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THE RESOLUTION OF EUCLIDEAN MASSLESS FIELD OPERATORS OF

HIGHER SPINS ON R
6 AND THE L2 METHOD

QIANQIAN KANG, WEI WANG, AND YUCHEN ZHANG

Abstract. The resolution of 4-dimensional massless field operators of higher spins was constructed
by Eastwood-Penrose-Wells by using the twistor method. Recently physicists are interested in 6-
dimensional physics including the massless field operators of higher spins on Lorentzian space R

5,1. Its
Euclidean version D0 and their function theory are discussed in [14]. In this paper, we construct an
exact sequence of Hilbert spaces as weighted L2 spaces resolving D0:

L
2
ϕ(R

6
,V0)

D0

−→ L
2
ϕ(R

6
,V1)

D1

−→ L
2
ϕ(R

6
,V2)

D2

−→ L
2
ϕ(R

6
,V3) −→ 0,

with suitable operators Dl and vector spaces Vl. Namely, we can solve Dlu = f in L2
ϕ(R

6,Vl) when

Dl+1f = 0 for f ∈ L2
ϕ(R

6,Vl+1). This is proved by using the L2 method in the theory of several
complex variables, which is a general framework to solve overdetermined PDEs under the compatibility
condition. To apply this method here, it is necessary to consider weighted L2 spaces, an advantage of
which is that any polynomial is L2

ϕ integrable. As a corollary, we prove that

P (R6
,V0)

D0
−→ P (R6

,V1)
D1
−→ P (R6

,V2)
D2
−→ P (R6

,V3) −→ 0

is a resolution, where P (R6,Vl) is the space of all Vl-valued polynomials. This provides an analytic
way to construct a resolution of a differential operator acting on vector valued polynomials.

1. Introduction

The resolution of massless field operators of higher spins over the complexified Minkowski space C
4

was constructed by Eastwood-Penrose-Wells [7] by using twistor method. The Euclidean version of
massless field operator of spin k/2 is also called k-Cauchy-Fueter operator (cf. [4] [24] and references
therein). Recently physicists are interested in 6-dimensional physics including the massless field op-
erators of higher spins on Lorentzian space R

5,1 (cf. [16, 19] and references there in). The Euclidean
version of these operators are

D0 : C
∞(R6,⊙k

C
4) −→ C∞(R6,C4 ⊗⊙k−1

C
4),

k = 1, 2, . . ., where ⊙p
C
4 is p-th symmetric power of C

4. A ⊙k
C
4-valued distribution f is called

k-monogenic if it satisfies D0f = 0. In [14], we proved various properties for k-monogenic functions,
e.g. the existence of infinite number of k-monogenic polynomials. In order to study k-monogenic
functions, we need to solve the nonhomogeneous equation D0u = f, which is overdetermined for
k > 1. So we need to find the compatibility condition for solvability, and more generally a resolution
of D0. Motivated by 4-dimensional and the quaternionic cases (c.f. [1, 2, 3, 22] and references therein),
a natural candidate of the resolution is

(1.1) C∞(R6, V0)
D0−→ C∞(R6, V1)

D1−→ C∞(R6, V2)
D2−→ C∞(R6, V3)

D3−→ C∞(R6, V4) −→ 0

Key words and phrases. resolution; Euclidean massless field operator of high spins; the L2 method; overdetermined
PDEs; the compatibility condition; differential complexes.
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with

(1.2) Vl := ⊙k−l
C
4 ⊗ ∧l

C
4,

when k ≥ 4. But it is already known [14, Section 1] that the image of D0 consists of functions only
valued in a subspace of V1, the kernel of the contraction given by

(1.3) C : ⊙p
C
4 ⊗ ∧q

C
4 → ⊙p−1

C
4 ⊗ ∧q−1

C
4

with p = k − 1, q = 1. Denote

(1.4) Vl := kerC |Vl
.

Then V4 = {0} automatically. Denote by Dl the restriction of Dl in (1.1) to C∞(R6,Vl). We construct
the following differential complex:

(1.5) 0 −→ C∞(R6,V0)
D0−→ C∞(R6,V1)

D1−→ C∞(R6,V2)
D2−→ C∞(R6,V3) −→ 0,

and call it k-monogenic complex, k = 4, 5, . . .. Note that C4 is the spin representation of so(6,C) and
Vl as the contraction of Vl is an irreducible representation of so(6,C) (cf. [8]).

The L2 method is a powerful method to solve ∂-equation in the theory of several complex variables
(cf. e.g. [5, 10, 11]). In fact, it is a general framework to solve overdetermined PDEs under the
compatibility condition, which is also given by a system of PDEs. The main difficulty to use this
method is to prove the corresponding L2 estimate. It was applied to the k-Cauchy-Fueter complex
over R

4n in [23] and also the Neumann problem associated to the k-Cauchy-Fueter complex on k-
pseudoconvex domains in R

4 [24]. The latter case is restricted to dimension 4 because only over R
4

the corresponding L2 estimates was proved.
In this paper we consider the weighted L2 estimate of the k-monogenic complex as in [23]. We

define an inner product 〈·, ·〉 on Vl and Vl induced from ⊗k
C
4. Let L2

ϕ(R
6,Vl) be the Hilbert space of

Vl-valued L
2
ϕ-integrable functions on R

6 with weighted inner product

(1.6) 〈f, h〉ϕ :=

∫

R6

〈f(x), h(x)〉 e−ϕdx,

with weight ϕ = |x|2. Denote weighted norm ‖f‖ϕ := 〈f, f〉
1
2
ϕ .

Dom(Dl) consists of f ∈ L2
ϕ(R

6,Vl) such that Dlf = u in the weak sense for some u ∈ L2
ϕ(R

6,Vl+1),
i.e.

(1.7) 〈u, g〉ϕ = 〈f,Θlg〉ϕ

for any C∞
0 (R6,Vl+1), where Θl is the formal adjoint of Dl. The differential operator Dl defines a

linear, closed, densely defined operator from L2
ϕ(R

6,Vl) to L
2
ϕ(R

6,Vl+1), which we also denote by Dl.

Denote by D∗
l the adjoint operator of Dl between Hilbert spaces L2

ϕ(R
6,Vl+1) and L2

ϕ(R
6,Vl). The

sequence

(1.8) L2
ϕ(R

6,V0)
D0−→ L2

ϕ(R
6,V1)

D1−→ L2
ϕ(R

6,V2)
D2−→ L2

ϕ(R
6,V3) −→ 0,

is a complex of Hilbert spaces, i.e., for any u ∈ Dom(Dl) and Dlu ∈ Dom(Dl+1), we have Dl+1Dlu = 0.
To find solution to the equation

(1.9) Dlu = f,

for f ∈ L2(R6,Vl+1) satisfying

(1.10) Dl+1f = 0,

we consider the associated Hodge Laplacian operator �l : L
2
ϕ(R

6,Vl) −→ L2
ϕ(R

6,Vl) given by

(1.11) �l := Dl−1D
∗
l−1 + D

∗
l Dl, l = 1, 2, and �3 := D2D

∗
2 .
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Theorem 1.1. Suppose that ϕ(x) = |x|2 and k = 6, 7, . . .. There exists a constant C > 0 only

depending on k such that

(1) �l has a bounded self-adjoint inverse Nl such that

(1.12) ‖Nlf‖ϕ ≤ C ‖f‖ϕ for any f ∈ L2
ϕ(R

6,Vl).

(2) D∗
l Nl+1f is the canonical solution to the nonhomogeneous equation (1.9)-(1.10), i.e.

Dl

(
D

∗
l Nl+1f

)
= f,

if Dl+1f = 0, and D∗
l Nl+1f orthogonal to kerDl. Moreover,

(1.13) ‖D∗
l Nl+1f‖ϕ ≤ C ‖f‖ϕ , ‖Dl+1Nl+1f‖ϕ ≤ C ‖f‖ϕ .

Corollary 1.1. When k = 6, 7, . . ., the sequence (1.8) is exact.

The key step to prove Theorem 1.1 is to establish the following weighted L2 estimate.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that ϕ(x) = |x|2 and k = 6, 7, . . .. There exists a constant C > 0 only

depending on k such that

(1.14) ‖f‖2ϕ ≤ C

(
‖Dlf‖

2
ϕ +

∥∥D
∗
l−1f

∥∥2
ϕ

)
,

for any f ∈ Dom(Dl) ∩Dom(D∗
l−1), l = 1, 2, 3.

The restriction k ≥ 6 is a technique requirement since we only prove the estimate (1.14) in this case.
The massless field operators of higher spins on any dimensional Euclidean space was introduced by
Souc̆ek earlier [20, 21]. We only consider 6-dimensional case here because we can use spin indices based
on so(6,C) ∼= sl(4,C), as two-component notation in dimension 4 based on so(4,C) ∼= sl(2,C)⊕sl(2,C).

An advantage to consider weighted L2 space is that any polynomial on R
6 is L2

ϕ integrable. This

allow us to deduce a resolution of the operator D0 on P (R6,V0), the module of V0-valued polynomials
over R6.

Theorem 1.3. When k = 6, 7, . . ., the sequence

(1.15) P (R6,V0)
D0−→ P (R6,V1)

D1−→ P (R6,V2)
D2−→ P (R6,V3) −→ 0,

is exact.

To prove this theorem, we need the following proposition.

Proposition 1.1. When k = 4, 5, . . ., the complex (1.5) is an elliptic complex.

