (2m, gﬂ') the change of charts ¢!? is given by
v (x,y) = (z — 27, —y)
The graded version Cy is just the direct product of the (graded version of the)
circle with A;, whereas the graded version M&b® is given by three charts as above
by replacing the direct product with R by the direct product with A; and by re-
placing in the coordinate changes the (real) coordinate y by the odd coordinate &. It
is immediate that sections of the line bundle Cyl — S! can be identified with (real
valued) functions on S'. On the other hand, sections of the line bundle Méb — S*

lodd
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necessarily have a zero somewhere. The A-manifold M6b°?¢ is particularly interest-
ing because it is not o.o0.d.

We first investigate the notion of a density on Cyl°d. It is fairly easy to show
that any density v on Cyl°% determines two functions fo, f1 : S! — K by

(6.15) (35 3el) = @)+ €le)

It follows immediately that the density v, defined by fo(z) =1 and fi(z) =0 is a
trivializing density in the sense that any smooth density v is of the form v = f - v,
for some function f € C®(Cyl°!). As a (smooth) function f : Cyl*! — AX on
Cyl°% is also determined by two smooth functions on the circle fy, f1 : S' — K by
f(z,8) = fo(x) + & fi(x), it is elementary to show that we have

2m
/ v= [ fi(z)dz= f(z) dz
Cyledd St

0

both for the density v determined by the functions fy, fi as in (6.15), or for the
density v = f - v,, product of the trivializing density 1, and the function f.

We next investigate the notion of a density on M&b°¥. On any one of the three
charts U; with coordinates (x;,&;), a density v determines two functions féi), fl(i) by

0 4 () 0
y( el ) =B e+ a R @)
Oxil(@i &) O l(: &) ’ '
As we have the Berezinians Ber,(Tp?!) = Ber,(T¢*?) = —Ber, (T'?), we must
have

F @) + & fO (@) = [P (@2) + & £ (x2) = [P (@) + & fP (1)

for 1 € (3w, m). For a5 € (37, 27) we must have

F&(@2) + & [P (@a) = £ (@) + & [P (w3) = f5 () + & £V (22)

whereas for 3 € (2, £7) we must have

D (ws) + & FP (w3) = Bera () - (f5" (1) + & A7) (a1)

= —f§ (x5 — 27) + & P (w5 — 2m)
We now have to distinguish the real case from the complex case. If v is a density with
values in A, our computations show that the functions féi) determine a section sy of
Moéb — S! and that the functions fl(i) determine a (real valued) function f; on S' (a
section of Cyl). The inevitable conclusion is that in this case the bundle of densities
2(M6b°) cannot be trivial as any section of the Mébius bundle necessarily has a
zZero.

On the other hand, if v is a density with values in A€, the conclusion changes.
The functions fl(i) still determine a function f;, now complex valued, on S!, but the
functions fo(i) no longer determine a section of the Md&bius bundle, simply because
they now are complex valued. Moreover, it is easy to show that the functions féj )

defined as '
fé])(x) — oit/2

satisfy the given conditions. It follows that the (AC-valued) density v, defined as

0 0 ix;/2
Vo <_ ) e ) =e
0z l(@;.8) 0& (w85
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is a trivializing density, i.e., any AC-valued density v on M6b°?? can be written as
v = f - v for some AC-valued function on Mob°4d.
However, in both cases a density v determines a well defined function f; : St — K
and it is straightforward to show that we have
2

/ v= [ fi(z)dze= fi(z)dx .
Mabedd st 0

6.16. Proposition. Let M be o.0.d and g a metric on M.
(1) The density vy defined on any coordinate chart U, with local coordinates (z%,£%)
by
0 0
Vg(% m78_€am) = |Ber(gfj(m))’
s a globally defined density which is everywhere invertible, i.e., trivializing.
(ii) Given a Batchelor atlas, the density vg g defined on any coordinate chart U,
in the Batchelor atlas with local coordinates (x®, &) by

I/B7g(% ) 8?“ m) = \/|Ber(GBgfj(m))’

is a globally defined trivializing density (see also [4.11]).

Proof. e (i): If U, and U, are two local coordinates charts, then we have seen in
(5.13) and (5.15) that the bases Oya, Oca and 0,4, g are related by

o ozt ogb o orb  ogb
a ore Ox@ a.b ore Oxo
Oxlm [ _ | OF | 9 hm with g v = matrix(7},")
9 ozt o€t 0 ozt o€t
& Im oca  Pge /™ oEe  Pge
and that the matrices gf; and gfj are related by
Ox" 0" (22) (22
g0l gaol | 920 Ban gh00 bl D@ Dga
gald gall | aut b ' ghl0 gl ' DEPNE 1 DEPN
dea e _<%> (a_ga>

In terms of the action of Gl(d|n,.A) on the frame bundle FM (the action is on the
right rather than on the left) the bases 04, 0¢e and 0,4, Ogv are related by the matrix

b ¢ by ¢
(5) (o)
bt by ¢
(5) (G&r)

As we have (for even matrices) the equality

At
Ber( (—Bt Dt)) = det(A' + C' D' B") - det(D") !

=det(A—BD'C)-det(D)! = Ber((é g)) ;



48 GIJS M. TUYNMAN

it follows that we have the equality
(6.17) Ber (gj;(m)) = Ber(T,,¢"*)? - Ber (g}, (m))

As we assume that M and the chosen Batchelor atlas are 0.0.d , we have in particular
that Ber(T,,¢")? = Ber,(T,,¢")? and BBer,(T,,¢") > 0. It follows that we have

(] 2] ) = erligm)] = Bere () - [Ber(ey )
0 0
= Bers (1) (53| 5, )

As this is the right behavior, v is indeed a well defined global density on M. As we
obviously have Brg # 0, it is a trivializing section.

o (ii): The case of the density vp g is completely similar; we only have to change
(6.17) to
Ber(GBg?j (m)) =GB (13er(Tm<pb“)2 . Ber(GBgfj(m))
= Ber(T,,¢™)* - Ber(GBg’(m)) ,
where the last equality follows from the fact that for two charts in a Batchelor atlas

we have Ber(T,,¢*) = GBBer(T;,0*) (as T;,*® does not depend upon the odd
coordinates).

6.18. Remark. We have seen in [6.14] that the bundle of (“real”) densities 2(Msb°?)
on the (super) Mébius bundle is not trivial. As any A-manifold admits a metric
(on the Mobius bundle we could take g = dz ® dx + i d{ ® d€), this shows that the
condition that M is o.0.d in [6.16.i] is not superfluous.

6.19. Notation/Definition. For any subset I C {1,...,n} wedefine I° C {1,...,n}
as
I°={1,....n}\ I .

Now let 1,J C {1,...,n} be any two disjoint subsets for which we write

I={iy,....ix} and  J={j,..., 0}
with
1 <ig < -+ < 1lg and g1 << Je
We then define the integer (1, J) as the number of transpositions needed to put the
sequence
U109y e v vy Ty J1y - - -5 J0
in increasing order.

6.20. Proposition. Let (E,{(-,")r,-%r) be a proto super Hilbert over K and let
M be an A-manifold of graded dimension d|n equipped with a trivializing density v.
Then the map %, : C*(M,E @ AX¥) x C>(M, E ® A¥) — C given by

S ) = /M v(m) - i (x(m), (m))

defines a super scalar product ., on C®(M,E @ AX), the space of compactly sup-
ported smooth functions on M with values in E ® AX. If /g is homogeneous of
parity o, ., is homogeneous of parity o + n.
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Proof. That it defines a graded symmetric sesquilinear form is immediate. That it
indeed takes values in C is a direct consequence of the fact that Berezin integration
of a A¥-valued density on M yields an element of K. As v is even, the conclusion
concerning the homogeneity /parity of .7, follows immediately from the fact that the
parity of [, is nmod2, see [6.12]. Remains non-degeneracy.

Let x : M — E ® A¥X be a smooth function with compact support. If y is not
(identically) zero, there exists m € M such that x(m) # 0. Now choose a local
coordinate chart m € U C M with local coordinates x;,£;. On U there exist smooth
functions x; : BU — E such that x is given by

dexf

As there exists m € U with x(m) # 0, not all functions y; can be identically zero,
say xs (for some I C {1,...,n} which we now consider fixed). It follows that there
exists m, € BU with 0 # x;(m,) € E. Because .#% is non-degenerate, there exists
v € E such that g (x;(m,),v) # 0. Taking a suitable multiple of v, we may assume
e (x1(mo),v)| = 1.

Now .%% is continuous, so the map m +— g (x;(m),v) (on BU) is smooth and
non-zero at m, € BU. We thus can choose a smooth function p : BU — [0,1] C
R with compact support such that p(m,) = 1 and such that p(m) # 0 implies
|75 (x1(mo),v)| > 1. We then define the (smooth) function ¢ : M — E @ AX by

(Gp)(x)
o(m) =  (GTE(1,)) () - (Dl Oel )

0 otherwise.

ey € for (&) =meU

It follows immediately that we have (no longer writing the G-extension)

S0 ) = /M v(m) - S (x(m), (m))

yE( > ) f‘ﬂ@“(vﬁlc) L)
B . JA{1,...,n}
—/UO“ Oslm O m) Ze(x(@).0) - A Oalms Oelom

- /Ud@:, &) pla)- &€
=0 [ aNa) pla) £0

where for the third equality we used that J = I is the only term contributing to the
integral. This proves non-degeneracy.

6.21. Definition. Let M be o0.0.d and g a metric on M. Then we define the
super scalar products .%; and .¥5 ¢ on C°(M, E @ A¥) as those associated to the
trivializing densities vy and vp, (defined in [6.16]) according to [6.20].

6.22. Lemma. LetU = {U, | a € A} be an o.0.d Batchelor atlas adapted to the
super metric g on M [5.22] and let x, € C*(M; E ® AX) be smooth functions.
Let furthermore p, : BU, — [0,1] be a smooth partition of unity subordinated to
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BU. Then the super scalar product g g on C(M; E @ AX) is given by
TBe(X, Z/ \/‘det BgfjOO a;“))}
acA Y BU
Z (_1>s(1,[c) yE(Q:‘I‘(Xa,I(CUa)),Q:n(lba,IC(Ia))) 7

Ic{1,..,n}

where (x%,£%) denotes a local system of coordinates on U, and where the local ex-
pression of x (respectively 1) is given by

for smooth functions x,.r: BU, = E.

Proof. As the atlas is adapted to the super metric, the matrices —i Bg®!! are
constant the identity. This implies that the canonical basis eq, ..., e, of the typical
fiber of VM is an orthonormal basis. We thus have

Fog 1) = / v g(m) - S5 (x(m), (m))

69 s 9
;/ ) (Gra)(=®) VB’g(%“ (20,67 O (xa,w)
Yo Fe((E Xaa (@), (€Y Yu(a?))

[6.16 Z/ ) (Gpa) (%) - \/}BGF(GBg%(Ia))l

acA
> (€ (€ Fp(@ xas (@), € g (2))
I,Jc{1,..n}
=3 [ D) pula) e (B we)
acA a

S () (€ X (2%), € e (1))

where for the third equality we first used the extension of .%% to E ® A¥ by right-
linearity [3.8.ii] to extract the powers of £, giving us the conjugations on y,; and
4,7, and then that .7 takes values in C, which is even, allowing to put the powers
of €% to the left. For the fourth equality we used —iBg®!!' = 1 to simplify the
Berezinian and we applied the definition of Berezin integration [6.4]. QED

6.23. Proposition. The super scalar product g ¢ [6.21], [6.20] is continuous with
respect to the (ordinary) metric (-,-)g (5.18), [5.23].

Proof. We use the descriptions un terms of an adapted Batchelor atlas given in [5.23]
and [6.22]. We first note that according to [5.23| the norm-squared of an element
X €CX(M;E® AK) is given by

=3 [ o) laet (Bgro @) |- 3 s

acA Ic{1,...n}
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As F is a proto super Hilbert space, we have (Ey, E1)g = 0, which implies in
particular that we have (for x, 1 € E) the equality

€x, ) g = (xo — X1, %0 — Y1) E = (X0, Yo)e + (X1, ¥1)E = (X, V)E

and thus in particular ||€x| g = ||x||z. Moreover, .#5 is continuous with respect to
the topology induced by the norm, which means that there exists a constant C' > 0
such that

060 < C-lixlle - 19z

With these preparations we now turn our attention to |z g(x,%)| (with x,¢ €
C®(M; E ® AX)), for which we obtain, using [6.22], the following estimates:

|-LBe(X, V)] < Z/ ) pa(z® \/]det(Bg?jOo@a))‘

acA Y BUa
Z “yE<€I Xa,I(xa)aQ:n wa,fc(l'a)ﬂ

<Y [ D) e f[den (Bl a)|
> O Xar @)l 1€ (@) |

=3 [ a0 gl Jer (B )
Y Ol @)l

Ic{1,...,n}

We now use the standard argument for the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, i.e., the
positivity of the quadratic function ¢(t) defined as

=2 /B o) -/ |det (Bg ™ (a))|

a€A
a a 2
S (ar @)z + - s @)lls)
Ic{1,...n}
aOO 20
=+ 2t Y [ D) ) |der (B V()
a€A
S et @lle - Wase@)l
Ic{1,...n}

to finally obtain the estimate

el V) < C-lixllg - 1¥llg
which shows that .5 4 is continuous with respect to the topology on C2°(M; E®.AX)
induced by the metric (-, -)g.

6.24. Corollary. If (E,(-,-)g, %) is a proto super Hilbert space (over K), then
Ce(M; E @ AX) equipped with the metric (-,-)g and the super scalar product g g
also is a proto super Hilbert space.
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7. INTEGRATING ALONG FIBERS

It frequently happens that we have a function f on a product space £ x F and
that we want to integrate only over the F-part in such a way that the result is a
function on E. In the ordinary context one usually speaks about this as integrals
depending upon parameters and several results as to when the resulting function
on F is continuous or smooth are available. In the super context we have to be a
bit careful because Berezin integration breaks down a smooth function of even and
odd variables into smooth functions of real variables only (that then are integrated).
Without care, we thus would not get a (smooth) function of the remaining even and
odd variables on E. The purpose of this section is to provide a rigorous framework
for such integrals depending upon even and odd parameters and to show that we
have a change-of-variables formula for such integrals. We then use it to show that if
a super metric g on an A-manifold is invariant under the action of an A-Lie group,
then the super scalar product . is invariant under the induced group action on
the space of functions.

7.1. Discussion. Let F be a finite dimensional graded vector space of dimension
plg, let F be a finite dimensional graded vector space of dimension d|n and let
U C Ey x Fy be an open set. When we use (even and odd) coordinates (s,0) on Ej
and (z,€) on Fy, any smooth function f : U — A¥ is determined by 29 x 2" = 29"
ordinary smooth functions f;; : BU — K according to (note the order of the
products of coordinates £ and o)

fs,o0m.)= Y > o (G(fr.))(s,2)

Ic{1,...n} JC{1,....q}

Associated to U we define the subset U, ,) C Ey by
U(SJ) = { (ZE,f) € EO | (S,O’,[E,f) S U} N

We now assume that the function f is such that its restriction to U, ) has compact
support for all (s,0). With these ingredients we then define the function Z; :
1e(U) — AX (where g : Ey x Fy — E, denotes the canonical projection) as
integration of f over the fibers Fy of U by

Iy(s,0) = /U A(z,€) f(5,0,2,)

(s,0)

MO [ ) fasls)
BU,,,) ;

Jc{1,....q}

A slightly better but less clear definition would be the following (which clarifies
some obscure points in the above formula). For s € BE, = RP we define the set
BU, = {z € BF;, 2 R"| (s,z) € BU } (which is the same as BUy ), as the map
B discards any dependence on nilpotent and thus odd coordinates). We then define
the (ordinary!) smooth functions Zy; : Brg(U) — K by

Zyi(s) = - fas(s,2) AN (z)

That these functions are smooth is because of our assumption that the restriction
of f to all U ) has compact support (and of course because the functions f; ; are
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smooth). With these functions we then define the (super) smooth function Z; by

Ii(s,0) = > o’ (G(F)))(s)

We now want to show that this partial integration (not to be confused with integra-
tion by parts) or fiberwise integration has a nice transformation property under a
special kind of (local) diffeomorphisms of Ey x Fy: those that preserve the “fibers.”

7.2. Definition. Let U,V C Eyx Fj be two open sets and let & : U — V be a (local)
diffeomorphism. Using the product structure Ey x Fy we thus can “decompose” ®
into two components ¢z : U — Fy and $p : U — Fjy according to

®(u,v) = (Pp(u,v), Pr(u,v))

We will say that ® is a fiber-diffeomorphism if ®g is independent of v. A more
sophisticated way would be to say that ® is a fiber-diffeomorphism if there exists a
diffeomorphism ®p : 75(U) — m(V) such that the following diagram is commuta-
tive:

v 25 v
(7.3) s | |
mr(U) TE> me(V) .

When we use coordinates (even and odd) on Ey x Fy and when we denote those on U
by ((s,0), (z,€)) = (s,0,2,€) ((s,0) being coordinates on Ey and (z, ) on Fp) and
those on V by (¢, 7,y,n) (they are the same coordinates, but we use different symbols
to differentiate between source and target space), then a fiber-diffeomorphism has
the form

(I)(Sa 0,, 5) = (t’ Y, 77) )
with

t = t(87 O—) Y T = 7—(87 0—) ? y = y(87 J? :E, 5) Y TI = /’7(87 0—7 x? 5)

If & : U — V is a fiber-diffeomorphism, the restriction ®, ,) of ® to a slice U, 4 is
a “diffeomorphism” @, 5y : Ugss) = Vit,r), where (t,7) € Ej is determined by (¢, 7) =
®p(s,0). Of course it is not a real diffeomorphism, it only is a homeomorphism with
inverse (®71)( ), the restriction of ! to the slice V(; -). However, in many ways it
behaves/can behave like a diffeomorphism. In particular we can attribute a tangent
map to it (this will be a particular case of a generalized tangent map as described
in [Tuy04, V.3.19|). If & : U — V is a fiber-diffeomorphism, then its tangent map
is given by (see (5.11) and (5.13))

o\ (o or oy o\ (o
dg dg 0O0g 0g 0Jg ot
ol foow | |0
0 oy Oy Ox 0 0
ra(| O |y [0 O Ox O o
9 0 o X M 9
ox Or Ox dy
o] |y, o w2

€ 9 0¢ an
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Obviously the matrix elements are smooth functions on U. According to |Tuy04,
V.3.19] the tangent map of @, is described by the matrix

9 9y I 9
ox or Ox oy
Teo(| 5 = ay on| | o
aE e o€ an

For fixed (s,0) the matrix elements of ;) are not (necessarily) smooth functions,
but they are smooth in the complete set of variables (s, o, z,§).

7.4. Lemma. Let U V,W C Ey x Fy be three open sets and ® : U — V and V :
V — W two fiber-diffeomorphisms. Then Wo® : U — W is a fiber diffeomorphism
and we have the following properties concerning the generalized tangent maps:

T(Vo (ID)(W) =TV ,(50) 0 TP(s,0)
and

Ber(x) (TW o ®)5.0)) = Ber(m) (TWa,(s.0)) - Berr) (TP s.0))

Proof. 1t is immediate that the composition of two fiber-diffeomorphisms again is
a fiber-diffeomorphism. When we denote the coordinates on W by (g, x, 2, () (still
the same, just changing the names again), we have for the full tangent maps

T(Vo®) = (TV)o(TP) ,

which in terms of the matrix representation gives

DN (B or by dy\ By 0x 0z 00\ (D
ds ds 0O0s 0Os Os ot ot ot ot dg
o fo o oy on| o ox 0: o |0
0o do Odo Jdo Odo or Or O0r Or ox
T(Vod)( ) = . .
L2 L I TR V2 I I E 3 N )
ox Or O dy Oy 0z
0 dy On 0z 0OC 0
% SV e we) Y o) \&
It follows immediately that we have
0: 0\ oy dn\ g0z O
or Ox - or Ox oy 0Oy
o: ac| |y on| |0 ac
S 3 dn  dn
This, together with the multiplicative property of the Berezinian Ber(,), proves the
second part of the lemma.

