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ON SYMBOL CORRESPONDENCES FOR QUARK SYSTEMS

P.A.S. ALCÂNTARA AND P. DE M. RIOS

Abstract. We present the characterization of symbol correspondences for
mechanical systems that are symmetric under SU(3), which we refer to as
quark systems. The quantum systems are the unitary irreducible representa-
tions of SU(3), denoted by Q(p, q), p, q ∈ N0, with their operator algebras.
We study the cases when the classical phase space is a coadjoint orbit: either
the complex projective plane CP 2 or the flag manifold that is the total space
of fiber bundle CP 1 →֒ E → CP 2. In the first case, we refer to pure-quark
systems and the characterization of their correspondences is given in terms of
characteristic numbers, similarly to the case of spin systems, cf. [18]. In the
second case, we refer to generic quark systems and the characterization of their
correspondences is given in terms of characteristic matrices, which introduces
various novel features. Furthermore, we present the SU(3) decomposition of
the product of quantum operators and their corresponding twisted products
of classical functions, for both pure and generic quark systems. In preparation
for asymptotic analysis of these twisted products, we also present the SU(3)
decomposition of the pointwise product of classical functions.
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1. Introduction

Inspired by the treatment of symbol correspondences between quantum and clas-
sical mechanical systems which are symmetric under SU(2), the so-called spin sys-
tems, cf. [18], we proceed to expand our knowledge about the correspondence prin-
ciple for systems that are symmetric under a compact Lie group by studying symbol
correspondences for mechanical systems with SU(3) symmetry1. Since SU(3) is the
symmetry group of the strong force, we call such systems quark systems.

The first remarkable difference between the SU(2) and the SU(3) cases is that
in the former case there is just one classical system, namely the Poisson algebra of
smooth functions on CP 1 ≃ S2, whereas in the latter case there are two types of
symplectic phase space: the complex projective plane CP 2 and the flag manifold
that is a fiber bundle E over CP 2 with fibers CP 1, denoted CP 1 →֒ E → CP 2. The
quantum systems of interest here are the Hilbert spaces Hp,q with an irreducible
representationQ(p, q) of SU(3), for p, q ∈ N0, together with their operator algebras.

Then the main question posed here can be addressed in the following way:
when/how is it possible to injectively map the space of operators on Hp,q to the
space of smooth functions on CP 2, or E , in an SU(3)-equivariant way which also
ensures that quantum observables give rise to classical observables?

To answer the question above we define symbol correspondences2 in the spirit of
what is already done in literature, especially in [18], as linear injective maps

W : B(Hp,q) → C∞
C (O) , A 7→WA ,

where B(Hp,q) is the space of operators and O is either CP 2 or E , satisfying a few
extra properties: (i) any such map W is SU(3)-equivariant, (ii) the image of any
Hermitian operator is a real function and (iii) the normalization condition

(1.1)

∫

O

WA(x)dx =
1

dimQ(p, q)
tr(A)

applies to every operator A ∈ B(Hp,q), with respect to a normalized left invariant
integral on O. Condition (ii) encodes that W maps observables to observables and
condition (iii) means it preserves expected values.

It turns out that for O = CP 2 we can only define symbol correspondences for
irreducible representations of type Q(p, 0) or Q(0, q). We refer to the classical and
quantum systems associated to CP 2 and Hilbert spaces Hp,0 or H0,q as pure-quark
systems, since the pertinent irreducible representations of SU(3) emerge from sys-
tems of p quarks only, or q antiquarks only.3 Characterization of symbol correspon-
dences for pure-quark systems is very similar to what is known for spin systems.

1Initial efforts in this direction can be found in [15, 16, 19].
2It may be fair to call them symplectic symbol correspondences because we are working only with
symplectic manifolds. For SU(3), one could also try to work with a Poisson manifold irregularly
foliated by symplectic leaves, trying to define Poissonian symbol correspondences.
3One can also interpret such pure-quark systems as solution spaces for the three dimensional
isotropic oscillator, cf. Remark 3.9.
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In particular, the correspondences for Hp,0, or H0,p, are unequivocally determined
by an ordered set of nonzero real numbers

(1.2) cn ∈ R
∗ , 1 ≤ n ≤ p ,

called characteristic numbers, so that the moduli space of symbol correspondences
for pure-quark systems is (R∗)p, cf. Theorem 3.13 and Corollary 3.14.

However, when O is the flag manifold E , we can define symbol correspondences
for any Hp,q, i.e. any irreducible representation ρ of class Q(p, q) of SU(3), so
we refer to the classical and quantum systems associated to E and Hp,q as generic
quark systems4. Here we see some novel features and the characterization of symbol
correspondences for generic quark systems is now presented via full-rank complex
matrices, called characteristic matrices, cf. Theorem 4.11, so that the moduli space
of symbol correspondences for generic quark systems is a product of non compact
Stiefel manifolds, cf. Corollary 4.12.

Just as it happens for spin systems, for both pure-quark and generic quark
systems, Theorems 3.15 and 4.13 show that a symbol correspondence W can be
realized in terms of expectations over a Hermitian operator with unitary trace K,
called the operator kernel, via

(1.3) WA(gx0) = tr(AKg) ,

for any A ∈ B(Hp,q) and g ∈ SU(3), where x0 ∈ O is a suitable point related to a
choice of basis for Hp,q, with gx0 denoting the (co)adjoint action of g on x0 ∈ O
and Kg denoting the action of g on K ∈ B(Hp,q),

SU(3) ∋ g : K 7→ ρ(g)Kρ(g)−1 = Kg ,

where ρ is the irreducible SU(3)-representation on the respective quantum system.
Thus, one can also interpret symbol correspondences for quark systems as ex-

pectation values over pseudo-states (Hermitian operators with unit trace which are
not necessarily positive). When the operator kernel is also a positive operator, i.e.
when K is precisely a state, the correspondence maps positive(-definite) operators
to (strictly-)positive functions and is called a mapping-positive correspondence.

On the other hand, if the correspondenceW induces an isometry between B(Hp,q)
and the image set of W , for appropriately normalized invariant inner products in
B(Hp,q) and C∞

C
(O), then W is called a Stratonovich-Weyl correspondence. As

for spin systems, Theorem 3.26 shows that no Stratonovich-Weyl correspondence
is mapping-positive, for the case of pure-quark systems.

Adaptations of a proof from [18] show that the projection on the lowest weight
vector ofHp,0 is an operator kernel as well as the projection on highest weight vector
of H0,p, so the mapping-positive symbol correspondences they define are called
Berezin correspondences, cf. Propositions 3.28 and 3.29 and Definitions 3.31 and
4.26. Berezin correspondences also present examples of a natural relation between
correspondences for dual quark systems (a concealed feature for spin systems since
these are self dual systems). Accordingly, in [18] the authors defined alternate
correspondences, whilst here we shall use the term antipodal correspondences, cf.
Definitions 3.34 and 4.28, Propositions 3.36 and 4.29, Remarks 3.33 and 3.35.

4We emphasize that quantum pure-quark systems are special cases of quantum generic quark
systems.
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In this paper, we also start the study of twisted products of symbols, that is, non-
commutative products of functions in some finite dimensional subspaces of C∞

C
(O),

which are induced by the operator product on B(Hp,q) via symbol correspondences.
In order to do so, first we develop the SU(3)-invariant decomposition of the op-

erator product on B(Hp,q), cf. Lemma 2.14, Proposition 2.27 and Corollary 2.29,
defining the Wigner product symbol that is a product of Wigner coupling and re-
coupling symbols, cf. Definitions 2.25, 2.26 and 2.28. From this, in Theorems 3.42,
3.43, 4.36 and 4.37 we are able to present some explicit expressions for twisted prod-
ucts. And in Propositions 3.48 and 4.42 we show that antipodal correspondences
induce a “reverse symbolic dynamics” via twisted product, cf. Remark 3.50.

This paper is organized as follows.
In Section 2 we first present some general facts concerning the Lie group SU(3)

and proceed in subsection 2.1 with the characterization of its irreducible unitary
representations using the Gelfand-Tsetlin technology for defining a basis of Hp,q.
Then, in subsection 2.2 we present the Clebsch-Gordan series of SU(3), followed
by the SU(3)-invariant decomposition of the operator product, in subsection 2.3.
Using mixed Casimir operators, we present a way to distinguish subrepresentations
with multiplicties in the CG series, in subsection 2.4, from which we define various
symmetric Wigner symbols which are used to rewrite the operator product, in
subsection 2.5. Finally, in subsection 2.6 we present the description of CP 2 and E
as (co)adjoint orbits of SU(3).

In Sections 3 and 4 we work out the description of symbol correspondences for
pure-quark systems and generic quark systems, respectively. The first section of
each chapter presents the construction of harmonic functions on the respective clas-
sical phase space, from which we identify the pertinent irreducible representations
of SU(3), and proceeds with the SU(3)-invariant decomposition of their pointwise
product. The last two sections of each chapter are devoted to symbol correspon-
dences and their twisted products.

Section 5 presents a brief discussion of some results obtained in this paper, with
indication of some topics for future investigations.

Acknowledgements: We thank Eldar Straume and Luiz San Martin for some
interesting comments.
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2. On the representations of SU(3)

Let SU(3) denote the special unitary subgroup of GL3(C), satisfying det g = 1
and gg† = g†g = e, for all g ∈ SU(3). As a manifold, SU(3) can be seen as a fiber
bundle over S5 whose fibers are S3 ≃ SU(2) (see discussion in section 2.6), hence
it is a compact Lie group of real dimension 8. The Lie algebra of SU(3), denoted
by su(3), can be generated by iλk, for k = 1, ..., 8, where

(2.1)

λ1 =



0 1 0
1 0 0
0 0 0


 , λ2 =



0 −i 0
i 0 0
0 0 0


 , λ3 =



1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 0


 ,

λ4 =



0 0 1
0 0 0
1 0 0


 , λ5 =



0 0 −i
0 0 0
i 0 0


 , λ6 =



0 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0


 ,

λ7 =



0 0 0
0 0 −i
0 i 0


 , λ8 =

1√
3



1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 −2




are Hermitian matrices, known as Gell-Mann matrices, satisfying

(2.2) tr(λaλb) = 2δab ,

and

(2.3) [λa, λb] = 2i

8∑

c=1

fabcλc

with fabc totally antisymmetric and completely determined by Table 1 – see e.g.
[12]. It follows that SU(3) is not only compact, but also a simple Lie group.

abc 123 147 156 246 257 345 367 458 678

fabc 1 1/2 −1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 −1/2
√
3/2

√
3/2

Table 1. Structure constants for Gell-Mann matrices.

In order to describe irreducible representations of SU(3), it is useful to take the
complexification of su(3). Thus, we will work with complex linear combinations of
the so-called F -spin operators:

(2.4) Fk =
1

2
λk .

As expected, due to their names, using the F -spin operators we get a Lie bracket
structure for SU(3) more similar to the canonical one for SU(2). By defining

(2.5)

T± = F1 ± iF2 , T3 = F3 ,

V± = F4 ± iF5 , U± = F6 ± iF7 ,

Y =
2√
3
F8 ,

one can easily verify that

(2.6) T †
± = T∓ , U †

± = U∓ , V †
± = V∓ , T †

3 = T3 , Y
† = Y
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and

(2.7) [Y, T3] = 0 .

For Y , we also have

(2.8) [Y, T±] = 0 , [Y, U±] = ±U± , [Y, V±] = ±V± .

For the other operators, the following holds:

(2.9) [T3, T±] = ±T± , [T3, U±] = ∓1

2
U± , [T3, V±] = ±1

2
V± , [T+, T−] = 2T3 ,

(2.10) [U+, U−] =
3

2
Y − T3 , [V+, V−] =

3

2
Y + T3 .

(2.11) [T+, U+] = V+ , [T+, U−] = 0 , [T+, V+] = 0 , [T+, V−] = −U−

(2.12) [U+, V+] = 0 , [U+, V−] = T− .

From (2.7) and (2.10), we are compelled to define

(2.13) U3 =
3

4
Y − 1

2
T3 , V3 =

3

4
Y +

1

2
T3 ,

so we get5

(2.14)
[U3, U±] = ±U± , [U3, V±] = ±1

2
V±

[V3, V±] = ±V± , [V3, U±] = ±1

2
U± ,

(2.15) [T3, U3] = [U3, V3] = [V3, T3] = 0 .

The remaining commutation relations can be computed using the Hermitian
conjugate of the above expressions. We thus conclude that SU(3) is of rank 2 and
a straightforward calculation gives us

(2.16) tr(T3T3) =
1

2
, tr(Y Y ) =

2

3
, tr(T3Y ) = 0 ,

so the set {iT3, iY } forms an orthogonal, but not normal basis of the Cartan sub-
algebra of su(3).

Equations (2.14)-(2.15) together with equations (2.8)-(2.9), show that the root
system of SU(3) is composed by three root systems of SU(2), with the same length,
framing a regular hexagon as in Figure 1.

The roots α1, α2 and α3 are associated to the ladder operators T+, U+ and
V+, respectively. We choose the fundamental Weyl chamber as the blue hatched
one, enclosed by the dashed lines, so that {α1, α2, α3} is the set of positive roots
and {α1, α2} is the set of simple roots. Let ω1 and ω2 be the fundamental weights
satisfying

(2.17) 2
〈ωj |αk〉
‖αk‖2

= δj,k , j, k ∈ {1, 2} ,

5Among the infinitely many SU(2) subgroups of SU(3), the ones associated to {T3, T±}, {U3, U±}
and {V3, V±} are singled out as the three standard SU(2) subgroups of SU(3).
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α1

α3α2

Figure 1. Root diagram of su(3).

where 〈 | 〉 is the canonical Euclidean inner product on the root space. Writing the
fundamental weights as linear combination of the simple roots {α1, α2}, and using
that

(2.18) 〈α1|α2〉 = −‖α1‖‖α2‖/2 , ‖α1‖ = ‖α2‖ ,

the orthogonality relations 〈ω1|α2〉 = 〈ω2|α1〉 = 0 imply

ω1 = a (2α1 + α2) , ω2 = b (α1 + 2α2) .

The remaining relations given by (2.17) imply a = b = 1/3, so we finally get

(2.19) w1 =
1

3
(2α1 + α2) , w2 =

1

3
(α1 + 2α2) .

2.1. Irreducible unitary representations. Thus, we label the classes of irre-
ducible unitary representations of SU(3) by two nonnegative integers p and q,
denoting each class by Q(p, q), where (p, q) ≡ pω1 + qω2 is the highest weight
of the representation. In addition, we shall often refer to an unitary irreducible
representation class Q(p, q) in a less specific way simply as an unitary irreducible
representation Q(p, q), or just as a representation Q(p, q). Accordingly, for a rep-
resentation Q(p, q), p and q are the maximal integers such that (T−)

p and (U−)
q

can be applied to the highest weight vector before vanishing, and an orthonormal
basis of weight vectors for the representation Q(p, q), where6

(2.20) dimQ(p, q) =
(p+ 1)(q + 1)(p+ q + 2)

2
,

is obtained via linear combinations of the action of (T−)
a(U−)

b(T−)
c on the highest

weight vector.

Remark 2.1. The weights of Q(p, q) can be placed on a plane diagram that is
very useful for seeing the action of the step operators. In the examples below, the
highest weights are highlighted as square dots and the multiplicities of a weight
are represented by rings around the weight. Also, the axes t and u express the
eigenvalues for the operators T3 and U3, respectively.

Now, let ρ be an unitary irreducible representation of class Q(p, q) acting on a
complex Hilbert space (H, 〈 | 〉) of dimension dimQ(p, q). Then, we use the fact that

6Cf. Weyl dimensionality formula [13].
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t

u

(a) Representation Q(1, 0).

t

u

(b) Representation Q(1, 1).

Figure 2. Examples of weight diagram for irreducible represen-
tations of SU(3).

the weights of Q(p, q) can be labeled by (ν1, ν2, ν3) and I satisfying the Gelfand-
Tsetlin pattern7

(2.21)

0 ≤ r− ≤ q ≤ r+ ≤ p+ q , r− ≤ ν1 ≤ r+ ,

ν2 = (r+ + r−)− ν1 , ν3 = p+ 2q − (r+ + r−) ,

I =
1

2
(r+ − r−) ,

where r+ and r− are integers. The quantities

(2.22) t = (ν1 − ν2)/2 , u = (ν2 − ν3)/2 , v = (ν1 − ν3)/2

are the eigenvalues8 for the operators T3, U3 and V3, respectively, and the index I,
which is the spin number of the subrepresentation of SU(2) related to {T3, T±}, is
usually referred to as the isospin, in the physics literature. In this way, T± changes
(ν1, ν2, ν3) 7→ (ν1 ± 1, ν2 ∓ 1, ν3), U± changes (ν1, ν2, ν3) 7→ (ν1, ν2 ± 1, ν3 ∓ 1) and
V± changes (ν1, ν2, ν3) 7→ (ν1 ± 1, ν2, ν3 ∓ 1).

In particular, the highest weight is given by

(2.23) ν1 = p+ q

and

(2.24) r+ = p+ q , r− = q ,

so that

(2.25) ν2 = q , ν3 = 0 , I = p/2 .

7The same method is used in [3]. For a general description of Gelfand-Tsetlin pattern, see [17,
27], for instance.
8Henceforth the weights from which we are taking the eigenvalues will be specified or will be clear
from the presence or absence of subscript and superscript in t, u and v.
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Definition 2.2 (cf. e.g. [3]). A Gelfand-Tsetlin basis {e((p, q);ν, I)}, or simply
a GT basis, of a SU(3)-representation of class Q(p, q) is an orthonormal basis
indexed by the isospin I (the spin number of {T3, T±}) and

(2.26) ν = (ν1, ν2, ν3) ,

as specified above, cf. (2.21)-(2.22), constructed by fixing a highest weight vector

e((p, q); (p+ q, q, 0), p/2)

and choosing the other basis vectors such that
(2.27)

T−e((p, q); (ν1, ν2, ν3), I) =
√
(I + t)(I − t+ 1)e((p, q); (ν1 − 1, ν2 + 1, ν3), I) ,

(2.28)
U−e((p, q);(ν1, ν2, ν3), I) =√

(I − t)(p+ q − I + t− ν1 + 1)(I − t+ ν1 − q)(I − t+ ν1 + 1)

2I(2I + 1)

× e((p, q); (ν1, ν2 − 1, ν3 + 1), I − 1/2)

+

√
(I + t+ 1)(p+ q − ν1 + I + t+ 2)(q − ν1 + I + t+ 1)(ν1 − I − t)

(2I + 2)(2I + 1)

× e((p, q); (ν1, ν2 − 1, ν3 + 1), I + 1/2) .

Considering the anti-isomorphism H∗ ↔ H via inner product, for the dual rep-

resentation qρ ↔ ρ, we get that qT3 ↔ −T3, qU3 ↔ −U3, qV3 ↔ −V3, qT± ↔ −T∓,
qU± ↔ −U∓ and qV± ↔ −V∓. Thus, the states of qρ are related to the states of ρ by

(2.29) qI = I ; qt = −t , qu = −u ,
which implies

(2.30) qν1 = p+ q − ν1 , qν2 = p+ q − ν2 , qν3 = p+ q − ν3 .

Therefore, the highest weight of the representation qρ on H∗ is −µ, where µ is the
lowest weight of ρ. Since the lowest weight is the image of the highest weight by the
longest element of the Weyl group, we find that (q, p) = qω1 + pω2 is the highest
weight of qρ, that is, qρ is of class Q(q, p), so that

(2.31) Q(p, q)∗ = Q(q, p) .

Notation 1. In the light of this dualization symmetry, we introduce the simplifying
notation9:

(2.32) p = (p, q) ∈ N0 × N0 ↔ qp = (q, p) , with |p| = |qp| = p+ q .

Then, to better state the relations in (2.30), we define
(2.33)

∆|p|
ν,µ ≡ ∆p+q

ν,µ :=

{
1 , if ν + µ = (p+ q, p+ q, p+ q) = (|p|, |p|, |p|)
0 , otherwise

.

9We use the convention which identifies the set of natural numbers as N = {1, 2, 3, · · · } and denote
N0 = {0, 1, 2, 3, · · · }.



10 P. A. S. ALCÂNTARA AND P. DE M. RIOS

Definition 2.3. Given a Gelfand-Tsetlin basis {e(p;ν, I)} of a SU(3)-representation
of class Q(p) ≡ Q(p, q), the induced Gelfand-Tsetlin basis of the dual representa-
tion of class Q(p, q)∗ = Q(q, p) ≡ Q(qp) is the basis comprised by the vectors

(2.34) qe(qp; qν, I) = (−1)2(tν+uν )e
∗(p;ν, I) ,

where e
∗(p;ν, I) ∈ Q(qp) is the Hermitian dual of e(p;ν, I), that is, the dual of

e(p;ν, I) via Hermitian inner product on Q(p), and where tν and uν stand as in
(2.22), with ν and qν satisfying the duality relations (2.30), that is, using (2.33),

(2.35) duality: ν ↔ qν ⇐⇒ ∆
|p|
ν,qν = 1 .

Remark 2.4. A GT basis {e(p;ν, I)} and the induced GT basis qe(qp; qν, I) are
related by an involution. Considering the natural isomorphism between a finite
dimensional vector space and its double dual, the dual GT basis induced by qe(qp; qν, I)
is precisely {e(p;ν, I)}, that is,

(2.36) e(p;ν, I) = (−1)2(t+u)
qe
∗(qp; qν, I) .

This contrasts with standard convention for irreducible representations of SU(2),
since for a SU(2)-representation with spin number j, there is a phase (−1)2j be-
tween a standard basis and the basis of the double dual space induced by the basis
of the dual space, c.f. [18].

Definition 2.5. The Wigner D-functions (in the GT basis) of an irreducible uni-
tary SU(3)-representation ρ of class Q(p) ≡ Q(p, q) are the functions

(2.37) Dp
νI,µJ (g) = 〈 e(p;ν, I) | ρ(g)e(p;µ, J) 〉 .

Using the conjugate symmetry of the inner product and the relation 〈v|w〉 =
〈w∗|v∗〉 between inner products of H and H∗, we get

(2.38)

Dp
νI,µJ(g) = 〈 ρ(g)e(p;µ, J) | e(p;ν, I) 〉

= 〈e∗(p;ν, I)|qρ(g)e∗(p;µ, J)〉
= (−1)2(tν+uν+tµ+uµ) 〈qe(qp; qν, I) | qρ(g)qe(qp; qµ, J) 〉
= (−1)2(tν+uν+tµ+uµ)Dqp

qνI,qµJ(g)

for ∆
|p|
ν,qν = ∆

|p|
µ,qµ

= 1.

2.2. Clebsch-Gordan series and space of operators. An irreducible unitary
representation ρ of class Q(p) on H extends to an unitary representation (with
respect to the trace inner product) on B(H) via adjoint action: for A ∈ B(H) and
g ∈ SU(3), the action of g on A is

(2.39) Ag = ρ(g)Aρ(g)−1 .