Compared to the quaternionic case [23], the main difficulty comes from the algebraic complexity
when passing from vector space Vl = ⊙k−l

C
4⊗∧l

C
4 to its contraction subspace Vl, although only linear

algebra is used to overcome it. In Section 2, we give some basic propositions on symmetrization and
antisymmetrization to handle functions valued in the subspace Vl. To write down the formal adjoint
operator D∗

l explicitly, we introduce the orthogonal projection Pl from Vl to V ⊥
l . In Section 3, we

give the expression of operator Dl and formal adjoint operators D∗
l . Then we prove the L2 estimate

(1.14). In Section 4, we give the canonical solution to the nonhomogeneous equations (1.9)-(1.10) by
the general framework to solve nonhomogeneous overdetermined PDEs. As a corollary, we show the
sequence (1.8) is exact. Since the Vl-valued polynomials over R6 are L2

ϕ integrable, we show that (1.15)
is also exact. In Section 5, we establish the ellipticity of the differential complex (1.5) by showing the
exactness of its symbol sequence, based on which we show �l is an elliptic differential operator and
then prove Theorem 1.3.
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2. Linear algebra for symmetric and exterior forms

2.1. Symmetrization and antisymmetrization. An element ξ ∈ ⊗t
C
4 is a tuple (ξA1...At) with

ξA1...At ∈ C, where A1, . . . , Ak = 1, 2, 3, 4. The symmetric power ⊙k
C
4 is a subspace of ⊗k

C
4, whose

element is a tuple (ξB1...Bk
) such that ξB1...Bk

is invariant under permutations of subscripts. An

element of ⊙k−l
C
4⊗∧l

C
4 is denoted by (ηA1...Al

B1...Bk−l
), where ηA1...Al

B1...Bk−l
is symmetric in B1, . . . , Bk−l and

antisymmetric in A1, . . . , Al. The norm ‖ξ‖ for ξ ∈ ⊙k−l
C
4 ⊗ ∧l

C
4 is the norm of ξ as an element of

⊗k
C
4, i.e., ‖ξ‖ =

∑
A1,...,B1,...

‖ξA1...Al

B1...Bk−l
‖.

Symmetrization and antisymmetrization of an element ξ ∈ ⊗t
C
4 is given by

(2.1) ξ(A1...At) :=
1

t!

∑

σ∈St

ξAσ1 ...Aσt
, ξ[A1...At] :=

1

t!

∑

σ∈St

ǫσ1...σt

1...t ξAσ1 ...Aσt
,

respectively, where St denotes the permutation group of t elements and ǫσ1...σt

1...t is the sign of the
permutation from (1, . . . , t) to (σ1, . . . , σt). The symmetrization or antisymmetrization of ξ ∈ ⊗t

C
4 is

an element of ⊙t
C
4 or ∧t

C
4.

Lemma 2.1 (cf. [23]). (1) For any ξ ∈ ⊙t
C
4 and ζ ∈ ⊗t

C
4, we have

∑

B1,...,Bt

ξB1...BtζB1...Bt =
∑

B1,...,Bt

ξB1...Btζ(B1...Bt).

(2) For any ξ ∈ ∧t
C
4 and η ∈ ⊗t

C
4, we have

∑

B1,...,Bt

ξB1...BtζB1...Bt =
∑

B1,...,Bt

ξB1...Btζ[B1...Bt].

Proof. By definition (2.1), we have
∑

B1,...,Bt

ξB1...Btζ(B1...Bt) =
1

t!

∑

B1,...,Bt

∑

σ∈St

ξB1...BtζBσ1 ...Bσt

=
1

t!

∑

σ∈St

∑

B1,...,Bt

ξBσ1 ...Bσt
ζBσ1 ...Bσt

=
∑

B1,...,Bt

ξB1...BtζB1...Bt ,

by ξ ∈ ⊙t
C
4 and relabeling indices. The proof of (2) is analogous to (1). �

Lemma 2.2. (1) For (ξB1...Bt) ∈ ⊗t
C
4 symmetric in B2 . . . Bt, we have

ξ(B1...Bt) =
1

t

t∑

s=1

ξ
BsB1...B̂s...

,

where B̂s means omitting Bs.

(2) For (ξB1...Bt) ∈ ⊗t
C
4 antisymmetric in B2 . . . Bt, we have

ξ[B1...Bt] =
1

t

(
ξB1...Bt −

t∑

s=2

ξBsB2...B1...

)
,

(3) For ξ ∈ ⊗t
C
4, we have

ξ[B1...Bt] = ξ[[B1...Bt1 ]Bt1+1...Bt].

Proof. (1) Its proof is similar to (2).
(2) By the definition of antisymmetrization (2.1), we have

(2.2) ξ[B1...Bt] =
1

t!

∑

σ∈St

ǫσ1...σt

12...t ξBσ1 ...Bσt
=

1

t!

t∑

s=1

∑

σ∈St,σ1=s

ǫsσ2...σt

12...t ξBsBσ2 ...Bσt
.
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Since f is antisymmetric in the last t− 1 indices, we get

ξ[B1...Bt] =
(t− 1)!

t!
ξB1...Bt +

1

t!

t∑

s=2

∑

σ∈St,σ1=s

ǫsσ2...σt

12...t ǫs2...1...tsσ2...σs...σt
ξBsB2...B1...

=
1

t
ξB1...Bt −

1

t

t∑

s=2

ξBsB2...B1....

This completes the proof of (2).
(3) Denote ΞB1...Bt := ξ[B1...Bt1 ]Bt1+1...Bt

. By definition of antisymmetrization, we have

(2.3)

Ξ[B1...Bt] =
1

t!

∑

σ∈St

ǫσ1...σt

1...t ΞBσ1 ...Bσt
=

1

t!t1!

∑

τ∈St1

∑

σ∈St

ǫ
τσ1 ...τσt1

...σt

1...t ξBτσ1
...Bτσt1

...Bσt

=
1

t!t1!

∑

τ∈St1

∑

κ∈St

ǫκ1...κt

1...t ξBκ1 ...Bκt
= ξ[B1...Bt],

by relabeling indices and permutations in the third identity. �

2.2. The orthogonal projection P : Vl → V ⊥
l . The contraction C (1.3) given by

(2.4) C (f)
A1...Aq−1

B1...Bp−1
=

4∑

C=1

f
CA1...Aq−1

B1...Bp−1C
,

satisfies

(2.5) C ◦ C f = 0.

This is because for any fixed A1, . . . , Aq−2, B1, . . . , Bp−2,

(C ◦ C f)
A1...Aq−2

B1...Bp−2
=

∑

A

C (f)
AA1...Aq−2

B1...Bp−2A
=

∑

A,C

f
CAA1...Aq−2

B1...Bp−2AC = 0,

by f symmetric in subscripts A,C and antisymmetric in superscripts A,C.
Let V ⊥

l be the orthogonal complement of Vl in Vl. Now we construct a linear transformation Pl

from Vl to V ⊥
l (l = 1, 2)

P1(f)
A
B1B2...Bk−1

: =
k − 1

k + 2
δA(B1

C (f)B2...Bk−1), f ∈ V1,

P2(f)
A1A2
B1...Bk−2

: =
2(k − 2)

k
δ
[A1

(B1
C (f)

A2]
B2...Bk−2)

, f ∈ V2.

(2.6)

Proposition 2.1. Pl is an orthogonal projection from Vl to V ⊥
l , l = 1, 2.

Proof. We only prove the case l = 2 since it is similar for the case l = 1. Note that

(2.7) C (P2f) = C (f)

for any f ∈ V2 = ⊙k−2
C
4 ⊗ ∧2

C
4, since C (P2f)

A2
B1...Bk−3

=
∑

A1
P2(f)

A1A2
B1...Bk−3A1

equals to

1

k

∑

A1

(
δA1
B1

C (f)A2
B2...Bk−3A1

+ . . .+ δA1
Bk−3

C (f)A2
B1...Bk−4A1

+ δA1
A1

C (f)A2
B1...Bk−3

− δA2
B1

C (f)A1
B2...Bk−3A1

− . . .− δA2
Bk−3

C (f)A1
B1...Bk−4A1

− δA2
A1

C (f)A1
B1...Bk−3

)

=C (f)A2
B1...Bk−3

,
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by (2.4), (2.5), definition (2.6) and Lemma 2.2 (1). Then P2 is a projection since

P2(P2f)
A1A2
B1...Bk−2

=
2(k − 2)

k
δ
[A1

(B1
(C P2f)

A2]
B2...Bk−2)

=
2(k − 2)

k
δ
[A1

(B1
C (f)

A2]
B2...Bk−2)

= P2(f)
A1A2
B1...Bk−2

,

by (2.7). For any h ∈ V2, we have

k〈P2f, h〉 =
∑

A1,A2,B1,...,Bk−2

〈
k−2∑

s=1

(
δA1
Bs

C (f)A2

B1...B̂s...Bk−2
− δA2

Bs
C (f)A1

B1...B̂s...Bk−2

)
, hA1A2

B1...Bk−2

〉

=

k−2∑

s=1

{ ∑

A2,B1,...,B̂s,...

〈
C (f)A2

B1...B̂s...Bk−2
,
∑

Bs

hBsA2
B1...Bk−2

〉

−
∑

A1,B1,...,B̂s,...