7.5. Proposition. Let & : U — V be a fiber-diffeomorphism with

O(s,0,x,8) = (@E(S,U),<I>F(s,a,x,§)) = (t,7,y,m)
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and let f:V — AX be a smooth function with compact support on all slices Vier)-
Then we have the equality

/d(y,n) f(t,7,y.m) E/ d(y,n) f(®r(s,0),y,n)
Vi,

Vie,r)

(7.6) :/U d(2,€) f(®(s.0,2,€)) - Berr(T(2)P(s,0))

(s;0)

Proof. We follow the scheme of the proof as given in [Var04, Thm 4.6.1]. It is an
elementary consequence of [7.4| that we can decompose ® into elementary parts and
prove this property for each part separately.

e Our first “simplification” is to get rid of the change of coordinates (s, o) — (¢, 7).

To do so, we note that the map ®p : 75(U) — 7g(V), (s,0) — (t,7) = Pg(s,0) is

a diffeomorphism. It follows that we can define the fiber-diffeomorphisms ®; by
(D1(57 0,7, 6) = ((IDE(‘S? 0)7 (ZB, 5)) = (tv T, T, 5)

and the fiber-diffeomorphism ®, = ®®; ' by

(1)2(t7 T, T, f) = (tv T, Qp (CI)El(t7 T)a Z, 5) )
Said differently, we have decomposed the map (s, 0,z,£) — (t,7,y,n) as

(s,002,8) = (t,7,2,8) = (t,7,4,7)
As the integration does not concern the coordinates (s, o), the result is true for ®;.
We thus may assume that @ is of the form

q)(S, 0,T, 5) - (87 g, (I)F(S7 0,7, 5)) = (87 g, Y, 77)
Said differently, we may assume that the diffecomorphism ®p : 75(U) — 7g(V) in
(7.3) is the identity. Nevertheless, the open sets U and V' need not be the same and
even when they are, we will keep denoting them differently in order to distinguish
which set of coordinates we are using.

e The next step is to dissociate the odd and even variables £ and z as follows.
According to the inverse function theorem a map ¥ between open subsets of Fj is a
local diffeomorphism around a point v if and only if the matrices B(dy/dz)(v) and
B(0n/0¢)(v) are invertible. When we apply this to the map

(I)(S’ 0-7 (I}, 5) = (87 O-’ y7 77) - (87 O-’ q)y(S, 0-7 :I;’ 5)7 ®77<S7 0-7 x? 5)) Y
it follows easily (see also [Var04, Cor. 4.4.2|) that the maps

(I)I(Sa g,, 5) = (87 0,7, 77) = (87 0,7, (bﬁ(87 0,7, 5))
and

CDZZ(DOCDl_l ) (I)2<370_7$777) = (5,‘77%77)
are fiber-diffeomorphisms. The conclusion is that we may assume that either only
the x variables change or only the ¢ variables.

e We first assume that only the ¢ variables change, i.e., that ® is of the form
(I)(Sv 0,7, f) = (S’ 0,7, 77(87 0,7, g))

(Note that this implies that we have U = V' because open sets are saturated with
respect to nilpotent elements or, said differently, open sets U satisfy U = B7'BU.
But as said, we will keep the names U and V' for source and target space to indicate
which set of coordinates we are using.) As this ® is a diffeomorphism, the matrix
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of its tangent map (the Jacobian) is invertible, which implies in particular that the
matrix of size n x n

ng(s o,x,§)

is invertible. Another way to obtain this matrix is to note that the functions
ni(s, 0, x, &) are smooth, which implies that there are 271" ordinary smooth functions
ni.1.5(s, x) such that

mis,ox &)=Y ) 6 G(1i1.0)) (s, )

As n; is odd, the functions n; ; ; with |I]| + ]J | even are identically zero. And in
this vision, the matrix element B0n,;/0¢; is the function 7 ;0(s, ). Using this
invertible matrix, we define the fiber-diffeomorphism ®; by the formula

@1(8707$7£) = (S,O',iL',C) ) Z£J 771 {J}@ ( )

The idea behind this fiber-diffeomorphism is that ®, is simply linear in the odd
variables and that the remaining fiber-diffeomorphism ®, = ® o ®;"' is of the form

ni(s,0,x,&) = & + terms with a single o variable
(7.7) + terms with at least three odd variables ¢ and/or £

With this decomposition ® = $50 P, we finally can attack the proof of our change-
of-variables formula (7.6).

e So suppose @ is simply linear in the odd variables, i.e., of the form
¢(370>$a§) = (S’va>77) ) i :ij (G<(I)]%))(va)
j=1

It then is immediate that we have

Berr (T(e,6)P(s,0) = <det(G(‘I’jz‘))(Sa95)>1 :

a function that is independent of the odd variables.
To see that (7.6) holds, consider a function f: V — AKX with

f(S,O',:L’,?])Z Z Z T] U fIJ))( )

According to the definition we thus have (usmg that U = V and thus in particular
BVis0) = BU(s.0))

(78) / d(%n) f(SaUa%??) = / fﬂ,J(S’x)
Vi BU(s,0)

8:9) Jc{l .....

On the other hand, the function f(® (s, o,x, 5)) - Berr (T(2,6)P(s,0)) is described by
f(CID(S, a,m,f)) -Bery (Tiae)P(s,0)) =

(7.9) Y (G’ (G( - det(cpﬂ)*l)) (5, 2)

To compute
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we thus have to determine in (7.9) those terms with a factor . This will happen
only when I contains n elements, i.e., when I = {1,...,n}. And in that case we
have

(qu)ji)l = det(q)ji(s, l’)) . fﬂ .
It follows that we have

/U d(l‘,f) f(q)(sa g, x?é)) ’ BerW(T(ﬂﬁaf)q)(SvU))
(

s,0)

/BU z) fui(s,x)- det(q)ji(s,x)) -det(cIDﬁ(s,x))_l

(7.8)
= /d(xvn) f(3a07$777) >
Vi

s,0)
proving (7.6) in this case.
e Now suppose ® is of the form (7.7), which is equivalent to saying that we have

Bon;/0&; = 6;;. We then can decompose ¢ as a product of n fiber-diffeomorphisms,
each of which changes only one odd coordinate. More precisely, we decompose the

map (517--~7£n) = (7717---777n) as

(517"'7571) — (7717527"'7571) = (77177727637"'5571) =
= (7]1’"'77]71—17571) — (7717""7771)

And even more precisely, knowing that the 7; are functions of all coordinates (s, o, z, £),
we define the fiber-diffeomorphism ®; by

@1(5,0',1',5) = (S,O’,Qf, (771(570-73775)7527 ce 7571))

As before, it is an immediate consequence of the inverse function theorem (because
Bon;/0¢; = 0;;) and the fact that it is injective at the body level that ®; is a
fiber-diffeomorphism. Its inverse thus is of the form

<I>1—1(3, o,x,() = (s, o,x,(P1(s,0,2,(), (o, . ., Cn))
We then can define the fiber-diffeomorphism ®, by

<D2(57U,~"U7C) = <370.7:C7 (C17772(570-7x7 (%(&@%C%Cm- . >Cn>)7<.37 s 7§n)> )

which is a complicated way to write the map (1,82, ...,&) = (m1,1m2,&3, ..., &) A
direct computation shows that we have

(Pyo®y)(s,0,2,&) = (s, o, T, (771(3, 0,2,8),m(8,0,1,8),&s, . ... ,fn))

The remaining fiber-diffeomorphisms ®3, ..., ®, are defined similarly. We thus have
the decomposition ® = @, 0 --- o Py, in which each ®; is of the specific form (only
changing odd variables, BOn;/0¢; = 0,;) and moreover, ®; changes only the ith
odd coordinate. As a permutation of the odd coordinates is simply linear (in the
odd variables), it follows from the previous step that we only have to show that ®;
satisfies (7.6).

By definition we can write

m(s,o,2,8) =¢& - (1 + A(s,0,2,&, ... ,§n)) + B(s,0,2,&,...,&)
with
om

2%, —(s,0,2,8) =1+ A(s,0,2,&,...,&)
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where A is an even nilpotent function (no terms without odd coordinates). There
are also some restrictions on B, but those are not important for what follows. It is
immediate that we have

Berﬂ(T(x,ﬁ)q)l(s,o)) = (1 + A(S7 o,zx, ’527 < 75n>)_1

With notation as before, we thus have to determine those terms with a factor &% in
the expression

f(q)1(3,0',$,§)) : Berﬂ(T(xé)(I)l(S 0')) =

S Z (1,6, &0) 0 (G(f1.0)) (s,2) - (1 + 4)"

Now (because A does not depend upon &;) if 1 ¢ I, the product (n1,&, ... &) - (1+
A)~! will only contain &, ..., &, so can never give rise to £%. To have a term with
&% we thus must have 1 € I, and then

(7717527 . 571)1 ’ (1 + A)il =Mm- <€27 s 7§n)l\{l} ’ (1 + A)il
=& (& &) B (&, &) M (14 4)
As the functions A and B do not depend upon &, it follows that the only term

giving rise to a factor £% comes from I = n = {1,...,n}, and in that case we get
exactly
> o’ (Glfu)) (s.2)
JCA{1,....q}

We thus can compute

/U d($, ) f(¢1(5,0,$, )) ' Berw(T(x,g)q)l(s,a))

(s,0)
-y o / DD (@) fos(s,2)
BU(, ) B

as wanted.

e Having proved (7.6) when only the odd coordinates ¢ change, we now turn our
attention to the case when only the even coordinates change, i.e., when ® is of the
form

O(s,0,x,8) = (s,a,y(s,a,x,é),{)

And, as for the case when only odd coordinates change, we first decompose such a
fiber-diffeomorphism as a product of two, in which the first has a coordinate change
y = y(s, ) independent of all odd variables, and a second one in which we have

(710) yi(5707x7£) :iL'i—l-Ai(S,O',iU,f)

with A; an even nilpotent function. Developing the function y with respect to the
odd variables, we have

ysow = 3 > Al (Glyr) ) (s,2)
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Because @ is a diffeomorphism, its body is a diffeomorphism of the body sets, im-
plying that the transformation (s, z) — (s, Yo.o(s, x)) is a diffeomorphism. We thus
can define the fiber-diffeomorphism ®; by

(1)1(57 0,7, 5) = (Sv g, Gyﬁ,@(& l’), é)

and the fiber-diffeomorphism ®; = ® o ®;'. By construction ®, satisfies the require-
ment (7.10).

e We thus first concentrate on a fiber-diffeomorphism ® of the form

O(s,0,x,8) = (s,a, Gy(s,x),f) ,

in which case we have

Ber, (To.6)®(s,0)) = ‘G det <gyl > (s, 3:)‘

Lj

And then we compute:

L d(.’L‘, 5) f(q)(sa o,T, 6)) ’ Berﬂ<T($,5)q)(SvU))

(s,0)

— [ 4.9 F(s.0.9(5.0).) - |G et (52 ) ()
Uc

5,0) Lj
yi
= Y [ ) (gl o) [det () (5 0)
JC{l,...q} BUs,0) L

z/dmaﬂww@a
Vi

s,0)

where the last equality follows directly from the classical change of coordinates
formula for Lebesgue integration. We thus have shown (7.6) in this case.

e Remains the last case in which the fiber-diffeomorphism is of the form

O(s,0,x,€8) = (&a,y(s,a,x,g),f)

with y; satisfying (7.10). Note that this implies that we have the equality U = V.
With the same arguments as used in the case of the odd variables, we can decompose
such a fiber-diffeomorphism as a n-fold composition of fiber-diffeomorphisms that
change a single even variable:

=0 0 0d

p
with
(I)i(S,O', (yla e Y1, TG, 7];p)>£) = (5707 (yh o Yy iy - amp)af)

And as in the odd case, a permutation of the even coordinates falls under the
previous step, so we only have to show (7.6) for a fiber-diffeomorphism of the form

(I)(S,O',ZC,&) = <S,O', (3/1(570755'75)75527 s 7xp)7€)
with y; of the form
y1(870ax7€) =7 + Al(s,a,x,f)
We thus have

o
0x1

0A
(S,O’,:L‘,f) =1+ 8711(870-’1.’5) = Berﬂ(T(%S)(D(SuU)) )
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where we note that no absolute values are needed because A; is nilpotent. In order
to compute

/U d(2,€) (®(5,0,2.€)) - Bers(Toe)® (o)

(s,0)
we thus have to determine the terms containing &% in

f(q)<570-7x7§>) ’ BerW(T($7§)®(SaU))
= f(s,0,(x1+ A1, 20, ..., 1), &) - <1+ (‘;A (s,0, 5))

As A; is nilpotent, we can use the G-extension property of a smooth function to
write (the infinite sum is actually finite because A; is nilpotent of maximal order
p+mn):

f(s,0,(x1 4+ Ar, 2, ..., 2),€) - (1_|_ZA1 (s,0,7 f))

Al(S g,x 5) 8A1

= 7(8,0’,1’, )T <1+a_xl(370->l"€)>

B o akf Alerl
=0, Ha—asl(zaxl (k+ 1) )

As f and A; are smooth functions, there exist smooth functions (of ordinary real
variables) Fj ; such that we have

0 ak Ak+
axf (k+1)! = > Y (G s
=0

It follows immediately that we have

/U d(x,§) f(@(s,a,x,§)) -Berr (Tiae)Ps,0))

(s,0)

OF,
- / AN (2) (fm(s r)+ o J(s,x>)
Jc{l ..... BU(s,0) 1
8Fn
=/ d(y,§) f(s,0,y,8) + / 5 (s, )
Vis.o) Jc{l ..... BU(s,0) 11

But f and thus Fj ; have compact support in any slice BU(; ), so we have
oF,
/ A (z) =2 (s, 2) =0 |
BU(,.0) 81‘1

because F), ; is zero at the boundary (being a compactly supported function defined
on an open set). This finishes the last case.

Once we have this result, we are in business. We can define “partial” densities on
locally trivial fiber bundles, integration of this kind of density along the fibers and
their behavior under fiber-diffeomorphisms. We will do so only for direct products,
but the generalization to locally trivial fiber bundles should be obvious.

7.11. Definition. Let G and M be two A-manifolds of graded dimensions p|q and
d|n respectively.
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e An M-frame at (g,m) € G x M is an ordered homogeneous basis of {0} x T, M =
ker(Tigmymc) C Tigm)(G x M), where 7 : G x M — G denotes the canonical
projection. The M-frame bundle FM(G x M) — G x M is the bundle whose
fibers Fif, (G x M) consist of all M-frames at (g,m). Said differently, we have an
“isomorphism”

Flotmy = FM .

g7m

It is a principal Gl(d|n,.4) bundle over G x M. The right-action of Gl(d|n,.A) on
FM(G x M) is defined as follows. For (vy,...,04:n) € }"(Ag{m)(G x M), i.e., a basis
of T,,M, and (4;;) € Gl(d|n,.A) we have

d+n

(Uz‘) . (Ajk) = (wg) with w; = Zvj Aji

Jj=1

e An M-fiber-density on G x M is a map v : FM(G x M) — A¥ satisfying the
condition that for all v = (v;) € ]:(]‘;m)(G x M) and for all A = (A;;) € Gl(d|n, A)
we have the equality

v(v- A) = Berg(A) - v(v)

An M-fiber-density can be seen as a section of the M -fiber-density “line” bundle
P9M(G x M) associated to the principal Gl(d|n,.A) bundle FM(G x M) by the
representation Gl(d|n, A) — Aut(A¥), A — Ber,(A4)™! on A¥. It thus has A¥ as
typical fiber.

7.12. Construction. Let v be a smooth M-fiber-density on G x M that has
compact support on each slice {g} x M, i.e., for all g € G the set

{meM]|v(g,m)#A0}C M

has compact closure. Associated to such an M-fiber-density we associate a function
on G with values in A¥ which we will denote by || 2 V- This function is defined by
the following procedure. Let U = {U, | a € A} be a cover of M by coordinate
charts with (local, even and odd) coordinates (z%,£), let p, be a partition of unity
associated to this cover, and let V = {V, | b € B} be a cover of G' by coordinate
charts with coordinates (s,c). For a point g € Vj, with coordinates g = (s°, 0%) we

define the value (), v)(g9) = ([,,v)(s,0) € A¥ by
v Sb,O'b — dxa’ a . ma’ a
(] v)ea Z/{}( £ pala®,€)

( 0 0
. I/ —_— s —_—
oz (sb,0b 20 £a) o0&

Note that the (s°, 0%)-dependence enters via v when we evaluate it on tangent vectors

at (s?, 0% 2%,£%). The following two results then are a direct application of [7.5]
(together with the definition).

(sb7o-b7$a7§a)>

7.13. Lemma. The smooth function fMV . G — A¥ is well defined, independent
of the choices of the local coordinate charts on G and M and independent of the
chosen partition of unity.
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7.14. Lemma. Let G and H be A-manifolds of dimension p|q, let M and N be
A-manifolds of dimension d|n, let v be a (smooth) fiber-density on H x N, and let
®:GxM — HxN be a fiber-diffeomorphism,i.e., a diffeomorphism such that there
exists a diffeomorphism ®, : G — H making the following diagram commutative (see

(7.3)
GxM —25 Hx N

e | [

G —— H
@4

(i) If v = (v;)Z" is an M-frame at (g,m), then Tiy,m®(v) is an N-frame at
®(g,m) € Hx N.
(ii) The map ®*v : FM(G x M) — A¥ defined by

v E f{g{m) = (Pv)(v) = V(T(gm)@(v))

s a fiber-density on G X M.

(iii) If the restriction of v to any slice {h} x N has compact support, then the
restriction of ®*v to any slice {g} x M has compact support and we have the
equality (of smooth functions on G)

/M(If"y = (/Ny) o®, or equivalently (/M <I>*1/> (9) = (/N V) (q’l(g))

With the above preparations, we now can attack the question of invariant super
metrics and the invariance of the associated super scalar products on C°(M; AK).
So let M be an A-manifold of dimension d|n, G a super Lie group and ® : G x M —
M a smooth left-action of G on M. Let furthermore g be a super metric on M and
let v be a smooth density on M. There are several (more or less equivalent) ways to
define the notion of invariance of v and/or g under the G action. The most direct
way is to use the generalized tangent map [Tuy04, V.3.19]. For a fixed g € G, the
map ®, : M — M, m +— ®(g,m) is a bijection, but for g ¢ BG it will (in general)
not be smooth. Since we still want to define a tangent map 7'®,, we circumvent this
problem by defining the (even linear) map 7., ®, : T,,M — To(g,myM as follows: we
make the identification T;G' x T;, M = T(y ) (G x M) and then we define

veT,M = Tp®y(v) = Tim®(0,v)

With this definition of a generalized tangent map, it becomes easy to define when
g or v is invariant.

e We will say that g is invariant under the G-action if for all possible choices we
have (compare with (5.26))

(7.15) go(gm) (TP (v), T ®y(w)) = gm(v,w)
an equality that we could abbreviate to (75, ®,) 8w (gm) = 8m Or even shorter as
P'g=g.

g

e In the same way we will say that v is invariant under the G-action if for all
possible choices we have

(v))H T a basis of T,,M = V(p(g’m)((Tm(bg(vi))j:f) = ym((vz)filn) ,

an equality that we could abbreviate as (77, ®y)*Vao(gm) = Vm Or even shorter as
v = v (see also [6.13]).
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For readers that feel uncomfortable with the use of a generalized tangent map we
can cast the definition of invariance of v in terms of fiber-diffeomorphisms as follows
(a similar definition is possible for the invariance of g). One starts by extending the
density v on M in the obvious way to an M-fiber-density 7 on G x M (independent
of g € ) and then to require that we have the equality

V'o=v ,
where U : G x M — G x M is the fiber-diffeomorphism defined as

V(g,m) = (9, 2(g,m)) = (g, ®y(m))
When one looks carefully at this definition, one will see that it boils down to exactly
the same formula as the one given by the generalized tangent map.

7.16. Proposition. Let M be an o.0.d A-manifold, let g be a super metric on M
and let ® : G x M — M be a smooth left-action of a connected A-Lie group G on
M. If this G-action preserves g, then the density vg [6.16.] is invariant under the
G-action.