Now, we recall that B(H) is naturally isomorphic to H⊗H∗ in a manner that (2.39)
matches the representation ρ⊗ qρ of class Q(p)⊗Q(qp) on H⊗H∗.

The decomposition of a tensor product of irreducible unitary SU(3)-representations
into a direct sum of irreducible unitary SU(3)-representations is known as the
Clebsch-Gordan series of SU(3).
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Theorem 2.6 (see e.g. [9]). The Clebsch-Gordan series of SU(3) are given by

(2.40) Q(p1, q1)⊗Q(p2, q2) =

min(p1,q2)⊕

n=0

min(p2,q1)⊕

m=0

Q(p1−n, p2−m; q1−m, q2−n) ,

where
(2.41)

Q(r1, r2; s1, s2) =Q(r1 + r2, s1 + s2)⊕




min(r1,r2)⊕

k=1

Q(r1 + r2 − 2k, s1 + s2 + k)




⊕




min(s1,s2)⊕

k=1

Q(r1 + r2 + k, s1 + s2 − 2k)


 .

Corollary 2.7. For p1 = q2 = p and q1 = p2 = q, the Clebsch-Gordan series
assumes the form
(2.42)

Q(p, q)⊗Q(q, p) =

p⊕

n=0

q⊕

m=0

{
Q(p+ q − n−m, p+ q − n−m)

⊕
[

min(p−n,q−m)⊕

k=1

(
Q(p+ q − n−m− 2k, p+ q − n−m+ k)

⊕Q(p+ q − n−m+ k, p+ q − n−m− 2k)

)]}
.

Note that an irreducible unitary representation of class Q(a) may appear more
than once in the Clebsch-Gordan series of Q(p1) ⊗ Q(p2) and of Q(p) ⊗ Q(qp), in
general.

Notation 2. We shall denote the multiplicity of Q(a) = Q(a, b) in the Clebsch-
Gordan series of Q(p1)⊗Q(p2) by

(2.43) m(p1,p2;a) .

To distinguish multiple appearances of the same class of representation in a Clebsch-
Gordan series, we will write

(2.44) (a;σ) = (a, b;σ) , Q(a;σ) ≡ Q(a, b;σ) ,

where the index σ counts the multiplicity starting from 1 to m(p1,p2;a).

We thus provide two basis for Q(p1)⊗Q(p2).

Definition 2.8. An uncoupled GT basis of the tensor product representation
Q(p1)⊗Q(p2) is a basis comprised by the tensor product of GT basis {e(p1;ν1, I1)}
of Q(p1) and {e(p2;ν2, I2)} of Q(p2).

Definition 2.9. A coupled GT basis of the tensor product representation Q(p1)⊗
Q(p2) is the union of GT basis {e(a;σ);ν, I)} of each Q(a;σ) ≡ Q(a, b;σ) in the
Clebsch-Gordan series of Q(p1)⊗Q(p2).

Remark 2.10. For the sake of good reading, we will not write the labels of the
representations of the tensor product on the elements of a coupled basis, but it will
be clear from the context. Also, unless specified otherwise, from now on we shall



12 P. A. S. ALCÂNTARA AND P. DE M. RIOS

always refer to the uncoupled and coupled basis of the tensor product as meaning
their respective GT basis, and likewise for the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients.

Both these basis are orthonormal, so they are related by an unitary transforma-
tion.

Definition 2.11. The Clebsch-Gordan coefficients (in the GT basis) are the entries
of the transformation that relate a coupled and an uncoupled GT basis of Q(p1, q1)⊗
Q(p2, q2):

(2.45) C
p1,
ν1I1,

p2,
ν2I2,

(a;σ)
νI = 〈 e((a;σ);ν, I) | e(p1;ν1, I1)⊗ e(p2;ν2, I2) 〉 ,

where 〈·|·〉 is the SU(3)-invariant inner product induced by the ones on each repre-
sentation of the tensor product.

We are able to fix a relative phase between a coupled and an uncoupled basis so
that all Clebsch-Gordan are real. Usually, one chooses some set of Clebsch-Gordan
coefficients to be positive and the remaining coefficients are completely determined
via the action of the step operators on the basis vectors – cf. e.g. [24]. In the next
section, we shall return to this problem. What is important now is that we take
Clebsch-Gordan coefficients as real numbers, so that we have

(2.46) e(p1;ν1, I1)⊗ e(p2;ν2, I2) =
∑

(a;σ)
ν,I

C
p1,
ν1I1,

p2,
ν2I2,

(a;σ)
νI e((a;σ);ν, I) ,

(2.47) e((a;σ);ν, I) =
∑

ν1,I1
ν2,I2

C
p1,
ν1I1,

p2,
ν2I2,

(a;σ)
νI e(p1;ν1, I1)⊗ e(p2;ν2, I2) ,

(2.48)

∑

(a;σ)
ν,I

C
p1,
ν1I1,

p2,
ν2I2,

(a;σ)
νI C

p1,
ν′

1I
′
1,
p2,
ν′

2I
′
2,
(a;σ)
νI = δν1,ν′

1
δν2,ν′

2
δI1,I′

1
δI2,I′

2
,

∑

ν1,I1
ν2,I2

C
p1,
ν1I1,

p2,
ν2I2,

(a;σ1)
νI C

p1,
ν1I1,

p2,
ν2I2,

(b;σ2)
ν′I′ = δa,bδσ1,σ2δν,ν′δI,I′ .

Remark 2.12. We also point out that, from the way the GT basis for SU(3) rep-
resentations were constructed using SU(2) subrepresentations, the SU(3) Clebsh-
Gordan coefficientes in the GT basis are related to the SU(2) Clebsh-Gordan coef-
ficientes by

(2.49) C
p1,
ν1I1,

p2,
ν2I2,

(a;σ)
νI = C

I1,
tν1

,
I2,
tν2

,
I
tν
C

p1,
uν1

I1,
p2,
uν2

I2,
(a;σ)
uνI

,

where the second coefficient on the r.h.s. is called isoscalar factor, and this provides
explicit equations for the SU(3) Clebsh-Gordan coefficientes in the GT basis in
terms of explicit equations for the SU(2) Clebsh-Gordan coefficientes, as found in
[18] and [25], for instance.

From decompositions (2.46)-(2.47), we obtain some sufficient conditions for the
Clebsch-Gordan coefficients to be zero. Since e(p1;ν1, I1) and e(p2;ν2, I2) are
basis vectors of SU(2)-representations with spin numbers I1 and I2, their tensor
product is a vector of the tensor product of the SU(2)-representations they belong
to, that is, the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients are zero if I1, I2 and I do not satisfy the
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triangle inequality. Also, using superscripts to identify the SU(3)-representations,
the operators T3 and U3 in Q(p1)⊗Q(p2) have the form

(2.50)

⊕

(a;σ)

T
(a;σ)
3 = T

p1
3 ⊗ 1+ 1⊗ T

p2
3 ,

⊕

(a;σ)

U
(a;σ)
3 = U

p1
3 ⊗ 1+ 1⊗ U

p2
3 ,

where 1 is the identity operator. Thus, the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients are zero if
t 6= t1 + t2 or u 6= u1 + u2, for t, t1, t2, u, u1 and u2 being the eigenvalues of T3
and U3 related to the weights ν, ν1 and ν2.

To summarize, let δ(x, y, z) be equal to 1 if x, y and z satisfy the triangle
inequality, or 0 otherwise, and let

(2.51) ∇ν,µ := δtν ,tµδuν ,uµ
,

where δm,n is the Kronecker delta. Then,

(2.52) C
p1,
ν1I1,

p2,
ν2I2,

(a;σ)
νI 6= 0 =⇒

{
∇ν1+ν2,ν = 1

δ(I1, I2, I) = 1
.

2.3. Decomposition of the operator product. That established, we proceed
to establish the decomposition of the pointwise product of Wigner D-functions and
the decomposition of the operator product.

Lemma 2.13. The pointwise product of Wigner D-functions of SU(3) can be de-
composed into a sum of the form

(2.53) D
p1

ν1I1,ν′
1I

′
1
D

p2

ν2I2,ν′
2I

′
2
=
∑

(a;σ)

∑

ν,I
ν′,I′

C
p1,
ν1I1,

p2,
ν2I2,

(a;σ)
νI C

p1,
ν′

1I
′
1,
p2,
ν′

2I
′
2,
(a;σ)
ν′I′ D

a
νI,ν′I′ ,

where the summations are restricted to ∇ν1+ν2,ν = ∇ν′
1+ν′

2,ν
′ = 1, δ(I1, I2, I) =

δ(I ′1, I
′
2, I

′) = 1 and (a;σ) such that Q(a;σ) is in the Clebsch-Gordan series of
Q(p1)⊗Q(p2).

Proof. The proof is analogous to the SU(2) case. Let g ∈ SU(3). From (2.46) and
(2.52), we have

(2.54)

∑

ν1,I1
ν2,I2

D
p1

ν1I1,ν′
1,I

′
1
(g)D

p2

ν2I2,ν′
2,I

′
2
(g) e(p1;ν1, I1)⊗ e(p2;ν2, I2) =

∑

(a;σ)
ν′,I′

C
p1,
ν′

1I
′
1,
p2,
ν′

2I
′
2,
(a;σ)
ν′I′

∑

ν,I

Da
νI,ν′I′(g)e((a;σ),ν, I) ,

where the sum over (a;σ), ν ′ and I ′ satisfies the statement. Now, we use (2.47)
and (2.52) to obtain

(2.55)

∑

ν1,I1
ν2,I2

D
p1

ν1I1,ν′
1I

′
1
(g)D

p2

ν2I2,ν′
2I

′
2
(g)e(p1;ν1, I1)⊗ e(p2;ν2, I2) =

∑

ν1,I1
ν2,I2

∑

(a;σ)

∑

ν,I
ν′,I′

C
p1,
ν′

1I
′
1,
p2,
ν′

2I
′
2,
(a;σ)
ν′I′ C

p1,
ν1I1,

p2,
ν2I2,

(a;σ)
νI Da

νI,ν′I′(g)

× e(p1;ν1, I1)⊗ e(p2;ν2, I2) ,



14 P. A. S. ALCÂNTARA AND P. DE M. RIOS

where ν, ν1, ν2, I, I1 and I2 are related as in the statement. The decomposition
in a basis is unique, so this finishes the proof. �

Again, let H be a Hilbert space with an irreducible SU(3)-representation of

class Q(p). Also, let {e(p;ν, I)} be a GT basis of such space and {qe(qp; qν, qI)} be
the induced GT basis of its dual space. The trivial representation within B(H) is
spanned by the normalized operator

(2.56)

1√
dimQ(p)

1 =
1√

dimQ(p)

∑

ν,I

e(p;ν, I)⊗ e
∗(p;ν, I)

=
1√

dimQ(p)

∑

ν,I

(−1)2(t+u)e(p; ν, I)⊗ qe(qp; qν, I) .

For operators A,R ∈ B(H),

(2.57) A = e(p;ν, I)⊗ qe(qp;ν ′, I ′) , R = e(p;µ′, J ′)⊗ qe(qp;µ, J) ,

their product is given by

(2.58) AR = δI′,J′∆
|p|
ν′,µ′(−1)2(tν′+u

ν′ )
e(p;ν, I)⊗ qe(qp;µ, J) ,

where tν′ = (ν′1 − ν′2)/2 and uν′ = (ν′2 − ν′3)/2 for ν
′ = (ν′1, ν

′
2, ν

′
3), cf. Definition

2.3.

Lemma 2.14. Let (a1;σ1) and (a2;σ2) label SU(3)-representations in the Clebsch-
Gordan series of Q(p)⊗Q(qp). The operator product of elements of a coupled basis
of Q(p)⊗Q(qp) can be decomposed into
(2.59)

e((a1;σ1);ν1, I1)e((a2;σ2);ν2, I2) =
∑

(a;σ)
ν,I

M[p]
(a1;σ1),
ν1I1,

(a2;σ2),
ν2I2,

(a;σ)
νI e((a;σ);ν, I) ,

with summation over (a;σ) restricted to Q(a;σ) in the Clebsch-Gordan series of
Q(p)⊗Q(qp), and

(2.60)

M[p]
(a1;σ1),
ν1I1,

(a2;σ2),
ν2I2,

(a;σ)
νI =

∑

µ1,µ2,µ3
J1,J2,J3

(−1)2(tµ2
+uµ2

)C
p,
µ1J1,

qp,
µ2J2,

(a1;σ1)
ν1I1

× C
p,
qµ2J2,

qp,
µ3J3,

(a2;σ2)
ν2I2

C
p,
µ1J1,

qp,
µ3J3,

(a;σ)
νI .

In particular, M[p]
(a1;σ1),
ν1I1,

(a2;σ2),
ν2I2,

(a;σ)
νI 6= 0 implies that ∇ν1+ν2,ν = 1 and I ≤

I1 + I2 + |p|.

Proof. Using (2.47), we write

(2.61) e((a1;σ1);ν1, I1) =
∑

µ1,J1

µ2,J2

Cp,
µ1J1,

qp,
µ2J2,

(a1;σ1)
ν1I1

e(p;µ1, J1)⊗ qe(qp;µ2, J2)

and

(2.62) e((a2;σ2);ν2, I2) =
∑

µ3,J3

µ4,J4

C
p,
µ4J4,

qp,
µ3J3,

(a2;σ2)
ν2I2

e(p;µ4, J4)⊗ qe(qp;µ3, J3) .
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From (2.58), we have

(2.63)

e((a1;σ1);ν1, I1)e((a2;σ2);ν2, I2) =
∑

µ1,µ2,µ3
J1,J2,J3

(−1)2(tµ2
+uµ2

)C
p,
µ1J1,

qp,
µ2J2,

(a1;σ1)
ν1I1

C
p,
qµ2J2,

qp,
µ3J3,

(a2;σ2)
ν2I2

× e(p;µ1, J1)⊗ qe(qp;µ3, J3) .

Now, from (2.46) and (2.52),

(2.64)

e((a1;σ1);ν1, I1)e((a2;σ2);ν2, I2) =
∑

(a;σ)
ν,I

∑

µ1,µ2,µ3
J1,J2,J3

(−1)2(tµ2
+uµ2

)Cp,
µ1J1,

qp,
µ2J2,

(a1;σ1)
ν1I1

Cp,
qµ2J2,

qp,
µ3J3,

(a2;σ2)
ν2I2

× C
p,
µ1J1,

qp,
µ3J3,

(a;σ)
νI e((a;σ);ν , I) ,

where ∇µ1+µ2,ν1 = ∇qµ2+µ3,ν2
= ∇µ1+µ3,ν = 1, J1 ≤ I1 + J2, J3 ≤ I2 + J2 and

I ≤ J1 + J3. It follows that ∇ν1+ν2,ν = 1 and, considering that J2 ≤ |p|/2, which
can be inferred from (2.21), we have I ≤ I1 + I2 + |p|. �

2.4. Mixed Casimir operators and symmetric CG coefficients. We have
avoided until now the problem of specifying a decomposition for degenerate repre-
sentations in general Clebsch-Gordan series Q(p1) ⊗ Q(p2). If Q(a) is such that
m(p1,p2;a) > 1 (cf. Notation 2), there is no canonically unique way to decompose

(2.65)

m(p1,p2;a)⊕

σ=1

Q(a;σ) ⊂ Q(p1)⊗Q(p2)

into irreducible representations of class Q(a). To fix a unique convention for such
a decomposition, we shall use the method of mixed Casimir operators, based on [8,
7, 21] and described below. The envisaged decomposition provides more symmetric
Clebsch-Gordan coefficients.

Let H be a Hilbert space carrying an irreducible representation of class Q(p, q)
and let Ajk, for j, k ∈ {1, 2, 3}, be the generators satisfying:

(2.66) A12 = T+ , A23 = U+ , T3 =
1

2
(A11 −A22) , U3 =

1

2
(A22 −A33) ,

(2.67) A†
jk = Akj , A11 +A22 +A33 = 0 ,

(2.68) [Ajk, Alm] = δl,kAjm − δj,mAlk .

Then, Q(q, p) is generated by the operators

(2.69) qAjk = −Akj .

For Q(p, q), the quadratic and cubic Casimir operators are

(2.70) C2 :=
1

2

3∑

j,k=1

AjkAkj , C3 :=
3∑

j,k,l=1

AjkAklAlj ,



16 P. A. S. ALCÂNTARA AND P. DE M. RIOS

so that

(2.71)
C2 =

1

3
[(p+ q)(p+ q + 3)− pq]1 ,

C3 − 3C2 =
1

9
(p− q)(p+ 2q + 3)(2p+ q + 3)1 ,

cf. [23].
Now, for x ∈ {1, 2, 3}, consider the Hilbert space Hx carrying the representation

Q(px) = Q(px, qx) and the triple tensor product H1 ⊗ H2 ⊗ H3. Also, let A
(x)
jk ,

C
(x)
2 and C

(x)
3 be operators relative to Q(px) as defined above. For simplicity, given

an operator A(x) on Hx, we just write A(x) to denote its tensor product with the
identity operator. Thus,

(2.72) A
(x)
jk A

(y)
lm = A

(y)
lmA

(x)
jk

for x 6= y. The mixed Casimir operators are defined by

(2.73) Cxy
2 :=

∑

j,k

A
(x)
jk A

(y)
kj =

∑

j,k

A
(y)
jk A

(x)
kj =: Cyx

2 ,

(2.74) Cxyz
3 :=

∑

j,k,l

A
(x)
jk A

(y)
kl A

(z)
lj ,

for indices not all equal. If x, y, z are all distinct, equation (2.72) implies

(2.75)
∑

j,k,l

A
(x)
jk A

(y)
kl A

(z)
lj =

∑

j,k,l

A
(y)
kl A

(z)
lj A

(x)
jk =

∑

j,k,l

A
(z)
lj A

(x)
jk A

(y)
kl ,

so

(2.76) Cxyz
3 = Cyzx

3 = Czxy
3 ,

and

(2.77) Cxyy
3 =

∑

j,k,l

A
(x)
jk A

(y)
kl A

(y)
lj =

∑

j,k,l

A
(y)
kl A

(y)
lj A

(x)
jk = Cyyx

3 ,

but

(2.78)

Cxyx
3 =

∑

j,k,l

A
(x)
jk A

(y)
kl A

(x)
lj =

∑

j,k,l

A
(y)
kl A

(x)
jk A

(x)
lj

=
∑

j,k,l

A
(y)
kl

([
A

(x)
jk , A

(x)
lj

]
+A

(x)
lj A

(x)
jk

)

=
∑

j,k,l

A
(y)
kl

(
δl,kA

(x)
jj −A

(x)
lk + A

(x)
lj A

(x)
jk

)

= Cyxx
3 − Cyx

2 .

Such mixed Casimir operators arise, for example, from the Casimir operators on
Q(p1)⊗Q(p2)⊗Q(p3):
(2.79)
1

2

∑

j,k

(
A

(1)
jk +A

(2)
jk +A

(3)
jk

)(
A

(1)
kj +A

(2)
kj +A

(2)
kj

)
= C

(1)
2 +C

(2)
2 +C12

2 +C23
2 +C31

2 ,



ON SYMBOL CORRESPONDENCES FOR QUARK SYSTEMS 17

(2.80)∑

j,k,l

(
A

(1)
jk +A

(2)
jk +A

(3)
jk

)(
A

(1)
kl +A

(2)
kl +A

(3)
kl

)(
A

(1)
lj +A

(2)
lj +A

(3)
lj

)

= C
(1)
3 + C

(2)
3 + C

(3)
3 + C112

3 + C113
3 + C121

3 + C122
3 + C123

3 + C131
3 + C132

3

+ C133
3 + C211

3 + C212
3 + C213

3 + C221
3 + C223

3 + C231
3 + C232

3 + C233
3

+ C311
3 + C312

3 + C313
3 + C321

3 + C322
3 + C323

3 + C331
3 + C332

3 .

From the mixed cubic Casimir operators, we set

(2.81) Sxy :=
1

2
(Cxyy

3 − Cyxx
3 )

and

(2.82) Sxyz :=
1

3
(Sxy + Syz + Szx) .

Lemma 2.15. The operators Sxy and Sxyz are anti-symmetric under odd permu-
tation of the indices, that is,

Sxy = −Syx ,(2.83)

Sxyz = −Syxz = −Sxzy .(2.84)

Proof. We have that

Sxy =
1

2
(Cxyy

3 − Cyxx
3 ) = −1

2
(Cyxx

3 − Cxyy
3 ) = −Syx ,

so

Sxyz =
1

3
(Sxy + Syz + Szx) = −1

3
(Syx + Szy + Sxz) .

Thus, Sxyz = −Syxz = −Sxzy . �

For representations Q(qpx) generated by the operators

(2.85) qA
(x)
jk = −A(x)

kj ,

cf. (2.69), we have

(2.86) qCxy
2 =

∑

j,k

qA
(x)
jk

qA
(y)
kj =

∑

j,k

A
(x)
kj A

(y)
jk = Cxy

2 ,

(2.87) qCxyz
3 =

∑

j,k,l

qA
(x)
jk

qA
(y)
kl

qA
(z)
lj = −

∑

j,k,l

A
(x)
kj A

(y)
lk A

(z)
jl .

In particular,

(2.88)

qCxyy
3 = −

∑

j,k,l

A
(x)
kj A

(y)
lk A

(y)
jl

= −
∑

j,k,l

A
(x)
kj

([
A

(y)
lk , A

(y)
jl

]
+A

(y)
jl A

(y)
lk

)

= −
∑

j,k,l

A
(x)
kj (δj,kA

(y)
ll −A

(y)
jk +A

(y)
jl A

(y)
lk )

= Cxy
2 − Cxyy

3

Therefore, we have:
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Lemma 2.16. The operators Sxy and Sxyz are anti-symmetric under dualization,
that is,

qSxy = −Sxy ,(2.89)

qSxyz = −Sxyz .(2.90)

Proof. From (2.73), (2.81) and (2.88), we have that

qSxy =
1

2
( qCxyy

3 − qCyxx
3 ) = −1

2
(Cxyy

3 − Cyxx
3 ) = −Sxy .

From (2.89), we have

qSxyz =
1

3
(qSxy + qSyz + qSzx) = −1

3
(Sxy + Syz + Szx) = −Sxyz .

�

Now, let H0 ≡ H0
123 be a maximal subspace of H1 ⊗H2 ⊗H3 where SU(3) acts

trivially. That means

(2.91) A
(1)
jk +A

(2)
jk +A

(3)
jk = 0

on H0, for all j, k ∈ {1, 2, 3}.
Lemma 2.17. H0

123 is not null if and only if there is a representation of class
Q(qp3) in the Clebsch-Gordan series of Q(p1)⊗Q(p2).