〈
C (f)A1

B1...B̂s...Bk−2
,
∑

Bs

hA1Bs

B1...Bk−2

〉}
= 0,

by definition (2.6) and Ch = 0. Hence, P2f ∈ V ⊥
2 , and so it is a projection from V2 to V ⊥

2 .
For any f ∈ kerP2, we know f ∈ V2 since we have C (f) = C (P2f) = 0. On the other hand, for

any f ∈ V2, we know P2f = 0 by definition (2.6). Then f ∈ kerP2 if and only if f ∈ V2. Hence P2

is an orthogonal projection from V2 to V ⊥
2 . �

We also need to know the norm of Pl(ξ) for ξ ∈ Vl in the proof of the L2 estimate. We have

Proposition 2.2.

(2.8)
‖P1(ξ)‖

2 =
k − 1

k + 2
‖C (ξ)‖2 , for ξ ∈ V1,

‖P2(ξ)‖
2 =

2(k − 2)

k
‖C (ξ)‖2 , for ξ ∈ V2.

Proof. For ξ ∈ V1, we have

(2.9)

(k + 2)2 ‖P1(ξ)‖
2 =(k + 2)2

∑

A,B1,...,Bk−1

∥∥∥P1(ξ)
A
B1...Bk−1

∥∥∥
2

=
∑

A,B1,...,Bk−1

k−1∑

j,l=1

〈
δABj

(C ξ)
B1...B̂j ...Bk−1

, δABl
(C ξ)

B1...B̂l...Bk−1

〉

=
∑

A,B1,...,Bk−1




k−1∑

j=1

〈
δABj

(C ξ)
B1...B̂j ...Bk−1

, δABj
(C ξ)

B1...B̂j ...Bk−1

〉

+
∑

j 6=l

〈
δABj

(C ξ)
B1...B̂j ...Bk−1

, δABl
(C ξ)

B1...B̂l...Bk−1

〉

 := S1 + S2,

by (2.6). But we have

(2.10) S1 = 4(k − 1)
∑

B1,...,Bk−2

∥∥(C ξ)B1...Bk−2

∥∥2 = 4(k − 1) ‖C (ξ)‖2 ,
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by relabeling indices and

(2.11)

S2 =
∑

j 6=l

∑

...,B̂j ,...,B̂l,...

∑

A

〈
(C ξ)

B1...B̂j ...A...Bk−1
, (C ξ)

B1...A...B̂l...Bk−1

〉

= (k − 1)(k − 2)
∑

B1,...,Bk−2

∥∥(C ξ)B1...Bk−2

∥∥2 = (k − 1)(k − 2) ‖C (ξ)‖2 ,

by relabeling indices. Then the sum of (2.10) and (2.11) gives us the first identity of (2.8).
For ξ ∈ V2, we rewrite k2 ‖P2(ξ)‖ as in (2.9)

(2.12)

k2 ‖P2(ξ)‖
2 = 4

∑

A1,A2,
B1,...,Bk−2

〈
∑

j

δ
[A1

Bj
(C ξ)

A2]

B1...B̂j ...Bk−2
,
∑

l

δ
[A1

Bl
(C ξ)

A2]

B1...B̂l...Bk−2

〉

= 4
∑

j

∑

A1,A2,
B1,...,Bk−2

〈
δ
[A1

Bj
(C ξ)

A2]

B1...B̂j ...Bk−2
, δ

[A1

Bj
(C ξ)

A2]

B1...B̂j ...Bk−2

〉

+ 4
∑

j 6=l

∑

A1,A2,
B1,...,Bk−2

〈
δ
[A1

Bj
(C ξ)

A2]

B1...B̂j ...Bk−2
, δ

[A1

Bl
(C ξ)

A2]

B1...B̂l...Bk−2

〉
:= S1 + S2,

by (2.6). Since S1 = S2 = 0 if A1 = A2, we only need to consider the summation over A1 6= A2. We
have

(2.13)

S1 =
∑

j

∑

B1,...,Bk−2

∑

A1 6=A2

∣∣∣δA1
Bj

(C ξ)A2

B1...B̂j ...Bk−2
− δA2

Bj
(C ξ)A1

B1...B̂j ...Bk−2

∣∣∣
2

=
∑

j

∑

B1,...,B̂j ,...,Bk−2

∑

A1 6=A2

( ∣∣∣(C ξ)A2

B1...B̂j ...Bk−2

∣∣∣
2
+

∣∣∣(C ξ)A1

B1...B̂j ...Bk−2

∣∣∣
2
)

= 6(k − 2)
∑

A,B1,...,Bk−3

∣∣∣(C ξ)AB1...Bk−3

∣∣∣
2
= 6(k − 2) ‖C (ξ)‖2 .

By taking summation over Bj at first and then Bl, we see that S2 equals to
(2.14)∑

j 6=l

∑

A1,A2,
B1,...,Bk−2

〈
δA1
Bj

(C ξ)A2

...B̂j ...Bl...
− δA2

Bj
(C ξ)A1

...B̂j ...Bl...
, δA1

Bl
(C ξ)A2

...Bj ...B̂l...
− δA2

Bl
(C ξ)A1

...Bj ...B̂l...

〉

=
∑

j 6=l

∑

A1,A2,

...,B̂j ,...

{〈
(C ξ)A2

B1...B̂j ...Bl...
, δA1

Bl
(C ξ)A2

B1...A1...B̂l...

〉
+

〈
(C ξ)A1

B1...B̂j ...Bl...
, δA2

Bl
(C ξ)A1

B1...A2...B̂l...

〉

−
〈
(C ξ)A2

B1...B̂j ...Bl...
, δA2

Bl
(C ξ)A1

B1...A1...B̂l...

〉
−
〈
(C ξ)A1

B1...B̂j ...Bl...
, δA1

Bl
(C ξ)A2

B1...A2...B̂l...

〉}

=2
∑

j 6=l

∑

A1,A2,

...,B̂j ,...,B̂l,...

〈
(C ξ)A2

B1...B̂j ...A1...
, (C ξ)A2

B1...A1...B̂l...

〉

=2
∑

j 6=l

∑

A2,B1,...,Bk−3

∥∥∥(C ξ)A2
B1...Bk−3

∥∥∥
2
= 2(k − 3)(k − 2) ‖C (ξ)‖2 .
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Here last two terms in the right hand side of the first identity vanish by C ◦C f = 0 in (2.5). We relabel
indices in the forth identity. Apply (2.13)-(2.14) to (2.12) to get the second identity of (2.8). �

3. The L2 estimate

3.1. The Euclidean massless field operator. Sämann, Wolf [19] and Mason et al. [16] used the
embedding R

5,1 →֒ M ⊆ C
4×4:

(3.1) (x0, x1, . . . , x5) 7−→




0 x0 + x5 −x3 − ix4 −x1 + ix2

−x0 − x5 0 −x1 − ix2 x3 − ix4

x3 + ix4 x1 + ix2 0 −x0 + x5

x1 − ix2 −x3 + ix4 x0 − x5 0


 ,

to study massless field equation, where CM = ∧2
C
4 is the space of complex antisymmetric 4 × 4

matrices of dimension 6. This embedding is the generalization of the embedding of the Minkowski
space into 2× 2-Hermitian matrix space: R3,1 →֒ C

2×2,

(x0, x1, x2, x3) 7−→

(
x0 + x1 x2 + ix3

x2 − ix3 x0 − x1

)
.

The advantage of this embedding is that ones can use two-component notation generalizing Penrose’s
two-spinor notation [17, 18] and apply the twistor method to study these operators. On the other
hand, we can embed 4-dimensional Euclidean space, the quaternionic space H, into a real subspace of
C
4 by H →֒ C

2×2,

x0 + ix1 + jx2 + kx3 7−→

(
x0 + ix1 −x2 − ix3

x2 − ix3 x0 − ix1

)
,

and obtain the elliptic version of the differential operators corresponding to massless field equations
of higher spins on R

4, which are called k-Cauchy-Fueter operators in [22]. For the higher-dimensional
case, we use the embedding Hn →֒ C

2n×2, and also apply the twistor method to study k-Cauchy-Fueter
equations, e.g. to find series expansion of k-regular functions on H

n by Penrose integral formula (cf.
[12][13]). Motivated by the quaternionic case, we introduce the embedding of 6-dimensional Euclidean
space into C

4×4 in [14] by ι : R6 →֒ ∧2
C
4 ⊆ C

4×4 given by

(3.2) R
6 ∋ x = (x0, x1, . . . , x5) 7−→ ι(x) =




0 ix0 + x5 x3 + ix4 x1 + ix2

−ix0 − x5 0 x1 − ix2 −x3 + ix4

−x3 − ix4 −x1 + ix2 0 −ix0 + x5

−x1 − ix2 x3 − ix4 ix0 − x5 0


 .

This is essentially the embedding (3.1) with x0 replaced by ix0, up to conjugate and sign of some
terms. The Euclidean version D0 of these massless field operators are

D0 : C
∞(R6,⊙k

C
4) −→ C∞(R6,C4 ⊗⊙k−1

C
4)

with

(3.3) D0(f)
A
B2...Bk

:=
∑

B1

∇B1AfB1B2...Bk
,

where ∇AB are complex vector fields and the matrix (∇AB) is just the embedding matrix (3.2) with
the coordinate xj replaced by ∂xj , i.e.,

(3.4)
(
∇AB

)
:=




0 i∂x0 + ∂x5 ∂x3 + i∂x4 ∂x1 + i∂x2

−i∂x0 − ∂x5 0 ∂x1 − i∂x2 −∂x3 + i∂x4

−∂x3 − i∂x4 −∂x1 + i∂x2 0 −i∂x0 + ∂x5

−∂x1 − i∂x2 ∂x3 − i∂x4 i∂x0 − ∂x5 0


 .
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Define the differential operator Dl : C
∞(R6, Vl) −→ C∞(R6, Vl+1) by

(3.5) (Dlf)
A1...Al+1

B2...Bk−l
:=

∑

B1

∇B1[A1f
A2...Al+1]
B1B2...Bk−l

.