Proof. Let (2% &%) be an 0.0.d coordinate system around m € M and let (2, £%)
be a coordinate system around ®,(m). We thus can define the matrix of the even
linear map 7,,,®, in terms of the bases (9ye, Oca) of 17, M and (9yp, Ogv) of Top(gm)M
(a matrix that can be seen as part of the matrix of T{,,,)®), which we can write
more or less symbolically as

(7.17) (T ®4) (O, Do) = matrix(Tp, ®,) - (Do, Dev)

We can also define the matrix of g in these bases as in (5.14), giving matrices
g% (m) and g; (®4(m)). Using the invariance property (7.15) of g and applying the
Berezinian, we then obtain the equality

(7.18) Ber(InatriX(Tm<1>g))2 - Ber(g};(®(g,m)) ) = Ber(gg;(m))

Next we note that, by a continuity argument, connectedness of G and the fact that
M 1is o.0.d, we have

(7.19) Vge G : BBer,(matrix(7,,®,)) > 0
And finally we recall that the definition of v, is given by

L ) = /[Ber(eg (m)]

m OE°
We thus can compute:

0 0
I/glm(% m>a_§am) = ’Ber(g%(m))‘
(7.18

) | Ber (matrix(7,,®,)) | - \/‘Ber(g%(@(g,m)))’

(7.19) Ber, (matriX(Tmfbg)) : \/’Bef(g?j(@(%m))H

9 9
Ox? <I>(g,m)’ &b

which shows that v is invariant under @4 as claimed.

= Ber,(matrix(7,®,)) - l/g|m< >
®(g,m)

(7.17) 0

= Vgla(g,m) (Tm@g%
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7.20. Lemma. Let G and M be two A-manifolds and F : G x M — AX a smooth
function. Then for any fized g € G the map F, : M — AX, F,(m) = F(g,m)
belongs to C=°(M; A¥) @ AK.

Proof. Let p|g be the dimension of G and d|n the dimension of M. Let g € G
be fixed, choose a coordinate chart V' around g with local coordinates (s,o) and
choose a cover U = {U, | a € A} of M by coordinate charts with local coordinates
(%, &%) on U,. Then, by definition of a smooth function, there exist ordinary smooth
functions F7; : BV x BU, — K such that we have

F(s,0,2%&") = Z Z (GFT ) (s,2%)

Ic{1,...,n} JC{1,...,q}

We now assume that p = d = 1 in order to get less elaborate formulee (the general
case is similar but simply far more elaborate to write).

Writing s =t 4 « with t = Bs € R and a € A even and nilpotent, and similarly
x* = y* + f% with y* = Bz® € R and §* even and nilpotent, we have (by definition
of the G-extension):

a ¢a J a\I o 8i+jFIa7J a aj'ﬁi
Float €)= 3, 30 7" L2 Gy V) T
1c{1,..n} JC{1,...q} i=0 j=0 gt
X A
(7.21) = > Y
JC{L,a} =0 I
> ot 8jFa 7
a\! I,J a
. (¢ 2
Ic{1,...,n} =0

Looking at this formula suggests to introduce the ordinary smooth functions f7 ;, .
defined as
IFf,
a . a — 74 t’ a
fI,J,t,j(y ) (88)7 ( Yy )

and the (super) smooth functions f§, ;: U, = A¥ as
g€ = (€9 D (Gfiu))

with which we can write

° J e az a hy i
Fooae)= 3 o35 3 e Y e g

4!
Jc{1,....¢} j=0 Ic{1,...n} =0
S a a a a
= D o 2 (€@ (Gfig)E)
Jc{1,....q} j=0 Ic{1,...,n}
U .& a a a
= Z | ’ th](x 75 ) ’
Jc{1,...,q} 7=0 J:

which belongs, for fixed g with coordinates (s,o), indeed to C*°(U,, A¥) @ A¥
(remember, the infinite sum over 7 is actually finite because « is nilpotent).
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In order to show that the functions fjt,j(x“,fa) glue together to global smooth
functions on M, we note that there is an intrinsic way to define these (local) func-
tions. Looking at (7.21) it is immediate that when we derive with respect to the
o-coordinates and then evaluate at ¢ = 0, we have

e OTEY ol - g
9y)’ F)(s,0 = 0,2% %) = ol e (T e
(0, F)( SEED SN e AR

1K1
Ic{1,..n} i=0 j=0 J

Similarly, deriving with respect to s and then evaluating at s =, i.e., at a = 0, we

find
((85)’“(85)‘]F) (s=t,o=0,2%¢")

a oo oo 8z+]+kFa a (a _ O) Bz
— Z 5 ZZ @SJJrkaxal(» )T
IC{l 77777 ’I’L =0 J= =0
© gtk ER 5
= a\I | IJ o B
= > @ Z O ()5
Ic{1,...,n} i=0
= 9t O"F} Bi
_ a\I | 1,J ay. P _ ra " a
- Ic~§,n}(5 ) ; (Oz)t (0s)k (t.y") il fren(@®,€%)

Now 0, and 0, are well defined vector fields on V x M C G x M. It follows that the
functions (9,)*(9,)’ F are well defined smooth functions on V' x M. We then invoke
the property of super smooth functions that says that restriction of some of the

variables to real values leaves a super smooth functions of the remaining variables.
Hence the functions fj, 5 : M — AX defined by

frer(m) = ((as)k(ag)JF)(s =t,o0=0,m)
are well defined smooth functions on M. It thus follows that for fixed ¢ € G with
coordinates (s,o) we have

© L J

Fym) = Fls.oum) = 32 3= fram)

Jc{l,....q} 7=0

proving that the function F} belongs to C*>(M; A¥) @ A¥.

7.22. Corollary. Let G be a super Lie group acting on an A-manifold M.
(i) For each fized g € G the map p(g) : C(’CO)(M;AK) — C(’S(M;AK)@)AK defined
by
(p(g)¥)(m) = (g~ m)
extends to an even linear map p(g) : CE’;(M;AK) @ AKX — Coy(M; A¥) ® AK.
(i) The map p : G — Aut(C(Of)(M;AK) ® AX), g — p(g) is a group homomor-
phism.

7.23. Corollary. Let M be an o.0.d A-manifold, let g be a super metric on M
and let ® : G x M — M be the smooth action of an A-Lie group G on M. If g is
invariant under the G-action, then the super scalar product %y on C°(M; A¥) and
extended to C°(M; A¥) @ AX [3.8] is invariant under the representation p of G on
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C=(M; A¥) @ A¥ defined by (p(g)v)(m) = ¢ (®(g~*,m)). More precisely, for all

g € G we have
e (p(9)x, p(9)1) = S (x, V)

Proof. Instead of proving this property directly, let us work backwards. We first note
that p(g)y is the pull-back of ¢ by the bijection ®,-1. According to the definition
we thus have:

Ze(p(9)x, p(9)¥) Z/M<1>;1x-<1>2—1¢ Ve

But v, is invariant under the G-action, so we have v, = CID;_lug. We “thus” can
apply [6.13] to conclude that we have

Slpxplo)e) = [ Tyox- 2w,

M
— [0 n) [ xw= A
M M

However, [6.13] does not apply, as for generic g the map ®,-1 is not a diffeomorphism,
only for g € BG we are sure it will be a diffeomorphism. The way out (as most of
the time) is to consider all g at the same time. We extend in the obvious way the
density vz on M to an M-fiber-density g on G' x M and we extend the functions
x and 1 in the obvious way to functions on G x M. We furthermore define the
fiber-diffeomorphism ¥ : G x M — G x M by ¥(g,m) = (g, @(g_l,m)). It follows
immediately that we have

(X)) (g,m) = (®;-1x)(m)
and similarly for ¢. Moreover, the invariance of v, can be stated as the property
U*De = Ug. With these preparations, the sought for equality is a direct consequence
of [7.14.iii]. We start with the observation that the smooth function on G defined

by
/ywﬁg )
M

(i.e., by integrating the M-fiber-density X - 1 - g, which is independent of g € G)
is constant equal to .Z(x,%). On the other hand, as a function on G, the values
e (p(g)x, p(g)w) can be obtained by integrating the M-fiber-density U*y - U*1) - .
And then:

Zloloolaw) = ([ Txvva)o™ ([ vrv)o
[7.14.ii] </My,¢.,9g> (9) = S0, 0)

which now is an equality between smooth functions on G.
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8. BEREZIN-FOURIER, HODGE-STAR AND SUPER SCALAR PRODUCTS

In this section we introduce the Berezin-Fourier transform (also called the super
Fourier transform or Fermionic Fourier transform) and we show in [8.19] that there
is a close link between this operation, the Hodge-* operation and the super scalar
product .75 . In §11 we will use the Berezin-Fourier transform in the decomposition
of a super unitary representation into a family of super unitary representations
depending upon odd parameters, providing a rigorous justification of our heuristic
decomposition used in §2.

8.1 We start with the elementary Berezin-Fourier transform

8.1. Definition. We define the (elementary) Berezin-Fourier transform (or Fermi-
onic Fourier transform, see [GS99, §7.1.5]) as an application of Berezin integration.
Let (E,{-,-)g,-7r) be a proto super Hilbert space over C and f: A? — E ® A€ a
smooth map. There thus exist, for all I C {1,...,n}, elements f; € FE such that we
have

f&= > ¢n

Ic{1,..,n}

We then define the Berezin-Fourier transform of the f to be the smooth function
ff A — E ® A€ given by®

Fom = [ ae esp( prnp)

We also define the odd maps Z; : C*°(A}, E ® A€) — C*(A?, E® A°) b
1; =&+ ia&j

And we finally equip A} with the standard super metric g, defined by

(8.2) 8o(0g;, Og,) = i+ Ojn

Using this metric we can equip C* (A}, EQAC) = C* (A}, E®.AC) with an ordinary
metric (-, -)g, and a super scalar product .75 5, = -7, according to [5.18] and [6.21];
they are given by

(f.9e = > (e and F(f.9)= > (=) I5(fr.1)

Ic{1,..,n} Ic{1,..,n}

8.3. Remarks. e In defining the Berezin-Fourier transform as we did, we have
made several arbitrary choices: we could have multiplied F by an arbltrary fac-
tor (which might depend upon n!) and we could have used exp(+@ szl fpnp)
instead of exp(—z' ZZ:1 ,fpnp) (which is equivalent to a choice of order, as we have
D1 &l = — D1 Mp€p). However, if we want the Berezin-Fourier transform (or

6Note the “subtle” difference with the notation for the ordinary Fourier transform: the Berezin-
Fourier transform has a small “0” on top of the symbol F.
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its generalization in the next subsection) to be an equivalence of proto super Hilbert
spaces, then we have to use exp(—i Y_7_, &,) (see also [3.12] and [4.4]).7

e The attentive reader might have noticed that the definition of the Berezin-
Fourier transform is not quite rigorous. In the first place it should be noted that
it is an instance of integrating along fibers as explained in §7, as we integrate a
function of the odd variables £ and n only over the £ variables. But even then it is
not quite rigorous, as in §7 we only discussed integration of functions with values
in A¥ not in an arbitrary graded vector space £ ® A¥ (in which E might be
infinite dimensional). When one wants to integrate over even and odd variables,
one needs to be (very) careful when the target space is infinite dimensional. On the
other hand, when one integrates only over odd variables, the generalization to vector
valued functions poses no problems. In order to show that our definition really is (or
better, can be made) fully rigorous, we introduced the operators Z;. Using these, we
show in [8.6] that the Berezin-Fourier transform can be expressed in terms of these
operators for “any” target space.

8.4. Lemma. The odd maps Z; satisfy the relations
I]OI]:Zld s j%ki[I],Ik]EIonk—l—IkoIJ:0

Moreover, they are graded symmetric with respect to the super scalar product 7, .

Proof. The first assertions are a direct computation. For graded skew-symmetry of
Z;, we take two smooth homogeneous functions f,g : A} — E ® A€. Smoothness
implies that there exists smooth functions fy, f1, go, g1 of one odd variable less (the
&;!) such that we have

FEO=Ffo§)+& f(€)  and  g(&) =) +&a(E)
where ¢ denotes the sequence of n—1 odd variables not containing £;. Homogeneity

means that fy has the same parity as f, whereas f; has the opposite parity (and
similarly for go and ¢;). We then compute, using [3.6],

ygo(zj.ﬂ g) - <_1)|f‘ <Sﬂgo(fa:zjg)
= [ 4e” F5(30(0.9(0) - (1" (1), T)(©)

= /A ) déM Fr (& fol€) +i f1(€), 90(€) + & a1 (£))

— (=) T (fo(€) + & 1(€),& 90(&) +igr(€)))
= [ 4 (& 1€ an(€)) = (<1 S (). & i)

+. (i [1(€),& 01(€) — (1) e (& A(E)ig1())
=0 ,

where for the third equality we used that the other terms do not contain §; and thus
have zero Berezin integral. The final results follows directly from the anti-linearity
property in the first variable [3.3.ii] and the parities of fy and f;.

7Leauving out the factor 4 altogether, using exp(zgzl §pnp), is not a good idea, as then some of
the results will depend on more then parity alone. Moreover, it is extremely useful, if not essential,
in the Berezin-Fourier decomposition of a super unitary representation (see §11).
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8.5. Notation. As in the sequel we will be confronted often with a specific combi-
nation of powers of —1 and of i, we will introduce an understandable shorthand for
them. For any integer k € Z we define i[" as

JIRD — (_1)5 (k=1)  jk _ 1 ?f k ?S even,
7 if k£ 1s odd.

Similarly we define (—i)l"l as

—~
.
~—
=
Il
—~
|
—_
~—
B
Sﬁ
=
I

(_1)%k(k_1) (i)t = 1 if k is even,
—1 if k is odd.

Note that we do have the conjugation property ilFl = (—i)[*_ but that we do not
have any homomorphism like property such as s+ = I . ;14

8.6. Lemma. Unlike its ordinary counter part, the Berezin-Fourier transform has
a stmple operator description:

ji—f = (=0)" (Zno--- o Iy)(f) = (—i)[["]] 7(f)
More precisely, for any I C {1,...,n} and any ¢ € E we have

](}é’lw = (_Z')[HICI]] (_1)5(1,16) €y

Proof. We first compare the two operations on monomials of the form f(¢£) = &74)
for some I C {1,...,n}. We obtain:

(Fe' v)(n) = / g™ exp(—z' prnp) ¢ = / g™ (= T gmiv
AT p=1 AT jere
= (LU [ de™ ey y
AT
_ (_1)510(10—1)%(1,10) (_Z->|10\ 7710 "
and
1 %n(n 1)+e(I¢, )(—')nIIcoII gld}
1 In(n—1)+3I(I-1)+e(I°, )<_-)ni|1\ glcw

= (-
= (=
= (=
= (-1

)
)
1)%71(71 D4+21(I-1)+11°+¢(1,1°) (_Z-)uq SIC¢
)%IC (I°=1)+e(1,1°) (_Z-)\IC| € qp

As both operations are right-linear, we have equality for all f € C®(A}, E® A°).

8.7. Corollary |GS99, Prop. 7.1.2]. FoF = (—i)I"lid and thus Fl= il F =
Iz,

8.2 We then generalize to A-manifolds
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8.8. Definition. Let (E, (-, )g,-%r) be a proto super Hilbert space over C, let
M be an o.0.d A-manifold, let g be a super metric on M and choose an o.0.d
Batchelor atlas U = {U, | a € A}. In any chart U, with coordinates (z% &%) we
define the matrix H%(z,§) = —i (GBg®'!")(x) = —ig®'!(z,0) depending on the
even coordinates x® only, i.e.,

(z*,£2=0) )

HE (2%) = —i - g(
Comparing with (5.17) shows that H® is essentially the G-extension of the inverse
of the metric gyys. Using this matrix we define for any smooth function ¢ : M —
E ® A€ its generalized Berezin-Fourier transform F B¢t in the chart U, by

0
&

0
(a0 go=0) = O]

(n)

Frae) = [ def(” wlevn)-ep(—i 3 n Ha0)6,)

ng($)) p,a=1

8.9. Lemma. The Berezin-Fourier transform ]%B,g 1s a well defined operation
]:B,g C®(M;E® A°) — C*(M;E @ A€) depending on the choice of an o.0.d
Batchelor atlas.

Proof. The definition of the generalized Berezin-Fourier transform as given in [8.8|
is rather incomplete, as it suppresses the use of the local charts, a fact that will
be crucial for the proof. So let ¢, : U, — O, C Fy be the chart map with O,
an open set in even part of a fixed graded vector space F' of dimension d|n. For
any smooth function ¢ : M — E ® A€ we thus have a family of smooth functions
Ve 1 O, = E ® AC defined as 1, = o, Obviously this family satisfies the
condition

(8.10) Ppop™ =1,

where the maps ¢ = 0. ! are the coordinate changes (2, £%) = (a9, £9).

The definition of the generalized Berezin-Fourier transform thus defines a family of
maps

(‘FB g¥)a(z®,£") = /n detd;]:; a)) Yol m eXp( pqzl M H ) J

for which we have to show that they satisfy the compatibility condition (8.10), i.e
(8.11) (Fpg)p(a,€") = (Fpgth)a(z®,£)

We now recall that our two charts are in a Batchelor atlas, meaning that the change
of coordinates is of the form

n

p=2a’(z")  and = Th(a")&

g=1

for some (smooth) matrix valued function 7% (2*). Moreover, according to (5.16),
we have

=3 T H (o) - Tha(a)

7,k=1
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and thus, because det (Tba(x)) is positive by the assumption that the Batchelor atlas
is 0.0.d, we have

det(Hg, (z)) = det (T (%) \/det (HY (2b(22)) )

Using the explicit form of the coordinate change, we now simply compute the left
hand side of (8.11):

(]‘—B gw / ¢b($b>77)
Ty /det Hb ))
&= T exp(=i 3 0y ) T &)
q=1 j.k,q=1

/ d¢m
AP det (T (22)) - 4 /det (HS, (b))

n

oxp(—i YD Tt G B Th(at) &)

J.k,p,g=1

(n)
Ap /det (He (z%))

(16.5] with n = T*(x)¢) =

¢b (ZL‘b, Tba(xa)c)

~exp<—z’ i G ng(x“)fg>

p,g=1

= (Fpgt)a(z®,€)

where for the last equality we used that the functions v, and v, satisfy the compat-
ibility condition (8.10).

8.12. Remark. When we apply the generalized Berezin-Fourier transform to the
A-manifold A} equipped with the standard super metric g, (8.2), we Jrecover im-
mediately the definition of the elementary Berezin-Fourier transform ,7-" defined in
the previous subsection. The generalized Berezin-Fourier transform F B thus is a
genuine generalization.