Proof. Considering the Clebsch-Gordan series

(2.92) Q(p1)⊗Q(p2) =
⊕

(a;σ)

Q(a;σ) ,

we have

(2.93) Q(p1)⊗Q(p2)⊗Q(p3) =
⊕

(a;σ)

Q(a;σ)⊗Q(p3) .

Note that k ≥ 1 in (2.41), so there exists a factor of class Q(0, 0) in the CG series of
Q(a, b)⊗Q(p3, q3) if and only if there is 0 ≤ n ≤ min(a, q3) and 0 ≤ m ≤ min(p3, b)
satisfying

(2.94) a− n+ p3 −m = b−m+ q3 − n = 0 .

The only possible solution is n = a = q3 and m = p3 = b. Thus, H0 is not null if
and only if there is a representation of class Q(a) = Q(|p3) in the l.h.s. of (2.92). �

Lemma 2.18. On H0, the following holds:

(2.95) S123 = S12 −
1

3
C

(1)
3 +

1

3
C

(2)
3 .

Proof. From (2.91),

(2.96)

C233
3 =

∑

j,k,l

A
(2)
jk

(
A

(1)
kl +A

(2)
kl

)(
A

(1)
lj +A

(2)
lj

)

= C211
3 + C212

3 + C221
3 + C

(2)
3 .

For x = 1 and y = 2, equation (2.77) reads

(2.97) C221
3 = C122

3
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and likewise, for x = 2 and y = 1,

(2.98) C211
3 = C112

3 .

Also,

(2.99) C212
3 = C122

3 − C12
2 ,

cf. (2.78), and

(2.100) C233
3 = C211

3 + 2C122
3 + C

(2)
3 − C12

2 .

For C322
3 we have

(2.101)

C322
3 = −

∑

j,k,l

(A
(1)
jk +A

(2)
jk )A

(2)
kl A

(2)
lj

= −C122
3 − C

(2)
3 .

Then

(2.102) S23 =
1

2
(C211

3 + 3C122
3 + 2C

(2)
3 − C12

2 ) .

By formal identification of the formulas, we get in a straightforward way

(2.103) S31 = −S13 = −1

2
(C122

3 + 3C211
3 + 2C

(1)
3 − C21

2 ) ,

so

(2.104) S23 + S31 = C122
3 − C211

3 − C
(1)
3 + C

(2)
3 = 2S12 − C

(1)
3 + C

(2)
3 ,

where we used C12
2 = C21

2 . Therefore,

(2.105) S123 =
1

3
(S12 + S23 + S31) = S12 −

1

3
C

(1)
3 +

1

3
C

(2)
3 ,

on H0. �

Notation 3. In view of the previous lemma, for H0 6= 0, we shall denote

(2.106) S0
123 := S123|H0 .

Lemma 2.19. The operators S12 and S0
123 are Hermitian and SU(3)-invariant.

Proof. By straightforward calculation, we have

(2.107) (Cxyy
3 )† =

∑

j,k,l

(
A

(x)
jk A

(y)
kl A

(y)
lj

)†
=
∑

j,k,l

A
(y)
jl A

(y)
lk A

(x)
kj = Cyyx

3 ,

so (C122
3 )† = C122

3 and (C211
3 )† = C211

3 , which implies

(2.108) (S12)
† =

1

2
(C122

3 − C211
3 )† =

1

2
(C122

3 − C211
3 ) = S12 .

For the SU(3)-invariance, we will need the following equalities:

(2.109) A
(x)
cd A

(x)
jk =

[
A

(x)
cd , A

(x)
jk

]
+A

(x)
jk A

(x)
cd = δj,dA

(x)
ck − δc,kA

(x)
jd +A

(x)
jk A

(x)
cd ,
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(2.110)

A
(x)
cd A

(x)
kl A

(x)
lj =

([
A

(x)
cd , A

(x)
kl

]
+A

(x)
kl A

(x)
cd

)
A

(x)
lj

=
(
δk,dA

(x)
cl − δc,lA

(x)
kd +A

(x)
kl A

(x)
cd

)
A

(x)
lj

=
(
δk,dA

(x)
cl − δc,lA

(x)
kd

)
A

(x)
lj

+A
(x)
kl

([
A

(x)
cd , A

(x)
lj

]
+A

(x)
lj A

(x)
cd

)

=
(
δk,dA

(x)
cl − δc,lA

(x)
kd

)
A

(x)
lj

+A
(x)
kl

(
δl,dA

(x)
cj − δc,jA

(x)
ld

)
+A

(x)
kl A

(x)
lj A

(x)
cd .

With this, we obtain

(2.111) A
(x)
cd C

xyy
3 =

∑

k,l

A
(x)
ck A

(y)
kl A

(y)
ld −

∑

j,l

A
(x)
jd A

(y)
cl A

(y)
lj + Cxyy

3 A
(x)
cd ,

(2.112) A
(x)
cd C

yxx
3 =

∑

j,l

A
(y)
jd A

(x)
cl A

(x)
lj −

∑

k,l

A
(y)
ck A

(x)
kl A

(x)
ld + Cyxx

3 A
(x)
cd ,

Thus,

(2.113)
[
A

(1)
cd , C

122
3 − C211

3

]
=
[
A

(2)
cd , C

211
3 − C122

3

]
=⇒

[
A

(1)
cd +A

(2)
cd ,S12

]
= 0 .

Hence, S12 is Hermitian and SU(3)-invariant. The result for S0
123 follows imme-

diately from Lemma 2.18. �

In this way, we decompose degenerate representations in the Clebsch-Gordan
series of Q(p1)⊗Q(p2) via diagonalization of the operator

(2.114) S := S12 −
1

3
C

(1)
3 +

1

3
C

(2)
3 ,

satisfying

(2.115) S|H0
123

= S0
123 ,

cf. (2.106). Because S is built from Casimir operators, the eigenvalues s123 of S0
123

depend only on the representations comprising H0
123 ⊂ H1 ⊗H2 ⊗H3.

We then have the following:

Theorem 2.20 ([8]). The eigenvalues of S0
123 are distinct, for distinct representa-

tions in H0
123.

Thus, for

(2.116)

m(p1,p2;a)⊕

σ=1

Q(a;σ) ⊂ Q(p1)⊗Q(p2) ,

with Q(qa) = Q(p3), cf. Lemma 2.17, we can define a function

(2.117) sp1,p2;a : {1, ...,m(p1,p2;a)} → R , σ 7→ sp1,p2;a(σ) ,

which indexes the eigenvalues of S0
123 in this case. For simplicity, we shall denote

(2.118) sp1,p2;a ≡ sa
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and, henceforth, we shall adopt the convention that sa is an increasing function of
the multiplicity counting index, that is,

(2.119) {1, ...,m(p1,p2;a)} ∋ σ 7→ sa(σ) ∈ R , sa(σ) < sa(σ + 1) .

In other words, the eigenvalues of S0
123 are indexed by increasing order.

Remark 2.21. In [8], the authors make use of polynomial basis for SU(3) represen-
tations as constructed in [7] to compute the matrix entries of an operator equivalent
to S in order to prove Theorem 2.20. In the Appendix, we illustrate the computation
for the degenerate representation of class Q(1, 1) within Q(1, 1)⊗Q(1, 1).

Notation 4. For
⊕

σ Q(a;σ) in the CG series of Q(p1) ⊗ Q(p2), the following
involution in the set of multiplicity indices will be relevant:

(2.120) {1, ...,m(p1,p2;a)} ∋ σ 7→ qσ = m(p1,p2;a)− σ + 1 .

Remark 2.22. The involution (2.120) is at par with the involution s 7→ −s which is
consequence of (2.83)-(2.84) and (2.89)-(2.90), taking into account the convention
(2.119).

From (2.56) and Lemmas 2.15-2.19, considering the convention in (2.119), we can
choose coupled basis {e12((qp3;σ);ν, I)}, {e21((qp3;σ);ν, I)}, {e13((qp2;σ);ν, I)}
and {qe12((p3;σ);ν, I)} for Q(p1) ⊗ Q(p2), Q(p2) ⊗ Q(p1), Q(p1) ⊗ Q(p3) and
Q(qp1)⊗Q(qp2), respectively, such that

(2.121) 1 ≤ σ ≤ m(p1,p2; qp3) = m(p2,p1; qp3) = m(p1,p3; qp2) = m(qp1, qp2;p3)

and H0 is spanned by

(2.122)

∑

ν,I

(−1)2(t+u)

√
dimQ(p3)

e12((qp3;σ);ν, I)⊗ e(p3; qν, I)

= (−1)|p1|+|p2|+|p3|
∑

ν,I

(−1)2(t+u)

√
dimQ(p3)

e21((qp3; qσ);ν, I)⊗ e(p3; qν, I)

= (−1)|p1|+|p2|+|p3|
∑

ν,I

(−1)2(t+u)

√
dimQ(p2)

e13((qp2; qσ);ν, I)⊗ e(p2; qν, I)

= (−1)|p1|+|p2|+|p3|
∑

ν,I

(−1)2(t+u)

√
dimQ(qp3)

qe12((p3; qσ);ν, I)⊗ qe(qp3; qν, I) ,

where we have made use of (2.120). As consequence, now the Clebsch-Gordan
coefficients satisfy a bigger set of symmetry relations, as follows.

Theorem 2.23. For representations of class Q(p1) and Q(p2), the Clebsch-Gordan
coefficients for the Clebsch-Gordan series Q(p1)⊗Q(p2) =

⊕
Q(a;σ) satisfy

(2.123)

C
p1,
ν1I1,

p2,
ν2I2,

(a;σ)
νI = (−1)|p1|+|p2|+|a|C

p2,
ν2I2,

p1,
ν1I1,

(a;qσ)
νI

= (−1)|p1|−2(tν1
+uν1

)

√
dimQ(a)

dimQ(p2)
C

p1,
ν1I1,

qa,
qνI,

(qp2;qσ)
qν2I2

= (−1)|p1|+|p2|+|a|C
qp1,
qν1I1,

qp2,
qν2I2,

(qa;qσ)
qνI .
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Proof. By writing (2.122) with a = qp3 and taking the inner product with suit-
able uncoupled basis, the result follows straightforwardly from the symmetries of
S satisfying Lemma 2.18, cf. (2.83)-(2.84) and (2.89)-(2.90), using (2.119) and
(2.120). �

We highlight that each generator Ajk can be realized as a real matrix on a GT
basis, so S can be seen as a symmetric real matrix acting on

(2.124) SpanR{e(p1;ν, I)⊗ e(p2;µ, J)} ,
which means that the elements of any basis of the previous paragraph can be
constructed as real linear combinations of the respective uncoupled basis. With
this convention, all Clebsch-Gordan coefficients are still real, and (2.48) and (2.52)
still hold.

In particular, the Hermitian conjugate † of operators in Q(p)⊗Q(qp) satisfies

(2.125) e
†((a;σ);ν, I) = (−1)2(t+u)

e((qa;σ); qν, I)

and the phases are chosen such that

(2.126) e((0, 0); (0, 0, 0), 0) =
(−1)|p|√
dimQ(p)

1 ,

this being the only element with non vanishing trace.
Besides Hermitian conjugate, the adjoint

(2.127) ∗ : Q(p)⊗Q(qp) → Q(qp)⊗Q(p) : A 7→ A∗ ,

is given in the uncoupled basis by

(2.128)

∗ : e(p;ν, I)⊗ qe(qp;µ, J) = (−1)2(tµ+uµ)
e(p;ν, I)⊗ e

∗(p; qµ, J)

7→ (−1)2(tµ+uµ)
e
∗(p; qµ, J)⊗ e(p;ν, I)

= qe(qp;µ, J)⊗ e(p;ν, I) ,

cf. (2.34). Thus, for the coupled basis of Q(p) ⊗ Q(qp), cf. (2.47), the adjoint is
given by

(2.129)

∗ : e((a;σ);ν, I) =
∑

ν1,I1
ν2,I2

C
p,
ν1I1,

qp,
ν2I2,

(a;σ)
νI e(p;ν1, I1)⊗ qe(qp;ν2, I2)

7→
∑

ν1,I1
ν2,I2

Cp,
ν1I1,

qp,
ν2I2,

(a;σ)
νI qe(qp;ν2, I2)⊗ e(p;ν1, I1)

=(−1)|a|
∑

ν1,I1
ν2,I2

C
qp,
ν2I2,

p,
ν1I1,

(a;qσ)
νI qe(qp;ν2, I2)⊗ e(p;ν1, I1) .

In the light of Remark 2.4, from the above calculation, we identify

(2.130) qe((a; qσ);ν, I) :=
∑

ν1,I1
ν2,I2

C
qp,
ν2I2,

p,
ν1I1,

(a;qσ)
νI qe(qp;ν2, I2)⊗ e(p;ν1, I1) ,

so that

(2.131) e
∗((a;σ);ν, I) = (−1)|a|qe((a; qσ);ν, I) .

Definition 2.24. Given a coupled basis {e((a;σ);ν, I} of Q(p)⊗Q(qp), the induced
coupled basis of Q(qp)⊗Q(p) is the basis {qe((a; qσ);ν, I)} satisfying (2.130)-(2.131).
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2.5. Wigner symbols and the operator product. For SU(2), the Clebsch-
Gordan coefficients can be substituted by other coefficients with better symmetry
properties, the so-called Wigner 3jm-symbols (cf. e.g. [18, 25, 26]). References [10,
6] address such symmetry problem for general compact groups, and generalized
Wigner 3jm-symbols are defined. Here, we follow the conventions in [22].

Definition 2.25. The Wigner coupling symbol is the coefficient denoted by the
round brackets below:

(2.132)

(
p1 p2 (a;σ)

ν1, I1 ν2, I2 ν, I

)
=

(−1)|a|+2(tν+uν)

√
dimQ(qa)

C
p1,
ν1I1,

p2,
ν2I2,

(qa;σ)
qνI .

Thus, from Theorem 2.23, we have

(2.133)

(
p1 p2 (a;σ)

ν1, I1 ν2, I2 ν, I

)
= (−1)|p1|+|p2|+|a|

(
p2 p1 (a; qσ)

ν2, I2 ν1, I1 ν, I

)

= (−1)|p1|+|p2|+|a|

(
p1 a (p2; qσ)

ν1, I1 ν, I ν2, I2

)

= (−1)|p1|+|p2|+|a|

(
qp1 qp2 (qa; qσ)

qν1, I1 qν2, I2 qν, I

)
.

Another useful property of Wigner coupling symbols arises when we study the
recoupling problem of a triple tensor product Q(p1)⊗Q(p2)⊗Q(p3), whose decom-
position can be realized in any order. Consider, for example, the Clebsch-Gordan
series

(2.134) Q(p1)⊗Q(p2) =
⊕

(a12;σ12)

Q(a12;σ12) , Q(a12)⊗Q(p3) =
⊕

(a;σ)

Q(a;σ) .

With this, we get a basis {e((a12;σ12), (a;σ);µ, J)} for Q(p1) ⊗ Q(p2) ⊗ Q(p3)
satisfying
(2.135)

e((a12;σ12), (a ;σ);µ, J) =
∑

µ12,J12

ν3,I3

∑

ν1,I1
ν2,I2

C
a12,
µ12J12,

p3,
ν3I3,

(a;σ)
µJ C

p1,
ν1I1,

p2,
ν2I2,

(a12;σ12)
µ12J12

× e(p1);ν1, I1)⊗ e(p2;ν2, I2)⊗ e(p3;ν3, I3)

=
√
dimQ(a) dimQ(a12)

∑

µ12,J12

ν3,I3

∑

ν1,I1
ν2,I2

(−1)|a|+|a12|+2(tµ+uµ+tµ12
+uµ12

)

×
(

a12 p3 (qa;σ)
µ12, J12 ν3, I3 qµ, J

)(
p1 p2 (qa12;σ12)

ν1, I1 ν2, I2 qµ12, J12

)

× e(p1;ν1, I1)⊗ e(p2;ν2, I2)⊗ e(p3;ν3, I3) .

On the other hand, if we use

(2.136) Q(p2)⊗Q(p3) =
⊕

(a23;σ23)

Q(a23;σ23) , Q(a23)⊗Q(p1) =
⊕

(a′;σ′)

Q(a′;σ′) ,
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we get a basis {e((a23;σ23), (a
′;σ′);µ′, J ′)} satisfying

(2.137)

e((a23;σ23), (a
′;σ′);µ′, J ′) =

∑

µ23,J23

ν1,I1

∑

ν2,I2
ν3,I3

C
a23,
µ23J23,

p1,
ν1I1,

(a′;σ′)
µ′J′ C

p2,
ν2I2,

p3,
ν3I3,

(a23;σ23)
µ23J23

× e(p1;ν1, I1)⊗ e(p2;ν2, I2)⊗ e(p3;ν3, I3)

=
√
dimQ(a′) dimQ(a23)

∑

µ23,J23

ν1,I1

∑

ν2,I2
ν3,I3

(−1)|a
′|+|a23|+2(t

µ′+u
µ′+tµ23

+uµ23
)

×
(

a23 p1 (qa′;σ′)
µ23, J23 ν1, I1 qµ

′, J ′

)(
p2 p3 (qa23;σ23)

ν2, I2 ν3, I3 qµ23, J23

)

× e(p1;ν1, I1)⊗ e(p2;ν2, I2)⊗ e(p3;ν3, I3) .

Of course, there is an unitary transformation relating these basis and
(2.138)

〈e((a12;σ12), (a;σ);µ, J)|e((a23;σ23), (a
′;σ′);µ′, J ′)〉 6= 0 =⇒

{
a = a

′

(µ, J) = (µ′, J ′)

Also, the coefficients of the form

(2.139) 〈e((a12;σ12), (a;σ);µ, J)|e((a23;σ23), (a;σ
′);µ, J)〉

do not depend on the weight since the vectors in the inner product can be generated
from the highest weight vectors of their respective representations by applying
the ladder operators and we can wright a highest weight vector of one basis as
a linear combination of highest weight vectors of the other basis for equivalent
representations.

Definition 2.26. The Wigner recoupling symbol is the coefficient denoted by the
curly brackets below:
(2.140){

p1 p2 (qa12;σ12)
p3 (a;σ, σ′) (a23;σ23)

}
=

(−1)|a23|+|p2|+|p3|

√
dimQ(a12)Q(a23)

∑

ν1,I1
ν2,I2
ν3,I3

∑

µ12,J12

µ23,J23

Ca12,
µ12J12,

p3,
ν3I3,

(a;σ)
µJ

× C
p1,
ν1I1,

p2,
ν2I2,

(a12;σ12)
µ12J12

Ca23,
µ23J23,

p1,
ν1I1,

(a;qσ′)
µJ C

p2,
ν2I2,

p3,
ν3I3,

(a23;σ23)
µ23J23

=
∑

ν1,I1
ν2,I2
ν3,I3

∑

µ12,J12

µ23,J23

µ,J

(−1)|p2|+|p3|+|a12|+2(tµ12
+uµ12

+tµ23
+uµ23

)

×
(

a12 p3 (qa;σ)
µ12, J12 ν3, I3 qµ, J

)(
p1 p2 (qa12;σ12)

ν1, I1 ν2, I2 qµ12, J12

)

×
(

a23 p1 (qa; qσ′)
µ23, J23 ν1, I1 qµ, J

)(
p2 p3 (qa23;σ23)

ν2, I2 ν3, I3 qµ23, J23

)
.
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With this definition, we have the following equation:
(2.141)

e((a23;σ23), (a; qσ′);µ, J) =
∑

(a12,σ12)
σ

(−1)|a23|+|p2|+|p3|
√
dimQ(a12) dimQ(a23)

×
{
p1 p2 (qa12;σ12)
p3 (a;σ, σ′) (a23;σ23)

}
e((a12;σ12), (a;σ);µ, J) .

Then, by (2.135) and (2.137), we have Wigner’s identity10:
(2.142)

∑

µ23,J23

(−1)2(tν1
+uν1

)

(
a23 p1 (qa; qσ′)

µ23, J23 ν1, I1 qµ, J

)(
p2 p3 (qa23;σ23)

ν2, I2 ν3, I3 qµ23, J23

)

=
∑

µ12,J12

∑

(a12;σ12)
σ

(−1)|a12|+|p2|+|p3|+2(tν3+uν3) dimQ(a12)

×
{
p1 p2 (qa12;σ12)
p3 (a;σ, σ′) (a23;σ23)

}(
a12 p3 (qa;σ)

µ12, J12 ν3, I3 qµ, J

)

×
(

p1 p2 (qa12;σ12)
ν1, I1 ν2, I2 qµ12, J12

)
.

And using (2.133), we obtain

(2.143)

{
p1 p2 (qa12;σ12)
p3 (a;σ, σ′) (a23;σ23)

}
=

{
qp2 qp1 (a12;σ12)
a (p3;σ, σ23) (a23;σ

′)

}

=

{
qp1 a12 (qp2;σ12)
p3 (a23;σ23, σ

′) (a;σ)

}

=

{
p3 qa (a12;σ

′)
p1 (qp2;σ12, σ23) (qa23;σ)

}

=

{
qp1 qp2 (a12; qσ12)
qp3 (qa; qσ, qσ′) (qa23; qσ23)

}
.

Thus, using the Wigner coupling and recoupling symbols, we get a more symmetric

way of writing the coefficients M[p]
(a1;σ1),
ν1I1,

(a2;σ2),
ν2I2,

(a;σ)
νI , as follows.

Proposition 2.27. The coefficients M[p]
(a1;σ1),
ν1I1,

(a2;σ2),
ν2I2,

(a;σ)
νI in (2.59)-(2.60) are

given by
(2.144)

M[p]
(a1;σ1),
ν1I1,

(a2;σ2),
ν2I2,

(a;σ)
νI =

√
dimQ(a1) dimQ(a2) dimQ(a)

∑

σ′

(−1)|p|+2(tν+uν )

×
{
a1 a2 (qa;σ′)
p (p;σ, σ1) (p;σ2)

}(
a1 a2 (qa;σ′)

ν1, I1 ν2, I2 qν, I

)
.

10An equivalent formula is deduced for SU(2) in [26] and for a general compact group in [6].
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Proof. From (2.142), we have

(2.145)

∑

µ3,J3

(−1)2(tν1
+uν1

)

(
p a1 (qp; qσ1)

µ3, J3 ν1, I1 qµ2, J2

)(
a2 p (qp;σ2)

ν2, I2 µ1, J1 qµ3, J3

)

=
∑

ν′,I′

∑

(a′;σ′)
σ′′

(−1)|a
′|+|a2|+|p|+2(tµ1+uµ1) dimQ(a′)

×
{
a1 a2 (qa′;σ′)
p (p;σ′′, σ1) (p;σ2)

}(
a
′

p (qp;σ′′)
ν
′, I ′ µ1, J1 qµ2, J2

)

×
(

a1 a2 (qa′;σ′)
ν1, I1 ν2, I2 qν

′, I ′

)
.