Proposition 3.1. The sequence

(3.6) 0 −→ C∞(R6, V0)
D0−→ C∞(R6, V1)

D1−→ C∞(R6, V2)
D2−→ C∞(R6, V3)

D3−→ C∞(R6, V4) −→ 0

is a differential complex, i.e., Dl+1Dl = 0.

Proof. By definition, we have

(3.7)

(Dl+1Dlf)
A1...Al+2

B3...Bk−l
=
∑

B2

∇B2[A1(Dlf)
A2...Al+2]
B2...Bk−l

=
∑

B1,B2

∇B2[A1∇|B1|[A2f
A3...Al+2]]
B1...Bk−l

=
∑

B1,B2

∇B2[[A1∇|B1|A2]f
A3...Al+2]
B1...Bk−l

,

by using Lemma 2.2 (3). Here [. . . | . . . | . . .] means we do not antisymmetrize indices inside | |. Note
that ∇BC commutates with ∇DA since they are differential operators with constant coefficients. So

(3.8)

2
∑

B,D

∇B[A∇|D|C]f ......BD =
∑

B,D

(
∇BA∇DC −∇BC∇DA

)
f ......BD

=
∑

B,D

∇BA∇DCf ......BD −
∑

B,D

∇BA∇DCf ......DB = 0,

by relabeling B and D in the second identity and f symmetric in B and D. (3.7) vanishes by (3.8). �

Recall that C (D0f) = 0 for any f ∈ C1(U,V0) (cf. [14, Introduction]). This fact is true in general.

Proposition 3.2. (1) For f ∈ C∞(R6,Vl), we have Dlf ∈ C∞(R6,Vl+1), l = 0, 1, 2;
(2) V4 = {0}.

Proof. (1) This is because

(3.9)

C (Dlf)
A1...Al

B1...Bk−l−2
=
∑

C

Dl(f)
CA1...Al

B1...Bk−l−2C
=

∑

C,B

∇B[Cf
A1...Al]
B1...Bk−l−2CB

=
1

l + 1

∑

C,B

(
∇BCfA1...Al

B1...Bk−l−2CB −

l∑

s=1

∇BAsfA1...C...Al

B1...Bk−l−2CB

)
= 0,

by using (2.4), Lemma 2.2 (2), C f = 0 and ∇BC antisymmetric in B and C while f symmetric in B
and C.

(2) For f = (fA1A2A3A4
B1...Bk−4

) ∈ V4, it is obvious that f
A1A2A3A4
B1...Bk−4

6= 0 only if {A1, A2, A3, A4} = {1, 2, 3, 4}

and so Bj must equal to one of A1, . . . , A4. Without loss of generality, we assume A1 = Bk−4. It
follows from C (f) = 0 that

fA1A2A3A4
B1...Bk−5A1

=
∑

C

fCA2A3A4
B1...Bk−5C

= 0,

for any fixed A2, . . . , A4, B1, . . . , Bk−5. So f = 0. �

Since Dl is the restriction of Dl on C
∞(R6,Vl), we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.1. (1.5) is a differential complex.
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3.2. The formal adjoint operators. Let ǫABCD = ǫABCD be the sign of the permutation from
(1, 2, 3, 4) to (A,B,C,D). Then ǫABCD vanishes if {A,B,C,D} 6= {1, 2, 3, 4}. We use ǫABCD and
ǫABCD to raise and low indices respectively. For example,

∇AB :=
1

2

∑

C,D

ǫABCD∇
CD.

Then we have

∇AB =
1

2

4∑

C,D=1

ǫABCD∇CD,

since
∑

C,D ǫABCDǫ
CDEF = 2(δEAδ

F
B−δ

F
Aδ

E
B ) by definition (cf. [16, P.6]). We know that [14, Proposition

2.1] the operators ∇AB and ∇AB defined above satisfy

(3.10) ∇AB = ∇AB and
∑

A

∇AB1∇
AB2 = δB2

B1
∆.

Let ΘAB be a scalar differential operator defined by

(3.11) ΘABf := −eϕ∇AB(e
−ϕf) = −∇ABf +

(
∇ABϕ

)
f.

Lemma 3.1. The formal adjoint of the scalar differential operator ∇AB is ΘAB.

Proof. For any u, v ∈ C1
0 (R

6,C), we have

〈∇ABu, v〉ϕ =

∫

R6

(∇ABu)v̄e−ϕdV =

∫

R6

{
∇AB(uv̄e−ϕ)− u · ∇AB(ve−ϕ)

}
dV

=

∫

R6

u ·ΘABve
−ϕdV = 〈u,ΘABv〉ϕ,

by using Stocks’ formula. �

Proposition 3.3. The formal adjoint D∗
l of Dl is given by

(3.12) (D∗
l f)

A1...Al

B1...Bk−l
= −

∑

E

ΘE(B1
fEA1...Al

B2...Bk−l)
,

for f ∈ C∞
0 (R6, Vl+1), l = 0, 1, 2.

Proof. By definition of the formal adjoint operator, for any h ∈ C∞
0 (R6, Vl+1), we have

〈f,D∗
l h〉ϕ =〈Dlf, h〉ϕ =

∑

A1,...,Al+1,
B2,...,Bk−l

〈
∑

B1

∇B1[A1f
A2...Al+1]
B1...Bk−l

, h
A1...Al+1

B2...Bk−l

〉

ϕ

=
∑

A1,...,B1,...

〈
∇B1A1f

A2...Al+1

B1...Bk−l
, h

A1...Al+1

B2...Bk−l

〉
ϕ
=

∑

A1,...,B1,...

〈
f
A2...Al+1

B1...Bk−l
,ΘB1A1h

A1...Al+1

B2...Bk−l

〉
ϕ

=
∑

A1,...,B1,...

〈
f
A2...Al+1

B1...Bk−l
,−

∑

A1

ΘA1(B1
h
A1...Al+1

B2...Bk−l)

〉

ϕ

by using Lemma 2.1 twice and Lemma 3.1. The result follows. �

Lemma 3.2. For ϕ = |x|2, we have

[∇AB ,ΘCD] = 8δA[Cδ
B
D].
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Proof. Since ∇AB ,∇CD are scalar differential operators with constant coefficients, we have

(3.13) [∇AB,ΘCD] = [∇AB,−∇CD +∇CDϕ] = [∇AB,∇CDϕ] = ∇AB∇CDϕ,

by (3.11). Denote

zAB :=




0 ix0 + x5 x3 + ix4 x1 + ix2
−ix0 − x5 0 x1 − ix2 −x3 + ix4
−x3 − ix4 −x1 + ix2 0 −ix0 + x5
−x1 − ix2 x3 − ix4 ix0 − x5 0


 .

Note that for any fixed D ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}, we have ϕ =
∑

E z
EDzED, and

(3.14) ∇CDz
ED = 2δEC , ∇CDzED = 0, ∇ABz

CD = 2(δCAδ
D
B − δDA δ

C
B),

by [14, Lemma 2.1], from which we see that

(3.15) ∇CDϕ =
∑

E

(∇CDz
ED · zED + zED · ∇CDzED) =

∑

E

2δEC · zED = 2zCD.

Apply (3.15) to (3.13) to gfet

[∇AB,ΘCD] = 2∇ABzCD = 2∇ABzCD = 4(δCAδ
D
B − δDA δ

C
B).

The lemma is proved. �

By Proposition 3.3, we know Θlf belongs to C∞
0 (R6, Vl) for f ∈ C∞

0 (R6,Vl+1), and so Θlf −
P(Θlf) ∈ C∞

0 (R6,Vl). Then the formal adjoint Θl : C
∞
0 (R6,Vl+1) → C∞

0 (R6,Vl) of Dl satisfies

(3.16) Θlf = D∗
l f − P(D∗

l f).

This is because for f ∈ C∞
0 (R6,Vl+1),

〈h,Θlf〉ϕ = 〈Dlh, f〉ϕ = 〈Dlh, f〉ϕ = 〈h,D∗
l f〉ϕ = 〈h,D∗

l f − P(D∗
l f)〉ϕ ,

for any h ∈ C∞
0 (R6,Vl), by using Proposition 3.2 (1) and Proposition 2.1.

3.3. Proof of the L2 estimate. It is a well known fact that differential operator Dl : L
2
ϕ(R

6,Vl) →

L2
ϕ(R

6,Vl+1) defines a linear, closed, densely defined operator.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that ηn ∈ C∞
0 (R6,R) with ηn ≡ 1 on B(0, n), supp ηn ⊂ B(0, n + 2) and

|grad ηn| ≤ 1. For f ∈ Dom(Dl) ∩Dom(D∗
l−1), we have ηnf ∈ Dom(Dl) ∩Dom(D∗

l−1) and

‖f − ηnf)‖ϕ + ‖Dl(f)− Dl(ηnf)‖ϕ + ‖D∗
l−1(f)− ηnD

∗
l−1(ηnf)‖ϕ → 0, as n→ +∞.