8.13. Proposition. The map .%B’g :C®(M; E® A°) — C®(M; E ® A®) has the
following properties.

(1) F is homogeneous of parity |]c}| =n and ](}B,goj}B,g = (—i)"id.
(ii) For x,¢ € C*(M; E ® A€) with x homogeneous we have the equalities

p.e(FreXs Fpgt) =il (=1)"X Fp o (x,¢)
<‘/—-O.B,gX7ﬁB,gw>B,g - <X7¢>B,g 5

i.e., ‘7(:"37g : CX(M; E ® A°) — C®(M; E @ A°) is an equivalence of super
Hilbert spaces [4.1].
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Proof. Let U = {U, | a € A} be an o.0.d Batchelor atlas adapted to the super
metric g. Then according to [5.23] we have

(6 X)g Z/ dA D (z \/|det g0 (z4))|
acA Y BU,
> et (@), Xar (@) e

Ic{1,..,n}

and according to [6.22] we have

IB.g(X, 1 Z/B \/‘det Bgfjoo a))‘

acA

(8.14) . Z (_1)6(1,16) yE(Q:\II (Xa,[(xa));€ﬂ(¢a,16<$a))> 7

Ic{1,n}

At the same time, the Berezin-Fourier transform of y (and similarly for 1) is given
in the same adapted atlas on the local chart U, by

Faaale'.€) = [ an xalatn) -exp( - an :)

simply because in an adapted atlas the matrices H are the identity. Using [8.6] we
then find

(8.15) (Frg)ar(z®) = (=) (=100 x e (2)
In order to prove (i) we note that if x has parity |x|, then we have
(8.16) Xa,1| = x| + |1]

This together with (8.15) shows that ]%B,g has parity n. Moreover, applying (8.15)
twice gives us the equality

((ﬁB,gOJ%B,gXX))aJ(Ia) = (_i)[[‘l‘]] (_1) =D (-FB gX)a IC( )
- (_i)[[\l\]] (—1)=! ) (_2)[HICIH (—1)° e(1,1) Xa1 (%)
= (=) X1 (2%)
from which the equality F Bg o F Bg = (—i)["id follows.
For (ii) we compute:

Frav Frgtls =3 / XD (2 po(a) - \/|det (Bgo®(a)|
> Kae (@), Ya e (x))

and
yB,g(ﬁB g X Fp g¢)

Ic{1,..,n}
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:Z/BU X 1) - \/|det (Bg™ (x0)),
>0 () (@ () (1) e (a)

Q:n<(_z')[[\lc|]] (_1)8([,[6) ¢a,[($a))>
= Z/BU AD (@) pa(a®) - 1/ |det (Bl (22)) |
S (=) (p)sD o (@II\ (Yare(z)), €" (%,Ax“)))

Ic{1,...,n}
:Z/BU AN ( \/‘det Bg!"(z%))]
acA a
Z [[n]]( )a([[c)y <( )nul QIIC\(X 1 )) , ¢ (walc(a:“))>
Ic{1,...,n}

It now suffices to note that (8.16) implies that, for homogenous y, we have

(_1)n|1| @ICI(Xa,I(xa)) — (_1)n\1| (_1)\ICI~(\XI+III) Xa,z(flfa)
= (=1)"M ! (xas(z))

Substituting this in our result for YB,g(j}B’gx,ﬁBgiﬂ) and comparing with (8.14)
gives the announced result.

8.3 An intermezzo on the Hodge-star operation

We now recall that in §5 we have used a Batchelor atlas to define a vector bundle
VM — BM and an isomorphism o between C75(M:; A¥) and e (/\ VM — BM).
Moreover, a super metric g on M induces an ordinary metric gB v on BM and an
ordinary metric gyys on the fibers of VM, which allowed us to define a metric (-, -)
on I'2°( A\ VM — BM ). This metric was then transported to C2°(M; A¥) and used
to create the Hilbert space H as its completion. We now want to show that we
can go one step further: we will prove that the Berezin-Fourier transform Fp g on
Coy(M; A¥) is closely related to the Hodge-star operation on I'*( A VM — BM ).
In order to do so, we start by recalling the definition of the Hodge-star operation on
A\ VM (see also [War83, p79)|).

As we assume that M is o.0.d and that the Batchelor atlas is o0.0.d, it follows
that the fibers of VM are oriented. Then, if vy,...,v, is an orthonormal oriented
basis of V,,M (the fiber of VM above m € BM), then the Hodge-* operation on
A\ Vi M is defined by

(8.17) s (V) = (=1)50I) gl

for any I C {1,...,n}. As the monomials v’ form an orthonormal basis of AV, M,
the metric gy (m) is given by

gVM(m)< Z arv’ Z bJ'UJ>: Z a;-by
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It then follows immediately that the x-operation is unitary with respect to this
metric:

VA,Be \VM :  gyy(m)(xA, «B) = gy (m)(A, B)

The Hodge-*-operation extends directly to an operation on sections s € '™ ( ANVM —
BM ) by

(xs)(m) = (s(m))
As x is unitary with respect to gyas(m), the induced operation on C°(M;.A) is
unitary too with respect to the metric (5.18).

Now let (E,(-,)g,-ZE) be a proto super Hilbert space over K and let (for k =
0,...,n) Ji : E — E be a continuous linear map (over K). With these ingredients
we define the twisted x-operation % on A\ VM ® E by

Avee NVM@E = i(A®e)=+A)@ M) N'VMOE .
More precisely:
(v @e) = (") @ Jyp(e) = (=151 I @ Jie)

where, as before, we assume that vy, ..., v, is an orthonormal oriented basis of V,,, M.

8.18. Lemma. The twisted x-operation % is well defined on the bundle N\VMQE —
M. Moreover, if the maps Ji. are bijective, then so is *.

Proof. The transition functions for the tensor product bundle \ VM ® E are the
tensor products of the transition functions for the bundle A\ VM with the identity
map. It then follows immediately from the linearity of the J; that the restriction of
% is well defined on the subbundle A" VM @ E, hence on the whole bundle. As the
restriction of % to the subspace A" VM @ E is the (tensor product) map * ® J, it
follows immediately that % is bijective when the .J) are.

As for the ordinary Hodge-* operation, the twisted % operation induces an oper-
ation on sections ¢ € I'(A VM ® E — M). And because we assume that the maps
Ji, are continuous, it follows that % preserves the subspace of smooth sections:

5T (A\VM @ E - BM) - I (/\ VM ® E — BM)

8.4 Berezin-Fourier versus (twisted) Hodge-x

8.19. Proposition. Let (E,{(-,")r,-%r) be a proto super Hilbert space over K, let
M be an o.0.d A-manifold of graded dimension dn and let g be a super metric on
M. Suppose furthermore that J : E — E is a continuous linear map such that we
have

Ve,f e E : Yglef)= <J(e),f>E
Then for x,v € C*(M; E @ AX) we have

e, v) = (¥(o (X)), o ()

g Y
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where S g is the super scalar product introduced in [6.21], where (-, -)g is the metric
on T (M; E® AX) introduced in (5.18) (see also [5.20]), and where % is the twisted
Hodge-* operation associated to the sequence of linear maps J, = €"o JoC*. If in
addition J preserves (-, Vg, i.e., {(J(e),J(f))g = (e, f)g for all e, f € E, then %
preserves (-, )g on I'°(M; E ® A¥).

In the special case E = K we have ¥ = % and in the (more) special case E = C
we have for homogeneous x € I°(M; A€) the equality

U(J%Bg(x)) = (=) NI s (o ()

Proof. Let U, be a chart with local coordinates (z%,£%) in an o.0.d Batchelor atlas
adapted to the super metric g [5.22]. For any y € C°°(M; AK) with local expression
on the chart U,

Xa(xa’ga) = Z (ga)IXa,I(xa)
the local expression of (67 o%00)(x) in the chart U, is then given by

(67 eke0)(0)), (@6 = D (=€ Ty (xar ()
Using [5.23] it then follows that we have
(¥(a(x)), 0(¥)), = ;/U AAD (29) pa (%) - \/|det(Bga,00(xa))|
“ Y O (i (e (@), Yare (2)) 6

We now recall that we have (Ey, F1)g = 0 and thus, as in the proof of [6.23], the
conjugation map € preserves (-, -)p. We thus have:

<J\I| (Xa,[(xa)) ) wa,lc (xa)>E = <(Q:n oJo Q:m) (Xa,[(x(L)) ) Q/Ja,lc («Ta)>E
= <(J °© Qjm) (Xa,](xa)) ) an (¢a,[c (xa)) >E

= (€ (e (2), € (Yo se(27)) )

Comparison with [6.22] then gives the desired result.
Let us now assume that J preserves (-,-)g. Then we find, still using our o.o.d
Batchelor atlas adapted to g:

G =3 [ ax@) pua?) - lder (B 0(a)|
Z <J|1\(Xa,1(l'a)),J\I|(¢a,1($a))>E
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S (Xt (3, (36 = (v )

Ic{1,..,n}
as claimed.

In the special case F = K we have J = id and, because then E has only even
elements, € = id, so all J; = id and thus * = % as claimed. Remains the link
between Fp g and * in the special case £ = C. Still using our o.0.d Batchelor atlas
adapted to g, we apply (8.15) to obtain

(8.20) (FoeXa(@,&) = > (=) (=171 x, ()

Ic{1,..,n}

On the other hand, according to the definition of ¢ (5.5), the section o () is given
in the local trivialization associated to the local chart U, by

(@)@ = (2. Y xu)e) .

Ic{1,...,n}

where e, ..., e, denotes the canonical basis of the typical fiber R™. Moreover, in
this same trivialization the metric gyy, is given by the inverse of the matrix H?,
which is the identity matrix. In other words, the local trivializing sections given
by the canonical basis eq,...,e, is orthonormal. It then follows that the Hodge-*
operation is given on this local trivialization by

x(o(x))) ()= =, Z (—=1)=01) y, 1 () e
(o), @ = (

Ic{1,..n}

And when we compute the local expression for O’(ji— B,g(X)) using (8.20) we find

(U(j}B,g(X)))a(x) = < T, Z (_Z')[[IICH} (_1)5(1,16) Xor(2) o >

Ic{1,...n}

Comparing these two expressions, we see that the only difference is a factor (—i)ll7“ll
under the summation sign. When we assume that 1) has parity «, this means that
in the summation over I C {1,...,n} only subsets I appear with |/| = «a (more
precisely, the coefficients of the & will be zero for those I with |I| # «), and thus
|I¢| = n—a. It follows that in that case the factor il/°ll is independent of I, showing
that for ¢ with fixed parity a we have the equality

(¢(Fpe)) (@) = (=)l (x(o (1)) (@)

As the local charts U, cover M, it follows that we have the global equality o o ﬁ Bg =
(—i)P=el . %05 on C>(M; A°), as announced.

8.21. Discussion. We can summarize a part of these results as follows. The spaces
R and C are naturally super Hilbert spaces with (-, -) = .. Moreover the metric and
the super scalar product are related by a bijective linear map preserving (-, -), viz.
the identity map. And then we have shown that if (E, (-, ) g, %) is a proto super
Hilbert space in which (-, -) g and . are related by a bijective linear map preserving
(-,") g, then so is the space I'*(M; E® A¥) of compactly supported smooth function
on M with values in F ® A¥ (where M is supposed to be equipped with a super
metric g). As the bijective linear map preserves the metric, it is bi-continuous. It
then follows that the extension of the super scalar product .5 ¢ on I'°(M; E ® AX)
to its Hilbert space completion (with respect to the metric (-,-)g) automatically
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remains non-degenerate. In other words, we have created a new super Hilbert space
out of the space of compactly supported smooth functions on M with values in a
super Hilbert space in which again (as for K) the super scalar product and the
metric are related by bijective linear map preserving the metric. The subcategory
of this kind of super Hilbert spaces is very close to the definition of a super Hilbert
space given by A. de Goursac in [BDGT12, §2.4] (a definition inspired by the notion
of a Krein space) and further elaborated in [dGM16]. Unfortunately, already for the
left-regular representation of a super Lie group the natural invariant super scalar
product is not /g, but .#; and there is no obvious natural way to create such a
link between the metric (-, -)g and this super scalar product .. For A-Lie groups G
there actually is a (homogeneous) bi-continuous map S : C®(G; AK) — C=(G; AK)
(see [9.19]) that relates the metric (-, -)g to the super scalar product . (for a left-
invariant metric g on ), but in general this map does not preserve the metric, as
can be seen in the example of the group OSp(1,2) §13.
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9. LEFT-REGULAR REPRESENTATIONS

For an ordinary (non super) Lie group G, the left-regular representation can be
defined as follows. One starts with a metric at T.G = g, extends it to a left-invariant
metric g on G and determines the associated left-invariant (Haar) measure v, on G.
This determines the pre-Hilbert space C2°(G;K) of compactly supported smooth
functions on G equipped with the scalar product

(9.1) o) = / Y- v,

The associated Hilbert space is its completion and gives H = L*(G;K;v,). If no
confusion is possible, we will abbreviate this as # = L?*(G). The representation p
on H is defined as usual by the formula

(p(9)0)(h) = (g~ 'h) |

and the fact that g and especially v, are left-invariant then guarantees that this
representation is unitary.

For a super Lie group G of dimension d|n we will follow the same scheme. We start
with a super metric on T,G = g, we extend it by left-translation to a left-invariant
super metric g on G and we determine the associated trivializing density v on G, as
well as the ordinary metrics ggg on BG and gy on the fibers of the vector bundle
VG — BG (see §5). The first allows us to define the super scalar product . on
C>(G; A¥) and the last two allow us to define the metric (-,-)g on C®(G; AK),
turning the latter into a pre-Hilbert space. We also have the representation p of G
on C75(G; A®) @ A® defined by (see [7.22])

(p(9))(h) = ¥(g~'h)

and according to [7.23] the super scalar product .% (extended to C°(G; A¥) ® AK)
is invariant under this action.

In order to prove that this can be turned into a super unitary representation of
G, we need some more information on the structure of C75 (G} AK). For that we will

rely heavily upon the identification/diffeomorphism @ : Geven dim- x godddim-_, G
®(g, X) = g-exp(X) given in (4.12). And in order to “simplify” notation, we will
most of the time not write the symbol ®. Th first consequence is that G is o0.0.d
and thus that we indeed are allowed to apply [6.16] to obtain vg.

We now fix (once and for all) a basis ey, . .., e; of Bgg and a basis fi,. .., f, of Bg;.
This will give us global odd coordinates i, ..., &, on ggdd 4™ via X = >"" & f;. As
we have a direct product, it follows immediately that any smooth function f: G =
Geven dim. 5 godddim - AC determines 2" unique smooth functions f; : BG — C,

I C{1,...,n} such that we gave
Z 5 (Gf1)(g)

Ic{1,..

We thus have an identification
o0 ~J o0 271 ~J
(92) C(c)<GJAC) = (C(c) (BG)) ’ f = (f[)IC{l,...,n}

In order to determine the (ordinary) scalar product associated to a left-invariant
metric g on G, we need a more precise control over the left and right-invariant
vector fields on G in terms of our product structure G = Geven dim- x godd dim. a5,
that we will need a refinement of [4.15] in the special case when Y contains a single
odd parameter.
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9.3. Definition. We define the functions f,h,b,b_,b, : R — R by

=" M-S . W= gy
t t cosh(t)

~ sinh(t) ’ bi(t) = b(t) + 3 h(t) = sinh(t)

All five have convergent power series in a neighborhood of 0 € R. Moreover h is an
odd function, whereas b, b4 are even functions. Their leading terms are given as

ht)=3t— L+ bt)=14+5 - Lt
bo(t)=1— L1t 5= t"+ - : b+():1+§t2—ﬁt4+---
For future use we note that we have the following relations among these functions:
1
O4) M= gEh bR =3 b =)

9.5. Lemma. Let X € g9, Y € g1 and 7 € A;. Then we have the following
equalities:

exp(X + 1Y) = exp(X) - exp (7‘ f( (X))Y)

= exp Tf ) exp(X)

exp(X) - exp(7Y) = exp( X + 7 [X, Y] —i—Tb(&d(X))Y)

(
(

— exp <T ) exp (X b, (ad(X))Y>
exp

exp(rY) - exp(X) = exp(X — 1 7 [X, Y] —|—Tb(ad(X))Y>

= exp(—T h(ad(X))Y> - exp <X +7b_ (ad(X))Y)

Proof. These results can be proven by using the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula,
but it is faster to use the derivative of the exponential map (see [Tuy04, VI.3.15]
or |[DKO00, p.24] for proof in the non-super setting), simply because any Taylor
expansion with an odd parameter stops at order two (72 = 0). We thus can compute:

exp(X +77) = exp(X) + (T'x exp)(72)
1— e—ad(X)
= e(X) + (TeLowiv) (g ) 72)

= (Lexp(x) © €xp)(0) 4 (T Lexp(x) © To exp) ((f(—ad<X))(TZ))
= (Lexp(X) ° eXp) <0 + T(f(-ad(X))Z)
= exp(X) - exp <Tf(—ad(X))Z> :

which is the first equality to be proven. Taking inverses on both sides (and replacing
X and Z by their opposites) one finds the second equality.

We now recall that if A is an endomorphism of a finite dimensional vector space
and if f is a polynomial or a converging power series in a single variable, i.e.,
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f(t) = >, cx t*, then we can define the endomorphism f(A) simply by f(A)v =
> cr A¥(v). Moreover, if f and g are two such functions, we have the equality

f(A)og(A) = (f-9)(A)
We will use this property repeatedly in the upcoming computations.
Writing f(—ad(X))Z =Y we have (using (9.4))

1

Z = (m>y — (% ad(X) + b(ad(X)))Y

and thus
exp(X) - exp(rY) = exp <X +1rad(X)(Y) + 7b(ad(X)) (Y))
(9.6) = exp (X + %T (X, Y]+ Tb(ad(X))(Y)) ,

which is the third equality to be proven. Taking inverses and using that b is an even
function we also find

(9.7) exp(rY) - exp(X) = exp <X — Lrad(X)(Y) + rb(ad(X)) (Y)) ,

which is the fifth equality.
Writing, with ¢ = 41,

X. = X +7(b(ad(X)) (V) = L h(ad(X))([X,Y]))
Y. = 2 h(ad(X))(Y)
we have, according to (9.6),
exp(X.) - exp(rYe) = exp(Z.)
with
Z. = X. + 2 7ad(X.)Y: + 7b(ad(X.))Y-
(r2 =0) = X, + 3 7ad(X)Y. + 7b(ad(X))Y.

_ (X +7b(ad(X))Y — Lerh(ad(X))[X, Y])
+1erad(X)h(ad(X))Y +e7b(ad(X))h(ad(X))Y

= X+ 7(b(ad(X)) + £ b(ad(X)) o h(ad(X)) )Y

2 X 47 (b(ad(X)Y + Lead(X)Y)

Comparing this with (9.6) and (9.7) we thus find:
exp(X41) - exp(1Y51) = exp(X) - exp(7Y)
exp(X_1) - exp(7Y_1) = exp(7Y) - exp(X)

The second of these equalities is the sixth equality to be proven, whereas taking

inverses in the first gives us the fourth equality to be proven.
9.8. Lemma. In the decomposition G = G 4m- x godd dim- ginen by the map

(g,v) — g - exp(v), we have the natural identification of the tangent space as

even dim. odd dim.\ ~v even dim. odd dim.
Tl (G x g ) = T,G X g
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In this identification the left- and right-invariant vector fields take the following
form.
(i) For X € BT, G 4™ = Bg, (and thus even) we have

TLgwXleo = (TLyX|e, [0, X]|v) = TLy X[ + [v, X]],
TR X0 = (TRX]c, 0] ) = TR X]c + 0],
(ii) ForY € Bg®¥ 4m = Bg, (and thus odd) we have

TLigY oy = ( TLy(h < >Y|e> b (ad(v >Y)
~ T ( ) + <b+ (ad(v ) v

TRy |eo) = ( —TH,(h (ad(Ad(g)v))Y|e) - (b (ad(@))Ad(g )Y ) )
~ TR, <h(ad(Ad(g)v))Y|e) + (b, (ad(v))Ad(gl)Y>L

Note that these formule make sense: for X € Bgg and v € g3 4™ we have [v, X] €
gdd dim-  Moreover, as h is odd and by even, we have indeed, for any Y € Bg, C

gOdd dim- - that h(ad( )Y belongs to g™ ™ and by (ad(v))Y to got 4m-.

Proof. For (i) we compute:

TL(g7U)X|(€70) = exp tX), O))
g-exp(v exp(tX))

g - exp(tX) eXp(Ad(eXp( tX))v))

g-exp(tX) exp(—ad(tX))v)

= TLgX|e —ad(X)v|, = TLyX|c + [v, X]|o

and

V=3 <(exp(tX),0) . (g,v))

= %to <(exp(tX) -g,v))

= (TRyX|c,0) = TRy X|. + 0],

t=0

For (ii) we compute:

TLigo Yo = = ((9,0)- (e,7Y)) = <= (9-exp(v) - exp(rY)
(92)% (g -exp(th(ad(v))Y) - exp(v+ 7 by (ad(v))Y))

= 2 (g exp(rh(ad@)Y) , v+ 7b, (ad(w)) )
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=Ly (h(ad(®))Y)| + (b4 (ad(v))Y)

€ v

and

d d
TRg0)Y|(e0) = e ((e, 7Y) - (g, v)) =31 (exp(TY) e exp(v))

- d% (¢ - exp(TAd(g7")Y) - exp(v))

“’:-5)% (exp(~7h(ad(Ad(9)0))Y) - g exp(v+7b- (ad(v)) Ad(g™)Y))

— i (eXp(—Th(ad(Ad(g)'U))Y) g, v+Th (ad('z)))Ad(gfl)Y)

dr
= —TRg<h(ad(Ad(g)v))Y> + (b_ (ad(v))Ad(g‘1>Y)

QED

€ v

9.9. Notation. In general the Lie algebra of a Lie group G “is” the space of left-
invariant vector fields on G, which can be identified with the tangent space at the
identity. However, in the sequel we will want to distinguish this dual nature of
an element of the Lie algebra: a (left-invariant) vector field on G or an (abstract)
element of an (abstract) vector space g = T.G. In order to distinguish these two
aspects, we will denote by X the left-invariant vector field on G whose value at the
identity e € G is X: X |e = X. And we will denote by X R the right-invariant vector
field on G whose value at e is X.