Multiplying both sides by

(2.146) (−1)2(tν+uν+tµ2
+uµ2

)

(
p qp (a;σ)

µ1, J1 qµ2, J2 ν, I

)

and performing a summation over µ1, J1, µ2 and J2, by (2.133) and (2.48), we
obtain
(2.147)
∑

µ1,J1

µ2,J2

µ3,J3

(−1)2(tν+uν+tµ3
+uµ3

)

(
p qp (a;σ)
µ1 qµ2 ν, I

)(
p a1 (qp; qσ1)
µ3 ν1, I1 qµ2

)

×
(

a2 p (qp;σ2)
ν2, I2 µ1 qµ3

)

=
∑

σ′

(−1)|a|+|a2|+|p|

{
a1 a2 (qa;σ′)
p (p;σ, σ1) (p;σ2)

}(
a1 a2 (qa;σ′)

ν1, I1 ν2, I2 qν, I

)
.

Again by (2.133), we get what we want. �

As a corollary, using (2.52), we get an improvement in Lemma 2.14 with the
restriction δ(I1, I2, I) = 1 to summation (2.59). We will state this together with
a more symmetric way to write the product of operators by means of the next
definition:

Definition 2.28. The Wigner product symbol is the coefficient denoted by the
square brackets below:
(2.148)[
(a1;σ1) (a2;σ2) (a;σ)
ν1, I1 ν2, I2 ν, I

]
[p] =

√
dimQ(a1) dimQ(a2) dimQ(a)

×
∑

σ′

{
a1 a2 (qa;σ′)
p (p;σ, σ1) (p;σ2)

}(
a1 a2 (qa;σ′)

ν1, I1 ν2, I2 ν, I

)
.

From (2.52), we have

(2.149)

[
(a1;σ1) (a2;σ2) (a;σ)
ν1, I1 ν2, I2 ν, I

]
[p] 6= 0 =⇒

{
∇ν1+ν2,qν = 1

δ(I1, I2, I) = 1
.
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Also, symmetries (2.133) and (2.143) imply

(2.150)

[
(a1;σ1) (a2;σ2) (a3;σ3)
ν1, I1 ν2, I2 ν3, I3

]
[p] =

[
(a3;σ3) (a1;σ1) (a2;σ2)
ν3, I3 ν1, I1 ν2, I2

]
[p]

=

[
(a2;σ2) (a3;σ3) (a1;σ1)
ν2, I2 ν3, I3 ν1, I1

]
[p]

=

[
(qa2;σ2) (qa1;σ1) (qa3;σ3)
qν2, I2 qν1, I1 qν3, I3

]
[p]

= (−1)
∑3

k=1 |ak|

[
(qa1; qσ1) (qa2; qσ2) (qa3; qσ3)
qν1, I1 qν2, I2 qν3, I3

]
[qp]

= (−1)
∑3

k=1 |ak|

[
(a2; qσ2) (a1; qσ1) (a3; qσ3)
ν2, I2 ν1, I1 ν3, I3

]
[qp] .

Corollary 2.29. The operator product of elements of a coupled basis of Q(p)⊗Q(qp)
can be decomposed into
(2.151)
e((a1;σ1);ν1, I1)e((a2;σ2);ν2, I2) =

∑

(a;σ)
ν,I

(−1)|p|+2(tν+uν )

[
(a1;σ1) (a2;σ2) (a;σ)
ν1, I1 ν2, I2 qν, I

]
[p]e((a;σ);ν , I)

where summation over (a;σ) is restricted to Q(a;σ) in the Clebsch-Gordan series
of Q(p)⊗Q(qp), and summations over ν and I can be simplified using (2.149).

In particular, if we calculate the product of any e((a;σ);ν, I) by the identity
operator, recalling (2.126), we obtain

(2.152)

[
(0, 0) (a;σ) (a′;σ′)

(0, 0, 0), 0 ν, I µ, J

]
[p] =

[
(a;σ) (0, 0) (a′;σ′)
ν, I (0, 0, 0), 0 µ, J

]
[p]

=
(−1)2(tν+uν )

√
dimQ(p)

δν,qµδI,Jδa,a′δσ,σ′ .

2.6. Coadjoint orbits. Being a simple compact Lie group, SU(3) has equivalent
adjoint and coadjoint actions. That is, the coadjoint and adjoint orbits are isomor-
phic11. We identify the root diagram of su(3) with the Cartan subalgebra generated
by iT3 and iU3 by making α1 ≡ 2i T3 and α2 ≡ 2i U3. Then, we obtain
(2.153)

w1 ≡ i

2
λ3 +

i

2
√
3
λ8 =

i

3



2 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 −1


 , w2 =

i√
3
λ8 =

i

3



1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 −2


 .

It is well known that each orbit intersects the closed positive Weyl chamber

(2.154) C = {xw2 + y w1 : x, y ≥ 0}

in precisely one single point (see e.g. [5]). Let Ox,y be the orbit passing through

(2.155) ξx,y = xw2 + y w1 ∈ C \{0} .

11A general discussion of coadjoint orbits of semisimple Lie groups can be found in [4]).
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From the commutation relations, it is clear that, if x, y > 0, then the isotropy
subgroup of ξx,0 is

(2.156) H :=

{(
U 0

0 det(U)
−1

)
, U ∈ U(2)

}
≃ S

(
U(2)× U(1)

)
≃ U(2) ,

whereas the isotropy subgroup of ξ0,y is

(2.157)
H ′ := g0Hg

−1
0 = g0Hg0 =

{(
det(U)

−1
0

0 U

)
, U ∈ U(2)

}

≃ S
(
U(1)× U(2)

)
≃ U(2) ,

for

(2.158) g0 =




0 0 −1
0 −1 0
−1 0 0


 ∈ SU(3) .

On the other hand, the isotropy subgroup of ξx,y is the maximal torus12

(2.159)
T :=







eiθ1 0 0
0 eiθ2 0
0 0 eiθ3


 : θ1 + θ2 + θ3 = 0





≃ S
(
U(1)× U(1)× U(1)

)
≃ U(1)× U(1) .

Therefore, we have two types of non trivial (co)adjoint orbits:

Ox,0 ≃ SU(3)/H ≃ SU(3)/H ′ ≃ O0,y

and

Ox,y ≃ SU(3)/T ≃ Oy,x ,

for x, y > 0.
For a better realization of such orbits, we recall the complex projective space

CP 2: the quotient of C3\{0} by the equivalence relation

(2.160) z ∼ z′ ⇐⇒ z = a z′ , a ∈ C
∗ .

To construct CP 2 using this equivalence relation13, we can look only to the unitary
vectors of C3, reducing our analysis to the SU(3)-homogeneous space S5 = {z ∈
C3 : ||z|| = 1}. Since the point (0, 0, 1) ∈ S5 has

(2.161)

{(
U 0
0 1

)
: U ∈ SU(2)

}
⊂ SU(3)

as isotropy subgroup, we have14 S5 ≃ SU(3)/SU(2). Also note that, ∀z ∈ S5,
eiθz ∼ z. So CP 2 ≃ S5/S1 and the isotropy subgroup of the equivalence class
[0 : 0 : 1] ∈ CP 2 is H , i.e., SU(3)/H ≃ CP 2. By similar argument we get
U(2)/(U(1)× U(1)) ≃ CP 1, so SU(3)/T ≃ E , where E is the total space of a fiber
bundle π : E → CP 2 with fiber CP 1, which we denote by E(CP 2,CP 1, π), that is,

(2.162) E = E(CP 2,CP 1, π) := CP 1 →֒ E π−→ CP 2 .

12It is a matter of simple calculation to verify that T ′ = g0Tg0 = T .
13This construction is presented in [2].
14SU(2) ≃ S3 hence SU(3) is a 3-sphere bundle over S5.
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Thus,

(2.163) Ox,y ≃
{
CP 2 , if x = 0 or y = 0

E , if x, y > 0
.

The orbits Ox,y and Oy,x are related by the involution ι = −id on su(3). Indeed,
ι ◦Adg = Adg ◦ ι trivially holds for every g ∈ SU(3) and

(2.164) ι(xw2 + y w1) = −xw2 − y w1 = Adg0(y w2 + xw1) ,

so ι(Ox,y) = Oy,x. Thus, ι is an involution on Ox,x.
Let x0 = [0 : 0 : 1] ∈ CP 2, whose isotropy subgroup is H , so that the isotropy

subgroup of g0x0 = [1 : 0 : 0] is H ′, and let z0 ∈ π−1(x0) ⊂ E be a point with T as
isotropy subgroup. Then consider the equivariant diffeomorphisms

(2.165)

ψx,0 : Ox,0 → CP 2 : Adgξx,0 7→ g x0 ,

ψ0,y : O0,y → CP 2 : Adgξ0,y 7→ gg0 x0 ,

ψx,y : Ox,y → E : Adgξx,y 7→ g z0 ,

for x, y > 0 still holding. Therefore,

(2.166) ψx,0 ◦ ι ◦ ψ−1
0,x : CP 2 → CP 2

is the identity map, and

(2.167) α := ψx,y ◦ ι ◦ ψ−1
y,x : E → E

is an SU(3)-equivariant involution. Of course, there is an equivalent involution on
each Ox,y ≃ E , namely

(2.168) αx,y := ψ−1
x,y ◦ ψy,x ◦ ι : Ox,y → Ox,y ,

which reduces to ι for x = y.
Every (co)adjoint orbit of SU(3) is a symplectic manifold, that is, every Ox,y

carries a SU(3)-invariant symplectic form, the so-called Kirillov-Kostant-Souriau
form15, cf. eg. [14, Ch. I, sec. 2]). Furthermore, the SU(3)-invariant symplectic
form on Ox,y induces a normalized left invariant integral on the orbit Ox,y such
that any other left invariant integral differs from it by a scalar factor. Then, we can
fix this factor for Ox,y so that the lift f̃ ∈ C(SU(3)) of any f ∈ C(Ox,y) satisfies

(2.169)

∫

SU(3)

f̃(g) dg =

∫

Ox,y

f(x) dx

for the Haar integral on SU(3) (see [11, (2.49) Theorem]). With no danger of con-
fusion, we may denote the SU(3)-invariant inner product in L2(Ox,y) with respect
to such integral simply by 〈 | 〉, that is, for any f1, f2 ∈ L2(Ox,y),

(2.170) 〈f1|f2〉 =
∫

Ox,y

f1(x)f2(x) dx .

Throughout this text, we consider CP 2 and E equipped with the aforementioned
symplectic forms and normalized left invariant integrals.

In what follows, we shall identify as a classical quark system, the Poisson algebra
of smooth functions on O. When O = CP 2, we shall refer to a classical pure-quark
system. When O = E , we shall refer to a generic classical quark system.

15Actually first identified by Sophus Lie.
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3. Pure-quark systems

We start to properly attack our main problem by focusing on the simpler pos-
sible phase space for a classical quark system: CP 2. First, we describe the set
of harmonic functions on CP 2, which imposes a restriction on the classes of irre-
ducible representations of SU(3) with possible correspondences to smooth functions
on CP 2. Then, we proceed to describe the relevant SU(3)-representations for this
case, as quantum quark systems. To finish, we work out the characterization of all
correspondences from such quantum quark systems to the classical quark system
of interest and describe the induced twisted products of symbols. The construction
and characterization of symbol correspondences in this section is very close to what
is done for spin systems in [18]. Accordingly, proofs of some propositions are iden-
tical to the SU(2) case. The quantum and classical systems in correspondence, in
this chapter, are both called “pure-quark system” and this name is explained right
after Definition 3.7.

3.1. Classical pure-quark system.

Definition 3.1. The classical pure-quark system consists of CP 2 equipped with its
SU(3)-invariant symplectic form, together with its Poisson algebra on C∞

C
(CP 2).

Since CP 2 ≃ SU(3)/H , where H ≃ U(2), cf. (2.156), we look for representations
Q(p, q) with weights satisfying t = u = I = 0 (cf. (2.21)-(2.22)) to determine the
harmonic functions on CP 2.

Proposition 3.2. The representations of SU(3) with non null vectors fixed by
H ≃ U(2) are the representations Q(n, n). The space fixed by H is spanned by
e((n, n); (n, n, n), 0).

Proof. From t = u = 0, we get ν1 = ν2 = ν3 = ν. From the constraints (2.21), we
get r+ = r−, which implies r+ = q = ν = r− that, in turn, implies ν = p. Thus,
putting n = p = q, we finish the proof. �

Definition 3.3. The CP 2 harmonics are the functions Xn
ν,I : CP 2 → C, such that

(3.1) Xn
ν,I(gx0) = (n+ 1)3/2D

(n,n)
νI,(n,n,n)0(g) ,

for x0 = [0 : 0 : 1] ∈ CP 2, g ∈ SU(3) and D
(n,n)
νI,(n,n,n)0 a Wigner D-function as in

Definition 2.5.

The factor (n + 1)3/2 in the definition of CP 2 harmonics is the square root of
the dimension of the representation Q(n, n) and is used to ensure normalization
according to Schur’s Orthogonality Relations, so that we have

(3.2)
〈
Xn

ν,I

∣∣Xm
µ,J

〉
= δn,mδν,µδI,J

with respect to the inner product described in section 2.6, cf. (2.169)-(2.170).
We note that

(3.3) X0
(0,0,0),0 ≡ 1

and, cf. (2.38),

(3.4) Xn
ν,I = (−1)2(t+u)Xn

qν,I , for ∆2n
ν,qν = 1 .
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Remark 3.4. Fixed x > 0, the diffeomorphism ψx,0 can be used to carry CP 2 har-
monics to Ox,0 by means of the composition Xn

ν,I ◦ ψx,0, cf. (2.165). Equivalently,

Xn
ν,I ◦ψ0,x are the CP 2 harmonics carried to the orbit O0,x. Consequently, we have

a set of harmonic functions on Ox,0 related to a set of harmonic functions on O0,x

by the map ι, cf. (2.166).

Next, we derive the decomposition of the pointwise product of two CP 2 harmon-
ics from Lemma 2.13.

Theorem 3.5. The decomposition of the pointwise product of CP 2 harmonics is
given by

(3.5)

Xn1

ν1,I1
Xn2

ν2,I2
=

∑

(n,n;σ)
ν,I

(
(n1 + 1)(n2 + 1)

n+ 1

)3/2

C
(n1,n1),
ν1I1,

(n2,n2),
ν2I2,

(n,n;σ)
νI

× C
(n1,n1),
n10,

(n2,n2),
n20,

(n,n;σ)
n0 Xn

ν,I ,

where nj = (nj , nj, nj) and n = (n, n, n), and summation is restricted to∇ν1+ν2,ν =
1, δ(I1, I2, I) = 1 and Q(n, n;σ) in the Clebsch-Gordan series of Q(n1, n1) ⊗
Q(n2, n2); in particular, |n1 − n2| ≤ n ≤ n1 + n2.

Proof. With a little abuse of notation, we write

(3.6) X
nj

νj ,Ij
= (nj + 1)3/2D

(nj ,nj)
νjIj ,nj0

,

and apply Lemma 2.13 to get

(3.7)

Xn1

ν1,I1
Xn2

ν2,I2
=
∑

(a;σ)

∑

ν,I
µ,0

((n1 + 1)(n2 + 1))
3/2

C
(n1,n1),
ν1I1,

(n2,n2),
ν2I2,

(a;σ)
νI

× C
(n1,n1),
n10,

(n2,n2),
n20,

(a;σ)
µ0 Da

νI,µ0 ,

where ∇ν1+ν2,ν = ∇n1+n2,µ = 1 and δ(I1, I2, I) = 1, so µ = (µ, µ, µ). But
e(a; (µ, µ, µ), 0) only exists if a = (µ, µ). Thus, we set a = (n, n) and µ = n =
(n, n, n). The restriction over n follows from Theorem 2.6. �

Remark 3.6. The fact that CP 2 is a symplectic manifold plays no part in the
decomposition of the pointwise product of CP 2 harmonics. Accordingly, the next
step in the study of the classical pure-quark system amounts to decomposing the
Poisson bracket of CP 2 harmonics. However, this problem is considerably harder
and is deferred to a later study.

3.2. Quantum pure-quark systems. From Proposition 3.2, we look for repre-
sentations Q(p, q) such that the tensor product Q(p, q) ⊗ Q(q, p) splits into rep-
resentations of the form Q(n, n), without multiplicities. From Corollary 2.7, we
have that Q(p, 0) and Q(0, p) are the only ones that satisfy these requirements.
These are special cases of quantum quark systems, for which we make the following
definition:

Definition 3.7. Let16 p ∈ (N × {0}) ∪ ({0} × N) with |p| = p. A quantum pure-
quark system is a complex Hilbert space Hp ≃ Cd, where

d =
(p+ 1)(p+ 2)

2
,

16We are ignoring the trivial representation Q(0, 0).
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with an irreducible unitary SU(3)-representation of class Q(p) together with its
operator algebra B(Hp).

In the context of quark systems, such spaces arise in description of systems of
p identical quarks only (or p identical antiquarks only), as we shall see below. We
call them pure-quark systems because the number of antiquarks (or quarks) is zero
for such systems.

An explicit way to construct such representations is by the so-called tensor
method. Consider the basic representation ρ1 of class Q(1, 0) on H1,0 ≃ C3, and let
the canonical basis {e1, e2, e3} matches a GT basis, where each vector correspond
to the respective weight on the diagram of Figure 3.

t

u

12

3

Figure 3. Each ek corresponds to the k-th weight.

Then, the tensor product space H = H1,0⊗ ...⊗H1,0 with p copies of H1,0 carries
a SU(3)-representation ρ given by

(3.8) ρ(g)w1 ⊗ ...⊗ wp = (ρ1(g)w1)⊗ ...⊗ (ρ1(g)wp) .

Now, let Hp,0 = Symp(H1,0) ⊂ H be the subspace of totally symmetric tensors,
that is,

(3.9)

3∑

i1,...,ip=1

ci1,...,ip ei1 ⊗ ...⊗ eip ∈ Hp

if and only if cif(1),...,if(p)
= ci1,...,ip for every permutation f ∈ Sp. It is immediate

that Hp,0 is an invariant subspace.
We can get a basis for Hp,0 by means of symmetrization. For ei1 ⊗ ...⊗ eip ∈ H,

let j, k and l be the numbers of occurrence of index 1, 2 and 3, respectively, and
take

(3.10) ej,k,l =

(
p

j, k, l

)−1/2 ∑

f∈Sp

eif(1)
⊗ ...⊗ eif(p)

∈ Hp,0 ,

where

(3.11)

(
p

j, k, l

)
=

p!

j! k! l!

is the respective coefficient of the trinomial expansion of order p. The set {ej,k,l :
j+k+ l = p} is an orthonormal basis of Hp,0 considering the inner product induced
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by H1,0 on H. Starting with the element ep,0,0, we can obtain the basis {ej,k,l : j+
k+ l = p} by recursively applying the ladder operators T− and U− and normalizing
the result. As can be seen from the diagram above, ej,k,l = µj,k,l(U−)

l(T−)
k+lep,0,0,

where µj,k,l > 0. Since dimHp,0 = (p + 1)(p + 2)/2 and ep,0,0 is a highest weight
vector17 with eigenvalues p/2 for T3 and 0 for U3, we conclude that the SU(3)-
representation onHp,0 is an irreducible representation of classQ(p, 0). In particular,
the map

(3.12) H1 → Hp,0 : w = (z1, z2, z3) 7→ w⊗ ...⊗w =
∑

j+k+l=1

√(
p

j, k, l

)
zj1z

k
2z

l
3 ej,k,l

is equivariant.
An equivalent procedure starting with H0,1 = H∗

1,0 gives us the space H0,p =
H∗

p,0 with a representation of class Q(0, p) and the equivariant map
(3.13)

H0,1 → H0,p : w∗ = (z1, z2, z3) 7→ w∗ ⊗ ...⊗ w∗ =
∑

j+k+l=1

√(
p

j, k, l

)
zj1z

k
2z

l
3 qej,k,l ,

where {qej,k,l : j+k+ l = p} is the basis induced by18 {qe1 = −e∗3, qe2 = e∗2, qe3 = −e∗1}
in the same way that {ej,k,l : j+ k+ l = p} is induced by {e1, e2, e3}, cf. Definition
2.3.

In Physics, the space of colors (resp. flavors) of a quark is precisely the repre-
sentation Q(1, 0), with e1 ≡ red (resp. up quark), e2 ≡ blue (resp. down quark)
and e3 ≡ green (resp. strange quark). Thus, Q(p, 0) is the totally symmetric part
of a system of p quarks. Analogously, Q(0, q) is the totally symmetric part of a
system of q antiquarks since the representation Q(0, 1) describes an antiquark, qe1 ≡
antigreen (strange antiquark), qe2 ≡ antiblue (down antiquark) and qe3 ≡ antired (up
antiquark).

Remark 3.8. Because the operator space of Q(p, 0), or Q(0, p), have the maximal
isotropy subgroup H ≃ U(2), these representations are also called symmetric rep-
resentations, in the literature. So, pure-quark systems could also be referred to as
symmetric quark systems.

Remark 3.9. There is another interpretation of the representation Q(p, 0) as a
quantum system that matches our classical phase space CP 2 in a enlightening way.
A three-dimensional isotropic harmonic oscillator is a quantum system which is
governed by a Hamiltonian of the form

(3.14) H =
3∑

i=1

(
1

2m
P 2
i +

1

2
mω2X2

i

)
,

where Pi and Xi are the component operators of momentum and position, for some
positive parameters m and ω. It has degenerate energy levels19

(3.15) E =

(
n1 + n2 + n3 +

3

2

)
ω

17Also, e0,0,p is a lowest weight vector.
18Again, qep,0,0 is a highest weight vector and qe0,0,p is a lowest weight vector.
19We set ~ = 1 during all this work.
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with SU(3)-symmetry given by representations Q(p, 0) for p = n1 + n2 + n3 [20].
Thus, a quantum pure-quark system Hp,0 can be interpreted as the solution of a
quantum isotropic harmonic oscillator of energy Ep = p+ 3/2, by setting ω = 1.

For the classical three-dimensional isotropic harmonic oscillator of same param-
eters m and ω, the phase space is T ∗

R
3 ≃ R

3 × R
3 = R

6 and the Hamiltonian
is

(3.16) h =

3∑

i=1

(
p2i
2m

+
1

2
mωx2i

)
,

where pi and xi are the components of momentum and position, in complete analogy
to (3.14). By appropriately rescaling, a region of given fixed energy is identified with
S5 ⊂ R6. The solution passing through a point of S5 is the orbit of the point under
an SO(2)-action, where SO(2) acts via rotations on each R2 determined by the
pairs (xi, pi). But the action of SO(2) on R2 is equivalent to the action of U(1)
on C, so the set of solutions of a classical isotropic three-dimensional harmonic
oscillator is identified with S5/S1 = CP 2.