Proof. Let u = Dlf in the weak sense. In definition (1.7) the operator Θl can be replaced by the
formal adjoint operator D∗

l by (3.16). Then

〈ηnf,Θlg〉ϕ = 〈f, ηnD
∗
l g〉ϕ = 〈f,D∗

l (ηng)〉ϕ −
∑

〈
fA1...Al

B1...Bk−l
,−

∑

E

∇EB1ηng
EA1...Al

B2...Bk−l

〉

ϕ

= 〈ηnu, g〉ϕ +
∑〈

∇EB1ηnf
A1...Al

B1...Bk−l
, gEA1...Al

B2...Bk−l

〉
ϕ

for any g ∈ C∞
0 (R6,Vl+1). Consequently, we have

‖Dl(ηnf)− ηnDl(f)‖ϕ =
∑

E,A1,...,B2,...

∫

R6

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

B1

∇B1[Eηnf
A1...Al]
B1...Bk−l

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

e−ϕdV

≤ C
∑

E,A1,...,B2,...

∫

B(0,n+2)\B(0,n)

∣∣∣fA1...Al

B1...Bk−l

∣∣∣
2
e−ϕdV → 0,
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for some absolute constant C > 0. Similarly, we have
(
D

∗
l−1(ηnf)− ηnD

∗
l−1(f)

)A2...Al

B0...Bk−l
=

∑

E

∇E(B0
ηnf

EA2...Al

B1...Bk−l)
,

and so ‖D∗
l−1(ηnf)− ηnD∗

l−1(f)‖ϕ → 0. The result follows. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We only need to prove the estimate (1.14) for any f ∈ C∞
0 (R6,Vl). This

is because we can assume f ∈ L2
ϕ(R

6,Vl) is compactly supported by Lemma 3.3, and can check by

definition that δ regularization fδ = f ∗ ψδ , for nonnegative ψ ∈ C∞
0 (R6,R) with supp ψ ⊂ B(0, 1)

and
∫
ψ = 1, satisfies

‖f − fδ‖ϕ + ‖Dl(f)− Dl(fδ)‖ϕ + ‖D∗
l−1(f)− D

∗
l−1(fδ)‖ϕ → 0, as δ → 0.

(1) For l = 1, noting that D∗
0 = D∗

0 for any f ∈ C∞
0 (R6,V1), we have

(3.17)

k ‖D∗
0f‖

2
ϕ =k

∑

B1,...,Bk

〈
∑

C

ΘC(B1
fCB2...Bk)

,
∑

D

ΘD(B1
fDB2...Bk)

〉

ϕ

=k
∑

C,D,B1,...,Bk

〈
ΘC(B1

fCB2...Bk)
,ΘDB1f

D
B2...Bk

〉
ϕ

=
∑

C,D,B1,...,Bk

〈
ΘCB1f

C
B2...Bk

,ΘDB1f
D
B2...Bk

〉
ϕ

+

k∑

s=2

∑

C,D,B1,...,Bk

〈
ΘCBsf

C

B1...B̂s...Bk
,ΘDB1f

D
B2...Bk

〉
ϕ
:= Σ1 +Σ2,

by using (3.12) and Lemma 2.1 twice. We find that

(3.18) Σ1 =
∑

B1,...,Bk

∥∥∥∥∥
∑

C

ΘCBk
fCB1...Bk−1

∥∥∥∥∥

2

ϕ

≥ 0,

To handle Σ2, take adjoint and use commutators to change the order of operators to get

Σ2 =

k∑

s=2

∑

C,D,B1,...,Bk

〈
∇DB1ΘCBsf

C

B1...B̂s...Bk
, fDB2...Bk

〉
ϕ

=
k∑

s=2

∑

C,D,B1,...,Bk

〈
ΘCBs∇

DB1fC
B1...B̂s...Bk

, fDB2...Bk

〉
ϕ

+

k∑

s=2

∑

C,D,B1,...,Bk

〈[
∇DB1 ,ΘCBs

]
fC
B1...B̂s...Bk

, fDB2...Bk

〉

ϕ

:= Σ3 +Σ4,

and

(3.19)

Σ4 =

k∑

s=2

∑

C,D,B1,...,Bk

〈
8δD[Cδ

B1

Bs]
fC
B1...B̂s...Bk

, fDB2...Bk

〉
ϕ

= 4
k∑

s=2

∑

C,B2,...,Bk

〈
fCB2...Bk

, fCB2...Bk

〉
ϕ
− 4

k∑

s=2

∑

B1,...,Bk

〈
fB1

B1...B̂s...Bk

, fBs

B2...Bk

〉
ϕ
= 4(k − 1) ‖f‖2ϕ ,
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by using Lemma 3.2 and C f = 0. This term is the main term that we need to control. To control Σ3,
let us isolate the term concerning D1f , note that

Σ3 =

k∑

s=2

∑

C,D,B1,...,Bk

〈
∇DB1fC

B1...B̂s...Bk
,∇CBsfDB2...Bk

〉
ϕ

=
k∑

s=2

∑

C,D,B1,...,Bk

〈
∇DB1fC

B1...B̂s...Bk
,−2∇Bs[Cf

D]
B2...Bk

〉
ϕ

+

k∑

s=2

∑

C,D,B1,...,Bk

〈
∇DB1fC

B1...B̂s...Bk
,∇DBsfCB2...Bk

〉
ϕ
:= Σ31 +Σ32,

by using Lemma 3.1 and ∇AB antisymmetric in A,B. We see that

Σ32 =

k∑

s=2

∑

C,D,D1,...,Dk−2

∥∥∥∥∥
∑

E

∇DEfCED1......Dk−2

∥∥∥∥∥

2

ϕ

≥ 0,

by relabeling indices and

Σ31 = −2

k∑

s=2

∑

C,D,B1,...,Bk

〈
∇B1[Cf

D]

B1...B̂s...Bk

,∇Bs[Cf
D]
B2...Bk

〉
ϕ

= −2
k∑

s=2

∑

C,D,B2,...B̂s,...,Bk

〈
D1(f)

CD

B2...B̂s...Bk
,D1(f)

CD

B2...B̂s...Bk

〉
ϕ
= −2(k − 1) ‖D1f‖

2
ϕ ,

by using Lemma 2.1. So we get

(3.20) Σ3 ≥ −2(k − 1) ‖D1f‖
2
ϕ .

By (3.17)-(3.20), we get the L2 estimate for l = 1: ‖f‖2ϕ ≤ k
4(k−1) ‖D

∗
0f‖

2
ϕ + 1

2 ‖D1f‖
2
ϕ .

(2) For l = 2, the proof is similar, but is more complicated, because we have to use projection Pl.
Note that

(3.21) ‖D∗
1f‖

2
ϕ = 〈D∗

1f,D
∗
1f〉ϕ = ‖D∗

1f‖
2
ϕ + ‖P1(D

∗
1f)‖

2
ϕ ,

by (3.16). Apply Proposition 2.8 to ‖P1D
∗
1(f)‖

2
ϕ to get

‖P1(D
∗
1f)‖

2
ϕ =

k − 1

k + 2

∑

B1,...,Bk−2

∥∥∥∥∥
∑

E

D∗
1(f)

E
B1...Bk−2E

∥∥∥∥∥

2

ϕ

=
k − 1

k + 2

∑

B1,...,Bk−2

∥∥∥∥∥∥

∑

C,E

ΘC(B1
fCE
B2...Bk−2E)

∥∥∥∥∥∥

2

ϕ

=
1

(k − 1)(k + 2)

∑

B1,...,Bk−2

∥∥∥∥∥∥

∑

C,E

ΘCEf
CE
B1...Bk−2

∥∥∥∥∥∥

2

ϕ

≤
4

(k − 1)(k + 2)

∑

B1,...,Bk−2

∑

E

∥∥∥∥∥
∑

C

ΘCEf
CE
B1...Bk−2

∥∥∥∥∥

2

ϕ

≤
4

(k − 1)(k + 2)

∑

A1,B1,...,Bk−1

∥∥∥∥∥
∑

C

ΘCB1f
CA1
B2...Bk−1

∥∥∥∥∥

2

ϕ

,

(3.22)
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by (3.12) and C f = 0. We use the inequality |
∑

E aE |
2 ≤ 4

∑
E |aE |

2 in the first inequality and add
extra nonnegative terms in the second inequality. Now we have
(3.23)

(k − 1) ‖D∗
1 f‖

2
ϕ = (k − 1) ‖D∗

1f‖
2
ϕ − (k − 1) ‖P1D

∗
1(f)‖

2
ϕ

=

{ ∑

C,D,A1,B1,...,Bk−1

〈
ΘCB1f

CA1
B2...Bk−1

,ΘDB1f
DA1
B2...Bk−1

〉
ϕ
− (k − 1) ‖P1D

∗
1(f)‖

2
ϕ

}

+

k−1∑

s=2

∑

C,D,A1,B1,...,Bk−1

〈
ΘCBsf

CA1

B1...B̂s...Bk−1
,ΘDB1f

DA1
B2...Bk−1

〉

ϕ

:= Σ1 +Σ2,

by (3.21) and expanding symmetrization as in (3.17). Apply (3.22) to Σ1 in (3.23) to get

(3.24) Σ1 ≥
k − 2

k + 2

∑

D,A1,B1,...,Bk−1

∥∥∥∥∥
∑

C

ΘCB1f
CA1
B2...Bk−1

∥∥∥∥∥

2

ϕ

≥ 0,

if k ≥ 2. To control Σ2, we use commutator to change order of differential operator again to get

