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A bstract:
The NonCommutative NC) CP (1) model is studied from eld theory persoective. O ur for-
m alisn and de nition ofthe NC CP (1) modeldi ers crucially from the existing one [7,].

Due to the U (1) gauge invariance, the SebergW itten map is used to convert the NC
action to an action In tem s of ordinary spacetin e degrees of freedom and the subsequent
theory is studied. The NC e ects appear as NC param eter) -dependent Interaction temm s.
T he expressions for static energy, obtained from both the symm etric and canonical form s of
the energy m om entum tensor, are identical, when only spatial noncom m utativity is present.
Bogom olny analysis reveals a lower bound in the energy in an unam biguous way, suggesting
the presence of a new soliton. However, the BP S equations saturating the bound are not
com patible to the full variational equation ofm otion. T his indicates that the de nitions ofthe
energy m om entum tensor for this particular NC theory, (the NC theory is otherw ise consistent
and wellde ned), are nadequate, thus leading to the "energy crisis".

A oollective coordinate analysis corroborates the above cbservations. It also show s that the
above m entioned m ism atch between the BP S equations and the variationalequation ofm otion
is an all.
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Introduction

Non-Commutative NC) eld theories have tumed into a hotbed of ressarch activity af-
ter its connection to low energy string physics was elucidated by Seberg and W itten [, 21.
Speci cally, the open string boundaries, attached to D -branes 3], in the presence of a tw o-fom
background eld, tum into NC spacetin e coordinates fl]. (T his phenom enon has been recov—
ered from various altemative view points E4].) T he noncom m utativity lnduces an NC D -brane
world volum e and hence eld theories on the brane become NC eld theories.

Studies In NC eld theories have revealed unexpected features, such as UV-IR m xing {],
soliton solutions in higher din ensional scalar theories [6], to name a few . The inherent non-—
localty, (orequivalently the ntroduction ofa length scalk by —the nonocomm utativity param —
eter), ofthe NC eld theory ism anifested through these peculiar properties, which are absent
In the corresponding ordinary spacetin e theordies. A 1so, solitonsin NC CP (1) m odelhave been
found f7], very much in analogy to their counterpart in ordinary spacetin e. T he present work
also deals w ith the search for the solitons in the NC CP (1) model. The di erence between our

eld theoretic analysis and the existing fram ework []] is explained below . In fact, we csely
©llow the conventional eld theoretic approach in ordinary spacetin e B]. T he Sedberg-#W itten
map [l]playsa pivotalrole in our schem e. T he B ogoIn olny analysis of the static energy reveals
a lower bound, protected by topological considerations. H owever, we encounter a an all discrep—
ancy between the BP S equations and the variational equation ofm otion. A lthough "sn all" in
an absolute sense, the m igm atch is conceptually signi cant for the reasons elaborated below .
T he above conclusions, drawn from eld theoretic analysis, w illbe corroborated and quanti ed
explicitly In a collective coordinate fram ew ork.

Tt appears natural to attribute the above m entioned problem to the de nition of the energy
functionalofthe NC CP (1) m odel in particular, and ofthe NC eld theories in general, (shoe
the BP S equations are derived directly from the energy ofthe system ). A si iswellknown, there
are com plications in the de nition of the Energy-M omentum (EM ) tensor n NC eld theory
B, 10]. I general, i is not possible to obtain a symm etric, gauge invariant and conserved
EM tensor. There are two om s of EM tensor in vogue: a manifestly symm etric form {1Q],
obtained from the varation of the action with respect to the m etric, and the canonical form
B], ©llow Ing the N oether prescription. The fom er is covariantly conserved whereas the latter
is conserved. Interestingly, we nd that in the particular case that we are considering, that is
NC CP (1) model in 2+ 1-din ensions, w ith only soatial noncom m utativity, expressions for the
static energy, obtained from koth the derivations, are identical. M oreover the expression for
energy is gauge invarant. W e show that there is a Bogom olny lke lower bound in the energy.
However, the subsequently derived BP S equations (that saturate the lower bound), does not
fully satisfy the equation ofm otion.