If Q(p) = Q(p, 0), the Gelfand-Tsetlin pattern (2.21) is reduced to

(3.17)

0 ≤ r ≤ p ,

0 ≤ ν1 ≤ r , ν2 = r − ν1 , ν3 = p− r ,

I =
r

2
.

A similar simplification can be applied to Q(p) = Q(0, p):

(3.18)

0 ≤ r ≤ p ,

r ≤ ν1 ≤ p , ν2 = p+ r − ν1 , ν3 = p− r ,

I =
p− r

2
.

In both cases, the isospin I is determined by ν3, so we simplify the notation for
p ∈ (N× {0}) ∪ ({0} × N) as

(3.19) e(p;ν) := e(p;ν, I) , qe(qp;ν) := qe(qp;ν, I) .

To clear even more the notation, we will denote the elements of a coupled basis of
B(Hp) that lies in the Q(n, n)-invariant subspace by e(n;ν, I). Consequently, the
notation for the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients can be simplified to

(3.20) C
p,
ν1,

qp,
ν2,

n
νI := C

p,
ν1I1,

qp,
ν2I2,

n
νI := C

p,
ν1I1,

qp,
ν2I2,

(n,n)
νI .

Applying the same simplification to the Wigner product symbol, expressions (2.149)
and (2.150) now read as

(3.21)

[
n1 n2 n3

ν1, I1 ν2, I2 ν3, I3

]
[p] 6= 0 =⇒

{
∇ν1+ν2,qν3

= 1

δ(I1, I2, I3) = 1
,
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(3.22)

[
n1 n2 n3

ν1, I1 ν2, I2 ν3, I3

]
[p] =

[
n3 n1 n2

ν3, I3 ν1, I1 ν2, I2

]
[p]

=

[
n2 n3 n1

ν2, I2 ν3, I3 ν1, I1

]
[p]

=

[
n2 n1 n3

qν2, I2 qν1, I1 qν3, I3

]
[p]

=

[
n1 n2 n3

qν1, I1 qν2, I2 qν3, I3

]
[qp]

=

[
n2 n1 n3

ν2, I2 ν1, I1 ν3, I3

]
[qp] .

Therefore, Corollary 2.29 takes the special form:

Theorem 3.10. For a quantum pure-quark system Hp, |p| = p, the product of
elements of a coupled basis of the space of operators B(Hp) decomposes in the form
(3.23)

e(n1;ν1, I1)e(n2;ν2, I2) =

p∑

n=0

∑

ν,I

(−1)p+2(tν+uν )

[
n1 n2 n3

ν1, I1 ν2, I2 qν, I

]
[p] e(n;ν, I)

for 0 ≤ n1, n2 ≤ p, where summations over ν and I can be restricted to ∇ν1+ν2,ν =
1 and δ(I1, I2, I) = 1 due to (3.21).

We also identify the operator algebra B(Hp) with the matrix algebra MC(d) by

means of an uncoupled basis of Q(p)⊗Q(qp). So let ν and qν be such that ∆
|p|
ν,ν′ = 1,

the operator e(p,ν) ⊗ qe(qp, qν) is a diagonal matrix and its decomposition in the
coupled basis can be written as

(3.24) e(p;ν)⊗ qe(qp; qν) =

p∑

n=0

n∑

I=0

C
p,
ν,

qp,
qν,

n
nIe(n; (n, n, n), I) .

That is, any diagonal matrix is a linear combination of {e(n, (n, n, n), I)}. Since
the cardinality of this set is (p+ 1)(p+ 2)/2, it is the set of diagonal matrices of a
coupled basis. Clebsch-Gordan coefficients being all real implies that such matrices
are also real.

3.3. Symbol correspondences for pure-quark systems. Let p ∈ (N× {0}) ∪
({0} × N) with |p| = p.

Definition 3.11. A symbol correspondence for a pure-quark system (Hp, Q(p)),
also referred to simply as a symbol correspondence or just as a correspondence, is
an injective linear map W : B(Hp) → C∞

C
(CP 2) : A 7→ WA that satisfies, for any

A ∈ B(Hp),

i) Equivariance: ∀g ∈ SU(3), WAg = (WA)
g ;

ii) Reality: WA† =WA ;

iii) Normalization:
∫
CP 2 WA(x)dx =

2

(p+ 1)(p+ 2)
tr(A) .

Remark 3.12. If one replace CP 2 on the definition of a symbol correspondence
for a pure quark system by the orbit Ox,0 or O0,x, for x > 0, the definition remains
essentially the same. Given any symbol correspondence W : B(Hp) → C∞

C
(CP 2),

the map W ′ : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(Ox,0), W

′
A =WA ◦ψx,0, satisfies the desired properties
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and WA = W ′
A ◦ ψ−1

x,0. Using ψ0,x, we get symbol correspondences with codomain

C∞
C
(O0,x). Conveniently, one can define symbol correspondences as maps W :

B(Hp) → C∞
C
(Op).

A symbol correspondence is an injective equivariant linear map, thus Schur’s
Lemma leads us to a simple characterization of these correspondences for a pure-
quark system:

Theorem 3.13. A linear map W : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(CP 2) is a symbol correspondence

if and only if it maps

(3.25) W :

√
(p+ 1)(p+ 2)

2
e(n;ν, I) 7→ cnX

n
ν,I

for (c1, ..., cp) ∈ (R∗)p and c0 = (−1)p.

Proof. By the Schur’s Lemma, W is equivariant and injective if and only if it
provides a mapping of the form (3.25) with cn 6= 0 for every n ∈ {0, ..., p}. Since
e
†(n,ν, I) = (−1)2(t+u)

e(n, qν, I) and Xn
ν,I = (−1)2(t+u)Xn

qν,I , reality holds if and
only if the constants cn are all real numbers. To finish, we have

(3.26) (−1)p
√

(p+ 1)(p+ 2)

2
e(0; (0, 0, 0), 0) = 1

and X0
0,0 = 1, then the normalization condition is satisfied if and only if c0 =

(−1)p. �

Corollary 3.14. The moduli space of correspondences for a pure-quark system Hp

is (R∗)p.

But there is another way to construct symbol correspondences. Again, let x0 =
[0 : 0 : 1] ∈ CP 2. Given an operator K ∈ B(Hp) fixed by H , consider the operator-
valued function CP 2 → B(Hp) : x 7→ K(x) = Kg, where g ∈ SU(3) is such that
x = gx0.

Theorem 3.15. A map W : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(CP 2) : A 7→ WA is a symbol corre-

spondence satisfying (3.25) if and only if

(3.27) WA(x) = tr(AK(x)) ,

that is,

(3.28) WA(gx0) = tr(AKg) ,

for K ∈ B(Hp) of the form

(3.29) K =
2

(p+ 1)(p+ 2)
1+

p∑

n=1

cn

√
2(n+ 1)3

(p+ 1)(p+ 2)
e(n; (n, n, n), 0) .

In particular, K is a diagonal matrix with real entries and unitary trace.

Proof. Suppose W is a symbol correspondence given by (3.25). The map A 7→
WA(x0) is a linear functional, then there exists K ∈ B(Hp) such that (3.28) holds
for the identity of SU(3). From equivariance, we have WA(g

−1x0) = (WA)
g(x0) =

WAg (x0) = tr(AgK) = tr(AKg−1

) for very g ∈ SU(3). Since x0 is fixed by H ,
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we have tr(AKg) = tr(AK) for every g ∈ H and every operator A. Thus, we can
write, cf. Proposition 3.2,

(3.30) K =

p∑

n=0

kne(n; (n, n, n), 0) ,

that is, K is a diagonal matrix. Taking A = e(n;ν, I) = (−1)2(t+u)
e
†(n; qν, I), we

have

(3.31) WA(gx0) = tr(AKg) = kn(−1)2(t+u)D
(n,n)
qνI,(n,n,n)0(g) = knD

(n,n)
νI,(n,n,n)0 ,

cf (2.38). Then,

(3.32) W : e(n,ν, I) 7→ kn
(n+ 1)3/2

Xn
ν,I .

It follows from Theorem 3.13 that

(3.33) kn = cn

√
2(n+ 1)3

(p+ 1)(p+ 2)
.

On the other hand, for K given by (3.29), equations (3.30)-(3.32) imply that (3.28)
defines a symbol correspondence given by (3.25). �

These results are completely analogous to the case of spin systems, cf. [18], so
we come with the next definition.

Definition 3.16. An operator kernel K ∈ B(Hp) is an operator that induces a
symbol correspondence via (3.28). That is, K is given by (3.29) with non-zero
real numbers (cn) called characteristic numbers of both the operator kernel and the
symbol correspondence.

If K ∈ B(Hp) is an operator kernel, it is diagonal with real entries, thus it is a
linear combination of projections of the form

(3.34) K =
∑

ν

aν Πν ,

for real coefficients aν . We can separate the summation into different values of
isospin:

(3.35) K =

p∑

j=0

Kj , Kj =
∑

ν∈j/2

aν Πν ,

where ν ∈ j/2 means the weight ν has isospin j/2, cf. (3.17)-(3.18).

Proposition 3.17. If K ∈ B(Hp) is an operator kernel, then

(3.36) K =

p∑

j=0

aj
∑

ν∈j/2

Πν ,

where the coefficients aj are real numbers satisfying

(3.37)

p∑

j=0

aj(j + 1) = 1 .
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Proof. Every operator kernel is fixed by H of (2.156), so K must be fixed also by
the SU(2) of (2.161). Decomposing K as in (3.35), we have that a component Kj

is an operator on a representation j/2 of SU(2), therefore it must commute with
T3 and T±, which implies each Kj is a multiple of the identity operator on the
subspace spanned by the states with same isospin j/2, that is,

(3.38) Kj = aj
∑

ν∈j/2

Πν ,

where aj is real. To finish, tr(K) = 1 implies (3.37). �

We can also use operator kernels to construct symbol correspondences in an
implicit way, as follows.

Proposition 3.18. Let K be an operator kernel with characteristic numbers (cn).
The equation

(3.39) A =
(p+ 1)(p+ 2)

2

∫

CP 2

W̃A(x)K(x)dx .

defines a symbol correspondence W̃ with characteristic numbers (c̃n) given by c̃n =
1/cn.

Proof. We have
(3.40)∫

CP 2

Xn
ν,I(x)K(x)dx =

∫

SU(3)

Xn
ν,I(gx0)K

gdg

=
∑

n′,µ,J

kn′

∫

SU(3)

Xn
ν,I(gx0)D

(n′,n′)
µJ,n′0(gx0)dg e(n

′;µ, J)

=
∑

n′,µ,J

kn′

(n′ + 1)3/2

〈
Xn′

µ,J

∣∣∣Xn
ν,I

〉
e(n;µ, J)

=
kn

(n+ 1)3/2
e(n;ν, I) ,

where

(3.41) kn = cn

√
2(n+ 1)3

(p+ 1)(p+ 2)
.

Thus,

(3.42)
(p+ 1)(p+ 2)

2

∫

CP 2

1

cn
Xn

ν,I(x)K(x)dx =

√
(p+ 1)(p+ 2)

2
e(n;ν, I) .

By Theorem 3.13, W̃ is a symbol correspondence with characteristic numbers (c̃n)
satisfying c̃n = 1/cn. �

Actually, there is a duality relation between the symbol correspondences defined
by the same operator kernel via (3.27) and via (3.39) considering the normalized
inner product

(3.43) 〈A|R〉p =
2

(p+ 1)(p+ 2)
〈A|R〉 = 2

(p+ 1)(p+ 2)
tr
(
A†R

)

for all A,R ∈ B(Hp).
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Definition 3.19. Given a symbol correspondence W : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(CP 2), its

dual correspondence is the symbol correspondence W̃ : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(CP 2) that

satisfies

(3.44) 〈A|R〉p =
〈
W̃A

∣∣∣WR

〉
=
〈
WA

∣∣∣W̃R

〉
.

The operators kernels of W and W̃ are also said to be dual to each other.

Proposition 3.20. Let K be an operator kernel. The symbol correspondences
defined by K via (3.27) and via (3.39) are dual to each other, that is, for any
symbol correspondence with characteristic numbers (cn), its dual correspondence
has characteristic numbers (1/cn).

Proof. Given any two operators A and R, if we write A† as in (3.39) and use the
reality property, we get
(3.45)

2

(p+ 1)(p+ 2)
tr
(
A†R

)
=

∫

CP 2

W̃A(x) tr(RK(x))dx =

∫

CP 2

W̃A(x)WR(x)dx ,

that is, 〈A|R〉p =
〈
W̃A

∣∣∣WR

〉
. Writing R as in (3.39), we get 〈A|R〉p =

〈
WA

∣∣∣W̃R

〉
.

�

In particular, a symbol correspondence W is an isometry if and only if it is
self-dual.

Definition 3.21. A symbol correspondence W : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(CP 2) is a Stratono-

vich-Weyl correspondence if it is an isometry, that is,

(3.46) 〈A|R〉p = 〈WA|WR〉
for all A,R ∈ B(Hp).

Proposition 3.22. A symbol correspondence is a Stratonovich-Weyl correspon-
dence if and only if its characteristic numbers (cn) satisfy |cn| = 1.

Proof. The proof follows from Proposition 3.20. �

Although isometry is a very nice property for a symbol correspondence, there is
another property for symbol correspondences that is very reasonable, from a physi-
cal perspective. Recall that a Hermitian operator with only nonnegative eigenvalues
is called positive, or positive-definite if all of its eigenvalues are positive, and a real
function that takes only nonnegative values is called positive, or strictly-positive if
it only takes positive values.

Definition 3.23. A symbol correspondence for a pure-quark system is mapping-
positive if it maps positive(-definite) operators to (strictly-)positive functions. A
symbol correspondence for a pure-quark system which is dual to a mapping-positive
correspondence is a positive-dual correspondence.

In Theorem 3.15, we characterize all symbol correspondences as expected values
with respect to Kg, where K is an operator kernel, that is, an H-invariant operator
satisfying equation (3.29) with cn ∈ R∗. From (3.34)-(3.37), K can be identified
with an H-invariant pseudo-state, since, from Physics, we have the following:

Definition 3.24. An operator on a complex Hilbert space is a state if it is a positive
operator with unitary trace.
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On the other hand, from (3.34)-(3.37), because the real numbers ar for a general
operator kernel K can be negative, generally K has unitary trace but is not a
positive operator and we can see it as providing pseudo-probabilities, since an
operator kernel which is actually a state should provide actual probabilities. In
fact, we have:

Proposition 3.25. A symbol correspondence W : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(CP 2) with oper-

ator kernel K is mapping-positive if and only if K is a state, that is, K given by
(3.29), with cn ∈ R∗, is in the convex hull of {Πν}, that is, K ∈ Conv{Πν}.

Proof. We assume that K is an operator kernel, thus K is given by (3.29) with
cn ∈ R∗. Now, let K be decomposed as in (3.36). Suppose K ∈ Conv{Πν}, so that
the coefficients aj in the summation are all nonnegative. An operator A ∈ B(Hp)
is positive if and only if A = R†R for some R ∈ B(Hp), and A is positive-definite

if and only if R is an automorphism. Thus, for any g ∈ SU(3) and R̃ = Rρ(g),
(3.47)

WA(gx0) =

p∑

j=0

aj
∑

ν∈j/2

tr
(
R†Rρ(g)Πνρ(g)

†
)
=

p∑

j=0

aj
∑

ν∈j/2

tr
(
Rρ(g)Πνρ(g)

†R†
)

=

p∑

j=0

aj
∑

ν∈j/2

tr
(
R̃ΠνR̃

†
)
=

p∑

j=0

aj
∑

ν∈j/2

∥∥∥R̃(e(p;ν))
∥∥∥
2

≥ 0 ,

where the inequality is strict if R̃ is an automorphism, which is true if R is an
automorphism, that is, if A is positive-definite.

Now, supposeK 6∈ Conv{Πν}. Then, there is a negative coefficient aj so that any
projection Πν with ν ∈ j/2 is a positive operator satisfyingWΠν

(x0) = tr(KΠν) <
0. �

For a pure-quark system Hp, let Sp
= , Sp

< and Sp
> be the sets of Stratonovich-

Weyl, mapping-positive and positive-dual correspondences, respectively.

Theorem 3.26. The sets Sp
= , Sp

< and Sp
> are mutually disjoint.

Proof. IfW ∈ Sp
< , then Proposition 3.25 implies that its operator kernelK is given

by

(3.48) K =
∑

ν

(−1)2(t+u)aνe(p;ν)⊗ qe(qp; qν) ,

where aν are coefficients of a convex combination, that is, they are non negative
and sum up to 1. From (3.29), its characteristic numbers are

(3.49) cn =

√
(p+ 1)(p+ 2)

2(n+ 1)3

∑

ν

(−1)2(t+u)aνC
p,
ν,

qp,
qν,

n
(n,n,n)0 .

Since CG coefficients are coefficients of an unitary transformation, their absolute
values are bounded above by 1, so

(3.50) |cn| ≤
√

(p+ 1)(p+ 2)

2(n+ 1)3

∑

ν

aν =

√
(p+ 1)(p+ 2)

2(n+ 1)3
.
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Thus,

(3.51) |cp| < 1

and characteristic numbers (c̃n) of the correspondence W̃ ∈ Sp
> dual to W ∈ Sp

<

satisfy

(3.52) |c̃p| =
1

|cp|
> 1 ,

cf. Proposition 3.20. From Proposition 3.22 and inequalities (3.51)-(3.52), we
conclude the statement. �

Remark 3.27. Theorem 3.26 for pure-quark systems mirrors the analogous result
for spin systems, cf. Theorem 3.3 in [1].

To verify the existence of a mapping-positive correspondence, we consider the
defining representation ρ1 of SU(3) on C3, and invoke the canonical projection

π̃ : S5 → CP 2 ,

inside C3 → CP 2, and

(3.53)

Φp : C3 → C
(p+1)(p+2)/2

(z1, z2, z3) 7→ (zp1 , ...,

√(
p

j, k, l

)
zj1z

k
2z

l
3, ..., z

p
3) ,

where C(p+1)(p+2)/2 ≃ Hp,0 is endowed with a SU(3)-representation ρp of class
Q(p, 0), cf. (3.12).

Proposition 3.28. The map B : B(Hp,0) → C∞
C
(CP 2) : A 7→ BA, with

BA(x) = 〈Φp(n)|AΦp(n)〉
for x ∈ CP 2 and n ∈ S5 related by π̃(n) = x, is a mapping-positive symbol cor-
respondence whose operator kernel is the projection Π(0,0,p) onto the lowest weight
vector and whose characteristic numbers are

(3.54) bn = (−1)p

√
(p+ 1)(p+ 2)

2(n+ 1)3
C

(p,0),
(0,0,p),

(0,p),
(p,p,0),

n
(n,n,n),0 .

Proof. First of all, we need to verify that BA is a well defined function for every
A ∈ B(Hp,0). For n,n′ ∈ S5, we have π̃(n) = π̃(n′) if and only if n′ = eiθn, but
Φp(e

iθn) = eipθΦp(n), so

(3.55)
〈
Φp(e

iθn)
∣∣AΦp(e

iθn)
〉
=
〈
eipθΦp(n)

∣∣eipθAΦp(n)
〉
= 〈Φp(n)|AΦp(n)〉 .

This proves that BA is well defined. It is also smooth, since π̃ is a surjective
submersion and BA ◦ π̃ is a composition of smooth functions of S5.

The linearity of B is trivial. The equivariance follows straightforwardly from the
equivariance of Φp. For any g ∈ SU(3),
(3.56)
BAg(x) = 〈Φp(n)|AgΦp(n)〉 =

〈
Φp(n)

∣∣ρp(g)Aρp(g)−1Φp(n)
〉

=
〈
ρp(g)

−1Φp(n)
∣∣Aρp(g)−1Φp(n)

〉
=
〈
Φp(ρ1(g)

−1n)
∣∣AΦp(ρ1(g)

−1n)
〉

= BA(g
−1x) = (BA)

g(x) ,
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cf. (2.39). Equivariance implies that kerB is an invariant subspace, and we use that
to prove B is injective by means of contradiction. Suppose B is not injective, then
kerB contains an irreducible representation of the form Q(n, n), so the diagonal
matrix e(n,n, I) lies in kerB, that is, there exists a non-zero diagonal matrix
D = diag(dp,0,0, ..., dj,k,l, ..., d0,0,p) ∈ kerB. Thus, we have

(3.57) BD(x) = 〈Φp(n)|DΦp(n)〉 =
∑

j+k+l=1

(
p

j, k, l

)
dj,k,l |z1|2j |z2|2k|z3|2l = 0

for every n = (z1, z2, z3) ∈ S5. It follows that the polynomials with real coefficients

∑

j+k+l=1

(
p

j, k, l

)
Re(dj,k,l)x

2j
1 x

2k
2 x

2l
3 ,

∑

j+k+l=1

(
p

j, k, l

)
Im(dj,k,l)x

2j
1 x

2k
2 x

2l
3

are identically zero, so D must be a zero matrix, and this is the desired contradic-
tion. Therefore, B is injective.

We know that
(3.58)

Π(0,0,p) = e((p, 0); (0, 0, p))⊗ e
∗((p, 0); (0, 0, p))

= (−1)p e((p, 0); (0, 0, p))⊗ qe((0, p); (p, p, 0))

= (−1)p
p∑

n=0

C
(p,0),
(0,0,p),

(0,p),
(p,p,0),

n
(n,n,n),0e(n; (n, n, n), 0)

=
2

(p+ 1)(p+ 2)
1+ (−1)p

p∑

n=1

C
(p,0),
(0,0,p),

(0,p),
(p,p,0),

n
(n,n,n),0 e(n; (n, n, n), 0) ,

where the last equality follows from tr
(
Π(0,0,p)

)
= 1. Since the Clebsch-Gordan

coefficients are real and B is an injective map, it is sufficient to show BA(gx0) =

tr
(
AΠg

(0,0,p)

)
. We have that n0 = (0, 0, 1) ∈ S5 satisfies π(n0) = x0 and Φp(n0) =

(0, 0, ..., 1), so

(3.59) BA(x0) = 〈Φp(n0)|AΦp(n0)〉 = tr
(
AΠ(0,0,p)

)

and
(3.60)

BA(gx0) = (BA)
g−1

(x0) = BAg−1 (x0) = tr
(
Ag−1

Π(0,0,p)

)
= tr

(
AΠg

(0,0,p)

)
.