Σ2 =

k−1∑

s=2

∑

C,D,A1,B1,...,Bk−1

〈
∇DB1ΘCBsf

CA1

B1...B̂s...Bk−1
, fDA1

B2...Bk−1

〉

ϕ

=

k−1∑

s=2

∑

C,D,A1,B1,...,Bk−1

〈
ΘCBs∇

DB1fCA1

B1...B̂s...Bk−1
, fDA1

B2...Bk−1

〉

ϕ

+

k−1∑

s=2

∑

C,D,A1,B1,...,Bk−1

〈[
∇DB1 ,ΘCBs

]
fCA1

B1...B̂s...Bk−1
, fDA1

B2...Bk−1

〉

ϕ

:= Σ3 +Σ4,(3.25)

by using Lemma 3.1. As in the case l = 1, we have

Σ4 = 4(k − 2) ‖f‖2ϕ .(3.26)

To control Σ3, let us isolate the term concerning D2f . Rewrite Σ3 as

(3.27)

1

k − 2
Σ3 =

1

k − 2

k−1∑

s=2

∑

C,D,A1,B1,...,Bk−1

〈
∇DB1fCA1

B1...B̂s...Bk−1
,∇CBsfDA1

B2...Bk−1

〉

ϕ

=
∑

C,D,A1,E1,E2,
B3,...,Bk−1

〈
∇DE1fCA1

B3...Bk−1E1
,∇CE2fDA1

B3...Bk−1E2

〉
ϕ

=
∑

C,D,A1,E1,E2,
B3,...,Bk−1

{
− 3

〈
∇DE1fCA1

B3...Bk−1E1
,∇E2[Cf

DA1]
B3...Bk−1E2

〉
ϕ

+
〈
∇DE1fCA1

B3...Bk−1E1
,∇A1E2fDC

B3...Bk−1E2

〉
ϕ

+
〈
∇DE1fCA1

B3...Bk−1E1
,∇DE2fCA1

B3...Bk−1E2

〉
ϕ

}
:= Σ31 +Σ32 +Σ33,
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by using Lemma 3.1, Lemma 2.2 (2) and relabeling indices. It is easy to see Σ33 is a squared sum,
which is nonnegative and

Σ31 = −3
∑

C,D,A1,E1,E2,
B3,...,Bk−1

〈
∇E1[Cf

DA1]
B3...Bk−1E1

,∇E2[Cf
DA1]
B3...Bk−1E2

〉
ϕ

= −3
∑

C,D,A1,
B3,...,Bk−1

∥∥∥D2(f)
CDA1
B3...Bk−1

∥∥∥
2

ϕ
= −3 ‖D2f‖

2
ϕ .

It follows from the expression of 1
k−2Σ3 in the second identity in (3.27) that

Σ32 = −
∑

D,F,G,E1,E2,
B3,...,Bk−1

〈
∇DE1fGF

B3...Bk−1E1
,∇GE2fDF

B3...Bk−1E2

〉
ϕ
=

−1

k − 2
Σ3,

by relabeling indices A1 as F and C as G and using fAB
... antisymmetric in A,B. Hence, we get

(3.28) Σ3 ≥ −
3(k − 2)

2
‖D2f‖

2
ϕ ,

when k > 2. By (3.23)-(3.28), we get

‖f‖2ϕ ≤
k − 1

4(k − 2)
‖D∗

1f‖
2
ϕ +

3

8
‖D2f‖

2
ϕ .

(3) For l = 3, since D3f = 0, we need to prove ‖f‖2 ≤ C ‖D∗
2f‖

2. Similar to (3.21), we have

(3.29) ‖D∗
2f‖

2
ϕ = ‖D∗

2f‖
2
ϕ + ‖P2D

∗
2(f)‖

2
ϕ .

Apply Proposition 2.2 to ‖P2D
∗
2(f)‖

2
ϕ to get

(3.30)

(k − 2)‖P2D
∗
2f‖

2
ϕ =

2(k − 2)2

k

∑

A1,B1,...,Bk−3

∥∥∥∥∥∥

∑

C,E

ΘC(Ef
CA1E
B1...Bk−3)

∥∥∥∥∥∥

2

ϕ

=
2

k

∑

A1,B1,...,Bk−3

∥∥∥∥∥∥

∑

C,E

ΘCEf
CA1E
B1...Bk−3

∥∥∥∥∥∥

2

ϕ

≤
6

k

∑

A1,...,Bk−3

∑

E 6=A1

∥∥∥∥∥
∑

C

ΘCEf
CA1E
B1...Bk−3

∥∥∥∥∥

2

ϕ

≤
6

k

∑

A1,A2,...,Bk−2

∥∥∥∥∥
∑

C

ΘCB1f
CA1A2
B2...Bk−2

∥∥∥∥∥

2

ϕ

,

by using C f = 0 again, where we use the inequality |
∑3

j=1 aj|
2 ≤ 3

∑3
j=1 |aj |

2 in the first inequality
and add some nonnegative terms in the second inequality.

As in the case l = 2 in (3.23), we have

(3.31)

(k − 2) ‖D∗
2 f‖

2
ϕ =(k − 2) ‖D∗

2f‖
2
ϕ − (k − 2) ‖PD∗

2(f)‖
2
ϕ

=

{ ∑

C,D,A1,A2,
B1,...,Bk−2

〈
ΘCB1f

CA1A2
B2...Bk−2

,ΘDB1f
DA1A2
B2...Bk−2

〉
ϕ
− (k − 2) ‖PD∗

2(f)‖
2
ϕ

}

+
k−2∑

s=2

∑

C,D,A1,A2,
B1,...,Bk−2

〈
ΘCBsf

CA1A2

B1...B̂s...Bk−2
,ΘDB1f

DA1A2
B2...Bk−2

〉

ϕ

:= Σ1 +Σ2.
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Apply (3.30) to Σ1 in (3.31) to get

(3.32) Σ1 ≥

(
1−

6

k

) ∑

D,A1,A2,B1,...

∥∥∥∥∥
∑

C

ΘCB1f
CA1A2
B2...Bk−2

∥∥∥∥∥

2

ϕ

≥ 0,

if k ≥ 6. For Σ2, we can rewrite it as

Σ2 =
k−2∑

s=2

∑

C,D,A1,A2,B1,...

〈
∇DB1ΘCBsf

CA1A2

B1...B̂s...Bk−2
, fDA1A2

B2...Bk−2

〉

ϕ

=

k−2∑

s=2

∑

C,D,A1,A2,B1,...

〈
ΘCBs∇

DB1fCA1A2

B1...B̂s...Bk−2
, fDA1A2

B2...Bk−2

〉

ϕ

+

k−2∑

s=2

∑

C,D,A1,A2,B1,...

〈
[∇DB1 ,ΘCBs ]f

CA1A2

B1...B̂s...Bk−2
, fDA1A2

B2...Bk−2

〉

ϕ

:= Σ3 +Σ4,

by Lemma 3.1. Similarly to the case l = 1, we have

Σ4 = 4(k − 3) ‖f‖2ϕ .(3.33)

To control Σ3, we write

1

k − 3
Σ3 =

1

k − 3

k−2∑

s=2

∑

C,D,A1,A2,B1,...,Bk−2

〈
∇DB1fCA1A2

B1...B̂s...Bk−2
,∇CBsfDA1A2

B2...Bk−2

〉

ϕ

=
∑

C,D,A1,A2,E1,E2,
B1,...,Bk−4

〈
∇DE1fCA1A2

B1...Bk−4E1
,∇CE2fDA1A2

B1...Bk−4E2

〉
ϕ

=
∑

C,D,A1,A2,E1,E2,
B1,...,Bk−4

{
− 4

〈
∇DE1fCA1A2

B1...Bk−4E1
,∇E2[Cf

DA1A2]
B1...Bk−4E2

〉
ϕ

+
〈
∇DE1fCA1A2

B1...Bk−4E1
,∇A1E2fDCA2

B1...Bk−4E2

〉
ϕ

+
〈
∇DE1fCA1A2

B1...Bk−4E1
,∇A2E2fDA1C

B1...Bk−4E2

〉
ϕ

+
〈
∇DE1fCA1A2

B1...Bk−4E1
,∇DE2fCA1A2

B1...Bk−4E2

〉
ϕ

}
:= Σ31 +Σ32 +Σ33 +Σ34,

by Lemma 3.1 and relabeling indices. It is easy to see that Σ34 is a nonnegative squared norm, and

Σ31 = −4
∑

C,D,A1,A2,E1,E2,
B1,...,Bk−4

〈
∇E1[Cf

DA1A2]
B1...Bk−4E1

,∇E2[Cf
DA1A2]
B1...Bk−4E2

〉
ϕ
= −4 ‖D3f‖

2
ϕ = 0,

by Lemma 2.1, while

Σ32 = Σ33 =
−1

k − 3
Σ3,

by relabeling indices again. Hence,

(3.34) Σ3 ≥ 0.



THE RESOLUTION OF EUCLIDEAN MASSLESS FIELD OPERATORS AND THE L2 METHOD 17

Apply (3.32)-(3.34) to (3.31) to get

‖f‖2ϕ ≤
k − 2

4(k − 3)
‖D∗

2 f‖
2
ϕ .

The estimate (1.14) is proved. �

4. Proof of main theorems

We use a general machine to deduce the existence of solution from the L2-estimate (cf. e.g. [5]).

Proposition 4.1. The �l is a densely defined, closed, self-adjoint and non-negative operator with

domain

Dom(�l) = {f ∈ L2
ϕ(R

6,Vl)|f ∈ Dom(Dl), f ∈ Dom(D∗
l−1),D

∗
l−1f ∈ Dom(Dl−1),Dlf ∈ Dom(D∗

l )}.