Let us put our work in is proper persoective. A s such, our result In no way questions
the oconsistency ofthe existing literature [?] on CP (1) solitons since ourm odeldi ers crucially
from the one considered In [}]. In particular, we have adopted a di erent NC generalization
of the CP (1) constraint. W e have provided conceptual and technical reasons for allow Ing
such a di erence.) Thus i is not expected that the resuls of [4] will be reproduced. In fact,
the energy pro X of the localized structure that we uncover, ism ore sharply peaked and has
an O ( ) correction, w ith respect to the ordinary spacetine CP (1) soliton. (Thiswillbem ade
explicit in the collective coordinate analysisat theend.) Surprisingly, the BP S equations rem ain



unchanged, although the variational equation ofm otion is altered.

A 1l the sam e, we an phasize that, we have provided a wellde ned NC gauge theory, which
conform sto the expected featuresofsuch a systam . Hence, the clash between the BP S equations
and the equation ofm otion that is revealed here, can have a desper bearing on the structure
of a general NC gauge theory, indicating that the tradiional lore of eld theory in ordinary
goacetm e should be applied w ith greater care in the context ofNC eld theory.

Ourm ethodology and its di erence from the existing one 1] is explained below . T here are
tw o basic approaches in studying an NC eld theory:

(1) The appropriate NC eld theory is constructed in tem s of NC analogue elds (") of the
elds ( ) w ith the replacam ent ofordinary productsof elds ( ' ),by theM oyalW eyl -product
),

A
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The hatted variables are NC degrees of freedom . W e take to be a real constant antisym m et—
ric tensor, as is custom ary [}, (but this need not always be the case {[1]). The NC spacetin e
follow s from the above de nition,

kKix]1=1 : @)
N ote that the e ects of spacetin e noncom m utativity has been accounted for by the introduc-
tion of the -product. For gauge theories the SefbbergW itten M ap il] plays a crucial role in
connecting A (x) to (x). This form alisn allow s us to study the e ects of noncom m utativity
as dependent Interaction tem s in an ordinary spacetine eld theory fomm at. This is the
prescription we w ill follow .
(i) An altemative fram ework is to treat the NC theories as system s of operator valued elds
and to directly work with operators on the quantum phase space, characterized by the non-
com m utativiy condition ). On the NC plane, the coordinates satisfy a H eisenberg algebra
kl;x?] = xt % x? ®=1i'=3i'?2 =1 whih i the complex coordinates reduces to the
creation annihilation operator algebra for the sim ple Ham onic O scillator. Thus to a function
In the NC spacetin g, through W eyltransformm , one associates an operator acting on the H ibert
soace, In a basis of a sin ple H am onic O scillator eigenstates.

T he investigationson theN C C P ! solitons carried out so far [],12] exploit the Jatterm ethod.
A s it tums out, a m apr advantage is that structurally, the NC system with its dynam ical
equations, energy functionals etc., are sim ilar to their ordinary spacetin e counterpart. This
happensbecause the -productsof (i) are replaced by operatorproducts in (ii) and the spacetim e
Integrals are replaced by trace over the basis states In the hibert soace.

In the present work, our ain is to study the NC CP ! solitons in the omer eld theoretic
approach. From past experiences {13] we know this to be a perfectly viable form alism . Thdeed,
since the NC spacetin e physics is not that m uch fam iliar or well understood, it is In perative
that one explores di erent avenues to reach the sam e goal, to gain further insights. Also we
would like to point out that since solitons are already present in the CP ! modelat = 0 (ie.
ordinary spacetin e), unlke the noncom m utative solitons of the scalar theory [6] it is natural
to analyze the fate of the solitons under a an all perturbation, Which isa anallvalie of 1n
the present case). The small -results of {J,:12] are perfectly wellde ned.

T he paper is organized as follow s: Section IT contains a short recapitulation ofthe CP (1)
solitons. This will help us x the notations and in fact, identical procedure w ill be pursued



In the NC theory as well. The detailed oconstruction of our version of the NC CP (1) m odel
is provided in section III. Section IV discusses the energy m om entum tensor of the m odel.
Section V oonsists of the Bogom olny analysis In the NC theory. Section V I is devoted to the
collective coordinate analysis. T he paper ends w ith a conclusion in Section V II.