This proves that B is a symbol correspondence sequence with operator kernel
Π(0,0,p). Proposition 3.25 implies that it is a mapping-positive correspondence. �

One could expect that the projection Π(p,0,0) ∈ B(Hp,0) onto the highest weight
vector is also an operator kernel. This is not the case since Π(p,0,0) is not H-
invariant, cf. Proposition 3.17 and Proposition 3.30. However, this is just a matter
of convention, a choice of U(2) subgroup by which we impose invariance. Recalling
(3.10), we have ρp(g0)ej,k,l = (−1)pel,k,j for g0 as in (2.158), so that Π(p,0,0) =
Πg0

(0,0,p) and Π(p,0,0) is fixed by H ′ = g0Hg0 as given in (2.157). If we set x′
0 =

g0x0 = [1 : 0 : 0], then we can construct a symbol correspondence A 7→ B′
A using

Π(p,0,0):

(3.61) B′
A(gx

′
0) = tr

(
AΠg

(p,0,0)

)
.
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But

(3.62) B′
A(gx

′
0) = tr

(
AΠg

(p,0,0)

)
= tr

(
AΠgg0

(0,0,p)

)
= BA(gg0x0) = BA(gx

′
0) ,

that is, B′ and B are the same map.
Notwithstanding, a minor adaptation of the argument of the previous proposition

proves that Π(p,p,0) ∈ B(H0,p), the projection onto the highest weight vector, is also
an operator kernel. Now, consider qρ1 and qρp the dual representations of ρ1 and ρp,
respectively, so that the maps

(3.63) ω : C3 → C
3 : (z1, z2, z3) 7→ (−z3, z2,−z1)

and Φp are both equivariant in the following sense:

(3.64)
qρp(g) ◦ ω = ω ◦ ρp(g) ,

qρp(g) ◦ Φp = Φp ◦ qρp(g) ,

cf. (3.13).

Proposition 3.29. The map B− : B(H0,p) → C∞
C
(CP 2) : A 7→ B−

A , with

B−
A (x) = 〈Φp ◦ ω(n)|AΦp ◦ ω(n)〉

for x ∈ CP 2 and n ∈ S5 ⊂ C3 related by π(n) = x, is a mapping-positive symbol
correspondence whose operator kernel is the projection Π(p,p,0) onto the highest
weight vector and whose characteristic numbers are

(3.65) bn− = (−1)p

√
(p+ 1)(p+ 2)

2(n+ 1)3
C

(0,p),
(p,p,0),

(p,0),
(0,0,p),

n
(n,n,n),0 .

Proof. The proof goes just as the proof of the previous proposition (linearity is,
again, obvious), we just highlight that the following holds: Φp◦ω(eiθn) = e−ipθΦp ◦
ω(n),
(3.66)

Π(p,p,0) = qe((0, p); (p, p, 0))⊗ qe
∗((0, p); (p, p, 0))

= (−1)p qe((0, p); (p, p, 0))⊗ e((p, 0); (0, 0, p))

= (−1)p
p∑

n=0

C
(0,p),
(p,p,0),

(p,0),
(0,0,p),

n
(n,n,n),0e(n; (n, n, n), 0)

=
2

(p+ 1)(p+ 2)
1+ (−1)p

p∑

n=1

C
(0,p),
(p,p,0),

(p,0),
(0,0,p),

n
(n,n,n),0e(n; (n, n, n), 0)

and n0 = (0, 0, 1) ∈ S5 satisfies Φp ◦ ω(n0) = (1, ..., 0, 0). �

Proposition 3.30. The operator Π(0,0,p) ∈ B(Hp,0) is the unique operator kernel
among the projections onto weight vectors. The same is true for Π(p,p,0) ∈ B(H0,p).

Proof. From equations (3.34) and (3.36), if K = Πν ∈ B(Hp,0) is an operator
kernel, then (3.37) implies that j = 0, that is, ν has null isospin. Using (3.17),
we get that ν = (0, 0, p). The proof for H0,p is completely analogous, but we use
(3.18) to conclude ν = (p, p, 0). �

Definition 3.31. For any p ∈ N, the symbol correspondences B : B(Hp,0) →
C∞

C
(CP 2), with operator kernel Π(0,0,p), and B− : B(H0,p) → C∞

C
(CP 2), with

operator kernel Π(p,p,0), are called Berezin correspondences.



44 P. A. S. ALCÂNTARA AND P. DE M. RIOS

Proposition 3.32. The Berezin correspondences for Hp,0 and H0,p have the same
characteristic numbers.

Proof. It follows from Theorem 2.23. �

Remark 3.33. Our proof of Proposition 3.28 is, in essence, the same given in [18]
for spin systems, where the symmetry group is SU(2) and the orbit is CP 1 ≃ S2.
However, in that book, an involution on the space of symbol correspondences for
spin systems is defined in this context. Let {u1, u2} be a spin standard basis and
{qu1 = −u∗2, qu2 = u∗1} be the dual spin standard basis of C2, so that ωs(z1, z2) =
(−z2, z1) is the dualization via inner product. Then ωs commutes with the action
of SU(2) and induces an involution on CP 1 that coincides with the antipodal map
αs, that is, for the Hopf map πs : S3 → S2, we have πs ◦ ωs = αs ◦ πs. If W s is
a symbol correspondence for a spin-j system, we have that A 7→ W s

A ◦ αs is also a
symbol correspondence, known as the alternate correspondence of W s. This is used
to prove that both projections onto lowest and highest weight vectors of the same
representation are correspondences. The name “alternate” is due to the fact that
symbol correspondences for a spin-j system are characterized by a set of non-zero
real numbers {cl : l = 1, ..., 2j}, where each l stands for a representation of SU(2)
in the decomposition of the operator algebra into irreducible representations, just as
we have for pure quark systems, and to alternate a correspondence is equivalent to
alternate the signs of such numbers, that is, to perform the change cl 7→ (−1)lcl.

One may try to reproduce the same argument for pure-quark systems, but this
is not possible since the dualization ω(z1, z2, z3) = (−z3, z2,−z1) on C3 does not
commute with the action of SU(3). In fact, for the defining representation ρ1 of
SU(3) and its dual qρ1, we have that ρ1(g)◦ω = ω◦qρ1(g) and qρ1(g)◦ω = ω◦ρ1(g) for
every g ∈ SU(3). Thus, in general, a symbol correspondence W for a pure-quark
system does not satisfyWAg◦α̃ = (WA◦α̃)g, where α̃([z1 : z2 : z3]) = [−z3 : z2 : −z1]
is the involution on CP 2 such that α̃ ◦ π = π ◦ω. Take, for instance, z0 = (0, 0, 1),
where π(z0) = [0 : 0 : 1] = x0, and

(3.67) g =



1/

√
2 −1/

√
2 0

1/
√
2 1/

√
2 0

0 0 1


 ,

so

(3.68)

g α̃(x0) = g α̃ ◦ π(z0) = g π ◦ ω(z0)
= π(ρ1(g)ω(z0)) = π ◦ ω(qρ1(g)z0)

= π ◦ ω(0,−1/
√
2, 1/

√
2) = α̃ ◦ π(0,−1/

√
2, 1/

√
2)

6= α̃(gx0) .

At this point one may think to define alternate correspondences for pure-quark
systems by applying cn 7→ (−1)ncn to the characteristic numbers. However, this is
not the correct notion of alternation of correspondences for pure-quark systems as
we show below.

We now establish a solid link between Berezin correspondences for Hp and Hqp.

Definition 3.34. For a symbol correspondence W : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(CP 2), its an-

tipodal correspondence is the symbol correspondence |W : B(Hqp) → C∞
C
(CP 2) given
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by

(3.69) |WA∗ =WA ,

cf. (2.127)-(2.129).

If one defines symbol correspondences from B(Hp) to C
∞
C
(Op) as pointed out in

Remark 3.12, two antipodal correspondences W and |W are related by

|WA∗ =WA ◦ ι ,
thus the name antipodal.

Remark 3.35. It turns out that Definition 3.34 is completely analogous to alter-
nation, for spin systems. The classes of irreducible representations of SU(2) are
self-dual and their symbol correspondences satisfy W s

A∗ =W s
A ◦αs, maintaining the

same notation of Remark 3.33. But, now, for pure-quark systems the irreducible
representations are not self-dual (Hp 6= Hqp) and the alternation of characteristic
numbers does not occur anymore.

Proposition 3.36. Two symbol correspondences W1 : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(CP 2) and

W2 : B(Hqp) → C∞
C
(CP 2) are antipodal to each other if and only if their character-

istic numbers are equal.

Proof. The result follows from (2.129) and Theorem 3.13. �

Corollary 3.37. The Berezin correspondences for Hp and Hqp are antipodal to
each other.

Corollary 3.38. A symbol correspondence for a pure-quark system is Stratonovich-
Weyl correspondence if and only if its antipodal correspondence is a Stratonovich-
Weyl correspondence.

3.4. Twisted product for pure-quark system. Again, let p ∈ (N×{0})∪({0}×
N) with |p| = p.

It is obvious from Theorem 3.13 that the images of all symbol correspondences for
Hp and Hqp are the same space, namely, the space spanned by the CP 2 harmonics
Xn

ν,I with 0 ≤ n ≤ p. Such space shall be denoted by Xp, that is,

Xp = SpanC{Xn
ν,I}0≤n≤p .

Now, we translate the operator algebra B(Hp) to Xp using a symbol correspondence.

Definition 3.39. Given a symbol correspondence W : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(CP 2), the

twisted product of symbols induced by W is the binary operation ⋆ on Xp given by

(3.70) WA ⋆ WR =WAR ,

for any A,R ∈ B(Hp). The algebra (Xp, ⋆) is called a twisted p-algebra.

Proposition 3.40. Any twisted p-algebra (Xp, ⋆) is

i) SU(3)-equivariant: (f1 ⋆ f2)
g = fg

1 ⋆ f
g
2 ;

ii) Associative: (f1 ⋆ f2) ⋆ f3 = f1 ⋆ (f2 ⋆ f3);
iii) Unital: 1 ⋆ f = f ⋆ 1 = f ;
iv) A ∗-algebra: f1 ⋆ f2 = f2 ⋆ f1;

where f1, f2, f3, f ∈ Xp, g ∈ SU(3) and 1 ∈ Xp is the constant function equal to 1
on CP 2, cf. (3.3).
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Proof. The operator space B(Hp) is a SU(3)-equivariant unital associative ∗-algebra
with respect to Hermitian conjugate, where 1 is the identity. Since any symbol cor-
respondence W for Hp is a SU(3)-equivariant linear isomorphism between B(Hp)
and Xp satisfying reality and W1 = 1, the statement is true. �

Proposition 3.41. Fixed p ∈ (N × {0}) ∪ ({0} × N), any two twisted p-algebras
are naturally isomorphic, and any twisted p-algebra is naturally anti-isomorphic to
any qp-algebra.

Proof. Let W1,W2 : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(CP 2) be symbol correspondences. Then W1 ◦

W−1
2 : Xp → Xp is an isomorphism because each Wj is an isomorphism onto Xp.

If, now, we suppose W2 : B(Hqp) → C∞
C
(CP 2), then W1 ◦ ∗ ◦W−1

2 : Xp → Xp is an
anti-isomorphism since the adjoint map ∗ is an anti-isomorphism and, again, each
Wj is an isomorphism onto Xp. �

Twisted products of CP 2 harmonics can be easily computed and determine the
twisted product for all functions in Xp by bilinearity of the product.

Theorem 3.42. If W : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(CP 2) is a symbol correspondence with

characteristic numbers (cn), then the induced twister product is given by
(3.71)

Xn1

ν1,I1
⋆ Xn2

ν2,I2
=

√
(p+ 1)(p+ 2)

2

p∑

n=0

∑

ν,I

(−1)p+2(tν+uν )

[
n1 n2 n

ν1, I1 ν2, I2 qν, I

]
[p]

× cn
cn1cn2

Xn
ν,I

for 0 ≤ n1, n2 ≤ p, where summations over ν and I can be restricted to ∇ν1+ν2,ν =
1 and δ(I1, I2, I) = 1 due to (3.21).

Proof. The result follows from Theorems 3.10 and 3.13. �

Any twisted product on Xp admits an integral formulation, which supposedly
allows one to compute it without decomposition of functions in the basis of CP 2

harmonics.

Theorem 3.43. If W : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(CP 2) is a symbol correspondence with

operator kernel K and characteristic numbers (cn), then the induced twister product
is given by

(3.72) f1 ⋆ f2(x) =

∫

CP 2×CP 2

f1(x1)f2(x2)L(x1,x2,x) dx1dx2

for any f1, f2 ∈ Xp, where
(3.73)

L(x1,x2,x3) =

(
(p+ 1)(p+ 2)

2

)2

tr
(
K̃(x1)K̃(x2)K(x3)

)

= (−1)p
√

(p+ 1)(p+ 2)

2

p∑

nj=0

∑

νj ,Ij

[
n1 n2 n3

ν1, I1 ν2, I2 ν3, I3

]
[p]

cn3

cn1cn2

×Xn1

ν1,I1
(x1)X

n2

ν2,I2
(x2)X

n3

ν3,I3
(x3)

for K̃ being the operator kernel dual to K, that is, with characteristic numbers
(1/cn).
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Proof. Let A1, A2 ∈ B(Hp) so that f1 =WA1 and f2 =WA2 . Then, by Proposition
3.20,
(3.74)(

(p+ 1)(p+ 2)

2

)2 ∫

CP 2×CP 2

f1(x1)f2(x2) tr
(
K̃(x1)K̃(x2)K(x)

)
dx1dx2

= tr

((
(p+ 1)(p+ 2)

2

)2 ∫

CP 2×CP 2

f1(x1)f2(x2)K̃(x1)K̃(x2) dx1dx2K(x)

)

= tr(A1A2K(x)) =WA1A2(x) = f1 ⋆ f2(x) .

It is worth to highlight that K̃(x1), K̃(x2) and K(x3) can be expanded in the cou-
pled basis using Wigner D-functions so that L(x1,x2,x3) is a linear combinations

of Xn1

ν1,I1
(x1)X

n2

ν2,I2
(x2)X

n3

ν3,I3
(x3). That said, Theorem 3.42 implies the second

equality in (3.73). �

Definition 3.44. The integral trikernel L ∈ C∞
C
(CP 2 × CP 2 × CP 2) of a twisted

product induced by a symbol correspondence W : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(CP 2) is the function

given by (3.73) so that the twisted product is given by (3.72).

Obviously, the integral in (3.73) is well defined for any pair of smooth functions
on CP 2, so it leads to a product on C∞

C
(CP 2).

Proposition 3.45. Let L be the integral trikernel of a twisted product ⋆ induced
by a symbol correspondence W : B(Hp) → C∞

C
(CP 2). Then the binary operation •

on C∞
C
(CP 2),

(3.75) f1 • f2(x) =
∫

CP 2×CP 2

f1(x1)f2(x2)L(x1,x2,x) dx1dx2

for any f1, f2 ∈ C∞
C
(CP 2), defines a SU(3)-equivariant associative ∗-algebra with

respect to complex conjugation. In particular, if f1, f2 ∈ Xp, we have f1•f2 = f1⋆f2.
But, if either f1 or f2 is orthogonal to Xp, we have f1 • f2 = 0.

Proof. Linearity of integral implies the product is bilinear, hence it defines an alge-
bra. By definition, it is clear that f1 • f2 = f1 ⋆ f2 if f1, f2 ∈ Xp. Now, suppose fj
is orthogonal to Xp. Thus, it is orthogonal to every Xn

ν,I with n ≤ p, which implies

the integral over xj in (3.75) results in 0, so f1 • f2 = 0. Since any f ∈ C∞
C
(CP 2)

can be decomposed into f = f + f⊥, where f ∈ Xp and f⊥ is orthogonal to Xp,
the SU(3)-equivariant, associative and ∗-algebra properties of ⋆ extends to •. �

For a product • as in the previous proposition, the constant function 1 is not
the identity anymore, now it gives an orthogonal projection C∞

C
(CP 2) → Xp : f 7→

1 • f = f • 1.
Notation 5. Before stating general properties of integral trikernels, we establish a
convention to denote the reproducing kernel on Xp:

(3.76) Rp(x1,x2) =

p∑

n=0

∑

ν,I

Xn
ν,I(x1)X

n
ν,I(x2) = Rp(x2,x1) ,

satisfying

(3.77)

∫

CP 2

f(x1)Rp(x1,x2) dx1 = f(x2) , ∀ f ∈ Xp .
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Proposition 3.46. Let L be an integral trikernel of a twisted product ⋆ on Xp.
Then, for every g ∈ SU(3) and every x1,x2,x3,x4 ∈ CP 2,

i) L(x1,x2,x3) = L(gx1, gx2, gx3);
ii)
∫
CP 2 L(x1,x2,x)L(x,x3,x4) dx =

∫
CP 2 L(x1,x,x4)L(x2,x3,x) dx;

iii)
∫
CP 2 L(x,x1,x2) dx =

∫
CP 2 L(x1,x,x2) dx = Rp(x1,x2);

iv) L(x1,x2,x3) = L(x2,x1,x3).

Proof. Let f1, f2 ∈ Xp. Writing the equality (f1)
g ⋆ (f2)

g = (f1 ⋆f2)
g in the integral

form, we get that SU(3)-equivariance of ⋆ is equivalent to property (i). In the same
vein, we conclude that each property of this statement is equivalent to the property
of Proposition 3.40 with same number. �

Remark 3.47. Although the integral formulation of a twisted product on Xp is
supposed to circumvent the necessity of decomposing symbols (elements of Xp) in
the basis of CP 2 harmonics, the formula (3.73) for an integral trikernel uses these
harmonics explicitly. In [18], new formulas for integral trikernels of spin systems
were obtained using SU(2)-invariant 2-points and 3-points functions on CP 1, but
a similar exercise in the case of pure-quark systems is much harder and is deferred
for later.

We finish with a relation between twisted algebras induced by antipodal corre-
spondences.

Proposition 3.48. The twisted products ⋆ and q⋆ induced by a symbol correspon-
dence and its antipodal correspondence satisfy

(3.78) f1 ⋆ f2 = f2 q⋆ f1 .

Proof. For f1 =WF1 = |WF∗
1
and f2 =WF2 = |WF∗

2
,

(3.79) f1 ⋆ f2 =WF1F2 = |W(F1F2)∗ = |WF∗
2 F∗

1
= f2q⋆f1.

�

Corollary 3.49. For ⋆ and q⋆ as in the previous proposition, their integral trikernels

L and qL satisfy

(3.80) L(x1,x2,x3) = qL(x2,x1,x3) .

Remark 3.50. We already mentioned that the notion of antipodal correspondences
for quark systems is analogous to alternation for spin systems considering the appro-
priate characterization. In addition to the previous discussion, we present a related
phenomenon encoded in Proposition 3.48 which also happens for spin systems. The
commutator [ , ]⋆ of a twisted product ⋆ satisfies

(3.81) [f1, f2]⋆ = [f2, f1]q⋆ ,

where q⋆ is the twisted product induced by the antipodal correspondence. In this way,
q⋆ can be seen as defining the reverse symbolic dynamics of the one defined by ⋆. In
fact, recalling Heisenberg’s equation for an operator F subject to a Hamiltonian H,

(3.82)
dF

dt
= [F,H ] +

∂F

∂t
,
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if F has no explicit temporal dependence, then under a symbol correspondence W
its symbol f satisfies

(3.83)
df

dt
= [f, h]⋆ ,

where h = WH . It follows that if we set H∗ as the Hamiltonian of the dual space,

the symbolic dynamics of F ∗ under |W is given by

(3.84)
df

dt
= [f, h]q⋆ = −[f, h]⋆ .

4. Generic quark systems

In this chapter, we begin a study of correspondences for generic quark sys-
tems, that is, representations of generic class Q(p, q) and generic coadjoint orbit
E(CP 2,CP 1, π). Although we basically reproduce what we have done for Q(p, 0)
(or Q(0, q)) and CP 2, some new phenomena appear when compared to the previous
case.

4.1. Classical generic quark system.

Definition 4.1. The generic classical quark system is the symplectic total space E
of the fiber bundle E(CP 2,CP 1, π), with base CP 2, fiber CP 1 and projection π,

(4.1) CP 1 →֒ E π−→ CP 2 ,

together with its Poisson algebra on C∞
C
(E).

We have E ≃ SU(3)/T , where T is the maximal torus (2.159) of SU(3). So we
look for representations with weights satisfying t = u = 0, cf. (2.21)-(2.22).

Proposition 4.2. The representations of SU(3) with non null vectors fixed by T
are of the form Q(a, b) for a ≡ b (mod 3). For

k = |a− b|/3 ,
the space fixed by T is spanned by the set

(4.2) {e((a, b);ν(a,b), Iγ) : γ = 1, ...,min{a, b}+ 1} ,
where

(4.3) ν(a,b) =

{
(a+ 2k, a+ 2k, a+ 2k) , if min{a, b} = a

(b+ k, b+ k, b+ k) , if min{a, b} = b

and

(4.4) Iγ = γ − 1 + k .

Proof. From (2.21)-(2.22), we get that ν1 = ν2 = ν3 = ν ∈ N0, with

(4.5) 2ν = r+ + r−

and

(4.6) 3ν = a+ 2b ,

for

r− ≤ b ≤ r+ ≤ a+ b , r− ≤ ν ≤ a+ b .

From (4.6), a+ 2b ≡ 0 (mod 3), which implies a ≡ b (mod 3).
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For representations of class Q(a, a+ 3k), with a, k ∈ N0, we have that

(4.7) ν = a+ 2k

and the GT states fixed by T are given by r+ and r− satisfying

(4.8)

{
r+ + r− = 2a+ 4k

0 ≤ r− ≤ a+ 3k ≤ r+ ≤ 2a+ 3k
.

The system has a+ 1 solutions:

(4.9)





r+ = 2a+ 3k , r− = k
...

r+ = a+ 3k , r− = a+ k

so that

(4.10) {e((a, a+ 3k); (a+ 2k, a+ 2k, a+ 2k), I) : I = k, ..., a+ k}

spans the subspace fixed by T .
For a representation of class Q(b + 3k, b), since it is dual to Q(b, b + 3k), the

subspace fixed by T is spanned by the dualization of the set {e((b, b + 3k), (b +
2k, b+ 2k, b+ 2k), I) : I = k, ..., b+ k}, which implies that

ν = b+ k

and is given by the solutions of

(4.11)

{
r+ + r− = 2b+ 2k

0 ≤ r− ≤ a ≤ r+ ≤ 2b+ 3k
.

The same reasoning of the previous case leads us to

(4.12)





r+ = 2b+ 2k , r− = 0
...

r+ = b+ 2k , r− = b

.