Now let zi,..., 24 be local even coordinates on G€'e" 4™ then, together with
our global odd coordinates &i,...,&, on godddm je  (&,...,&,), the couple (z,&)
becomes a local system of coordinates on G = Ge"e“ dim. 5 godd dim. Ty terms of these
local coordinates we now can express the left-invariant vector fields as follows. We
start with the observation that there exists an invertible matrix C'(z) on the local
chart for G 4im- gych that for the basis e; of g we have (with z being the local
coordinates of g)

&l, = T Ly Z Or, Cjilw

There also exist matrices A(&), B(§) and H({) (only B being necessarily square)
depending only upon the odd coordinates such that

v, e;] ij i ; b+ ad kaBkj
and h(ad(v))fj = Zei Hi;(§)
We now recall that in the identification Ty (Ge"en dim. 5 godd dim. ) = T,Geven dim-

godd dim- the basis vector f; gets identified with the tangent vector O,| (g0)- Applying
[9.8] then immediately gives

TL(g v)€il Z 855j le ) + Z afk Akz(g)
k
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T'Lgw) fil(eo) = Z Ony, Cri(z) Hij(§) + Z ¢, B (§)
i B

We can write this in matrix form as

TLigw) (Colieoy Otlieny) = (Fal(g) Oeligm)) -

(
(9.10) = (Ol o) Oeligmn) - (Cgﬂ) (1]> ' (Azf) gg)

B 1 H(
= (Cely Oel(gm) - (A(f) B((f)))
We now use the “standard” super metric on g = T\ )G, i.e., g(0)(€j, ex) = 0, and
g(e,0)(f5, fu) = 16k, which we extend by left-translation to a global left-invariant
super metric g on G. It then follows from the definition of the matrix gij|, ¢ =
8(il(z.6) Oil(ze)) (where 9; denotes “all” partial derivatives/basis tangent vectors at
(x,€) € G) and (9.10) that this matrix satisfies the equation (compare with (5.15),

but beware: the definition of the matrix defining the change of basis is not the same,
there is a change from left to right; see also [Tuy04, 11.4.10])

(o)

( Oe) —tA(ﬁ))(g?ﬁ,s) g?i,@)'(C(x) C(ar)-H<§>>

HE-Cw) BE) ) \go, gn,) 4O BE

As we have BB(§) = 1, it follows easily that the metric Bg? on BG and the metric
—iBg!! on the Batchelor bundle B = BG x Bg; — BG (see (5.16)) are as follows:
Bg® is a left-invariant metric on BG that is the standard metric on go in terms of
the basis e, and —i Bg!! is the standard metric on g; in terms of the basis f,.

(9.11)

9.12. Corollary. Let vg and vpg be the two densities on G associated to the left-
invariant metric g as defined in [6.16]. Then in the local coordinate system x,§ we

have
) 9 B a Det (B(€))
Vg(% (@) a_f‘m,s)) = [Det(C@)] Det(1— H(&) - B(&)~ - A(€))
0 0 -1
(g2 we) O <w,s)> = [Det(C(@)

Moreover, the density v, on BG defined in the local coordinates x (now with v € R¢)

by
yo<% (m)) = [Det(C(x))|

is the left-invariant density (volume form or Haar Measure) on BG associated to
the left-invariant metric Bg" on BG.

1

Proof. According to [6.16] these densities are determined by the Berezinian of the
matrix associated to the super metric g. But according to (9.11) we have the relation
01

pei(o ) =g ) (5 )

(z,6)
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It follows immediately that we have

Ber Blre) Bre) - det(B(¢)) i
80 8lre det(C(z) — C(x) - H(E) - B(&)~"' - A(€))

) ( det(B(€)) )2
det(C(x)) - det(1 — H(€) - B(&)~L - A(¢))
(

Applying [6.16] immediately gives the desired results (using that B() starts with
the identity, and thus we don’t need absolute values).

9.13. Lemma. Changing the initial “standard” super metric on T.G = g in (9.11)
changes the densities vg, vpg and v, in [9.12] with a constant real multiple. These
densities are thus unique up to multiplication by real numbers.

9.14. Definitions. For any A-Lie group G equipped with a super metric g, we
define L*(BG,K,1,) as the completion of C2°(BG;K) with respect to the metric
(-, ) induced by the invariant volume form v, = Volg,,, determined by the metric
gra |5.18], [9.12] (a volume form which is an invariant Haar measure), i.e., we have

for x,v € L*(BG, K, v,) (see also (9.1)):

(60 = /B ORIOAC

As the metric (-, -)) is unique up to a real multiple, and as the field K is most
of the time understood implicitly, we will shorten the name of this Hilbert space
L*(BG,K,v,) to L*(BG). We finally denote by pp¢ the left-regular representation
of BG on L*(BG) defined (as usual) by (psa(9)¥)(h) =¥ (g7 h).

9.15. Corollary. The metric (-,-)g and the super scalar product S g on C°(G; AX)
induced by the left-invariant super metric g on G are given in the identification

C2(G; AX) = (C=(BG;K) )*" (9.2) by

= > /BGXI (m) vo(m) = > {xun)

Ic1,..., Ic{1,..,n}

and

(9.16) Fg06) D> (D)) (g, )

The completion H of C=(G; AX) thus is (isomorphic to)
"~ (L*BG,K,1,))" = (L1*BG))”

Proof. The expression for (-, )4 is a direct consequence of [5.23|. For .5 , we invoke
[6.22], which gives us:

Fpals 1) = / v g(m) - X(m) - $(m)
_Z/ d/\ a(l’a)' |Det(0(l’>)|_1 'M'¢a<x7£)

a€A
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- Z Z dAD(2%) dE™ |Det(C(x)) }_1 < pa(2”)

1,Jc{1,...n} acA Y BUa
Xaa (%) - gy (a®) - - €7
= 3 (. / X(9) - re(9) volg)

Il
—~
—_
~—
m
Ply
~
~
o
—
=
=<
=
=
~
Q
=

as claimed.

9.17. Definition. We will denote by L?*(G; A¥; g) the completion of the pre-Hilbert
space C°(G, A¥) with respect to the metric (-, -)g. And as for the non-super case
(and with the same arguments), we will shorten this to L?(G) if no confusion is
possible.

The explicit formula for (-, -)g in the identification C°(G; A¥) 2 (C(BG; K) )*"
tells us immediately that we have a natural identification
LX(G) = (L(BG))"
Looking at (9.16) confirms that .#p ¢ is continuous with respect to the metric on
Cx(G; A¥) C L*(G) 6.23] and thus extends to L?(G). Moreover, it is also imme-
diate from (9.16) that the extension to H is (remains) non-degenerate, so it defines
a super scalar product on H.

In order to get a good understanding of the super scalar product .7, [6.21] we
define the function A : ggdd 4m- — Ay by

Afg) = Det(B(¢))

Det (1 — H(&) - B(§)~* - A(€))
As it depends only upon the odd coordinates &, there exist real constants Ay € R,
I c {1,...,n} such that

Moreover, because A takes values in Ay, A; = 0 whenever I contains an odd number
of elements. The definition of . then tells us that we have

Sl 1) = / ve(m) - x(m) - ¥(m)

M

=2 / A (2) dE™ p, ()

acA

' |Det(C()) ‘_1 - Det(B(£))
Det(1— H(¢) - B(§)™' - A(6))
. XQ(ZL', f) . %(xaf)

= > Y / AAD(27) de™ Det (C(2))| " - pa(e®)

I,JKC{l,..n} acA

Nar (7)) - g g (x®) - Ag - €€ X
> /B ) dAD(z7) [Det (C(2))| ™" - pa(z?)

I,J,KC{1,..,n} (aeA
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 Xa1(29) .%J(Ia)) ./A de™ Ap el ¢l ek
1
This suggests that we define the numbers S;; € R by

17 = [ A6 Ay 170
which allows us to obtain finally

(9.18) Fe6) = Y S {1

I,Jc{1,..,n}

9.19. Remark. If we define the map S : L*(G) — L*(G) by
(S¥)r =) Sty .
7

then we automatically have the equality

yg(Xaﬂ)) = (Sx,v) ,

linking the super scalar product .7, to the (ordinary) metric (-,-)s. However, the
map S will in general not preserve the metric (-, ) (see §12 for an explicit example,
see also [8.21]).

.....

have the implication
[INJ#0or|I|+]J]=n+1 (mod2) | — S;;=0

Moreover,the super scalar product S is continuous with respect to the topology in-
duced by (-, )g on C*(G; AX) C L*(G) and extends to a continuous super scalar
product of parity n on L*(G).

Proof. Looking at the definition of S;; shows that it is necessarily zero whenever
INJ # 0 or whenever Ay = 0. But A is an even function, so Ax = 0 whenever
|K| = 1. And thus S;; =0 when I NJ # () and when I NJ = it will also be zero
when |(I U J)¢| =1, i.e., whenever |I| + |J| =n+ 1 as claimed.

To prove invertibility, we suppose that we have a vector of numbers ¢; € R, not
such that ¢; # 0 and ¢; = 0 for all J C {1,...,n} with a smaller cardinal than [
(such I need not be unique). By hypothesis we have in particular

0= Z SIcJCJ:ZSICJCJ )
n}

JcIl

where the second equality is a consequence of the fact that S;c; = 0 whenever
I°N J # (. But by assumption ¢; = 0 when the cardinal of J is smaller than the
cardinal of I. It thus follows that we must have S;c;c; = 0, ie., S;ef = 0. But
A(0) = Ag = 1 and thus Sje; = (—1)5U%)) £ 0. This contradiction shows that the
kernel of the matrix S is zero and thus this matrix is invertible.

The only part concerning the super scalar product .7 that is not directly obvious
is non-degeneracy of the extension of . to L*(G). To do so, we take 0 # x € L*(G)
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and we define ¢ by

We then have
Febo) = D Sclxnvr) = D Sk (ST ks (xixa)

I,LKC{1,...,n} I,JKC{1,..,n}
= Y o) =06xe #0
Ic{1,....,n}
proving non-degeneracy of .%, on the whole of L?(G).

9.21. Corollary. The two triples (L*(G), (-, ")g, ¥pg) and (L*(G), (-,")g, ) are
super Hilbert spaces.

We now turn our attention to the representation p of G on C7j(G; AX) © A¥
defined by (see [7.22])

(p(9))(h) = ¥(g~'h)

In terms of the identification G = Gevendim- x godd dim- the Jeft-translation by an
element g € GV 4™ i given by

Lg(h7X> = (gh7X>

It follows immediately that the maps L, with ¢ € BG C G 4™ are diffeo-
morphisms that are linear in the odd coordinates (in the Batchelor atlas defined
by the above identification). We thus can apply [5.28] (also because g is left-
invariant) and conclude that the maps p(g) with ¢ € BG determine unitary maps
on CX(G; A¥) @ A¥. Extending them to the completion L*(G), we thus obtain
a unitary representation p, of BG on L*(G) [4.2]. In terms of the identification

-----

(po(9)) (h) = ¥r(g~'h)

i.e., p, consists of 2" copies of the left-regular representation pgg of BG.

Before turning our attention to the (full) representation p on G, we first recall
the definition of a fundamental vector field associated to a smooth left-action & :
G x M — M of a Lie group G on a manifold M (a definition that is also valid in
the context of A-manifolds). For any X € g, the associated fundamental vector field
XM on M is defined by

XM, = d d(e™,m)
m dt 0 )
Because of the minus sign, this map is a Lie algebra morphism: for any X,Y € g we
have [X, Y™ = [X My M ] When we apply this to the multiplication map on G:
m : G x G — G, the associated fundamental vector field X¢ is the right-invariant
vector field on G whose value at e is —X (which confirms that we need the minus
sign to get a Lie algebra morphism). When we apply it to the map/left-action
P : G x G — G defined by ®(g,h) = h- g~ (which is essentially the right-action of
G on itself), the associated fundamental vector field X is exactly the left-invariant

vector field X.
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Looking at the (full) representation p of G' on C*(G; A¥) @ AX, we know that
its infinitesimal form is given by the fundamental vector fields of the left-action of
G on itself. In particular for X € Bg homogeneous we have (with [t| = | X])

S (plenx0)u) ) = 3| vlen-tx)n) = —(x )
We thus define the map 7 : Bg — End(C*(G; A¥)) by
(X)) =-X"% |
which is an even graded Lie algebra morphism preserving the subspace C°(G; A¥).
We now recall a result by Poulsen |[Pou72, p114| that says that C*°(pp¢) is given
by®
C™(pBg) = {¥ € C*(BG;K) | Vk € N VX, € Bgo: X'--- X[y € L*(BG) }
Inspired by this result, we define the space D, by
D, = {1y € C®(G; A¥) |Vk e NVX; € Bg: X{'--- X[y € L*(G) }
Using the identifications
O3(G:A%) = (C5(BG:K))” and  LA(G) = (L¥(BG)” |

and knowing that p, is 2" copies of the left-regular representation pgq, it follows
easily that we have

C2 (G5 A) € C=(p,) = (C™(pna))” C L¥(G)
It then follows easily that we have the alternative description
(9.22) D,= {1 € C®p,) | Vk e NVX; € Bg,: X{'--- Xi'y € L*(Q)}
and that we have the inclusions
CE(G; A®) € D, € C=(p,)

proving that D, is dense in H. Before stating our main result, we note that obviously
D, is the maximal domain that is invariant under all maps 7(X), X € Bg.

9.23. Theorem. The couple (CEO(G;AK),,O) 1S a proto super unitary representa-
tion of G on the super Hilbert space (LQ(G), (-, .)g,;ﬂg) whose infinitesimal form
is the triple (pO,C’é’O(G; AK),T). Moreover, the couple (D,, p) is the unique super
unitary representation of G on L*(G) that extends (C°(G; AX), p); its infinitesimal
form is the triple (p,, D,, T).

The proof of [9.23] will be broken down into a series of smaller results in such a
way that at the end it suffices to put these smaller results together to obtain a full
proof.

9.24. Lemma. The triple (po, C=(G; AK), T) 18 a proto super unitary representa-
tion in its infinitesimal form of G on the super Hilbert space (LQ(G), (-, )es Yg).

8There is a slight abuse of notation in identifying Bgo with the Lie algebra of BG and by
identifying the right-invariant vector fields X, X € Bgy with the right-invariant vector fields on
BG.
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Proof. Looking at the “definition” of a proto super unitary representation in infin-
itesimal form [4.6], it is immediate that p, and the maps 7(X) preserve the space
C>(G; A¥). We thus have to prove the properties (i-iii).

For the first property we recall that p, consists of 2" copies of pgg and that the
right-invariant vector fields X% (for X € Bgg) “are” 2" copies of the corresponding
right-invariant vector fields on BG [9.8.i]. As these right-invariant vector fields on
BG are the generators of the left-regular representation pgg, it follows immediately
that the maps 7(X), X € Bgp are the infinitesimal generators of p,, proving [4.6.i|.

By the same argument it follows that the maps 7(X) with X € Bg, are skew-
symmetric with respect to (-,-)g. It then suffices to look at the form (9.18) of .7
(and to use the fact that X consists of 2" copies of the corresponding right-invariant
vector field on BG) to see that 7(X) is (graded) skew-symmetric with respect to
. On the other hand, for X € Bg; we can take £ € A; and consider the map
F: A x G — A¥X defined by

F(&,9) = (exp(—£X) 9)

for any ¢ € C>(G; AX). As this is a smooth map and as €2 = 0, we have the
equality

F(&,9) IF(0,9)+£%—§(0,9)

But by definition (9: F')(0, g) is given by (X*4))(g), which also belongs to C>°(G; A¥K).
We thus have, for any 1 € C°(G; AX) the equality

p(exp(§X)) Y = + ET(X)Y

Using that p preserves .7, on C2°(G; A¥) [7.23], we deduce from this, just as in
the proof of (the direct part of) [4.6] (where we used SUR2 to obtain the analogous
equality (4.8)) that 7(X) is graded skew-symmetric with respect to .#. And thus
all maps 7(X), X € Bg are graded skew-symmetric with respect to .%, proving
[4.6.ii].

As an immediate consequence of the properties of a fundamental vector field
associated to a smooth action (here the left-action of G on itself) we have

VgeBg : T(Ad(9)X) =p(g)oT(X)oplg™) ,
which is condition [4.6.iii|.

9.25. Lemma. If a proto super unitary representation (p,, D, T) is an extension
of the (infinitesimal) proto super unitary representation (po, Cx(G; AX), 7') then its
integrated form is (D, p).

Proof. 1f (p,, D, T) is an infinitesimal proto super unitary representation, then ac-
cording to [4.6] there exists a unique proto super unitary representation (D, p) whose
infinitesimal form is (p,, D,7). We thus have to show that we necessarily have
p(9) = p(9)lp- In order to do so, we follow more or less the proof of (the converse
part of) [4.6] in which the representation p is constructed out of 7.

By definition of p we have, for ¢ € BG, p(g9) = po(9) = p(g) and thus p = p
when restricted to BG. The next step in the construction of p is to extend p, by
G-extension to GeV** 4™ Here we have to be careful, because for fixed 1 € D, the
G-extension is done with respect to the smooth map Fy, : BG — L*(G), g — po(g9),
not with respect to the smooth map (g, h) — (po(g9)¥) (k) = 1(g~'h), which takes
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values in AX. We thus first recall the above cited result of Poulsen that says that
C*(pBg) is given by

C™(ppa) = { € C*(BG;K) | Vk € NVX; € Bgo : X{*--- X' € L*(BG)}

and in particular that the elements of C*°(ppg) are smooth functions. It then is
easy to deduce that (still in the context of ordinary non-super Lie groups and their
left-regular representation) we have, for X € Bgy and ¢ € C*(pgg):

(9.26) XF, =F x

simply because 7(X) = —X* is the fundamental vector field associated to the
left-action of G on itself. We next recall that p,, the representation of BG on
L*(G) = (L*(BG))?" is just 2" copies of ppg and that the right-invariant vector
field X% boils down to 2" copies of the restriction of X% to L2(BG) (see [9.8.i]). Tt
follows that (9.26) remains valid for ¢ € C*(p,), i.e., we have for all 1) € C'*(p,)
and all g, h € G the equality

<% t:oﬁ(‘q exp(tX))¢> (h) = (ﬁ(g) (T(X)qﬁ)) (h)

Now there is a general statement concerning the flow of a smooth vector field X
on a manifold M that says that if ¢; denotes the flow of X and if, for a smooth
function f : M — V (with V some normed vector space) we define the function
F:R — V by F(t) = f(¢(m)) for some m € M, then we have for the k-th order

derivative:

FO(t) = (X" f)(¢r(m))
Moreover, this statement remains valid for A-manifolds and smooth even homoge-
neous vector fields.

In order to apply this in our situation, we consider a left-invariant vector field
X on Gevendim with X € Bgg, whose flow is given by g — ¢ exp(tX). We also
consider the smooth function Fy : G dim: 5 D @ AKX obtained by G-extension
from the smooth function with the same name F, : BG — D. We thus define, for
any g € GV 4™ the function F : R — D ® AX by F(t) = (Fy)(g exp(tX)), and
we find

F®(t) = ((X)"Fy) (9 exp(tX)) = Fr(xyep (g exp(tX))

By Taylor expansion and the definition/construction of p we thus can make the
computation for even nilpotent n € A, (which yields a finite Taylor series):

p(g exp(nX)) = Fy (g exp(nX)) 2%.