Section IT -CP (1) Soliton: a brief digression

Let usdigressbrie y on the BP S solitons of CP (1) m odel In ordinary Soacetin e. Laterwe
w ill proceed w ith the NC theory in an identical fashion. T he gauge Invariant action,
z
s= &x[O )b + (Y 1 3)

where D = (@ 1A ) de nes the covarant derivative and the multiplier enforces the
constraint, the equation ofm otion forA leads to the identi cation,

A = 1R : 4)

Sihce the "gauge eld" A doesnot have any Independent dynam ics one is allowed to m ake the
above replacam ent directly in the action. O bviously the In nitesim al gauge transfom ation of
the variables are,

=1 Y; =1 ; A=Q : ©)

From the EM tensor
T =0 )b + O )D g © )bp ; (6)

the total energy can be expressed in the fom,
z
E= d&x @b, F+ 30, D) F) 2Ny )

w here the last tem denotes the topological charge
N ’ &Fx nx) = iz &Ix Yp; Dy = ’ Px = HUpy = ’ &x iFlz; 8)
2 1 4 2
corresponding to the conserved topolgical current. T he Bogom oy bound ollow s from  (7),
E 2 JN jJ )
w ith the follow ng saturation conditions BP S equations) obeyed by the soliton,
Dy, F=jO: D, F=0: (10)

Tt can be checked that the solutions of the BP S equations belong to a subset of the full set of
solutions, that satisfy the variational equation ofm otion.

Section IIT —C onstruction ofthe NC CP (1) m odel



Let us now enter the noncom m utative spacetin e. The st task is to generalize the scalar
gauge theory () to tsNC version, keeping in m ind that the lattermust be -gauge invariant.
The NC action is, 7 7

$= &x 0 Y B "= &Fx 0 HD T 11)

where the NC covariant derivative is de ned as

D epending on the positioning ofX and ”, the covariant derivative can act in three ways ,

D “=a@ iA 12)
=@ "+i" £
=" i £ £ N

which are tem ed respectively as fundam ental, anti-findam ental and ad pint representations.
W e have chosen the findam entalone. &1 N otice that for the tin e being we have not considered
the target space (CP (1)) constraint. W e will retum to this im portant point later. The NC
action {11) is invariant under the -gauge transform ations,

/\/\y= i/\ /\y; /\/\=i/\ /\; /\A/\ =@/\+i[/\;A/\]: (13)
W enow exploit the SebbergW itten M ap [Il,'14]to revert back to the ordinary spacetin e degrees
of freedom . The explicit identi cations between NC and ordinary spacetim e counterparts of
the elds, to the Iowest nontrivialorder in are,

"~ ae ;"= I ae : (14)
A s stated before, the " hatted"’ variabls on the lft are NC degrees of freedom and gauge
transform ation param eter. The higher orderterm s in = are kept out of contention as there are
certain non-unigueness involved in the O ( ?) m apping. The signi cance of the SebergW itten
map isthatunderan NC or -gauge transfomm ation o by,

K o=e T+ AR )
A willundergo the transform ation
A =@

Subsequently, under this m apping, a gauge invariant ob fct in conventional spacetin e w illbe
m apped to its NC counterpart, which willbe -gauge nvarant. This is crucial as it ensures
that the ordinary spacetin e action that we recover from the NC action {11) by applying the

!Thisisthe rstdi erencebetween ourmodeland 7] who use the antifiindam ental representation. In fact,
in [1], i isdi cul to proceed with the findam entalde nition |L4]. On the other hand, in the present work,
the choice between the rst and second de nition is not very inm portant as it a ects the overallsign of only.
Sin ilar type of situation prevails In E[Eo, :_Z[;%]



SebergW ien M ap willbe gauge invariant. Thus the NC action (11) in ordinary spacetine
variables reads,
z

~ 3 1 1
S= dx[0 )D + > fF (O D + © )D ) EF ©C YD gl (@5
T he above action ism anifestly gauge Invariant. T he equation ofm otion now satis ed by A is,
1
i( 2ia Y + Y@ e Y)Ha 5 F )

1
*3 Rf©C ) g @fO )b + O )D dI

:—2L RfO©C Y + O YD )+ F (D O ) gl=0 16)

Rem enber that so far we have not introduced the CP ! target space constraint in the NC
Soacetin e sstup. Let us assum e the constraint to ke identical to the ordinary spacstim e one,
ie,?
Y o= 1: @7)

T he reasoning is as follow s. P rim arily, after utilizing the SebbergW iten M ap, we have retumed
to the ordinary spacetinm e and its associated dynam ical variables and the e ects of noncom m u-—
tativity appears only as additional interaction temm s in the action. Hence it is natural to kesp
the CP! constraint unchanged. A lrematively, the above assum ption can also be m otivated
In a mundabout way. Rem ember that the the CP (1) constraint has to be Introduced in a

~gauge invariant way. In orgler to introduce the C P! constraint directly in the NC action (11)
or @5), the constraint term (Y 1) has to be generalized to a -gauge Invariant one by
the application ofthe (inverse) SebergW itten M ap. T his is quite straightforw ard but needless
because as soon aswe apply the SebergW itten M ap to the -gauge invariant constraint tem ,
we recover the earlier ordinary soacetin e constraint.