That is,

(4.13) {e((b+ 3k, b); (b+ k, b+ k, b+ k), I) : I = k, ..., b+ k}

spans the subspace fixed by T .
To finish, we order the I-multiplicities by crescent I in both cases (4.10)-(4.13)

by setting Iγ = γ + k − 1, where 1 ≤ γ ≤ min{a, b}+ 1. �

Definition 4.3. The E harmonics are the functions

(4.14) Z
(a,b,γ)
ν,I (gz0) =

√
(a+ 1)(b+ 1)(a+ b + 2)

2
D

(a,b)
νI, ν(a,b)Iγ

(g)

on E, for z0 ∈ π−1([0 : 0 : 1]) ⊂ E with T as isotropy subgroup, g ∈ SU(3), a ≡ b

(mod 3), (ν(a,b), Iγ) as in Proposition 4.2 and D
(a,b)
νI, ν(a,b)Iγ

a Wigner D-function as

in Definition 2.5.
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Just as in definition of CP 2 harmonics, the factor
√
(a+ 1)(b+ 1)(a+ b + 2)/2

is the square root of the dimension of the representation Q(a, b) and is used to
ensure normalization according to Schur’s Orthogonality Relations, so that

(4.15)
〈
Z

(a,b,γ)
ν,I

∣∣∣Z(c,d,ζ)
µ,J

〉
= δa,cδb,dδγ,ζδν,µδI,J .

Remark 4.4. Analogously to Remark 3.4, for any x, y > 0, we can take the generic

harmonics as functions on Ox,y via the compositions Z
(a,b,γ)
ν,I ◦ ψx,y so that the

harmonic functions on Ox,y are related to the ones on Oy,x by αx,y ◦ ι, cf. (2.168).
Besides that, the involution αx,y generates another, but somewhat equivalent, set of
harmonic functions on Ox,y, just as α does to E:

(4.16) Z̃
(a,b,γ)
ν,I (gz0) = Z

(a,b,γ)
ν,I (gg0z0) ,

cf. (2.167).

As expected, we have

(4.17) Z
(0,0)
(0,0,0),0 ≡ 1

and, cf. (2.38),

(4.18) Z
(a,b,γ)
ν,I = (−1)2(t+u)Z

(b,a,γ)
qν,I , for ∆a+b

ν,qν = 1 .

Theorem 4.5. The decomposition of pointwise product of E harmonics is given by

(4.19)

Z
(a1,γ1)
ν1,I1

Z
(a2,γ2)
ν2,I2

=
∑

(a;σ)
ν,I,γ

√
dimQ(a1) dimQ(a2)

dimQ(a)
Ca1,

ν1I1,
a2,
ν2I2,

(a;σ)
νI

× C
a1,
νa1

Iγ1 ,
a2,
νa2

Iγ2 ,
(a;σ)
νaIγ

Z
(a,γ)
ν,I ,

for (νaj
, Iγj

) and (νa, Iγ) as in Proposition 4.2, and summation restricted to
∇ν1+ν2,ν = 1, δ(I1, I2, I) = δ(Iγ1 , Iγ2 , Iγ) = 1 and Q(a;σ) in the Clebsch-Gordan
series of Q(a1)⊗Q(a2).

Proof. With a little abuse of notation, again,

(4.20) Z
(aj ,γj)
νj ,Ij

=
√
dimQ(aj)D

aj

νjIj , νaj
Iγj

and Lemma 2.13 give us

(4.21)

Z
(a1,γ1)
ν1,I1

Z
(a2,γ2)
ν2,I2

=
∑

(a;σ)

∑

ν,I
µ,J

√
dimQ(a1) dimQ(a2)C

a1,
ν1I1,

a2,
ν2I2,

(a;σ)
νI

× C
a1,
νa1

Iγ1 ,
a2,
νa2

Iγ2 ,
(a;σ)
µJ Da

νI,µJ ,

where ∇ν1+ν2,ν = ∇νa1
+νa2

,µ = 1 and δ(I1, I2, I) = δ(Iγ1 , Iγ2 , J) = 1, so µ =

(µ, µ, µ). But e(a; (µ, µ, µ), J) only exists if a and (µ, J) are as in Proposition 4.2.
Thus, we set µ = νa and J = Iγ . �

Remark 4.6. As in the decomposition of the pointwise product of CP 2 harmonics,
the decomposition of the pointwise product of E harmonics follows directly as a
special case of Lemma 2.13 and does not “see” the symplectic structure on E. Thus,
as in the pure-quark case, the next step is to decompose the Poisson bracket of E
harmonics, but this is a much harder problem that is deferred to a later study.
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4.2. Quantum generic quark system. Now, we want representations Q(p, q)
such that Q(p, q)⊗Q(q, p) splits only into representations of the form Q(a, b), a ≡ b
(mod 3), with multiplicity less than or equal to min{a, b}+ 1. From Corollary 2.7,
if we suppose, without loss of generality, that min{a, b} = a, then the occurrences
of Q(a, b)⊕Q(b, a) are given by the solutions of

(4.22)





a = p+ q − n−m− 2k

0 ≤ n ≤ p− k

0 ≤ m ≤ q − k

,

where b = a + 3k. Of course, we can also assume without loss of generality that
p ≥ q. If a+ k ≤ q, then we have a+ 1 solutions:

(4.23)





n = p− k − a , m = q − k

n = p− k − a+ 1 , m = q − k − 1
...

n = p− k , m = q − a− k

.

Otherwise, we need to eliminate some lines of the above solutions, which means
Q(a, b) ⊕ Q(b, a) have multiplicity less than min{a, b} + 1. Then, we are able to
define:

Definition 4.7. Let20 (p, q) ∈ (N × N0) ∪ (N0 × N). A quantum generic quark
system is a complex Hilbert space Hp,q ≃ Cd, where

d =
(p+ 1)(q + 1)(p+ q + 2)

2
,

with an irreducible unitary SU(3)-representation of class Q(p, q) together with its
operator algebra B(Hp,q).

If p ≥ q, the pair (p, q) and the system Hp,q are called material. If p > q, they
are called baryonic and if p = q they are called mesonic. Alternatively, if p < q,
they are called antibaryonic.

Remark 4.8. The name material refers to a system composed of a larger (or equal)
number of quarks than antiquarks. From Theorem 2.6,

(4.24) Q(p, 0)⊗Q(0, q) =

min{p,q}⊕

n=0

Q(p− n, q − n) ,

so a generic representation Q(p, q) is the invariant space of Q(p, 0)⊗Q(0, q) where
the product of the highest weight vectors lives in. That means material quark systems
can be constructed from systems with number of quarks greater than or equal to
number of antiquarks.

The names baryonic and mesonic make reference to systems with positive and
null baryon number, respectively. We recall that a system of p quarks and q anti-
quarks has baryon number

(4.25) B =
1

3
(p− q) .

If B > 0, the system is classified as a baryon; if B < 0 it is an antibaryon; if B = 0,
we have a meson.

20Again, we are ignoring the trivial representation Q(0, 0).
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In particular, quantum generic quark systems encompass quantum pure-quark
systems as special cases. But now, all forms of (2.149) and (2.150) are relevant to
us, and we cannot further simplify Corollary 2.29 as we did for pure-quark systems.

4.3. Symbol correspondences for generic quark systems. Let p ∈ (N×N0)∪
(N0 × N).

The following is completely analogous to Definition 3.11.

Definition 4.9. A symbol correspondence for a generic quark system (Hp, Q(p)),
also referred to simply as a symbol correspondence or just as a correspondence,
is an injective linear map W : B(Hp) → C∞

C
(E) : P 7→ WP that satisfies, for any

A ∈ B(Hp),

i) Equivariance: ∀g ∈ SU(3), WAg = (WA)
g;

ii) Reality: WA† =WA;

iii) Normalization:
∫
E
WA(z)dz =

1

dimQ(p)
tr(A) .

Remark 4.10. In the spirit of Remark 3.12, one can replace E by Ox,y for any
x, y > 0 using the diffeomorphism ψx,y.

Notation 6. Recalling the notations

a = (a, b) , p = (p, q) ⇐⇒ qp = (q, p) ,

from now on, we shall use the notation

(4.26) m(a) = m(a, b) = min{a, b}+ 1 .

and simplify the notation m(p, qp;a) for the multiplicity of Q(a) = Q(a, b) in the
Clebsch-Gordan series of Q(p)⊗Q(qp) = Q(p, q)⊗Q(q, p) by setting

(4.27) m(p;a) := m(p, qp;a) .

Finally, we set

(4.28) B(p;a) =
m(p;a)⊕

σ=1

Q(a;σ) ⊂ B(Hp) .

Theorem 4.11. A linear map W : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(E) : A 7→ WA is a symbol

correspondence if and only if, for each Q(a;σ) in Q(p)⊗Q(qp), it maps

(4.29) W :
√
dimQ(p) e((a;σ);ν, I) 7→

m(a)∑

γ=1

cσγ (a)Z
(a,γ)
ν,I =: ZC(a)σν,I ,

where cσγ(a) is the γ×σ entry of a complex matrix of order m(a)×m(p;a) denoted
by C(a), that is,

(4.30) C(a) = [cσγ(a)] ,

with C(a) being of full rank and satisfying C(a) = C(qa) and C(0, 0) = (−1)|p|.

Proof. SinceW is injective and equivariant, the image of Q(a;σ) is a representation
isomorphic to Q(a). Let {f((a;σ);ν, I)} be a GT basis of the image of Q(a;σ), so
that

(4.31) W :
√
dimQ(p) e((a;σ);ν, I) 7→ α(a;σ)f((a;σ);ν, I) , α(a;σ) 6= 0 .
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Because the multiplicity of Q(a) in C∞
C
(E) is m(a), cf. (4.2), we must have

(4.32) f((a;σ);ν , I) =

m(a)∑

γ=1

β(a;σ)
γ Z

(a,γ)
ν,I ,

where Z
(a,γ)
ν,I are the E harmonics, cf. Definition 4.3, which implies in particular

that

(4.33)

m(a)∑

γ=1

∣∣∣β(a;σ)
γ

∣∣∣
2

= ‖f((a;σ);ν, I)‖2 = 1 .

Let

(4.34) cσγ(a) = α(a;σ)β
(a;σ)
γ .

The injection hypothesis implies that the union of basis

m(p;a)⋃

σ=1

{f((a;σ);ν, I)}

is a linearly independent set, hence {(β(a;σ)
1 , ..., β

(a;σ)
m(a)) : σ = 1, ...,m(p;a)} is a lin-

early independent set in Cm(a), cf. (4.32). This means that {(cσ1 (a), ..., cσm(a)(a)) :

σ = 1, ...,m(p;a)} is a linearly independent set too, cf. (4.34), so the complex
matrix C(a) whose γ × σ entry is cσγ(a) is of full rank.

We have that e
†((a;σ);ν, I) = (−1)2(t+u)

e((qa;σ); qν, I), cf. (2.125), and also

that Z
(a,γ)
ν,I = (−1)2(t+u)Z

(qa,γ)
qν,I , cf. (4.18), so the reality condition implies

(4.35) cσγ(a) = cσγ (qa) ,

or in a concise form, the matrices C(a) satisfy C(a) = C(qa).
The normalization property implies

(4.36) W : (−1)|p|
√
dimQ(p, q)e((0, 0); (0, 0, 0), 0) 7→ Z

(0,0)
(0,0,0),0 ,

cf. (2.126) and (4.17), hence C(0, 0) = (−1)|p|.
It is more straightforward to prove the converse, that is, to check that a map

with these properties is a symbol correspondence, so we leave this to the reader. �

Corollary 4.12. The moduli space Sp of correspondences for a generic quark
system Hp can be described as

(4.37) Sp =




|p|∏

a=0

Vm(p;a,a)(R
a+1)


×

(
∏

a<b

Vm(p;a,b)(C
a+1)

)
,

where Vk(K
n) = GLn(K)/GLn,k(K), for GLn,k(K) ⊂ GLn(K) a maximal subgroup

that fixes a k-dimensional subspace, is a non compact Stiefel manifold.

The matrices C(a) are matrix representations of the maps W |B(p;a) with respect
to a coupled basis of B(Hp) and the E harmonics. They are analogous to char-
acteristic numbers of symbol correspondences for pure-quark system: in the latter
case, the domain and codomain of a symbol correspondence are multiplicity free
and have only representations Q(n, n), so it provides a 1 × 1 real matrix indexed
by n. The moduli space in that case is a product of V1(R) = R

∗.
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We now prove a theorem analogous to Theorem 3.15.
As usual, let z0 ∈ π−1([0 : 0 : 1]) ⊂ E be a point with T as isotropy subgroup.

Now, for an operatorK ∈ B(Hp) fixed by T , we have E → B(Hp) : z 7→ K(z) = Kg,
where g ∈ SU(3) is such that z = gz0.

Theorem 4.13. A map W : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(E) : A 7→ WA is a symbol correspon-

dence satisfying (4.29) if and only if

(4.38) WA(z) = tr(AK(z)) ,

that is,

(4.39) WA(gz0) = tr(AKg) ,

for K ∈ B(Hp) of the form

(4.40) K =
1

dimQ(p)
1+

∑

(a;σ)

m(a)∑

γ=1

cσγ(a)

√
dimQ(a)

dimQ(p)
e((a;σ);νa, Iγ) ,

with cσγ (a) = [C(a)]σγ as in Theorem 4.11, where the summation is over all (a;σ)
in the CG series of Q(p)⊗Q(qp). In particular, K is Hermitian with unitary trace.

Proof. Assuming W is a symbol correspondence, we can reproduce the proof of
Theorem 3.15 to conclude WA(gz0) = tr(AKg), where K is a linear combination
of the vectors fixed by T , so

(4.41) K =
∑

(a;σ)
γ

k(a;σ)γ e((a;σ);νa, Iγ) ,

cf. Proposition 4.2.
For A = e((a;σ);ν, I) = (−1)2(t+u)

e
†((qa;σ); qν, I) we get

(4.42)

WA(gz0) = tr(AKg) =

m(a)∑

γ=1

k(qa;σ)
γ (−1)2(t+u)Dqa

qνI,ν qaIγ
(g) =

m(a)∑

γ=1

k(qa;σ)
γ Da

νI,νaIγ
,

cf (2.38). Then,

(4.43) WA =

m(a)∑

γ=1

k
(qa;σ)
γ√

dimQ(a)
Z

(a,γ)
ν,I .

It follows from Theorem 4.11 that

(4.44) k(qa;σ)
γ = cσγ(a)

√
dimQ(a)

dimQ(p)
⇐⇒ k(a;σ)γ = cσγ(qa)

√
dimQ(qa)

dimQ(p)
.

Using (4.35) and dimQ(a) = dimQ(qa), we obtain (4.40).
The Hermitian property of K follows from (4.35) and (2.125) plus the fact that,

if Q(a;σ) is in the CG series of Q(p)⊗Q(qp), then so is Q(qa;σ). Unitary trace for
K is immediate from the fact that every e((a;σ);νa, Iγ) is traceless (orthogonal to
1).

The converse is, again, analogous to Theorem 3.15, and it is rather straightfor-
ward to verify that, for K given by (4.40), equations (4.41)-(4.43) imply that (4.39)
defines a symbol correspondence given by (4.29). �
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Definition 4.14. Any K ∈ B(Hp) that induces a symbol correspondence via (4.39)
is an operator kernel. Thus, K is given by (4.40), where the numbers (cσγ (a)) are
called characteristic parameters and the matrices C(a) with cσγ(a) in the γ×σ entry,
cf. (4.30), are the characteristic matrices of both the operator kernel and the symbol
correspondence.

Remark 4.15. It is worth to explicitly point out that an operator kernel K of a
symbol correspondence for a pure quark system Hp,0 (or, equivalently, H0,p) is also
an operator kernel of a symbol correspondence for Hp,0 taken as a generic quark
system. If K has characteristic numbers (cn), it has characteristic parameters
(c1γ(n, n)) given by c1γ(n, n) = cnδγ,1.

Now, in the case of generic quark systems, we cannot unambiguously define
symbol correspondences in a implicit way as we did in Proposition 3.18 because
characteristic matrices may have more than one left inverse.

Proposition 4.16. Let K ∈ B(Hp) be an operator kernel with characteristic ma-

trices C(a). A symbol correspondence W̃ : B(Hp) → C∞(E) satisfies

(4.45) A = dimQ(p)

∫

E

W̃A(z)K(z)dz

if and only if it has characteristic matrices C̃(a) such that (C̃(a))†C(a) = 1.

Proof. By straightforward calculation, we get
(4.46)∫

E

Z
(a,γ)
ν,I (z)K(z)dz =

∫

SU(3)

Z
(a,γ)
ν,I (gz0)K

gdg

=
∑

(a′;σ′)
γ′

µ,J

k
(a′;σ′)
γ′

∫

SU(3)

Z
(a,γ)
ν,I (gz0)D

a′

µJ,ν
a′Iγ′

(g)dg e((a′;σ′);µ, J)

=
∑

(a′;σ′)
γ′

µ,J

k
(a′;σ′)
γ′√

dimQ(a′)

〈
Z

(a′,γ′)
µ,J

∣∣∣Z(a,γ)
ν,I

〉
e((a′;σ′);µ, J)

=

m(p;a)∑

σ′=1

k
(a;σ′)
γ√

dimQ(a)
e((a;σ′);ν, I) ,

where

(4.47) k
(a′;σ′)
γ′ = cσ

′

γ′ (a′)

√
dimQ(a′)

dimQ(p)
,

cf. (4.44). So, for cσγ (a) and c̃
σ
γ (a) being the characteristic parameters associated

to C(a) and C̃(a), respectively, we have, cf. (4.29),
(4.48)

dimQ(p)

∫

E

ZC̃(a)σν,I(z)K(z)dz =
√
dimQ(p)

∑

γ,σ′

c̃σγ (a)c
σ′

γ (a) e((a;σ′);ν, I) .
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Hence, (4.45) holds for A = e((a;σ);ν, I) if and only if

(4.49)

m(a)∑

γ=1

c̃σγ (a)c
σ′

γ (a) = δσ,σ′ ,

which means (C(a))†C̃(a) = 1, or equivalently (C̃(a))†C(a) = 1. �

Now, let

(4.50) 〈A|R〉p =
1

dimQ(p)
〈A|R〉 = 1

dimQ(p)
tr
(
A†R

)

be the normalized inner product in B(Hp) and ‖·‖p be the induced norm.

Definition 4.17. Two symbol correspondences W, W̃ : B(Hp) → C∞(E) satisfying

(4.51) 〈A|R〉p =
〈
W̃A

∣∣∣WR

〉
=
〈
WA

∣∣∣W̃R

〉

for every A,R ∈ B(Hp) are said to be dual correspondences. The operators kernels

of W and W̃ are also said to be dual to each other.

Proposition 4.18. Two symbol correspondences W, W̃ : B(Hp) → C∞(E) with

characteristic matrices C(a) and C̃(a) are dual to each other if and only if

(C̃(a))†C(a) = 1 .

Proof. The proof follows analogous to the proof of Proposition 3.20 by writing the
operators using (4.45) and symbols using (4.39). �

Remark 4.19. Duality is no longer 1 ↔ 1. Consider, for instance, the correspon-

dences W, W̃ : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(E) defined respectively by the characteristic parame-

ters cσγ(a) = δγ,σ and c̃σγ(a) = δγ,σ + δγ,m(a)δσ,1. Then, both W̃ and W itself are
dual to W .

The correspondence W of the previous remark is obviously an isometry. In
addition to such special cases of correspondences which are isometric, now we also
have correspondences given by a direct sum of conformal maps.

Definition 4.20. A symbol correspondenceW : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(E) is a Stratonovich-

Weyl correspondence if it is an isometry, that is,

(4.52) 〈A|R〉p = 〈WA|WR〉
for all A,R ∈ B(Hp). If W preserves angles for each B(p;a), that is,

(4.53)
〈A|R〉p

‖A‖p‖R‖p
=

〈WA|WR〉
‖WA‖‖WR‖

for all non null A,R ∈ B(p;a) and every B(p;a) ⊂ B(Hp), cf. (4.28), then W
shall be called a semi-conformal correspondence.

Proposition 4.21. A symbol correspondenceW : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(E) is a Stratonovich-

Weyl correspondence if and only if its characteristic matrices are unitary matrices,
that is, they satisfy (C(a))†C(a) = 1. Furthermore, W is a semi-conformal corre-
spondence if and only if its characteristic matrices are conformal matrices, that is,
(C(a))†C(a) = α(a)1 for α(a) > 0, where α(a) = α(qa) and α(0, 0) = 1.
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Proof. Proposition 4.18 implies thatW is its own dual if and only if (C(a))†C(a) = 1

holds, which proves the first part of the statement. For the second part, we use
that a linear map is conformal if and only if it is a positive real multiple of an
unitary linear map, thus W is a semi-conformal correspondence if and only if there
is α(a) > 0 for each B(p;a) such that α(a)−1/2W |B(p;a) is an unitary map, and

this is true if and only if the characteristic matrices of W satisfy (C(a))†C(a) =

α(a)1. The equations α(0, 0) = 1 and α(a) = α(qa) follows from C(a) = C(qa) and
C(0, 0) = (−1)|p|. �

Remark 4.22. A symbol correspondence W is an actual conformal map if and only
if W =

√
αW ′ for α > 0 and some Stratonovich-Weyl correspondence W ′. Since

W1 = W ′
1
, we must have α = 1, so the only actual conformal correspondences are

the isometric ones.
We also point out that, for pure-quark systems (likewise for spin systems), every

symbol correspondence is a semi-conformal correspondence, with α(a) = α(n, n) =
c2n.

Propositions 4.16 – 4.21 illustrate how characteristic matrices encode all the in-
formation about symbol correspondences for generic quark systems in the same
vein of characteristic numbers for pure-quark system. The existence of multiple
dual representations can be explained by the existence of invariant subspaces Q(a)
with higher degeneracy within C∞

C
(E) than within B(Hp), or equivalently by the

existence of multiple left inverses of characteristic matrices.
In general, there is no natural way to choose a dual correspondence among all

possibilities. For semi-conformal symbol correspondences, however, we make the
following definition:

Definition 4.23. Let W : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(E) be a semi-conformal correspondence

with characteristic matrices C(a) satisfying (C(a))†C(a) = α(a)1. Its canonical

dual correspondence is the symbol correspondence W̃ : B(Hp) → C∞(E) with char-
acteristic matrices

(4.54) C̃(a) =
1

α(a)
C(a) .

Thus, Stratonovich-Weyl correspondences for generic quark systems are their
own canonical dual correspondences.

Just as for pure-quark systems, positive operator kernels provide special symbol
correspondences for generic quark systems.

Definition 4.24. A symbol correspondence W for a generic quark system is map-
ping-positive if it maps positive(-definite) operators to (strictly-)positive functions.

If W̃ is dual to a mapping-positive correspondence, then W̃ is a positive-dual cor-
respondence.

Proposition 4.25. A symbol correspondence W : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(E) with operator

kernel K is mapping-positive if and only if K is a state, that is, K is a positive
operator.