This general fact from functional analysis essentially dues to Gaffney [9] (See also [5, Proposition
4.2.3] [23, Proposition 3.1]). So we omit its proof here.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. (1) Theorem 1.2 implies that

1

C
‖h‖2ϕ ≤

∥∥D
∗
l−1h

∥∥2
ϕ
+ ‖Dlh‖

2
ϕ = 〈�lh, h〉ϕ ≤ ‖�lh‖ϕ ‖h‖ϕ ,

for h ∈ Dom(�l). Thus �l is bounded from below and injective. Since �l is self-adjoint and closed,
Range �l is a dense subset of L2

ϕ(R
6,Vl) by Proposition 4.1. For fixed f ∈ L2

ϕ(R
6,Vl), we define the

complex anti-linear functional

λf : �lh −→ 〈f, h〉ϕ,

which is well defined on the dense subset Range �l of L
2
ϕ(R

6,Vl), since

|λf (�lh)| = |〈f, h〉ϕ| ≤ ‖f‖ϕ ‖h‖ϕ ≤ C ‖f‖ϕ ‖�lh‖ϕ ,

for h ∈ Dom�l. We see that λf is bounded on a dense subset and can be uniquely extended to the
whole space L2

ϕ(R
6,Vl). By the Riesz representation theorem, there exists a unique F ∈ L2

ϕ(R
6,Vl)

such that λf (G) = 〈F,G〉ϕ for any G ∈ L2
ϕ(R

6,Vl) and ‖F‖ϕ = |λf | ≤ C ‖f‖ϕ. So we have 〈F,�lh〉ϕ =

〈f, h〉ϕ for any h ∈ Dom(�l). This implies F ∈ Dom(�∗
l ) and �

∗
l F = f . Since �l is self-adjoint,

F ∈ Dom(�l) and �lF = f . We write F = Nlf . Then ‖Nlf‖ϕ ≤ C ‖f‖ϕ.

(2) Since Nl+1f ∈ Dom(�l+1), we have D∗
l Nl+1f ∈ Dom(Dl),Dl+1Nl+1f ∈ Dom(D∗

l+1) and

(4.1) DlD
∗
l Nl+1f = f − D

∗
l+1Dl+1Nl+1f,

by �l+1Nl+1f = f . Because Dl+1f = 0 and Dl+1DlH = 0 for any H ∈ Dom(Dl), the above identity
implies D∗

l+1Dl+1Nl+1f ∈ Dom(Dl+1) and

Dl+1D
∗
l+1Dl+1Nl+1f = 0,

by Dl+1 acting on both sides of (4.1). Then

0 = 〈Dl+1D
∗
l+1Dl+1Nl+1f,Dl+1Nl+1f〉ϕ =

∥∥D
∗
l+1Dl+1Nl+1f

∥∥2
ϕ
,

i.e., D∗
l+1Dl+1Nl+1f = 0. Hence, by (4.1), we have

DlD
∗
l Nl+1f = f.

Moreover, we have D∗
l Nl+1f ⊥ kerDl since 〈H,D∗

l Nl+1f〉ϕ = 〈DlH,Nl+1f〉ϕ = 0 for any H ∈ kerDl.
The estimate (1.13) follows from

‖D∗
l Nl+1f‖

2
ϕ + ‖Dl+1Nl+1f‖

2
ϕ = 〈�l+1Nl+1f,Nl+1f〉ϕ ≤ C ‖f‖2ϕ .

The theorem is proved. �
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Proof of Theorem 1.3. Note that ‖f‖2ϕ < +∞ for f ∈ P (R6,Vl+1), where ϕ = |x|2. So there exists

u ∈ L2(R6,Vl), such that Dlu = f and D∗
l−1u = 0 by Theorem 1.1. Consequently,

(4.2) �lu = Θl−1Dlu+ Dl−1Θl−1u = Θl−1f, l = 1, 2, 3.

in the sense of distributions, where Dl+1f = 0 and Θl−1f is a polynomial by the expression of D∗
l in

(3.12) and P in (2.6).
On the other hand, �l is an elliptic differential operator of second order. This is because

〈σ(�l)ξ, ξ〉 = 〈σlξ, σlξ〉+ 〈σ∗l−1ξ, σ
∗
l−1ξ〉,

for ξ ∈ Vl, where the inner product is the Euclidean inner product of Vl and σ(�l) and σl are symbols
of operators �l and Dl (cf. (5.1)), respectively. We see that

ker σ(�l) = kerσl ∩ ker σ∗l−1 = Imσl−1 ∩ ker σ∗l−1 = {0},

by Proposition 1.1. Thus we know the solution u of (4.2) is real analytic by applying Theorem 6.6.1
in [15] to elliptic differential operator �l of second order with real analytic coefficients. We write the
Taylor expression of u as u =

∑∞
m=0 um, where um is a polynomial of homogeneous degree m. Suppose

f is a polynomial of degree L. Since Dl is a first order differential operator with constant coefficients,
then Dlum is a polynomial of degree m− 1 or vanishes. Hence, Dlu = f implies that

Dl

( L+1∑

m=0

um

)
= f.

So we get a polynomial solution to Dlu = f if Dl+1f = 0. The result follows. �

5. The ellipticity of k-monogenic-complex

Recall that the symbol of the matrix differential operator D =
∑

|α|≤mAα1...αN
(x)∂α1

x1
. . . ∂αN

xN
:

C∞(Ω,W ) −→ C∞(Ω,W ′) at (x, v) is defined to be

(5.1) σ(D)(x,v) :=
∑

|α|=m

Aα1...αN
(x)

(
v1
i

)α1

. . .

(
vN
i

)αN

:W −→W ′,

where Ω is a domain in R
N and Aα1...αN

is a linear transformation from vector spaceW toW ′, v ∈ R
N .

A differential complex

C∞(Ω,W0)
D0−→ . . .

Dn−1
−→ C∞(Ω,Wn)

is called elliptic if its symbol sequence

W0

σ(D0)(x,v)
−→ . . .

σ(Dn−1)(x,v)
−→ Wn

is exact for any x ∈ Ω, v ∈ R
N\{0}, that is kerσ(Dl)(x,v) = Imσ(Dl−1)(x,v).

Proof of Proposition 1.1. Let us prove the symbol sequence

(5.2) 0 −→ V0
σ0−→ . . .

σ2−→ V3 −→ 0,

is exact for fixed x ∈ R
6 and v ∈ R

6\{0}, where σl := σ(Dl)(x,v). Note that

(5.3) (σlf)
A1...Al+1

B2...Bk−l
=

4∑

B1=1

MB1[A1f
A2...Al+1]
B1...Bk−l

,
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with

MAB :=
1

i




0 iv0 + v5 v3 + iv4 v1 + iv2
−iv0 − v5 0 v1 − iv2 −v3 + iv4
−v3 − iv4 −v1 + iv2 0 −iv0 + v5
−v1 − iv2 v3 − iv4 iv0 − v5 0




a antisymmetric matrix. Since σl+1 ◦ σl = 0 follows from Dl+1 ◦ Dl = 0, we only need to prove σ0 is
injective, ker σl ⊆ Imσl−1, l = 1, 2, and σ2 is surjective.

(1) For any ξ ∈ ker σ0, we have

σ0(ξ)
A1
B2...Bk

=
∑

B1

MB1A1ξB1B2...Bk
= 0,

for any fixed A1, B2, . . . , Bk. It is known that the determinant of M is nonvanishing for any v 6= 0

since MM
T
= |v|2I4×4 which can be deduced from [14, (2.5) and Proposition 2.1]. This essentially

comes from the fact that D0 is the Dirac operator. So we have ξB1...Bk
= 0 for any B1, . . . , Bk. Hence,

σ0 is injective.
(2) For any ξ ∈ ker σ1, let Ξ ∈ V0 be given by

ΞB1...Bk
:=

∑

E

M−1
E(B1

ξEB2...Bk)
,

where M−1 is the inverse of M . Then

(5.4)

σ0(Ξ)
A1
B2...Bk

=
∑

B1

MB1A1ΞB1B2...Bk

=
1

k

∑

E,B1

[
M−1

EB1
MB1A1ξEB2...Bk

+

k∑

s=2

M−1
EBs

MB1A1ξE
B1...B̂s...Bk

]
,

by using Lemma 2.2 (1). Since ξ ∈ ker σ1, we have

(5.5) 0 = 2σ1(ξ)
A1E

B2...B̂s...Bk

=
∑

B1

MB1A1ξE
B1...B̂s...Bk

−
∑

B1

MB1EξA1

B1...B̂s...Bk

,

by Lemma 2.2 (2). Apply (5.5) to (5.4) to get

σ0(Ξ)
A1
B2...Bk

=
1

k

[∑

E

δA1
E ξEB2...Bk

+

k∑

s=2

∑

B1

δB1
Bs
ξA1

B1...B̂s...Bk

]
= ξA1

B2...Bk
,

since M−1 is the inverse of M . Thus σ0Ξ = ξ and so ker σ1 ⊆ Imσ0.
(3) For any ξ ∈ ker σ2, set

ΞA
B1...Bk−1

:=
∑

E

M−1
E(B1

ξAE
B2...Bk−1)

.