T his allow s us to w rite,

A = iY@ +a () (18)
wih a denoting the O ( ) correction, cbtained from (14;17). For = 0. A reduces to
its original form . Note that a is gauge invariant. Thus the U (1) gauge transfomm ation of
A remalns Intact, at least to O ( ). Kesping n m ind the constraint ¥ = 1, lt us now
substitute (18) in the NC action (5). Sihoe we are concemed only w ith the O ( ) correction, in
the -tem oftheaction,wecanuseA = 1YQ@ .However, nthe rsttem in theaction,we

m ust incorporate the fiillexpression ©rA given in {1§). Ren arkably, the constraint condition
conspire to cancel the e ect of the O () correction tem a . Finally i boils down to the
©llow ing: the action forthe NC CP ! modelto O ( ) is given by (I%) with the identi cation
A = iY@ and Y = 1.

2This is the second di erence between our m odel and that ofi[y], where -correction tem s are present in
the CP (1) constraint. This is a seriousdi erence as it drastically alters the structures of the m odel In :_ﬂ7] from
ours. Apart from the conceptual reasoning given above, there also appears a technical com pulsion. W e would
like to obtain perturbative -correctionsto the ordinary spacetin e CP (1) m odel. Incorprtating -corrections in
the CP (1) constraint as in [j] In our system will lead to a di erential equation for the multiplier , instead of
an algebraic one as in the ordinary spacetin e case. This w ill change the -equation ofm otion In a qualitative
way. W e stress that our m odel is a perfectly wellde ned NC theory which, incidentally, is distinct from the
existing NC CP (1) m odel {}].



Section IV —-Energy-m om entum tensor for the NC CP (1) m odel

Ourain isto study the possbility of soliton solutions for the action 15). Let us try to derive
the Bogoln ony bound and BP S equations in the present case. The rst task isto com pute the

EM tensor.
W e ollow [10] n com puting the symm etric orm of the EM tensor by coupling the m odel
w ith a weak gravitational eld and get,

1
TS=<171 F )I[D ) +0© )D g O )D ]+5 F (O ) +0O )D

+F (0 )» +0© )b ) gF (O ) + 0O YD )k 19)
The TS stands for the symm etric orm ofthe EM tensor. In the static situation,

—=0 ! Apg=Fpu=Dg =0
and the static energy density sim pli es to,
Toy= L+ % YFp)0T DY (20)
where F  is also expressbl in the form
F = i[0 )D © D 1= i@ )'e @ )yYe I

Now we discuss the canonical form of the EM tensor. Rem embering that the indices of
adpcent ’sare summ ed, the expanded form of the Lagrangian is,

=0 )y + (¥ 1) 51 pe Ye @ e
+2@ Y@ Y@ Y@ 2@ @ Y@ Y@ @ Y& @ 7@ @ Y@ c ] (1)
T he canonical energy-m om entum tensor is,
L L

T =——@ Y+ d i
@ ) @ ) J

1
=(171 F )O ™ +($ )

i B e @ ‘e + ¢ e )<+ (s ) @ e e e (5 I
1 1
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Note that part is symmetric. In the energy density Tog the contrbution com ng from
the non-sym m etric parts in the -contribution drop out if only space-space noncom m utativisy



is assumed, ie. % = 0. For this special case, In the static lim i, the above -contribution
com pltely drops out and the energy density reduces to

ey

1 . .
Too= L= @+ > Lpyo* )yp?t 23)

C Jkarly this is identical to the static energy £(Q) obtained from the the symm etric form TS .
Indeed, it is satisfying that In this particular case, both the canonical and symm etric form s
of the EM tensor kad to the sam e expression of the static energy, which is m anifestly gauge
Invariant and conserved (as it com es from the canonical form ).