Z% role) = 32 1 o) (X))

We now suppose that we know that, for this g € G®V*" 9™ we have the equality
p(g9) = p(g). Then we may conclude that we have, for all h € G:

k

(ﬁ(g exp(nX))?P)(h) = io: Zl (

")) )
:Qp(exp( nX lh ( geXP nX w)(h) )

simply because the flow of the vector field 7(X) = —X% on G is given by h
exp(—tX)h. The conclusion is that, if we know p(g) = p(g), then we also know

T(X )*¢)(g™"h)

k 0
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p(g exp(nX)) = p(g exp(nX)). Starting with g € BG C G 4™ for which we
know it is true, we conclude (by taking successive basis elements X = e; for Bgg)
that it is true for all g € Gever dim-
To finish, we take X € Bg; and £ € A;. Then by definition of p we have
plexp(6X)) Y = o + ET(X)y

and thus for any g € G:
(Alexp(X))¥)(9) = (& +Er(X)w)(9) = ¥(g) — E(X )(9)
=¥ (exp(—£X) g) = (p(eXp(fX))w) (9)

where the third equality is a consequence of the property of the flow of the even
vector field EX* whose flow is given by g — exp(t£X)g. We thus may conclude
that for any X € Bg; and any £ € A; we have ﬁ(exp(fX)) = p(exp(fX)). But
Geven dim-and elements of the form exp(£X) generate the whole group G and thus
p = p as claimed.

9.27. Lemma. Let ¢ € L*(G) N C>®(G; A¥).

(1) If x € L*(G) is such that supp(x) Nsupp(¢)) = 0, then Fx(x,¥) = (x, V) = 0.
(i) If for some open subset U C G we have the property

VY € C2(G;A¥) 1 supp(x) CU = Flx,) =0
then |, the restriction of 1 to U, is zero.

Proof. If we have supp () Nsupp(v) = @, then in particular for any I, J C {1,...,n}
we also have supp(x;) Nsupp(¢y) = 0. Tt follows directly that we have

O sy = /B la) - 1(g) Volgge =0

Applying the explicit expressions for (-, )¢ [9.15] and .75 (9.18) then shows the first
point.

For the second point we fix I, C {1,...,n} and we take an arbitrary x, €
C>*(BG; K) with supp(x,) C U. We then deﬁne X € C2(G; A¥) = (C°(BG; K))
by X1, = Xo and x; = 0 for I # I,. We then have supp(x) C U and we have

0=Selx. )= > S (xivs) Z SIO {(Xos Y1)

As this is true for an arbitrary I, and as the matrix S;; is invertible [9.20], we may
conclude that we have

VI JC{l.. n) - o:<<xo,wj>>=/]3Gxo_@-wJ<g>VolgBG

The results then follows from standard measure theory and the fact that the func-
tions are smooth.

9.28. Lemma. Let (D,7) be such that D C L*(G) is a graded subspace satisfying
Cx(G; A¥) € D C C*(G; A¥) and 7 : Bg — End(D) an even graded Lie algebra
morphism satisfying the conditions

(i) for all X € Bg the restriction of 7(X) to C>°(G; AX) equals 7(X) and
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(ii) for all X € Bg the map 7(X) is graded skew-symmetric with respect to ..

Then 7 = 7 and in particular D is invariant under all maps 7(X), X € Bg.

Proof. Let us start with the remark that by [9.24] the maps 7(X) are graded skew-
symmetric with respect to .%; on C>°(G; A¥). It thus makes sense to require that
the restriction of 7 to C®(G; AK) equals 7.

We now fix X € Bg homogeneous, ©» € D and g, € G and we choose ¢ €
C>(G;A) and an open neighborhood U C G of g, such that ¢(g) =1 for all g € U.
Such ¢ (with compact support!) and U exist because G is locally compact. As ¢
has compact support and 1 is smooth, the product ¢ - v belongs to C°(G; A¥).
Because 7 and 7 are graded skew-symmetric with respect to % on C°(G; A¥), we
have for any xy € C°(G; A¥) with supp(x) C U the equality

Fe(6T(X)(@- ) = 7(X)) = =L (T(X)EX (x), 6 - ¢ — )
But for all A € supp(x) we have ¢(h) = 1 and thus, because 7(X) = —X%® is a
differential operator, we have
supp (7(X)€¥I(x)) Nsupp(¢ - v — 1) C supp(x) Nsupp(p- v — ) =0 .
It then follows from [9.27] that we have

T (X)), ¢ =) =0
We thus have shown that
Yy € C(G; A¥) ¢ supp(x) c U = yg(X,T(X)(¢ ) — %(X)w) =0 .

Invoking [9.27] again we obtain that 7(X)(¢ - 1) — 7(X )¢ is identically zero on U.
For all g € U we thus have

(F(X)¥)(g9) = (T(X) (o)) (g9) = —(X(d-¥))(9)
=—(X"9)(9) - ¥(g) + o(g) - (1(X)¥)(9)

But ¢ is identically 1 on U so X¢ is identically 0 on U. And thus in particular
(F(X)¥)(90) = (T(X)¥)(go)- As g, was arbitrary, we have shown 7(X )¢ = 7(X)¢.
And as ¢ € D was arbitrary, we have shown 7(X) = 7(X) for all homogeneous
X € Bg.

9.29. Lemma. The maps 7(X), X € Bg are graded skew-symmetric on D,.

Proof. 1t is obvious from the definition of D, that this graded subspace is invariant
under all maps 7(X), so it makes sense to investigate whether they are graded skew-
symmetric. By linearity it suffices to prove this only for our fixed basis ey, ..., eq,
fi,.., [n of Bg. As we already have seen, the maps 7(e;) are the generators of p,
and are thus (graded) skew symmetric on C*(p,) D D, (see the proof of [9.24]).

In order to prove that a 7(f;) is graded skew-symmetric, we use a change of
coordinates that will allow us to “rectify” the right-invariant vector field fJR. Besides

the identification ® : Gevendim. . godddim o G introduced in §4, the map &Dj :
Al x Gevendim- s & defined by

&\)((517 s 7571)7.9) =
exp(&; fj) - exp(&r f1) - -exp(&on fio1) - exp(§ie1 fin) - exp(&n fu) - g
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also is a diffeomorphism. And in these coordinates (the odd &; and even coordinates
on Gever 4m-) the right-invariant vector field fJR is given by fJR = O¢;. We then choose
a sequence of smooth maps with compact support ¢, : BG — [0, 1] such that for all
g € BG we have lim,,_,, (,,(g) = 1. Such a sequence exists because any ordinary Lie
group is o-compact. Denoting by the same symbol (,, the extension of these maps
first to Gever 4m- then to A} x G 4™ and finally to G via the map EI\Dj, we obtain
the property,

lim Gu(g) - ¥(9) = (g)
where 1) : G — A¥ is any function. The important points for us are the following:
(i) if 4 is smooth, then ¢, - ¢ belongs to C=°(G; AX),
(ii) if ¢ belongs to L*(G), then (, - 1 converges to ¢ in L*(G),
(iii) if ¢ is smooth, then f/(C, - ¥) = Cu - (ff0).
We then choose x, 9 € D, C L*(G) N C*(G; A¥) and we compute:

Fe(fi'X. 1) = L im G fi7x, lim Guo)) = lm lim F (G fX, G )
= lim lim F(f7(GnX), Gu¥) = lim lim =7 (G €x, £7(Gu ¥))
= lim lim — (¢ €x, G, fﬁ@D)) = _yg(%i_fgo Gm €X, nh_{{)lo G ijz/}))

= _yg(Q:X7 ij¢)) 5

where for the first and last equality we used (ii) above, for the second and sixth we
used the continuity of .7, for the third and fifth we used (iii) above, and for the
fourth equality we used (i) above and the fact that ij is graded skew-symmetric
with respect to % on C°(G;A¥) [9.24] (and that f]? is odd). The final result
then says that fJR = —7(f;) is graded skew-symmetric with respect to .# on D, as
claimed.

Proof of [9.23]. By [9.24] we know that (p,, C2°(G;A¥), 7) is a proto super unitary
representation in infinitesimal form and then by [9.25] we know that its integrated
form is (C2°(G; A¥), p), proving the first part.

For the second part, we start by showing that (po, D,, 7') is a proto super unitary
representation in infinitesimal form [4.6]. For that we note that we already know that
7 : Bg — End(D,) is an even graded Lie algebra morphism that preserves .#, and
thus in particular condition [4.6.ii] is satisfied. And as the 7(X) are fundamental
vector fields, we also have condition [4.6.iii]. As D, C C*(p,), it also follows
immediately that [4.6.i] is satisfied. It thus remains to prove that D, is invariant
under p,. For that we recall the description (9.22) of D, the fact that C*(p,) is
invariant under p, and the property [4.6.iii] just proven to conclude that indeed D,
is invariant under p,.

Once we know that (po, D, 7') is a proto super unitary representation in infinitesi-
mal form, we apply [9.25] again to conclude that (D,, p) is a proto super unitary rep-
resentation. Now suppose (p,, D, 7) is any maximal extension of (pa, C>(G; AK), 7').
Then by [9.28] we must have 7 = 7 and D is invariant under all maps 7(X), X € Bg.
But D, is the maximal graded subspace invariant under all these maps, so we must
have D C D,. By maximality of (D, 7) we conclude that we have D = D,, proving
that (po,Dp, 7') is the unique maximal extension of (po, Cx(G; AX), T). And thus
(D,, p) is the unique super unitary representation extending (C§° (G; AX), p).
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10. SUPER DIRECT INTEGRALS

10.1. Definition. Let (#, (-,-),.”) be a super Hilbert space. We then define the
space L2(R%H, \@) by

L*(R%:H, A D) = {w ‘R = H ‘ 1) is measurable and

| ot 0) X < o}

which we equip with the metric (-, -)p; defined as

(10.2) v vor = [ (k) ) D)

So far this is a particular case of the direct integral of a family of Hilbert spaces (in
this case all the same H). But on L}(R%H, \9) we also define the tentative super
scalar product .p; by

(10.3) Fon(x, ) = /R 7 (x(k), 9(8) AN GE)
As .7 is continuous with respect to (-,-), it is easy to establish first that .#p; is
well defined on L2(R%H,A\¥) (the defining integral is convergent) and then that
it is continuous with respect to (-,-)p;. We then make the assumption that it
also is non-degenerate, which will turn it into a bona-fide super scalar product
on L2(R%H, \D).

An element ¢ € L2(R% H, A9) will be homogeneous of degree « if (and only if)
for all k € R we have ¢(k) € H,. It then follows easily that with this definition
the triple (Lz(Rd; H,ADY), (- b, YDI) becomes a super Hilbert space.

Following [Kir76, §8.4] we will say that a super unitary representation (in its
infinitesimal form, see [4.6]) (p,, D, T) of a super Lie group G on the super Hilbert
space (L2(R%:H, XD, (-, Vpr, Fp1) decomposes as the direct integral of a family of
super unitary representations (px.o, Dk, k), k € R? on (H, (-, -), ) if the following
conditions are satisfied.

(i) For each k € R? the triple (py.., Dy, T1) is a super unitary representation of G

on (#H,(-,-),.) in its infinitesimal form.

(ii) For each k € R?, each g € BG and each ¢ € L>(R%H, A9) we have

(Po(9)) (k) = pro(9)t (k) = (pro(9)) (v (K))
(iii) For each k € R?, each X € Bg and each v € D C L*(R% H, \¥) we have

(r(X)¥) (k) = m(X)w(k)

which presupposes that, for fixed 1) € D the elements (k) belong to Dy, for
almost all k € R? (with respect to the Lebesgue measure).

In order to generalize this procedure to direct integrals over odd parameters, we
note that the construction of L?(R% H, (@) can be seen as a special case of the
construction of a super Hilbert space out of C%°(M; A¥) described in §5.3. Taking
M = A% we have BM = R? and M = M dm = GBM = GR? and (by

definition of smooth functions of only even coordinates)

CH(M; H ® A®) = C5(R%H)
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Taking the standard (“euclidean”) metric g on M, it follows easily that the metric
volume form Volg,,, is the Lebesgue volume form/measure and that, according to
[5.23], the metric (5.18) induced on C°(R%H) is given by (10.2). As C>°(R% K)
is dense in L?(R% H, \@) it follows immediately that the Hilbert space associated
to the construction described in §5.3 is exactly L*(R% H, A(9)) as defined above.

Moreover, by nearly the same argument, the trivializing density v is the Lebesgue
volume form/measure and the super scalar product on C®°(M;H @ A¥) defined in
[6.20]/[6.22] is exactly (10.3). And thus we can see the direct integral of the super
Hilbert space (H, (-, ), %) over R? as a special case of the procedure described earlier
(including the assumption that the super scalar product ., remains non-degenerate
when extended to L*(R%;H, A(@)).

10.4. Definitions. Let (#, (-,),.%) be a super Hilbert space over K. By analogy
with the “ordinary” case we define the direct integral over A} of (H, (-,-),-) as the
Hilbert space C*(AY;H ® A¥) equipped with the super Hilbert space structure
defined by the standard metric g, (8.2) on A7 as described in [5.23] and [6.22] (note
that in this case, just as in the case above, we have vy, = vpg, ). We thus have the
identification
O (A HE A 2 H
with, for ¢ € C®(A7, H @ AX):

VW) €HT = w(©Q= > iy

Ie{l,...,n}

Moreover, the metric and super scalar product are given by

O6)e = >, ()

Ic{1,..,n}

and

T, (1) = / A 7 (x(€),0(9) = > (=) 2 (e (), € (¥re))

Ar Ic{1,..n}

In order to mimic the definition of a decomposition of a proto super unitary
representation as a direct integral over A7 of a family of proto super unitary rep-
resentations, we have to define this notion. What we want to say is that it is (in
infinitesimal form) a family (p,, Dy, 7x), £ € A} of proto super unitary representa-
tions on H, but once one thinks about that, several obvious problems come to mind
with respect to the fact that we have an odd parameter. And simply saying that
we should replace H by H ® AX does not solve all our problems. We thus start
essentially from the other side, i.e., from the representation on C*(A};H @ AK)
and we adapt the definition in such a way that it is compatible with a proto super
unitary representation on C*(A7; H @ AX) in the obvious way. This leads us to
the following definition.® A smooth family of proto super unitary representations
(in infinitesimal form) of G on H is a triple (p, (Dr)icq1,...n}» (T1)1cq1,...n}y) With the
following 9 (nine) properties.

(i) p is an even unitary representation of BG on H (we have no k-dependence
here).
(ii) Dy € C*(p) is a dense graded subspace of H invariant under the action of p.

9Even though this definition might look complicated, contrived and tailor made for our purpose,
heuristic arguments in [Tuy09] strongly suggest that it is more or less the only way to do it.
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(iii) VX € Bg we have a map 7/(X) : > ;1,4 Ds — H.

(iv) For homogeneous X € Bg the map 7; is homogeneous of parity |7;| = | X|+|I|.
With these ingredients we can define the sets D, C H ® A¥, which are graded
submodules (but not necessarily graded subspaces of the form V @ AX for some
graded subspace V' C H) by

We then can use property (iii) to show that we can define, for all X € Bg, a map
7.(X) on D, by

simply because for ¢ € D,; we have ¢ = > ; k71, and thus
T(X) =Y & r(X)rT g, = Y ()T R (X)),
1,J

1,J,InJ=0
And then we require in addition the following properties.
(v) VX € Bg the image (7,,(X)) (D) is contained in D,.
(vi) The maps 7, : Bg — End(D,,) are even graded Lie algebra morphisms.
(vii) For each X € Bg, the map 7,,(X) is the restriction of the infinitesimal gener-
ator of p(exp(tX)) to D,.
(viii) For all X € Bg the map 7,(X) is graded skew-symmetric with respect to .7, .
(ix) For all g € BG and all X € Bg; we have

7o (Ad(9)X) = p(g) o 7(X) 2 p(g ™)

77777

-----

within the given constraints (in the sense that there is no non-trivial extension).
When we compare the conditions (i) and (v)—(ix) with the properties of an in-
finitesimal proto super unitary representation [4.6], we see that these conditions
essentially say that the triple (p, Dy, 7x) is an infinitesimal proto super unitary rep-
resentation. Except of course that D, is not a dense subspace of C*°(p) but of
C>=(p) @ AK. And that it is not a graded subspace, but simply a graded submodule.
And of course, D, is not just any graded submodule, but of a particular form, as
are the maps 7,. In the sequel we will indicate such a smooth family of proto super
unitary representations as a triple (p, Dy, ), k € A", but it should be understood

-----

.....

As for the case of a direct integral of a super Hilbert space over R, we now say
that a super unitary representation (in its infinitesimal form) (p,, D, T) of a super
Lie group G on (C®(A7, H ® A¥), (-, )y, , Se,) decomposes as the direct integral of
a smooth family of super unitary representations (p, Dy, Tx), k € A on (H, (-,-),)
if the following conditions are satisfied.

(i) For all k € A} and all ¥ € D we have ¢(k) € D,.

(ii) For all k € A7, all g € BG and all ¢ € C® (A}, H ® AX) we have

(Po(9)¥) (k) = plg)¥(x) = (p(9)) (¥ ()
(iii) For all k € A7, all X € Bg and all ¢ € D we have

(T(X)¥) (k) = Tu(X)¥ (k)
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The only difference with a decomposition as a direct integral of proto super unitary
representations over R? is that the unitary representation of BG is not allowed to
depend upon the odd parameter x € A7, which is allowed with the real parameter
ke R

10.5. Remarks. e A tedious but straightforward verification of the proof of [4.6]
shows that we can integrate the infinitesimal version of a smooth family (p, Dy, 7,)
of proto super unitary representations depending upon an odd parameter x € A}
to a family p, of group homomorphisms

pr : G — Aut(D,,)

with the following properties:

(i) For all g € G and all k € A7, p.(g) preserves . and

(ii) for all g € BG and all k € A7 the restriction p(g)|ce=(,,) equals p.(g).

e The fact that for X € Bgo the map 7,,(X) must be the generator of p, (exp(t.X))
implies that the restriction of 7, to g is independent of k. The dependence of k
thus can only concern the odd part of g.
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11. BACK TO OUR MOTIVATING EXAMPLE

Recall that our super Lie group is given as G = E with E a graded vector space
of dimension 1|n and multiplication defined by

(Ivg) . (x/’gl) = (ZE+1’I+ % <€a§/>7€+€,) )
where (z,&,...,&,) denote global coordinates on Ey and where (£,&') = 2?21 & &
For this GG, the natural basis e, f1,..., f, of g = T.G = FE gives us the following
left-invariant vector fields and associated right-invariant vector fields:
=0, , [j=0,—-%0, and ef=0, , fE=0,+10,

The associated basis of the left-invariant 1-forms is given by
g , de— %Z@- dg;

It is not hard to show that the exponential map on gg

e Y65)= 0.9

which shows that the coordinates (x,&) are already the coordinates adapted to the
“decomposition” G = Geven dim. x godd dim.

Using the “standard” super metric on g = T.G (see §9), it it not hard to show
that the extension to a left-invariant super metric on G is given by

odd dim. j5 oiven by

0 0 0 o
) - 1 s _— , = — 5 +l .
g(ax (g) Oz (w7£)> g<8§j (@6  O& (@g)) 103k + 3855k
0 0 ) ) o
(5l . el ) =36 =8(3e| . 5
<(9J: @g) 0 (:r,£)> 2> <8§j (z,e)  Ox (175))

Its matrix thus is

1
matrix(g) = (153 i6 -fif]ék) ;

whose graded determinant is given by Ber(g;;) = ", which is independent of the odd
coordinates. It follows that the trivializing densities g and vp g are equal and left-
invariant. Moreover, the induced volume form v, on BG = R [9.12] is exactly the
Lebesgue measure A. According to [9.15] we thus have the (natural) identification

12(G) = ((R))”
with the representation p, being 2" copies of the standard left-regular representation
pr of BG = R (with addition as group law); it is the Hilbert space we heuristically
“imposed” in §2.
Writing x(z, &) = >, &' xs(z) (and similarly for ), it follows directly from [9.15],

(9.16) and the fact that vp s = 1 that the metric and super scalar product on H
are given by

(X, V)g = Z /dxxI )i(z) = Z {xr,¥r)

Ic{1,...,n} Ic{1,..,n}

Fbot) = [ da / REREORTEE
IS REVORTIEES YEISR NI

I
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the last of which was heuristically introduced in §2 (and simply denoted by .¥).