Proof. Suppose K is a positive operator, so K = R†R for some R ∈ B(Hp), and
let A = M †M ∈ B(Hp) be a positive operator. Then, for any g ∈ SU(3) and
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M̃ =Mρ(g),
(4.55)

WA(gz0) = tr
(
M †Mρ(g)Kρ(g)†

)
= tr

(
Mρ(g)Kρ(g)†M †

)
= tr

(
M̃R†RM̃ †

)
≥ 0 ,

where we used that M̃R†RM̃ † is a positive operator. Since K is non null, R is also

non null, so there exist w0 ∈ Hp such that ‖R(w0)‖2 > 0. If A is positive-definite,

M̃ † is an automorphism and we can set w = (M̃ †)−1(w0) so that ‖w‖ > 0 and

(4.56)

WA(z) = tr
(
M̃R†RM̃ †

)
≥

〈
w
∣∣∣M̃R†RM̃ †(w)

〉

‖w‖2
=

〈
RM̃ †(w)

∣∣∣RM̃ †(w)
〉

‖w‖2

=

∥∥∥RM̃ †(w)
∥∥∥
2

‖w‖2
=

‖R(w0)‖2

‖w‖2
> 0 .

Now, suppose K is not positive. Then, K has a negative eigenvalue. Let Π be
the projection onto an eigenspace of K associated to a negative eigenvalue. We
have that tr(ΠK) < 0. �

In the light of Remark 4.15, Π(0,0,p) ∈ B(Hp,0) and Π(p,p,0) ∈ B(H0,p) are oper-
ator kernels of mapping-positive correspondences for generic quark systems.

Definition 4.26. For any p ∈ N, the mapping-positive correspondences B(Hp,0) →
C∞

C
(E), with operator kernel Π(0,0,p), and B(H0,p) → C∞

C
(E), with operator kernel

Π(p,p,0), are Berezin correspondences for generic quark systems.

Remark 4.27. The Berezin correspondences of Definition 4.26 are rather trivial
examples, in the sense that the symbols on CP 1 → E → CP 2 are constant exten-
sions of functions on CP 2. Thus, it would be interesting if we could exhibit some
nontrivial examples of mapping-positive correspondences for generic quark systems.

In fact, we would like to emphasize that we still don’t know whether a result
similar to Proposition 3.26 holds for generic quark systems.

Also, for pure-quark systems every correspondence is semi-conformal, cf. Re-
mark 4.22, and for generic quark system every Stratonovich-Weyl correspondence
is semi-conformal, cf. Proposition 4.21. We still don’t know if there is any gen-
eral relation between mapping-positive (or positive-dual) correspondences and semi-
conformal correspondences, for generic quark systems.

To finish this section, we define antipodal correspondences for generic quark
systems and show some of their general properties.

Definition 4.28. For a symbol correspondenceW : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(E), its antipodal

correspondence is the symbol correspondence |W : B(Hqp) → C∞(E) given by

(4.57) |WA∗ =WA ,

cf. (2.127)-(2.129).

Proposition 4.29. The symbol correspondences |W : B(Hqp) → C∞
C
(E) with charac-

teristic parameters (qcσγ (a)) is antipodal to the symbol correspondence W : B(Hp) →
C∞

C
(E) with characteristic parameters (cσγ (a)) if and only if

(4.58) cσγ(a) = (−1)|a|qc qσ
γ (a) .



60 P. A. S. ALCÂNTARA AND P. DE M. RIOS

Proof. The result follows from (2.131) and Theorem 4.11. �

Recalling (2.120), we have from (4.58) that the characteristic matrices of a sym-
bol correspondence and of its antipodal differ just by a constant (−1)|a| factor and
the reverse ordering of columns. We then have the following:

Corollary 4.30. For generic quark systems, a symbol correspondence and its an-
tipodal have the same image in C∞

C
(E).

Proposition 4.31. If W, W̃ : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(E) are symbol correspondences dual

to each other, then their respective antipodal correspondences are also dual to each
other.

Proof. Let (cσγ (a)) and (c̃σγ (a)) be the characteristic parameters of W and W̃ ,
respectively. The result follows from

(4.59)

m(a)∑

γ=1

(
(−1)|a| c̃σγ (a)

)(
(−1)|a| cσ

′

γ (a)
)
=

m(a)∑

γ=1

c̃σγ (a)c
σ′

γ (a) = δσ,σ′ .

�

Corollary 4.32. A symbol correspondence for a generic quark system is a semi-
conformal (resp. Stratonovich-Weyl) correspondence if and only if its antipodal
correspondence is also a semi-conformal (resp. Stratonovich-Weyl) correspondence.

4.4. Twisted products for generic quark systems. Again, let p ∈ (N×N0)∪
(N0 × N).

Now, we may have symbol correspondences W1,W2 : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(E) with

different image sets, that is, such that W1(B(Hp)) 6=W2(B(Hp)). To see this, con-
sider W1 6= W2 : B(Hp) → C∞(E) determined by characteristic matrices C[1](a)
and C[2](a) with respective characteristic parameters c[1]σγ(a) and c[2]

σ
γ(a). Since

m(p; |p|, |p|) = 1, for Q(a) = Q(|p|, |p|), we can drop the index σ for the char-
acteristic parameters c[1]γ(|p|, |p|) and c[2]γ(|p|, |p|). Then, for C[1](|p|, |p|) and
C[2](|p|, |p|) such that

C[1](|p|, |p|) · C[2](|p|, |p|) =
|p|+1∑

γ=1

c[1]γ(|p|, |p|)c[2]γ(|p|, |p|) = 0 ,

we have that

W1(Q(|p|, |p|)) = span {ZC[1](|p|, |p|)ν,I}
is orthogonal21 to

W2(Q(|p|, |p|)) = span {ZC[2](|p|, |p|)ν,I} ,
hence W1(B(Hp)) 6=W2(B(Hp)).

In view of the this fact, for any symbol correspondence W : B(Hp) → C∞(E),
we shall denote by Sp(W ) the image of W , that is,

(4.60) Sp(W ) =W (B(Hp)) ⊂ C∞
C (E) .

21We recall that the constant function 1 on E is in the image of Q(0, 0), thus 1 /∈ W (Q(|p|, |p|)),
for any p ∈ (N× N0) ∪ (N0 × N) and for any correspondence W .
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Definition 4.33. Given a symbol correspondence W : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(E), the

twisted product of symbols induced by W is the binary operation ⋆ on Sp(W ) given
by

(4.61) WA ⋆ WR =WAR

for any A,R ∈ B(Hp). The algebra (Sp(W ), ⋆) is called a twisted p-algebra.

The proofs of the two next propositions are exactly as the proofs of Propositions
3.40 and 3.41, respectively.

Proposition 4.34. Any twisted p-algebra (Sp(W ), ⋆) is

i) SU(3)-equivariant: (f1 ⋆ f2)
g = fg

1 ⋆ f
g
2 ;

ii) Associative: (f1 ⋆ f2) ⋆ f3 = f1 ⋆ (f2 ⋆ f3);
iii) Unital: 1 ⋆ f = f ⋆ 1 = f ;
iv) A ∗-algebra: f1 ⋆ f2 = f2 ⋆ f1;

where f1, f2, f3, f ∈ Sp(W ), g ∈ SU(3) and 1 ∈ Sp(W ) is the constant function
equal to 1 on E.

Proposition 4.35. Fixed p ∈ (N × N0) ∪ (N0 × N), any two twisted p-algebras
are naturally isomorphic, and any p-algebra is naturally anti-isomorphic to any
qp-algebra.

Proof. Although we may have correspondences W1,W2 : B(Hp) → C∞
C
(E) with

different images, we still have that each Wj is an isomorphism onto its image, so

W1 ◦W−1
2 : Sp(W2) → Sp(W1) is an isomorphism. If W2 : B(Hqp) → C∞

C
(E), then

W1 ◦ ∗ ◦W−1
2 : Sqp(W2) → Sp(W1) is an anti-isomorphism because the adjoint map

∗ is an anti-isomorphism and, again, eachWj is an isomorphism onto its image. �

We cannot decompose twisted products for generic quark systems into the har-
monic basis as we did for pure-quark systems because, in general, Sp(W ) is not

spanned by the generic harmonics Z
(a,γ)
ν,I , but by the linear combinations expressed

in (4.29). Thus, a procedure equivalent to the one executed in Theorem 3.42 leads
to the following:

Theorem 4.36. If W : B(Hp) → C∞(E) is a symbol correspondence with charac-
teristic matrices C(a), then the induced twisted product is given by
(4.62)
ZC(a1)

σ1

ν1,I1
⋆ ZC(a2)

σ2

ν2,I2

=
√
dimQ(p)

∑

(a;σ)
ν,I

(−1)|p|+2(tν+uν)

[
(a1;σ1) (a2;σ2) (a;σ)
ν1, I1 ν2, I2 qν, I

]
[p]ZC(a)σν,I ,

where ZC(a)σν,I is given by (4.29) and where summations over ν and I can be

simplified using (2.149).

Proof. The proof follows from Corollary 2.29 and Theorem 4.11. �

In that light, integral formulation of twisted products may be more useful for
the generic case.
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Theorem 4.37. If W : B(Hp) → C∞(E) is a symbol correspondence with operator
kernel K and characteristic matrices C(a), then the induced twister product is given
by

(4.63) f1 ⋆ f2(z) =

∫

E×E

f1(z1)f2(z2)L(z1, z2, z) dz1dz2

for any f1, f2 ∈ Sp(W ), where

(4.64)

L(z1, z2, z3) = (dimQ(p))
2
tr
(
K̃(z1)K̃(z2)K(z3)

)

= (−1)|p|
√
dimQ(p)

∑

(aj ;σj)
νj ,Ij

[
(a1;σ1) (a2;σ2) (a3;σ3)
ν1, I1 ν2, I2 ν3, I3

]
[p]

× ZC̃(a1)
σ1

ν1,I1
(z1)ZC̃(a2)

σ2

ν2,I2
(z2)ZC(qa3)

σ3

ν3,I3
(z3)

for C̃(a) being the characteristic matrices of an operator kernel K̃ dual to K.

Proof. The proof follows analogously to Theorem 3.43, but now the second equality
comes from Theorem 4.36.

We emphasize that, although the expression (4.64) for integral trikernels depends
explicitly on the choice of dual representation, the twisted product given by (4.63)
does not have such dependence. By definition,
(4.65)∫

E

ZC̃(a)σν,I(z)ZC(a
′)σ

′

ν′,I′(z) dz =
〈
ZC̃(a)σν,I

∣∣∣ZC(a′)σ
′

ν′,I′

〉

= dimQ(p) 〈e((a;σ);ν, I)|e((a′;σ′);ν ′, I ′〉p
= 〈e((a;σ);ν, I)|e((a′;σ′);ν ′, I ′〉

no matter which dual correspondence is used. �

Definition 4.38. An integral trikernel L ∈ C∞(E × E × E) of a twisted product
induced by a symbol correspondence W : B(Hp) → C∞(E) is a function of the form
(4.64) so that the twisted product is given by (4.63). IfW is a semi-conformal corre-
spondence, the integral trikernel constructed using its canonical dual correspondence
is the canonical integral trikernel.

One may use (4.63) to expand a twisted product on Sp(W ) induced by some
symbol correspondenceW to a product • on all C∞

C
(E) in the same way we did for

pure-quark systems in Proposition 3.45, but integral trikernels are not unique, so
such expansions are not unique too. In addition, the product • in general fails to
vanish for functions orthogonal to Sp(W ) since we may find a symbol correspon-

dence W̃ dual toW with Sp(W̃ ) 6= Sp(W ) as exemplified in Remark 4.19. However,
for semi-conformal correspondences and canonical integral trikernels, we have the
following:

Proposition 4.39. Let L be the canonical integral trikernel of a twisted product ⋆
induced by a semi-conformal correspondence W : B(Hp) → C∞

C
(E) with character-

istic matrices satisfying (C(a))†C(a) = α(a)1. The binary operation • on C∞
C
(E)

given by

(4.66) f1 • f2(z) =
∫

E×E

f1(z1)f2(z2)L(z1, z2, z) dz1dz2
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for any f1, f2 ∈ C∞
C
(E), defines a SU(3)-equivariant associative ∗-algebra with

respect to complex conjugation. In particular, if f1, f2 ∈ Sp(W ), we have f1 • f2 =
f1 ⋆ f2. But, if either f1 or f2 is orthogonal to Sp(W ), then f1 • f2 = 0.

Proof. The proof follows from the same arguments applied to Proposition 3.45, but
now it is needed to point out that

(4.67)

L(z1, z2, z3) = (−1)|p|
√
dimQ(p)

∑

(aj ;σj)
νj ,Ij

[
(a1;σ1) (a2;σ2) (a3;σ3)
ν1, I1 ν2, I2 ν3, I3

]
[p]

× 1

α(a)2
ZC(a1)

σ1

ν1,I1
(z1)ZC(a2)

σ2

ν2,I2
(z2)ZC(qa3)

σ3

ν3,I3
(z3) .

Thus, if fj ∈ C∞
C
(E) is orthogonal to Sp(W ), it is orthogonal to every ZC(a)σν,I

and this implies that the integral over zj in (4.66) vanishes. �

Analogously to pure-quark systems, a product • satisfying the previous proposi-
tion is such that C∞

C
(E) → Sp(W ) : f 7→ 1 • f = f • 1 is an orthogonal projection.

Proposition 4.40. Let L be an integral trikernel of a twisted product ⋆ induced
by W : B(Hp) → C∞

C
(E) as in (4.64). Then, for every g ∈ SU(3) and every

z1, z2, z3, z4 ∈ E,
i) L(z1, z2, z3) = L(gz1, gz2, gz3) ;
ii)
∫
E
L(z1, z2, z)L(z, z3, z4) dz =

∫
E
L(z1, z, z4)L(z2, z3, z) dz ;

iii)
∫
E L(z, z1, z2) dz =

∫
E L(z1, z, z2) dz = RW

p (z1, z2) , where

(4.68) RW
p (z1, z2) =

∑

(a;σ)
ν,I

ZC̃(a)σν,I(z1)ZC(a)
σ
ν,I(z2) ,

satisfies

(4.69)

∫

E

f(z1)RW
p (z1, z2) dz1 = f(z2)

for every f ∈ Sp(W );

iv) L(z1, z2, z3) = L(z2, z1, z3).

Proof. Adapting the proof of Proposition 3.46, we get that each property of this
statement is equivalent to the property of Proposition 4.34 with same number. It
is just worth to highlight that the expression for RW

p comes from (4.64), orthonor-
mality of E harmonics and (2.152). �

Remark 4.41. In general, RW
p (z1, z2) 6= RW

p (z2, z1). But ifW is a semi-conformal
correspondence and L is its canonical integral trikernel, then (iii) is satisfied with

(4.70) RW
p (z1, z2) =

∑

(a;σ)
ν,I

1

α(a)
ZC(a)σν,I(z1)ZC(a)

σ
ν,I(z2) = RW

p (z2, z1) ,

so that RW
p is the reproducing kernel on Sp(W ).

The phenomenon described in Remark 3.50 also occurs to generic quark systems.

Proposition 4.42. The twisted products ⋆ and q⋆ induced by a symbol correspon-
dence and its antipodal correspondence satisfy

(4.71) f1 ⋆ f2 = f2 q⋆ f1 .
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Proof. The proof is analogous to Proposition 3.48. �

Corollary 4.43. For ⋆ and q⋆ as in the previous proposition, we can choose integral

trikernels L and qL satisfying

(4.72) L(z1, z2, z3) = qL(z2, z1, z3) .

5. Concluding remarks

The main problem studied in this paper, the characterization of symbol corre-
spondences for quark systems, is often settled on more general facts, thus some of
the features presented here are in common to the case of spin systems. For example,
the realization of symbol correspondences as expectation values over an operator
kernel, which is a special “pseudo-state”, that is, an Hermitian operator with uni-
tary trace. Then, the more restricted cases of mapping-positives correspondences
are the ones which are generated as expectation values over an operator kernel that
is an “actual state”, thus being also a positive operator.

In particular, symbol correspondences for pure-quark systems show little formal
distinction to what is known for spin systems, being also determined by a set of non
zero real numbers, the characteristic numbers. Nonetheless, a remarkable difference
occurs due to the breakdown of the self dual property for representationsQ(p, 0) and
Q(0, p) in the case of quantum pure-quark systems: antipodal correspondences are
defined for pure-quark systems dual to each other and have the same characteristic
numbers22.

However, correspondences for generic quark system present some new features
originated from the degeneracy of representations within both the quantum oper-
ator space B(Hp,q) and the classical function space C∞

C
(E). Then, the character-

ization of correspondences for generic quark systems, in the same vein of what is
done to pure-quark systems, are given not in terms of characteristic numbers, but
in terms of characteristic matrices. As consequence, there are multiple correspon-
dences linked by a dual relation and, in addition to isometric (Stratonovich-Weyl)
correspondences, we have the more general definition of semi-conformal correspon-
dences as special cases of symbol correspondences, alongside the special cases of
mapping-positive and positive-dual correspondences.

Future work shall be dedicated to the problem of asymptotic behavior of symbol
correspondences and verifying the conditions under which the Poisson algebras of
classical systems emerge as an asymptotic limit of operator algebras of quantum
systems. In this respect, the first problem at hand is to decompose the Poisson
bracket of CP 2-harmonics, or E-harmonics, similarly to what has been done in the
case of spin systems and spherical harmonics.

Due to the similarity with spin systems, we hope that the asymptotic analysis
of pure-quark systems shall be more feasible. On the other hand, generic quark
systems seem to be quite more subtle for asymptotic analysis, since the relevant
quantum systems are labeled by two indices, (p, q) ∈ (N × N0) ∪ (N0 × N), so the
construction of sequences of symbol correspondences, as done for spin systems, may
involve some arbitrary choices (in principle, we would have to deal with bi-sequences
of correspondences and study the asymptotic limit d → ∞, where d = d(p, q) is

22The antipodal relation stems from the action of the longest element of the Weyl group, which
opens the question of other possible relations associated to the action of other elements of the
Weyl group.
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the dimension of Q(p, q)). Furthermore, different correspondences for the same
generic quark systems may have different images, so it might be the case that we
could generate sequences (or bi-sequences) of symbol correspondences whose images
never reach some harmonic function f ∈ C∞

C
(E). Nonetheless, we hope that the

factorization obtained in Proposition 2.27 may be useful in a similar approach to
the one performed for spin systems in [18].

Another direction to be explored is the study of symbol correspondences from
quantum quark systems to SU(3)-invariant Poisson manifolds, particularly S7 ⊂
R8 ≃ su(3). The 7-sphere can be split as S7 ≃ M ∪ N , where M is the disjoint
union of two copies of CP 2 and N is an uncountable disjoint union of E copies.
In other words, E and CP 2 are isomorphic to the symplectic leaves of S7, with E
isomorphic to the regular leaves of this irregular foliation of S7. In this respect,
the first problem at hand is to understand how to “glue” the harmonic functions
of CP 2 and E in order to obtain SU(3)-equivariant smooth functions on S7.

6. Appendix

In this appendix, we illustrate the general approach developed in [8] to prove
Theorem 2.20, in a simple example. We know from Corollary 2.7 that

Q(1, 1)⊗Q(1, 1) = Q(2, 2)⊕Q(0, 3)⊕Q(3, 0)⊕Q(1, 1)⊕Q(1, 1)⊕Q(0, 0) .

Using [8, (1.2)], we find that

(6.1) ψ0 = PB21x
1
1x

2
2
∗
, ψ1 = PB12x

2
1x

1
2
∗

are highest weight states of Q(1, 1)⊕Q(1, 1), where

(6.2) Bjk =

3∑

l=1

xjl x
k
l

∗

and the operator P is a projection onto the space of polynomials satisfying

(6.3)

3∑

j=1

∂kj ∂
k
j

∗
ψ = 0

for k = 1, 2. Then, we can write

(6.4) ψj = φj + ψ′
j ,

where φj is ψj without P and ψ′
j contain terms with B11 and B22.

Using the polynomial basis, we have

(6.5) S = λ1+ S′

for some λ ∈ R and

(6.6)
S′ =

1

2
tr
(
3N1N2 − 3N1N2 −N1N1N2 +N2N2N1 +N1N1N2

−N2N2N1 −N1N1N2 +N2N2N1 +N1N1N2 −N2N2N1

)
,

cf. [8, (2.13)-(2.14)], where

(6.7) Nj =



xj1∂

j
1 xj1∂

j
2 xj1∂

j
3

xj2∂
j
1 xj2∂

j
2 xj2∂

j
3

xj3∂
j
1 xj3∂

j
2 xj3∂

j
3


 , N j =



xj1

∗
∂j1

∗
xj2

∗
∂j1

∗
xj3

∗
∂j1

∗

xj1
∗
∂j2

∗
xj2

∗
∂j2

∗
xj3

∗
∂j2

∗

xj1
∗
∂j3

∗
xj2

∗
∂j3

∗
xj3

∗
∂j3

∗


 ,

cf. [7, (2.9)].
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From now on, we assume S′ acts only on span{ψ1, ψ2}. To compute the entries
[S′]j,k,

(6.8) S′ψk =

1∑

k=0

[S′]j,kψj ,

we ignore terms with B11 and B22. Thus substituting ψk for φk in (6.8) and using
only the terms

(6.9) tr
(
N1N2

)
= B21

3∑

j=1

∂1j
∗
∂2j , tr

(
N1N2

)
= B12

3∑

j=1

∂1j ∂
2
j
∗
,

(6.10)

tr
(
N1N1N2

)
=x11B21

3∑

j=1

∂1j ∂
1
j
∗
∂21 + x12B21

3∑

j=1

∂1j ∂
1
j
∗
∂22

+ x13B21

3∑

j=1

∂1j ∂
1
j
∗
∂23 ,

(6.11)

tr
(
N2N2N1

)
=x21B12

3∑

j=1

∂2j ∂
2
j
∗
∂11 + x22B12

3∑

j=1

∂2j ∂
2
j
∗
∂12

+ x23B12

3∑

j=1

∂2j ∂
2
j
∗
∂13 ,

(6.12)

tr
(
N1N1N2

)
= x11

∗
B12

3∑

j=1

∂1j ∂
1
j
∗
∂21

∗
+ x12

∗
B12

3∑

j=1

∂1j ∂
1
j
∗
∂22

∗

+ x13
∗
B12

3∑

j=1

∂1j ∂
1
j
∗
∂23

∗
,

(6.13)

tr
(
N2N2N1

)
= x21

∗
B21

3∑

j=1

∂2j ∂
2
j
∗
∂11

∗
+ x22

∗
B21

3∑

j=1

∂2j ∂
2
j
∗
∂12

∗

+ x23
∗
B21

3∑

j=1

∂2j ∂
2
j
∗
∂13

∗
,

we get

(6.14) S′ =
1

2

(
7 −2
2 −7

)
.

It is easy to see that S′ has a cyclic vector, so its eigenvalues are distinct (more

precisely, in this case the eigenvalues of S′ are ±3
√
5/2).
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