Interestingly to O ( ), the noncom m utativity e ect factors out from the ordinary spacetim e
resul. A Iso notice that in the two spatial dim ensions that we are considering, the -tem in
the energy density is proportionalto the topolgical charge density n k) n @) . This isbecause
the expression for the topological current rem ains unchanged since the dynam ical variables
aswell as the CP (1) constraint is unaltered In ourm odel. W e specialize to only space-space
noncommutativity, Y= Y ; %= 0,and nd,

Tee = nE O )D*; (24)
w here the superscript S or N is dropped.

Section V —A nalysis of the B ogom olny bound

In order to cbtain the Bogom olhy bound, we ©llow the sam e procedure as that of the CP*
m odel in ordinary spacetin e and rew rite the static energy functional n the ollow ng fom ,
z
E= d&x @0+ n)[0: D, §F 2 n]

Z
= d&x [+ n)jd; D) §F 2n 2°? )

z z
1
= dx (1+§ nx)fjo, D, F 2N 2?2 dExn®E)+O0(?): @5)
Now Individually all the temm s in the energy expression are positive de nie. Hence we obtain
the Bogom oy bound to be 7
E N+2° dJ&xn’*&) (26)

and the saturation condition is
1 . .
a+ 2 nx)f 30, i, F= 0: @7)

The BP S equation tums out to be,
D' = D?* : 8)

Thuswe nd that the BPS equation ram ains unchanged and there isa O ( ) correction In the
static energy of the soliton. N ote that both of the above results do not agree with {1, 12]. But
this is not unexpected since as we have m entioned before, the de ning conditions of the NC

CP (1) m odels are di erent. However, we repeat that a priori there is nothing inconsistent in
our NC m odel.



F inally, we are ready to discuss the curiosity. Tt appears that solutions ofthe BP S equations
£8) do not satisfy the equation of motion for . A straightforward com putation yields the
dynam ical equation for ,

1
D@ ; F ) 1+ @ fP D D g+D ff D g+D fF D g

D fOo )b +@© )b )W g+ £fO YD + O D D (gl = 0: (29)

D etails of the derwation are provided In the appendix.) To get , contract by ¥ and use

¥ = 1. For the tin e being, instead of w riting the fiall equation ofm otion, we want to check
the consistency ofthe program m e only, that iswhether the solution ofthe BP S equation satis es
the equation ofm otion, which they should. Since the BP S equation rem ains unchanged here,
the -tem In the equation ofm otion should vanish for those solutions that satisfy the BP S
equation aswell. So we consider the equation ofm otion In a sin pli ed setting where the BP S
equation is satis ed and only ? is non—zero and obtain for

: 1 .
= DDy 4 D IERD, ) (30)
Putting back in the equation ofm otion, we get
i i 1 12 i i
DD DD +§ D FE12D; ) 'D*EF,D; ) 1= O: (31)

T his equation can be rew ritten as

DDy DDy + PEFD:  Y@FpD: +F@D; DD ))=0: (2)
C Jearly the ]asttenn,thatjs% Pr,0D; DD, ) 0O (?) and can be dropped. The
tem ' Y@'F,D; = @F, YDy = 0.However the remaining O ( )-tem ,; “@'F1D;

does not vanish. This is the purported m ism atch between the BP S equations and the fi1ll
equation ofm otion. T his brings us to the last part —the collective coordinate analysis, where
we can check explicitly the above conclusions in a sin pli ed sstup.

Section V I —C ollective coordinate analysis

W e considerthe topologicalchargeN = 1 sector. A swe have discussed before, expression forthe
topological current and subsequently the charge rem ainssam e (in ourNC CP (1) m odel) asthat
ofthe ordinary spacetin e CP (1) m odel. Thism eansthat we can use the sam e param eterizations
as before B] to introduce the collective coordinates. As a rst approxin ation, only the zero
m ode arising from the globalU (1) invariance is being quantized. In the O (3) nonlinear sigm a
model, the N = 1 sector is characterized by ]

n® = ffsin (g (r));cos@x))g;a= 1;2;3

w ith the constraint n®n® = 1 and the boundary conditions g(0) = 0;g( ) = . Kesphg in
mind theO 3) CP (1) duality and theHopfmap n®* = ¥ 2 ,the soliton pro ke intheCP (1)
variables is of the fom , | |