In order to determine the graded subspace D, of the super unitary (left-regular)
representation (D,, p) of G, we first note that, according to the result by Poulsen,
we have

C>(pr) = {¢¥ € C*(R) |Vk e N: ¢ € L*(R) }
Looking at the description (9.22) of D, we have to determine the differential oper-
ators

m(f) = ~ff = =0, ~ 46 0,

In the decomposition 1) = (¢7)rcq1,..n}, it is easy to show that we have

.....

B —L(-1) e({ihI\{5}) ¢/\{j} jel
(7-<fj)w)1— {_(2 1) {5y ¢IU{} j¢ I .

In other words, 7(f;) permutes the elements of (C™(pr))*" = C*(p,), sometimes
“adding” a derivative and/or a coefficient. But C*°(pgr) is invariant under taking
derivatives, and thus we find

D, = C*(p,) = (C*(pr))*

n

Fourier decomposition via the central coordinate
Nota Bene. Till now we could have chosen arbitrarily K = R or K = C. However,
once we apply a Fourier transform, the choice K = C is imposed.

We denote by F : L*(R) — L*(R) the standard Fourier transform defined by

(Fon) () ﬁE/mw

and we extend it to a map F : L*(G) = (L*(R)*") — L*(G) (slight abuse of
notation) by applying F to each component separately:

As, on L*(R), the Fourier transform is unitary, this extension to L*(G) preserves
both the metric (-, -)g and the super scalar product .#; on L*(G), i.e., it is an even

equivalence of super Hilbert spaces. It follows immediately that the triple (p,, D, 7)
defined by

po(g) = Fopolg)eF ' and  7(X)=TFor(X)eF
for g € BG and BX € g and
D= F(D) = C*(p,)
is a super unitary representation on (L*(G), (-, )g, ). When we now remember

.....

the function ¢ : G — A€ defined by 9 (z,&) = Zlc{l n}é’ Yr(z), it is immediate

.....

that the image @E = Fy € H represents the function 7,0 : G — A€ defined by

Z 521?1 = > &(Fn)k)
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In other words, apart from the fact that we forgot about taking the G-extension,
the map F : H — H is given by the standard formula for the Fourier transform.
As p, is (2" copies of) the left-regular representation of R, it follows immediately

that, for y € R, i.e.(y,0) € BG and Qﬂ = (zﬂf)fc{l ,,,,, ny € H we have:
(Boly, 0)0) (k) = ™™ - 4y (k)
Moreover, for ¢ € C(p,) = F(C>(p,)) we have
(F(e)), (k) = ~ik i (k)
and, for j=1,....n
Lk (1) NG) oy (B) G e T
—(=1)7HD Py (k) J¢l

Combining the components @1 into a single function @ : G — AC, these formulae
can be written as

(F(15)9), k) =

(Doly, 0)0) (K, &) = e b (k, €)

and

(F(e)0) (k,€) = =ik (k&) (F()0) (k&) = —(0,9) (. €) — 3 ik & D (k, €)
According to [4.6] this infinitesimal form of a super unitary representation should in-

tegrate to a super unitary representation (C’OO (Do), ﬁ). Using the results heuristically
found in §2, it is not hard to show that p is (indeed) given by

(3(y, M) (k, &) = e~ *E+3@E (ke ¢ — )

We now note that the super Hilbert space (L*(G), (-, -)g, %) is the direct integral
over R of the super Hilbert space H = C*(A%; AC) or more precisely the super
Hilbert space associated to the A-manifold A} equipped with the standard constant
metric g, (8.2) according to the procedure described in [5.23] and [6.22]; its metric
and super scalar product are given by

(f,9)e. Z fr-gr and L, (f.g9) = Z (=) gre

for f(§) = Zlc{l n} & fr, f1 € C (and similarly for g). More important is that

-----

the family of representations (H, px) of G on this (finite-dimensional) super Hilbert
space H = C>(A7; AC) defined by

(b (y, ) ) (€) = e *WH30E) (e )

is a family of super unitary representations (invariance of ., can be checked using
[7.23]). It then is immediate that the super unitary representation (15, p) decom-
poses as the direct integral over R of the family (#, px), & € R of super unitary
representations (see [10.1]). And thus we have fully justified our heuristic (Fourier)
decomposition of the (left-regular) super unitary representation (D, p) as a direct
integral over R of the family of super unitary representations (H, i), k € R.

Decomposing the 0-Fourier mode
The super unitary representation pr—o on H = C*(A}; A€) is given by

(Pr=o(y, ) ) (&) = f(E—n)
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or in its infinitesimal form by

7A'k:0(6) = O and %kzo(fj) = —@5.

J

We now want to show that the Berezin-Fourier decomposition of this representation

is the direct integral over A7 of 1-dimensional (irreducible) super unitary represen-

tations p., kK € A7 on the super Hilbert space (R, (-, ), = (-,-)) (see [10.4]). To do

so, we follow exactly the same procedure as for the ordinary Fourier decomposition.
We first recall the elementary Berezin-Fourier transform F : H — H introduced

in §8 and which is an equivalence of super Hilbert spaces [8.13] of parity |n|:

Cﬁfﬂﬂ)zhiwdéemp(—iggﬁw%>116
We then define the map p by
PX) = Foproo(X)o F!

Using [8.6] and [8.13] it is elementary to show that (7, p) is a super unitary repre-
sentation of G on C°°(A}; AC). Using the explicit formula for F, it is elementary

to show that we have ' B
(Alym) f) (k) = = f(x)

or in infinitesimal form

T(e) =0 and T(f;) = —ik;
from which one also can deduce immediately that it is a super unitary representation.

Combining the various definitions, it is then not hard to see that H = C>=(A?; A°)

is the direct integral over A} of the super Hilbert space (C;(-,-),.” = (-,-)), that
the family (id, Dy, 7.) defined by D, = A€ (or equivalently, D; = C for all I C
{1,...,n}) as well as

T.(e) =0 and To(fj) = —iKk; ,

is a smooth family of (1-dimensional, irreducible) super unitary representations of
G in infinitesimal form on (C; (-,-),.¥ = (-,-)) and that these infinitesimal repre-
sentations integrate to the family (D, p), k € A7 defined by

puly,m)o = &y
It then is immediate that the super unitary representation (#, p) decomposes as the
direct integral of the smooth family of super unitary representations (id, D,, 7).

The case k # 0 for n =2

The computations made in §2 for this case are done in finite dimensions and thus
need no additional analytical justifications. However, only algebraic computations
were made there, no mention has been made of the super Hilbert space structures.
In terms of the isomorphism C*(A%; A€) = C* given by

Y(&1,&) = Yo+ &1 + & + E1&a e > (10, 11, P2, 12) € C*

the metric (-, )g, and the super scalar product .7, are given by
(X V)g, = Xo - %o + X1 -1+ Xz - Y2+ X1z - Yr2
T (X, V) = Yowia + P1awo + Y1ws — Powy

It is elementary to show that the restrictions of (-, )y, and ., to each subspace H.
turn these two subspaces into super Hilbert spaces (non-degeneracy of .7, on . is
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a consequence of the condition k£ # 0). Moreover, we have .7, (7:[1, 7:[_1) =0, ie,
these two subspaces are orthogonal with respect to ., . On the other hand, except
for the case 1 — %k2 = 0, they are not orthogonal with respect to (-, -)g,.

11.1. Remarks. e For fixed k the representations obtained by restricting p; to .
are non-isomorphic irreducible. On the other hand, complex conjugation intertwines
Pk on 7:15 with p_, on H_.. To be more precise, we have a family of representations
pe on HE with H* = C>(A2; AC) for all k € R. We thus can consider the map (an

anti-linear isomorphism) C : H* — HF defined as (C (¢)) (&) = ¥(§). And a direct
computation shows that we have the commutative diagram

1k P Ik
He —— H

| e

HFE —— HE
P—k

e [t is not only tempting, but even recommended to interpret the subspaces . as
spaces of “holomorphic” functions of the single odd-complex variable ( = & + €&,
completed with the “Gaussian weight” e aekE2 They can be obtained in a straight-
forward manner by geometric quantization of a coadjoint orbit of G with the (anti-)
holomorphic polarization as explained in [Tuy09|. They are the direct analogues of
the Bargmann representation of the space L*(R") as the space of (anti-) holomor-
phic functions on C™ with the Gaussian weight e %, a space that is obtained by
geometric quantization with the (anti-) holomorphic polarization. The only differ-
ence is that in the “real” case the choice of the (anti-) holomorphic polarization is
fixed by the “sign” of the symplectic form, whereas in the super case, in which the
spaces are finite dimensional, both choices are possible.
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12. THE a€ + 8 GROUP

The group G of affine transformations of the odd line 4; consists of the transfor-
mations ¢ — al + § with (a, 5) € Ay x A; with Ba > 0. For computational reasons
we change coordinates and we realize this group as G = Ej with E a graded vector
space of dimension 1|1 with group law

(z,8) - (y,n) = (x+y,n+e )

This corresponds to the matrix representation (acting on a vector (¢, 1))

e’ ¢ eV e¥n\ (e "V (n4eVE)
o 1) \o 1) \o 1

This group is interesting because it is an example in which the dense subspace D,
in the left-regular representation is smaller than C*°(p,).
In order to establish the left-regular representation in detail, we start with a basis
of the left-invariant vector fields e, f € Bg given by
Clug = Olwe) = €%l @ey  and  [flue = Olwe

The corresponding right-invariant vector fields are given by

e = Ol and  [T@e =€ " O @o

A direct computation shows that, in the coordinates (x, ), the matrix of the invari-
ant metric g is given by

matriX(g(xﬁ)) - (—115 Zf)

It follows immediately that the invariant measure on BG = R is the Lebesgue
measure and that the we have A(¢) = 1. We thus have L*(G) = L*(R)? with
identification (for smooth elements)

veLG) o (o) €LXR)? . Y(a,€) = do(a) +E(x)
In terms of this identification the metric (-, ) and the super scalar product .7, are

given by

Y)g = /RXO—(SC)%(JC) + x1(@) Y1 (z) AN () = (X0, o) + (X1, %1)

and

Fe(X; ) = (X0, Y1) + (X1, %0))

The left-regular representation is given by

(p(y, M) (2, ) = ((y,m) ™" - (2,€)) = (x —y, & — e "n)
= oz —y) + (€ — e " n)i(r —y)
= (Yo(z —y) — e " nipi(z —y)) + EYi(z — )

Infinitesimally we get (taking derivatives with respect to y and n at (y,n) = (0,0)):

(T<€>¢> (.’L’,f) = —%(i’?) - 51?11(37) = —(aﬂﬂ)(w,f) = <_6Rw)($>€>
(T())Y)(2,6) = —e ™1 (x) = =" (0ey) (2, §) = (—f¥)(2.€)
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which confirms that these operations are the action of minus the right-invariant
vector fields. In terms of the components we can write the action of 7(e) and 7(f)
in matrix form (acting on vectors (g, 1)) as

wo=( ) w n=( )

Now the standard left-regular representation of R has as set of smooth vectors all
those smooth functions on R for which all order derivatives belong to L*(R):

C=(ppe) = C=(pr) = { f € C*(R) | Vk e N: f¥ € L*(R)}

This set is not invariant under multiplication by the function ¢(x) = e™*, which
leads us to the definition of the set C3°(pr) as

C(pr) = {f € C™(pm) | 6+ f € C*(pr) }

It then is not hard to show that the maximal domain D, for the super unitary
(left-regular) representation is given by

D, =C%(pr) x C(pr) C L*(R) x L*(R) = H

But, just as in our motivating example, we can go one step further: we can use the
Berezin-Fourier transform to decompose this representation as an odd direct integral
of super unitary representations. In order to apply the Berezin-Fourier transform,
we have two points of view: we can either apply the generalized Berezin-Fourier
transform FBg C®(G; AC) — 0%(G; AC) and then extend it by continuity to its
completion L?(G;g), or we can view L?(G) as the space

L}(G) = C=(A; L*(R))

i.e., as the space of (smooth) functions of a single odd coordinate with values in the
super Hilbert space L2(R). In both cases the map F : L2(G) — L2(G) is given (in
the first case formally) by

Folwr) = [ vl
or in terms of the representation v = (1g,1;) € L*(R)*:

ﬁ(i/}o,wl) = (41, —ithy)

According to [8.13] the map F is an odd equivalence of super Hilbert spaces, a fact
that one can easily confirm by an explicit computation. As in §11 we now define
the representation p on L*(G) by

Vg €G:plg) = Foplg)e F
which gives us explicitly
(Ply, M) (2, k) = (1 = ins ¢z — y))d(x -y, 5) = e " h(z —y, k)
or in infinitesimal form
(F()¥)(x, %) = —(0:0)(x, k)  and  (T())Y) (2, k) = —ir (x) Y (z, k)
Its domain of definition D = F(D) is given by
D= Cg(pr) X C*(pR)

It then is easy to see that this representation decomposes as the direct integral over
A; of the smooth family of super unitary representations (pr, Dy, 7x) on the super
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Hilbert space (L*(R), (-,-) = ((-,-)) = ), where pr is the left-regular representation
of R on L*(R) (and thus defined by (pr(y)v)(z) = ¢(z — y)), where

D, =Dy @ A® + kDpy @ A |
with Dy = C3°(pr) and Dy1y = C*(pr), and where 7, is defined by
(Tu(e)¥) (@) = —=(0u¥)(z)  and  (%u(f)¥)(2) = —ird(z) P(z)
or, in the form of differential or multiplication operators:
T.(e) = =0, and T.(f) = —iko .

This smooth family of super unitary representations in infinitesimal form integrates
to the family p, defined by

(Pe(y. M) (z) = (1 —ink d(z — y))¥(z — y) = e T Wyj(z — y)
= (pr(y)(e™™Y)) (2) = (pr(Y) (Y —ink ¢ 1)) (x)

or, as translation and multiplication operators:

Pr(y,m) = pr(y)oe™"? .
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13. THE GrROUP OSp(1,2)

The group OSp(1,2) is an interesting example because the function A(€) is not
constant, implying that the two super scalar products .7, and ., are not the
same.

OSp(1,2) is the (connected) subgroup of the group GI(1,2) = Aut(V) (with V
a graded vector space over R of dimension dim(V') = 1|2) of automorphisms that
preserve the graded symmetric bilinear form

1 0 O
0 0 1
0 -1 0

It can be described as

l+af o f be,de Ay & a,B e A
OSp(1,2) = af—ba a b {a, ’C’d ) 0_10475 !
cf—da ¢ d ad —bc=1-af

Its dimension thus is 3|2 with BOSp(1,2) = SI(2,R). A basis ey, €9, €3, f1, f2 for its
Lie algebra g is given by the matrices (see [Mus12])

00 O 0 00 00O
er=(0 1 0 , ea=10 0 1 , es=|(0 0 0O
00 -1 0 00 010
and
0 01 010
fi=1-1 00 and fo=10 0 0
0 00 100
An elementary computations shows that the exponential of £ f; + nfs is given by
0 n ¢ 1—¢&n n 3
exp(§fi +nfa) =exp(| &€ 0 0))= § 1+ 38n 0
-7 0 0 - 0 14 3&n

It follows directly that the identification OSp(1,2) = OSp(1,2)even dim- x godd dim. —
GSI(2,R) x A? is given by (but remember, we have the constraint ad — bc = 1)

- 100 1-¢&n 3

((G0) cn)={oan) [ ¢ 1eia o
0 ¢ d -7 0 1—|—%§n
1—¢&n n 3

= a&—tn (L+g&na (L+3En)b
€ —dn (1+3&n)c (1+35n)d
According to the general theory given in §9, we have to compute ad(v) for v =
Efi +nfy € godddm and Ad(g)v for ¢ € BG = SI(2,R), as well as the series
h(ad(v)) and by (ad(v)). We thus start by computing the commutators between our
basis elements:

[e1, €2] = 2e9 le1, €3] = —2e3 lea, €3] = €1
e, fil = fu 2, f1] =0 les, fil = —f2
le1, fo] = —fo le2, fo] = —fi e, fo] =0
[f1, fi] = —2es [f1, f2] = —ex [f2, fa] = 2e3
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It follows easily that the matrix of ad({f1 + nf2) with respect to this basis is given
by

0 0 0 -—p —¢

0 0 0 —2 0
matrix(ad(§f1 + T]fz)) =10 0 0 0 27

E —n 0 0 0

—n 0 =& 0 0

Its square is given by

§
0
ad({f1+nf)>=1 0
0
0

and all higher order powers are zero, simplifying the computations of the series
h(ad(v)) and by (ad(v)). We now recall that the matrices A, B and H are defined
as follows: A is the lower-left block of ad({fi + nf2), B is the lower right block
of by (ad(v)) = 1+ 3ad(£f1 + nf2)? and H is the upper-right block of h(ad(v)) =
sad(&f1 + nf2). We thus get

10 0 —%77 —%f
1 OH\ L 0 1 0 —¢ 0
4 op)=|0 0 1 0 n
§ -n 0 1-& 0

This means that the function A(§) is given as

B Det(B(ﬁ,T])) B
AN = S HEn Bl Ay T

In the identification H = (LZ(SI(2,R))4, Y(z,&m) = ZIC{LQ}fIQ/)](x) =
(¢g, Ve, ¥y, Yey) we thus find (see (9.18))

TG ) = (xo, Yo)) + (xo, Yen)) + Cxe V) — O Ye)) + Cxens Yo))

where ((-,-)) denotes the usual metric on L?(SI1(2,R)) given by an invariant Haar
measure.

Our next task is to establish the right-invariant vector fields in terms of the
decomposition OSp(1,2) = G SI(2,R) ® A? as given by [9.8]:

TRguY ) = ~TR, (h(ad(Ad(g)0))Y1.) + (b (ad(v)) Ad(g™)Y')

v

For g € OSp(1, 2)even dim- &~ G §1(2, R) with

S
Il
oo+
o8 o
SRS
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one easily computed

ad+bc —ac bd 0 O

—2ab  a®* —=0* 0 0

Ad(g) = 2cd -2 d* 0 0
0 0 0 a b

0 0 0 —c d

With Y =y f1 + yo fo = (Z;), y; € R and b_ (ad(v)) =1- %aud(v)2 we thus find (in
terms of the basis e,, f,)

b (ad(v))Ad(g)Y = (1 +o%£77 1+O§gn)'(ccl 2)@;)

dy, + by
— 1 .
=1+ 2577) <cy1 + G?Jz)

and (only noting the components with respect to the basis vectors e, because the
components with respect to f, are necessarily zero)

—yldn—c§) —3(aC —b)\
h(ad(Ad(g)v))Y = [ —(a& —bn) 0 : (y;) :
0 dn — c&

which means that we have
—h(ad(Ad(g)v))Y = 3((dn — c€)yr + (a& — bn)ys)ex
+ (a€ — bn)yres — (dn — c€)yzes

Combining these results we find for the right-invariant vector fields associated to the
basis fi, f2 of Bg; at the point g with coordinates ((a, b,c,d), (f,n)) € GSI(2,R) x
Bgi:

filg = 3(dn — c€) ex'ly + (a& = bn) €3]y + (1 + 56m)d I¢ + (1 + 5€n)cd,

[y = (@& —bn) eff|y + (c€ —dn) ef|y + (1 + 2En)bOe + (1 + $n)a 0,
In the decomposition H 2 (L*(S1(2,R)) )4, V= (V) rcqiey = (Yo, Yen, Ve, ¥y) where

the first two components are even and the last two odd, we can write the action of
f# on such a function in matrix form as

0 0 d c

R = 1 0 0 id—idef+bell lc—icell+ael
1 —sceff +ael —c 0 0
%deﬁ—be? d 0 0
0 0 b a

e 0 0 3b+sbeff+def ja+jaef+cef
2 saef —cell  —a 0 0
—sbell+delt b 0 0

A direct computation (using that the operators/right-invariant vector fields e are
skew-symmetric on L?(S1(2,R)) ) shows that the operators ff indeed preserve .7,
(on the space of compactly supported functions C*(G; A¥)) and that the term
{(x0, 1Y) (due to the function A(&)) is essential for this result.
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14. APPENDIX: AN OVERVIEW OF A-MANIFOLD THEORY

This appendix!® is a very short overview of .A-manifold theory, intended for readers
with some familiarity with supermanifold theory, but not with this approach. It will
not always be complete, and sometimes it might be slightly besides the truth, but it
intends to give the gist of the theory, not the most precise formulation (which can
be found in [Tuy04]).