We claim Ξ ∈ V1. Then

(5.6)

σ1(Ξ)
A1A2
B2...Bk−1

=
∑

B1

MB1[A1Ξ
A2]
B1B2...Bk−1

=
1

k − 1

∑

E,B1

[
M−1

EB1
MB1[A1ξ

A2]E
B2...Bk−1

+
k−1∑

s=2

M−1
EBs

MB1[A1ξ
A2]E

B1...B̂s...Bk−1

]
,
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by Lemma 2.2 (1). Since ξ ∈ ker σ2, then for fixed s ∈ {2, . . . , k − 1}, we have

(5.7)

0 =3σ2(ξ)
A1A2E

B2...B̂s...Bk−1
= 3

∑

B1

MB1[A1ξ
A2E]

B1...B̂s...Bk−1

=2
∑

B1

MB1[A1ξ
A2]E

B1...B̂s...Bk−1
+

∑

B1

MB1EξA1A2

B1...B̂s...Bk−1
,

by (5.3) and Lemma 2.2 (2). Apply (5.7) to (5.6) to get

σ1(Ξ)
A1A2
B2...Bk−1

=
1

k − 1

(∑

E

δ
[A1

E ξ
A2]E
B2...Bk−1

−
1

2

k−1∑

s=2

∑

B1

δB1
Bs
ξA1A2

B1...B̂s...Bk−1

)
=

−k

2(k − 1)
ξA1A2
B2...Bk−1

,

by M−1 inverse to M again. Thus σ1

(
2(k−1)
−k

Ξ

)
= ξ.

It remains to show the claim C (Ξ) = 0. Note that for any fixed B1, . . . , Bk−2,

(5.8)

(k − 1)C (Ξ)B1...Bk−2
= (k − 1)

∑

A1,A2

M−1
A2(B1

ξA1A2

B2...Bk−2A1)

=
∑

A1,A2

[
M−1

A2A1
ξA1A2
B1...Bk−2

+
k−2∑

s=1

M−1
A2Bs

ξA1A2
B1...A1...

]
=

∑

A1,A2

M−1
A2A1

ξA1A2
B1...Bk−2

,

by C ξ = 0. Since detM 6= 0, C(Ξ) = 0 follows from

(k − 1)
∑

B1

MEB1C (Ξ)B1...Bk−2
=

∑

A1,A2,B1

MB1EM−1
A2A1

ξA1A2
B1...Bk−2

=−
∑

A1,A2

∑

B1

(
MB1A1ξA2E

B1...Bk−2
−MB1A2ξA1E

B1...Bk−2

)
M−1

A2A1

=
∑

A2,B1

δB1
A2
ξA2E
B1...Bk−2

+
∑

A1,B1

δB1
A1
ξA1E
B1...Bk−2

= 2
∑

B1

ξB1E
B1...Bk−2

= 0,

for all indices E,B2, . . . , Bk−2, by using (5.7),M antisymmetric and C ξ = 0. So Ξ ∈ V1. kerσ2 ⊆ Imσ1
is proved.

(4) For any ξ ∈ kerσ3 = V3, we do not know whether
∑

E M
−1
E(B1

ξA1A2E
B2...Bk−2)

belongs to V2 or not.

But note that the diagram

⊙k−1
C
4 ⊗ ∧3

C
4 4σ̃
−−−−→ ⊙k−2

C
4 ⊗ ∧4

C
4 −−−−→ 0

yC

yC

V2
−3σ2−−−−→ V3 −−−−→ 0

is commutative, i.e., −3σ2C = 4C σ̃, where σ̃ : ⊙k−1
C
4 ⊗ ∧3

C
4 −→ ⊙k−2

C
4 ⊗ ∧4

C
4 is given by

(5.9) (σ̃Ξ̃)A1...A4
B2...Bk−1

=
∑

B1

MB1[A1Ξ̃
A2...A4]
B1...Bk−1

.
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This is because

−3(σ2C Ξ̃)A1A2A3
B1...Bk−3

=− 3
∑

E,F

ME[A1Ξ̃
|F |A2A3]
B1...Bk−3EF

=−
∑

E,F

(
MEA1Ξ̃FA2A3

B1...Bk−3EF −MEA2Ξ̃FA1A3
B1...Bk−3EF −MEA3Ξ̃FA2A1

B1...Bk−3EF

)

= = 4
∑

E,F

ME[F Ξ̃
A1A2A3]
B1...Bk−3FE = 4(C σ̃Ξ̃)A1A2A3

B1...Bk−3

by
∑

E,F M
EF Ξ̃A1A2A3

B1...Bk−3FE = 0 since ξ is symmetric in E,F while M is antisymmetric in E,F .

Now we construct an inverse image of σ2 by an inverse image of σ̃. Suppose that A1, . . . , A4 are
different. There must be at least one of A1, A2, A3, A4 equal to one of B1, . . . , Bk−2. Without loss of

generality, we assume A1 = Bk−2. For ξ ∈ V3, we construct a lifting ξ̃ ∈ ⊙k−2
C
4 ⊗ ∧4

C
4 as follows

(5.10) ξ̃A1A2A3A4
B1...Bk−2

= ξA2A3A4
B1...Bk−3

,

when A1 = Bk−2. ξ̃ is well defined because if there also exists A2 = Bk−3, we must have ξ̃A1A2A3A4
B1...Bk−2

=

−ξA1A3A4
B1...Bk−4Bk−2

by ξA2A3A4
B1...Bk−3

= −ξA1A3A4
B1...Bk−4Bk−2

. The latter identity follows from

0 =
∑

E

ξEA3A4
B1...Bk−4E

=
∑

E=A1,A2

ξEA3A4
B1...Bk−4E

,

by C ξ = 0 for ξ ∈ V3 = ker σ3. We have

(5.11) C (ξ̃)A1A2A3
B1...Bk−3

=
∑

C

ξ̃CA1A2A3
B1...Bk−3C

= ξA1A2A3
B1...Bk−3

for any fixed A1, A2, A3, B1, . . . , Bk−3. Now define Ξ̃ ∈ ⊙k−1
C
4 ⊗ ∧3

C
4 by

Ξ̃E2A1A2
B1...Bk−1

:=
∑

E1

M−1
E1(B1

ξ̃E2A1A2E1

B2...Bk−1)
,

and Ξ := C Ξ̃. Then
ΞA1A2
B1...Bk−2

=
∑

E1,E2

M−1
E1(B1

ξ̃E2A1A2E1

B2...Bk−2E2)
.

and Ξ ∈ V2, since C ◦ C Ξ̃ = 0. Now we show σ2Ξ = Cξ for some constant C 6= 0.
(5.12)

(k − 1)(σ2Ξ)
A1A2A3
B2...Bk−2

=(k − 1)
∑

B1

MB1[A1Ξ
A2A3]
B1...Bk−2

=
∑

B1,E1,E2

[
MB1[A1M−1

E1E2
ξ̃
A2A3]E2E1

B1...Bk−2
+

k−2∑

s=1

MB1[A1M−1
E1Bs

ξ̃
A2A3]E2E1

B1...B̂s...Bk−2E2

]

=
∑

B1,E1,E2

M−1
E1E2

MB1[A1 ξ̃
A2A3]E2E1

B1...Bk−2
−

∑

B1,E1

M−1
E1B1

MB1[A1ξ
A2A3]E1

B2...Bk−2

−

k−2∑

s=2

∑

B1,E1

M−1
E1Bs

MB1[A1ξ
A2A3]E1

B1...B̂s...Bk−2
:= Σ1 +Σ2 +Σ3,

by expanding symmetrization and using (5.11). It is easy to see that

(5.13) Σ2 = −
∑

E1

δ
[A1

E1
ξ
A2A3]E1

B2...Bk−2
= −ξA1A2A3

B2...Bk−2
.
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On the other hand, it follows from ξ ∈ V3 = kerσ3, i.e. 4(σ3ξ)
A1E1A2A3

B2...B̂s...Bk−2
= 0, that

0 = 4
∑

B1

MB1[A1ξ
E1A2A3]

B1...B̂s...Bk−2
= 3

∑

B1

MB1[A1ξ
A2A3]E1

B1...B̂s...Bk−2
−

∑

B1

MB1E1ξA1A2A3

B1...B̂s...Bk−2
.

Apply this identity to Σ3 in (5.12) to get

(5.14)

Σ3 =−
1

3

k−2∑

s=2

∑

B1,E1

M−1
E1Bs

MB1E1ξA1A2A3

B1...B̂s...Bk−2
= −

1

3

k−2∑

s=2

∑

B1

δB1
Bs
ξA1A2A3

B1...B̂s...Bk−2

=
3− k

3
ξA1A2A3
B2...Bk−2

,

by M−1 inverse to M again. Note that MB1[A1 ξ̃
A2A3E1E2]
B1...Bk−2

= 0 by ∧5
C
4 = {0}, which implies

(5.15) MB1E1 ξ̃A2A3A1E2
B1...Bk−2

+MB1E2 ξ̃A2A3E1A1
B1...Bk−2

= 3MB1[A1 ξ̃
A2A3]E1E2

B1...Bk−2
.

Then apply (5.15) to Σ1 in (5.12) to get

(5.16)

Σ1 =
1

3

∑

B1,E1,E2

M−1
E1E2

(
MB1E1 ξ̃A2A3A1E2

B1...Bk−2
+MB1E2 ξ̃A2A3E1A1

B1...Bk−2

)

=
1

3

∑

B1,E2

δB1
E2
ξ̃A2A3A1E2
B1...Bk−2

−
1

3

∑

B1,E1

δB1
E1
ξ̃A2A3E1A1
B1...Bk−2

= −
2

3
ξA1A2A3
B2...Bk−2

,

by (5.11). Now apply (5.13), (5.14) and (5.16) to (5.12) to get

(k − 1)(σ2Ξ)
A1A2A3
B2...Bk−2

= −
k + 2

3
ξA1A2A3
B2...Bk−2

.

Hence, σ2 is surjective. Proposition 1.1 is proved. �
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