Lo cos (7) '

= - i+ (©) 33)

2 sin )e



w here the gauge ( 'y = !hasbeen used and r;’ referto the plne polar coordinates. (t) is
the collective coordinate. Substituting the above choice 33) in the static energy expression i
£0) leads to,

: 0 .2
Eme= q+ O 0, SO, (34)
2r r2

where g°= g—f. In figure (1) thee ect ofthe -correction is shown where the ollow ng sin ple
form ofg(r) is considered,
g(x) @ e ): 35)

One can clearly see that with typical values of the parameters, ( = 1; = 1) the enexgy
density for the NC case ism ore sharply peaked. (In reality, should be snaller.) This assures
us of the rationale of our previous Bogoln ony analysis. Next we look In to the equation of
m otion.

It is straightforward check that the pro le (83) satis es the BPS equation as well as the
equation ofm otion for the ordinary spacetin e situation, = 0.For # 0, the BPS equations
are once again satis ed since they ram ain unaltered. So we concentrate only on the problem
tem 2 “@'F;,D; in the equation ofmotion (32).W ith the particular fom ofg(r) in (35) we
obtain

P9 g P g @ g sin @) X ()
2 L T BsinG) pesin@r T oSO s @)e v 00

0)2

In F igure 2 we again use the g(r) given n 35) and com pare the m agnitude of the above
expression with a typicaltem , |
i S (r) .
el T '
occurring in the equation ofm otion (32). For consistency, the expressions n (36) should have
vanished. However, even for = 1, which is quite a large value), the m ian atch tem is am all
In an absolute sense.

Section V IT —C onclusions

In this paper, we have attem pted to recover the soliton solutions in the non-com m utative
CP (1) model, discovered earlier fi]. The U (1) and NC U (1) gauge invariances in the CP (1)
and NC CP (1) m odels respectively, requires the use of the SebergW iten m ap, to convert
the NC action to an action com prising of ordinary spacetin e dynam ical variables. The e ects
of noncom m utativity are m anifested as interaction temm s. For theoretical as well as technical
reasons, we found it convenient to kesp the CP (1) constraint unchanged, ie. wihout any
correction.

From the above action, we construct both the sym m etric and canonical form s of the energy
mom entum tensor. For only spatial noncom m utativity, both the above formm s reduce to an
dentical (gauge nvariant) expression for the static energy. The Bogom oy analysis yields a
Iower bound in the energy, hinting at the presence of a new type of soliton. However, the
resulting BP S equations do not m atch com pletely w ith the fiill variational equation ofm otion.
The present m odel is otherw ise a perfectly well de ned NC eld theory with the expected
features. H ence we conclude that inadequacy in the de nibions of the energy m om entum tensor
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in an NC el theory is responsibk for this failire. T he above phenom ena are nicely visualized
In a collective coordinate fram ework. The above aw kward situation clearly dem ands further
study.

F inally, asa future work wem ention that inclusion ofthe Hopftem , (in the form ofChem-
Sinons tetm In CP (1) varables), n the NC theory would indeed be interesting. The Hopf
term was Introduced {8,17] to in part anyonic behavior to the CP (1) solitons. T he exact form
ofthe NC version ofthe Chem Sin onstem isknown {I§]-it isa "non-abelian" generalization
ofthe Chem Sim onstermm . In our fom alisn , application ofthe SelbergW itten m ap w illreduce
it to the ordinary Chem Sinons term [15] but there w ill appear O ( ) correction tem s since
the gauge eld of the Chem Simons tem is actually a non-linear com bination of the CP (1)
variables.

Another interesting problem is the reconstruction of the NC CP (1) m odel of [7,] in our
fram ew ork.

A ppendix: To get the -equation ofm otion, we consider variation of Y. and exploit the
relations,
c )Y ="2 =0 (37)
O Y= @ Y+ (¢ )H=Q ( H+ (e )Y+ (e ) ?
60 )= @ (e )yH)y= (& )): 38)

R
In the action the tem s are products ofthegenericform © YO )X (x). The varation of
O ) will reproduce

by using (7). Sim ilarly, the variation of © )Y willyield
Z z z
©C YO X= @ ((H+ (¥ )+ (' ) )b X = D O X)

by partial ntegration and using (7). the above identities sin pli es the com putations consid—
erably and Jeads to the equation 29).
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