14.1 The basic graded commutative ring

The starting point of A-manifold theory is a graded-commutative ring A. We will
fix it as being the exterior algebra of an infinite dimensional (real) vector space V:

A:/\Vzgg/\kvz <§E/\2kv) ® (é%/\%“V) = Ay ® A

We denote by B : A — A (sic) the canonical projection onto the direct summand
R=A"Vc@®, NV, we will call B the body map and the image B(a) € R
the body of a € A. The set of nilpotent elements N’ = @2, A"V (an ideal) is
a supplement (in A) to R = B(A) = A’V. We thus can identify the quotient
A/N (which is a field) with B(A) C A and the canonical projection A — A/N
with the body map B. Another feature of (this) A (due to the fact that V is
infinite dimensional) is that for any n € N* there exist elements &;,...,&, € A; =
B, A"V such that the product & -+ & = & A --- A&, is non-zero.

14.1. Remark. Actually, the particular form of A is not that important, as long as
it has the above mentioned features: a supplement to the nilpotent elements which
is isomorphic to R and for any n € N* elements &1, ...,&, € A; whose product is
non-zero. And even the last condition is slightly stronger than strictly needed: if an
A-manifold has odd dimension ¢, then there should exist g + 1 odd elements whose
product is non-zero (and thus V' should have at least dimension g+ 1). However, as
one does not wish to be restricted in the choice of the odd dimension, it is preferable
to have this condition for any n € N*, not only for ¢ + 1. Hence the choice of an
infinite dimensional vector space V.

In the sequel we will never have any use for the particular form of A, so the
symbol V' will no longer be reserved for the vector space whose exterior algebra is

A.

14.2 A-vector spaces

As A is not commutative, there is a difference between left- and right-modules
over A. We will first concentrate on graded bi-modules, meaning an abelian group
M which is at the same time a left- and a right-module over A, and which splits as
a direct sum M = My & M, satisfying the conditions

a€A,andmeM; = a-m=(-1)"m-ac M, s ,

10Tt is a truncated version of the appendix I wrote in [Tuy16]
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where the gradings «, 8 should be seen as belonging to Z/2Z and thus 1 + 1 = 0.
(A slight abuse of naming, as by a “graded bi-module” one usually means a graded
left- and right-module over A, without the condition that the left- and right-actions
are related by a-m = (=1)*m - a.)

Again because A is not commutative, there is a difference between left-linear
homomorphisms and right-linear ones, even for graded bi-modules. A left-linear
morphism that is even (meaning that it maps homogeneous elements of the source
module to homogeneous elements of the target module of the same parity) is au-
tomatically also right-linear (and vice-versa), but a similar statement for non-even
morphisms is not true. One thus has two morphism modules between two graded
bi-modules, the left-linear ones and the right-linear ones. These morphism mod-
ules are in a natural way graded bi-modules over A and they are in a natural way
isomorphic.

14.2. Convention. As we wish to adhere to the convention that interchanging two
homogeneous elements (of whatever nature) induces a minus sign whenever both
are odd, we are led to denote evaluation of left-linear morphisms on the left instead
of on the right as is usual for maps. More precisely, if f : M — N is a left-linear
morphism between the graded bi-modules M and N, we will denote the image of
the element m € M by the map f as «(m)f. In that way, left-linearity gets the form

Wa-m)f =a-((m)f)
instead of
flam) =af(m)
which would violate the convention in case f is not even. This notational convention

is already used in ordinary differential geometry when one evaluates/contracts a k-
form with a tangent vector (to yield a k — 1-form).

The (for us) important constructions on vector spaces can be carried out also for
graded bi-modules over A, such as direct sums, direct products, morphism mod-
ules (left or right), tensor products (over the graded-commutative ring A4), exterior
algebras and free bi-modules on a set of homogeneous generators.

We next turn our attention to a special case of graded bi-modules over A: those
that are of the form V ®r A with V = Vi @ V; a graded vector space over R,
which we call A-vector spaces. Inside such an A-vector space we have the (real)
subspace V ®@g B(A) = V of elements that can be written in the form v® 1 for some
v € V and the projection (body map) By : V ®r A — V ®r B(A) =V defined by
By(v®a) =v®B(a) = B(a) - v.

If M is any (left) module over A, we can define the subset Ny, C M of those
elements m for which there exists a € A, a # 0 such that a - m = 0. As the reals
are included in A, any module M over A is in particular a real vector space and
one can show that N}, is a vector subspace of M (as a real vector space). For an
A-vector space M =V ®gr A we have

Ny={ven|lveV,neNCA} .

Another way to define an A-vector space thus is as those graded bi-modules M for
which there exists a supplement V' C M for N}, in the category of graded vector
spaces over R. The body map then becomes the projection onto this summand
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M =V @& Ny;. In this way the definition of an A-vector space obtains the same
flavor as the conditions imposed on our graded commutative ring .A.

14.3. Remark. The map V — V ®gr A from the category of graded vector spaces
over R to the category of A-vector spaces is a functor (nearly an isomorphism of
categories). In particular the constructions one can perform on these categories (di-
rect sums, tensor products, exterior algebras) are preserved by this map. However,
one has to make a choice what to do with morphisms, as in the category of graded
vector spaces over R there is no difference between left- and right-linear, whereas in
the category of A-vector spaces there is.

14.3 Smooth functions

In order to give a definition of smooth super functions from first principles, we
first give an alternate description of smooth functions in the ordinary (non-super)
case. We then just copy this alternate description to the super case to obtain our
definition of super smooth functions. The starting point is the formula

m 1
1y @)= ([ O a-amas)

i=1 0
valid for any function f : O C R™ — F of class C* defined on a convex set O with
values in a normed vector space F'. If we define the functions g; : O x O — F' by

gi(x,y) = /0 (alf)(sx +(1- s)y) ds

then we have:

(14.5) Va,y €0« f(x) = f(y) =D (i —vi) - gilw,y)

i=1
It then it is easy to show that, for any k € N, f is of class C**! if and only if
there exist functions g; of class C* such that (14.5) is valid. Moreover, the partial
derivatives of f are given by (0;f)(x) = gi(z,x). As is well known, these partial
derivatives are unique, while the functions g; themselves are not (apart from the
case n = 1).

14.6. “Classical” definitions. A smooth system is an assignment F that asso-
ciates, for any dimension m € N, to any open set O C R™ and any target (normed
vector) space F a collection of continuous functions F(O, F) C C°(O, F) verifying
the property

Vf€F(O,F) 3g; € F(O* F) Vz,y€ O CR™
fl)=fy) = (@i —vi) - gilx,y)
i=1
A smooth system F; is said to be smaller than a smooth system F5, denoted as
F, <F,, if we have
YO : Fl(O, F) C FQ(O, F)
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14.7. Theorem. C* is the (not a) maximal (with respect to the order <) smooth
system.

14.8. Remark. The above definitions and statements should not be taken literally,
as they are wrong as stated. Formula (14.4) is valid for convex sets, but not in
general for arbitrary (open) sets. If one disposes of smooth partitions of unity, one
can re-establish such a result, but that would create, in the case of R, a circular
definition, and in the case of C it would be impossible. The solution is to use covers
at every stage, but that complicates the notation (not the idea), so we left it out in
this summary.

In order to mimic these definitions in the super case, we have to start with a
topology.

14.9. Definition. Let V be any normed vector space over R and let £ =V ®@gr A
be the associated A-vector space, i.e., V.= BE. The DeWitt topology on E is the
coarsest topology on E for which the projection B : £ — BFE is continuous (when
BFE is equipped with the topology induced by the given norm; for finite dimensional
V' this is the usual euclidean topology). In particular A itself is a (finite dimensional)
A-vector space with BA =R @ {0} (i.e., (BA)y = R and (BA); = {0}), and thus
is equipped with the DeWitt topology. It should be noted that the DeWitt topology
is not separated /Hausdorff and that for any open set U C E we have BU C U and
U =BYBU).

Now let E be a finite dimensional A-vector space and let ey, ..., e, f1,...,f; €
BE be a homogeneous basis, i.e., ej,...,e, is a basis of the vector space (over R)
(BE)y C Epand fi, ..., f, abasis of (BE), C Ej. It follows that any element e € E
is described uniquely by p + ¢ elements z1,...,2,, &1, ..., ¢, € A according to

p q
e=) weit ) &
i=1 j=1

Now if e belongs to the even part of £, then the z; belong to Ay and the ; to
A;. In other words, an element of Ej is described by p even “coordinates” and ¢
odd “coordinates.” Moreover, a subset U C Ej of the even part of F is open (in the
DeWitt topology) if and only if there exists an open set O C R? such that

p q
(14.10)  e=) me+» &fieU < (Br,...,By)e0
i=1 j=1

Another way to state this equivalence is the equality U = (B|g,) ' (BU) with BU =
0@ {0} C (BE), ® (BE); — R” & RY.

14.11. “Super” definitions. e A super smooth system is an assignment F that
associates to any open set U C Ej in the even part of any finite dimensional A-
vector space I and to any A-vector space F' (the target space, equipped with the
DeWitt topology induced by a norm on BF') a collection of continuous functions
F(U,F) C C%U, F) verifying the two properties

f(BU) C BF
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and

VfeFUF) 3g; € F(U*F) Vz,yc U C Ey
p+q

f@) = fy) = (@i — ) - gila,y)

=1

e A super smooth system F; is said to be smaller than a super smooth system
F,, denoted as F; < Fs, if we have

YU,F : F1(U,F) C Fy(U, F)

e ('™ is the maximal super smooth system with respect to the order <.

We now have a definition of super smooth functions that is a look-alike to a
possible definition of smooth functions in the non-super case, but two questions
remain: (1) why the additional condition f(BU) C BF and (2) can we say anything
interesting about these smooth functions? One possible answer to (1) is that it allows
us to give a positive answer to (2). Another possible answer to (1) is that we wish
to stay as close as possible to non-super smooth functions and that this conditions
is trivially satisfied in the non-super case.

14.12. Lemma. Let U C Eqy be an open set in the even part of the p|q-dimensional
A-vector space E, let O = BU C RP be the corresponding open subset in RP (see
(14.10)) and let f : O — BF be an ordinary smooth function with values in the real
vector space BF' (where we thus ignore the grading).

With these data, we define the function Gf : U — F by the formula

k terms
=1
(G (@1, Ty, &1,y Eg) = ZH((Dkf)(rl,...,rp))(n,...,n) :
k=0
where r; = Br; € R, ny = x; — 1, € No, n = (ny,...,n,), (D*f)(r1,...,r,) the kth
order derivative of f at (r1,...,rp) € O as k-linear symmetric map with values in

BF and ((D*f)(r1,...,7mp))(n,...,n) the formal evaluation of (D*f)(r1,...,1p) in
the even nilpotent coefficients n;.
This Gf is a super smooth function.

14.13. Theorem. Let U C Ey be an open set in the even part of the p|q-dimensional
A-vector space E, let O = BU C RP be the corresponding open subset in RP and let
F be an A-vector space. Then a function f : U — F belongs to C*(U, F) (i.e., is
super smooth) if and only if there exist (ordinary) smooth functions fr : O — BF
such that we have

f(xlw"axp?él?"'agq): Z (Gf])(l’l,...,iljp)'fl )

Ic{1,....q}
where &1 denotes the product
I={j1, .., Jx} withl <ji <---<jrp<q — =€, |
with € = 1.
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14.14. Corollary. Let U C Ejy be an open set in the even part of the p|q-dimensional
A-vector space E, let O = BU C RP be the corresponding open subset in RP and let
F be an A-vector space. Then we have the equality

C=(U,F)=C>~(0,BF)® \R"

14.15. Remark. Let E and F' be two A-vector spaces (equipped with their DeWitt
topologies induced by norms on BE and BF respectively). For any (left- or right-)
linear map f : E — F, we have to ask whether f is continuous, and if so, whether
it is smooth. Now if F is finite dimensional (and we will always assume that the
source space is!), f will automatically be continuous, but it need not be smooth.
It will be smooth if and only if we have the inclusion f(BE) C BF. This implies
in particular that the space of smooth (left- or right-) linear maps from F to F is
isomorphic to the space of continuous R-linear maps from BE to BF'.

Once we know the structure of super smooth functions, we can address the ques-
tion of partial derivatives. For that we imitate the non-super case and want to define
the partial derivative 0;f as

@:f) (@) = gi(z,2)

where the super smooth functions g; are given by the definition of super smoothness

as
p+q

f@)=fy) = (@ — ) gz, y)
i=1

But for this to be a coherent definition, one must show that the diagonal g;(z, z)
is uniquely determined by f, even when the functions g;(z,y) are not unique. And
it is here that one needs the fact that there exist ¢ + 1 odd elements in A; whose
product is non-zero: if that condition is satisfied, the 0, f are well defined; if not, the
diagonal functions g;(z,z) will not be unique and thus our super smooth functions
will not have derivatives. (Of course one could define the partial derivatives by
hand in terms of the functions f; of [14.13], but then the whole purpose of giving
an intrinsic definition of super smoothness would be superfluous.)

With our choice of A, the partial derivatives are well defined and behave exactly
as expected. If the index i is associated to an odd coordinate, 0; is an odd derivation
of C*(U, F), whereas it is an even derivation when associated to an even coordinate.
One should note that the 0; are right-derivations (as opposed to left-derivations),
meaning that they are right-linear, which is a consequence of the choice in [14.11]
to write the “coefficients” (x; — y;) to the left of g;(x,y) instead of to the right.

Once we know what smooth functions and their derivatives are, nearly all of the
usual results of real analysis, and in particular the inverse function theorem, remain
true (in most cases even the proofs are close copies).

14.4 A-manifolds

Once we know what open subset are and what (local) diffecomorphisms are, we
can copy (nearly) all standard differential geometric constructions, such as manifolds
(using an atlas and local diffeomorphisms for chart-changing), fiber bundles, vector
bundles, the tangent bundle of a manifold, its cotangent bundle etceetera. There is
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however one important difference that concerns vector bundles. An A-manifold is
modelled by charts that are open subsets in the even part of a finite dimensional
A-vector space E; as such it has an even and an odd dimension (the dimensions of
(BE)y and (BE);). On the other hand, the typical fiber of a vector bundle is all of
a finite dimensional A-vector space F. There are multiple reasons for doing so, one
of them being that the standard constructions such as tensor products and exterior
powers can be performed on A-vector spaces, but not on their even parts (at least
not in a way that gives satisfactory results). Now a full A-vector space F' can be
seen in a natural way as the even part of another A-vector space: the direct sum of
F with its parity dual [] F' (the even part of [] F' is the odd part of F' and the odd
part of [ F' is the even part of F'), so vector bundles are still .A-manifolds.
Concerning these constructions, one can show the following results.

e The body map can be extended to A-manifolds and their smooth maps, the
result being an ordinary (non-super) manifold and an ordinary smooth map
(taking the body map is essentially mapping all nilpotent elements in A to
Z€r0).

e If M is an A-manifold of graded dimension p|g, then BM is an ordinary
manifold of dimension p and for any (sufficiently small) open set O C BM
with U = B™'O € M we have the equality

C=(U,A) =C>(0)® \R? |

providing the link with the sheaf theoretic/ringed spaces approach (in this way
we create a ringed space on the ordinary manifold BM, and conversely, every
appropriate ringed space appears this way).

e The set C*°(M) of all smooth maps f : M — A on an A-manifold M is a
graded R-algebra and the set I'(B) of all smooth sections of a vector bundle
B — M is a graded bi-module over C*°(M).

e The tangent map T'f : TM — TN associated to a smooth map f: M — N
between A-manifolds is naturally left-linear and even. In particular we have,
for local coordinate systems x in M and y in N with y = f(z), the formula

p+q p+q p'+q'

(ZX —‘)Tf SN X0 ayjy’

=1 ]—

where p|q is the graded dimension of M and p'|¢’ that of N.

e Any smooth and even vector field X on an 4-manifold M can be integrated
to produce a flow, i.e., a 1-parameter group of local diffeomorphisms ®; with
t € Ay, which has the usual properties of a flow. According to [14.13] it
has a local expression ®,(z,&) = ®(t,x,&) = >, (GPr)(t,x) - £’ in terms of
ordinary smooth functions of real variables and products of odd coordinates.
These functions can be computed by induction on the number of elements in [
(details can be found in [Tuy04, Ch.V§4]); the equation for ®y is a “standard”
first order differential equation for the flow of a non-super vector field (it is the
flow equation for the ordinary smooth vector field BX on the ordinary manifold
BM) and the other terms are determined by first order inhomogeneous linear
differential equations (and as such they do not restrict the domain of definition
of the flow).

e A smooth odd vector field X can be integrated to a flow @, with an odd time
parameter 7 € A; (but otherwise with the same properties of a flow) if and
only if the auto-commutator [X, X] is zero. In local coordinates the expression
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for the flow essentially boils down to the formula
O (x)=x+7-X(2)

e Lie’s third theorem and its converse are true: to any .A-Lie group G (i.e.,
an A-manifold equipped with a group structure such that multiplication and
inversion are smooth maps) is associated an A-Lie algebra g (isomorphic to the
tangent space at the identity and isomorphic to the space of all left-invariant
vector fields). Conversely, for any finite dimensional A-Lie algebra g there
exists a (unique up to isomorphisms) simply connected A-Lie group G whose
A-Lie algebra is (isomorphic to) g.

e The notion of an A-Lie group is equivalent to the notion of a “Lie supergroup
pair” or “super Harish-Chandra pair,” i.e., an “ordinary” Lie group H, an A-
Lie algebra g and an action of H on g that satisfy the two conditions that
the Lie algebra h of H is isomorphic to Bgg and such that the restriction to
h = Bgy of the action of H on g is the adjoint action. Starting from an A-Lie
group G, one obtains the Lie supergroup pair directly by taking H = BG and
as the action of H on g the restriction to H C G of the adjoint action of GG
on g. Conversely, if we have a Lie supergroup pair (H,g), we first construct
the simply connected A-Lie group G whose A-Lie algebra is g. It then follows
that BG is a covering group of H. If we denote by Z € BG C G the kernel of
this covering map, then the condition that the action of H on g extends the
adjoint action of H on h = Bg, implies that Z is central (and discrete) in G.
One then shows easily that G = G/Z is an A-Lie group whose associated Lie
supergroup pair (via the previous construction) is the given Lie supergroup
pair.

14.16. Remark. If we replace (everywhere) the field of real numbers R by the
field of complex numbers C (which means in particular that we replace A by A€ =
A®r C =A@ iA), we get complex smooth super functions. As ordinary smooth
complex differentiable functions (from open sets in C? to complex vector spaces) are
holomorphic, this means that for U C E, open in an AC-vector space of dimension
plg with O = BU C CP and F any AC-vector space, we have the equality

C>(U,F) = Hol(O,BF) ® /\C" ,

where Hol(O, BF') denotes the set of complex analytic/holomorphic functions on O
with values in F'. As for real analytic superfunctions (and despite the fact that I
don’t have an intrinsic definition in the same spirit as for smoothness), it is easy
to define them as a subset of super smooth real functions, just by requiring the
functions fr in [14.13] to be real analytic.

Applying this to manifold theory, we obtain the categories of real and complex
analytic A(®)-manifolds (split and non-split). As the results on integration of vec-
tor fields depends (only) upon the corresponding statement in ordinary non-super
analysis, one obtains directly that an analytic vector field on a real or complex ana-
Iytic A(©)-manifold admits an analytic flow. It follows that an A-Lie group admits
a unique structure of a real analytic A-manifold, simply because in the non-super
setting one can prove it by means of the flow of an analytic vector field (see [DKO00]).
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